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Street), and the new Ralston Valley High Schoo/located at the northwest corner of W. 80th and
Alkire Street. This annexation and zoning will not affect the school district as this house has
already been in existence for quite some time and no new residential development is proposed.
Should the parcels be rezoned or subdivided in the future, all school and park dedication
requirements must be met at that time.

Neighborhood Compatibility: This property is predominantly surrounded by large lot single­
family/agricultural properties. Eagleview Estates and Saddle Brook subdivisions are located in
close proximity to the east and west boundaries of the site. The Meridian Farm equestrian use
has been in existence for quite some time and the proposed improvements should be more
compatible with the neighborhood by removing numerous, smaller, older out buildings and
constructing new barn structures. Arvada setbacks will be met for all new improvements.

ANNEXATION SUMMARY

All annexations shall be reviewed for compliance with the approval criteria stated in Section
3.28.3 of the Land Development Code. Since annexations are discretionary, legislative acts,
the city is not compelled to annex property unless otherwise required by state law, even if all of
these approval criteria have been satisfied. It is the responsibility of the applicant to justify the
annexation request. Planning Commission and City Council will have to hear testimony at the
public hearing and will need to evaluate the advantages and disadvantages of the request
based upon testimony heard during the public hearing and the Land Development Code
approval criteria. Following is a summary of the approval criteria and an evaluation of this
proposed annexation in relation to such criteria. The findings must address the requirements of
Section 3.28.3 of the Arvada Land Development Code.

Planning Commission could recommend approval of the annexation request if it finds the
folloWing:

Criterion Finding Rationale

A. The annexation is in compliance Yes The properties to be annexed are more than one-
with the Municipal Annexation Act sixth contiguous to the current corporate limits of

I

of 1965 (CRS 1-12-101, et seq., Arvada and a community of interests generally
as amended). exists between the area proposed for annexation

and Arvada.

B. The annexation is in accord with the Yes The Meridian Farm property is located within the
Arvada comprehensive plan and low density residential area of the Arvada

I

the best interests of the city would comprehensive plan and the city's equestrian
be served by annexation of such center is designated as open space and will now
property. be under the jurisdiction of Arvada. This

annexation will also allow for connection of the
property to Arvada's water system.

C. The property is capable of being Yes The site is already integrated into the city for
integrated into the city and practical purposes. City development is located
developed in compliance with all to the east and west of this site. All applicable
applicable provisions of the Land provisions of the Land Development Code will be
Development Code and the City met.
Code.
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D. At the time any development of Yes Water service may be provided to this property
the area proposed to be annexed as a result of this annexation. Fire protection will
is completed, there will be be enhanced as a result of the water connection.
capacity to adequately serve Sewer service will continue via an individual
residents of such area with all septic system.
necessary utilities and facilities.

Planning Commission could recommend denial of the request for annexation, if it finds any of
the above criteria are not met.

If Planning Commission chooses to recommend approval of this annexation request staff
recommends that the following conditions be made a part of any annexation of Meridian Farm.

1. Should the telecommunication use change or be expanded, it must follow Arvada
regulations.

2. A special event permit must be obtained each year from Arvada prior to each of the
three large events.

3. Should Meridian Farm be rezoned or subdivided in the future, all school and park
dedication requirements must be met at that time.

4. The concept plan and management plan shall be further amended/refined as the site
design is further evaluated with the site plan process.

ZONING SUMMARY: All rezonings shall be revieWed for compliance with the approval criteria
stated in Section 3.6.13 of the Land Development Code. Following is a summary of the
approval criteria and an evaluation of this proposal in relation to such criteria. It is the
responsibility of the applicant to justify the rezoning request. Planning Commission and City
Council will need to evaluate the approval criteria based upon testimony heard during the public
hearing and the Land Development Code approval criteria.

Planning Commission could recommend approval of the rezoning request if it finds the
following:

Criterion Finding Rationale

A. The rezoning is consistent with the Yes The A-1 and C-1 designations are consistent
Arvada comprehensive plan, or with the comprehensive plan's low density
reflects conditions that have residential and open space designations.
changed since the adoption of the
comprehensive plan.

B. The intended land use is consistent Yes The equestrian stable use is consistent with
with the stated intent of the the A-1 zone district designation and
proposed zoning district. criteria. Likewise the city's equestrian

center use is consistent with the C-1 zoning
designation.
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C. Facilities and services (including Yes The water line will need to be extended into
sewage and waste disposal, the site to enhance fire protection services.
water, gas, electricity, police, and Sewer service will remain as an individual
fire protection, and roads and septic system. Adequate facilities and
transportation as applicable) will, services are available to serve this site.
prior to development, be available
to serve the subject property while
maintaining adequate levels of
service to existing development.

D. The intended land use for which Yes This is an existing development and will
the rezoning is sought will not continue to be consistent with the rural
result in significant adverse character of the surrounding area.
impacts upon the natural
environment, including air, water,
noise, stormwater management,
wildlife, and vegetation, or such
impacts will be sUbstantially
mitigated.

E. The rezoning is compatible with Yes The equestrian uses are consistent with the
existing and planned development rural character of the neighboring large lot
on adjacent properties and in the residential developments.
surrounding area or
neighborhood, or measures will be
taken to substantially buffer or
otherwise substantially mitigate
any incompatibility.

Zoning requests may be approved only upon finding that all of the above criteria have been met.
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MEMORANDUM

LAND PLANrlI~IG

URB:t>.N DESIGN

Date: January 8, 2009
Community Meeting Notes
Location: 7650 Indiana Street - Equestrian Arena

Presenters:
Heather Scott, DH M Design
Bud Simon, DHM Design
Dick Scheurer, Scheurer and Associates
Holly Matt, Pegasus Design Group

Attendance:
Linda Hoover - Planner, City of Arvada
Mike Smith - Arvada Planning Director
Larry Schiedeman - neighbor along northwest fence line
The Webber's - neighbors along the northeast fence line
Johan Stokvis - neighbor along southwest fence line
Karen Drone - neighbor along southeast fence line
The Johnson's neighbors south of Stokvis and Drone
Lady who arrived late and came through arena door

Also in attendance from Meridian Farm:
Tracy - trainer
Leslie - barn manager

The presentation started shortly after 6pm. DHM presented an existing conditions map along
with the proposed site plan to the community. Linda Hoover made one clarification during the
presentation which was to correct Heather Scott when she stated that the applicant sUbmitted a
formal application to City. In fact the applicant has not been able to formally submit until the
community meeting was complete.

Then DHM opened up the meeting to questions. The Johnson's started by asking questions
regarding the annexation process. It appeared that they might be interested in annexing their
property. Their questions were geared toward Linda and Mike regarding City policy. Dick
Scheurer did step in and talk about state statue regarding annexation. He pointed out that we did
not need to annex any neighboring property in order to pursue our annexation request. Mrs.
Johnson stated that she thought we needed 1/61h contiguity to proceed and we explained how we
would come up Indiana Street. Dick went on to explain how she herself could annex if she
wanted to.

Neighbors continued to ask questions regarding landscape improvements. DHM explained that
the site will be hooked up to city water. In addition to water for the house and barns we explained
that we would also need to purchase landscape taps. We explained our intent is to make major
improvements to the entrance of the site along Indiana Street. The four turnouts along the front
would be landscaped with native turf and would be irrigated. Irrigation for the remainder of the
site would depend on the cost of the water tap. However, we would redo the exterior of the entire
site when we create the perimeter hacking path, and only native, drought tolerant planting will be
installed.



Linda Hoover brought up the potential for kennels. Several neighbors voiced a concern. DHM
was quick to explain that our intent with "kennels" was to create a place on site for patron's dogs
only, not a public dog kennel. Mrs. Weber stated that she wanted an enclosed area for the dogs
or to prohibit dogs altogether. She went on to say that in the past there had been a pack of dogs
that ran wild on the site and caused problems. She also stated that since Meridian Farms LLC
took over the problem seems to have disappeared.

There was a discussion regarding both water and sewer lines onsite. DHM explained that public
water will be provided from Indiana Street, however sewer is more problematic. The site slopes
from Indiana Street to the east but is blocked by the Croak Canal, therefore we will need to keep
our septic systems due to the topographic constraint. Later Heather explained how sewer lines
were gravity fed and that a lift station would be required to return sewage to Indiana Street. This
solution would be cost prohibitive.

There was a discussion between DHM and Linda regarding paving the internal road. Linda
believes that the road must be paved. DHM believes that the Arvada Fire Department wants road
improvements but not necessarily pavement. We believe it is based on the building locations and
the number of fire hydrants provided. The two neighbors directly south asked that something be
done to mitigate dust. DHM stated that we would do what was required by code.

Mr. Schiedeman inquired about parking for the shows. We explained that the parking would be
disbursed throughout the site and the Derby Field would be used for overflow parking. Leslie and
Tracy stated that the shows are for patrons only and there was not a large amount of cars that
park onsite. They said that usually family members arrive in one car per patron.

Mrs. Johnson asked DHM what kinds of questions she should ask. Holly Matt stepped up went
on to explain how this type of facility typically works. Holly also explained what we looked at
when evaluating this site and why we laid it out like we did.

Numerous side conversations occurred before and after the meeting:

1. Mr. Schiedeman would like to be included in the fence design. He is interested in having
a gate from his property to the SUbject site for fire safety in the future.

2. Mr. Schiedeman also asked about the number of shows. We explained that the City
would limit us to 2 or 3 a year and he stated that was a shame. He went on to explain
that his granddaughter took riding lessons at West Gait and he truly enjoyed coming to
the shows.

3. Ms. Drone was disappointed to find that we were moving the southern horse pens from
her view. She explained that she loved looking out her kitchen window and seeing the
horses.

4. All the neighbors to the south were extremely interested in the proposed horse path over
the canal to the city horse park. If we are successful in making the trail connection they
would like a path leading from their properties through our site to utilize the canal
crossing versus going out on Indiana as they currently do.

5. The Johnson's were very concerned about the materials proposed in the new barn on the
west. They explained that there is a horse in the existing barn who likes to kick the metal
siding about 2am in the morning. We stated that the barn would likely be made of wood
rather than the metal siding currently found on the existing barn.



















CITY OF ARVADA 
COUNCIL AGENDA INFORMATION SHEET 

SECOND READING ORDINANCE 

Agenda No.  9.C.                City Council Meeting Date:   February 8, 2010 

Title:  CB10-007, An Ordinance Rezoning Certain Land Within the City of Arvada, Meridian Farm and Arvada 
Equestrian Center, from Jefferson County A-1 (Agricultural) to City of Arvada A-1 (Agricultural) and C-1 
(Conservation District), and Amending the Official Zoning Maps of the City of Arvada, Colorado, 7650 & 7460 
Indiana Street 

Initiated by (Department):  Community Development   (Division): Planning 

Action Proposed:  First Reading and Setting Date for Public Hearing 

Financial Impact:    This project/request is:  One-time   On-going    Multi-year  
 
Funding Source:   Type      Fund        
 
Future associated costs requiring Council actions:  None   Additional funds required   
 
Information about the Project or Request:      
 
The applicant, Meridian Farm, LLC, is requesting annexation and zoning of the 7.5 Acre Meridian Farm 
property located at 7650 Indiana Street. To meet State contiguity requirements, Arvada Equestrian Center, 
located at 7460 Indiana Street, is also being annexed.  Both properties are currently zoned A-1 in Jefferson 
County.  The Meridian Farm property is proposed for A-1 zoning to allow the commercial stable operations to 
continue.  The Arvada Equestrian Center is proposed for C-1 zoning to allow the equestrian uses to continue and 
be in keeping with the open space designation of the comprehensive plan.   
 
This case will be accompanied by an annexation request. 
 
NOTE:  The minutes and staff report are attached to CB10-006, Meridian Farm and Arvada Equestrian Center 
Annexation 
 
Planning Commission voted 6 in favor with 1 absent. 

 
 
 
Suggested Motion:  Moved by ____________________________ 
 
I move that CB10-007, An Ordinance Rezoning Certain Land Within the City of Arvada, Meridian Farm and 
Arvada Equestrian Center, from Jefferson County A-1 (Agricultural) to City of Arvada A-1 (Agricultural) and 
C-1 (Conservation District), and Amending the Official Zoning Maps of the City of Arvada, Colorado, 7650 & 
7460 Indiana Street , be (approved on final reading, numbered 4206, and ordered published by title only) 
(rejected). 
 
This motion is based on the findings of fact adopted by Planning Commission (if approved) 
 
This motion is based on the following findings of fact for denial: (Recite approval criteria you believe the 
evidence fails to satisfy and your reasons) 
 
 
YES    NO     ABSENT 



COUNCIL BILL NO. 10-007
ORDINANCE NO. 4206

AN ORDINANCE REZONING CERTAIN LAND WITHIN THE CITY OF ARVADA,
MERIDIAN FARM AND ARVADA EQUESTRIAN CENTER, FROM JEFFERSON
COUNTY A-I (AGRICULTURAL) TO CITY OF ARVADA C-1 (CONSERVATION

DISTRICT), AND FROM JEFFERSON COUNTY A-I TO ARVADA A-I
(AGRICULTURAL), AND AMENDING THE OFFICIAL ZONING MAPS OF THE CITY OF

ARVADA, COLORADO, 7650 & 7460 INDIANA STREET

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ARVADA, COLORADO:

Section 1. The following described property is hereby rezoned from Jefferson County A-I
(Agricultural) to City of Arvada C-1 (Conservation District):

A PARCEL OF LAND BEING A PORTION OF THE NORTHWEST ONE-QUARTER AND
SOUTHWEST ONE-QUARTER OF SECTION 31, TOWNSHIP 2 SOUTH, RANGE 69 WEST
OF THE 6TH P.M., COUNTY OF JEFFERSON, STATE OF COLORADO, BEING MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

BASIS OF BEARINGS: THE WEST LINE OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF SAID
SECTION 31 ASSUMED TO BEAR SOUTH 00°01 '26" EAST.

COMMENCING AT THE WEST QUARTER CORNER OF SECTION 31 THENCE SOUTH
89°56'22" EAST, 871.12 FEET ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF THE SOUTHWEST
QUARTER OF SECTION 31 TO A POINT ON THE EAST LINE OF THE FARMER'S
HIGHLINE CANAL AND THE WEST LINE OF THAT PARCEL DESCRIBED AT
RECEPTION NO. 85125081 OF THE RECORDS OF JEFFERSON COUNTY BEING THE
TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING.

THENCE ALONG SAID EAST AND WEST LINES THE FOLLOWING SIXTEEN (16)
COURSES:

1) NORTH 55°31 '04" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 264.39 FEET;
2) NORTH 24°35'30" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 450.42 FEET;
3) NORTH 07°30' 19" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 68.83 FEET;
4) NORTH 17°36'22" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 68.02 FEET;
5) NORTH 34°03'34" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 68.34 FEET;
6) NORTH 54°32' 10" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 233.32 FEET;
7) NORTH 35°27'50" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 10.00 FEET;
8) NORTH 54°32' 10" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 107.47 FEET;
9) NORTH 57°42'21" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 18.73 FEET;
10) NORTH 69°06'08" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 477.51 FEET;
11) NORTH 87° 14'43" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 95.60 FEET;
12) SOUTH 63°53' 10" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 82.43 FEET;
13) SOUTH 82°34' 13" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 77.34 FEET;
14) NORTH 79°49'44" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 56.11 FEET;
15) NORTH 64°34' 11" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 79.79 FEET;



16) NORTH 50°52' II" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 115.98 FEET TO THE EAST RIGHT OF
WAY LINE OF INDIANA STREET;

THENCE NORTH 00°01'26" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 269.56 FEET ALONG SAID EAST
RIGHT OF WAY LINE TO THE NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID PARCEL DESCRIBED AT
RECEPTION NO. 85125081;

THENCE ALONG SAID NORTHERLY LINE THE FOLLOWING FOURTEEN (14)
COURSES:

1) NORTH 89°57'49" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 21.19 FEET;
2) SOUTH 23°28'24" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 97.21 FEET;
3) SOUTH 39°47'30" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 100.67 FEET;
4) SOUTH 66°10'46" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 194.08 FEET;
5) SOUTH 74°28'25" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 414.33 FEET;
6) SOUTH 55°28'46" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 225.59 FEET;
7) SOUTH 57°09'23" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 117.59 FEET;
8) SOUTH 78° 19'21" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 133.74 FEET;
9) SOUTH 77°16'03" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 134.14 FEET;
10) NORTH 82°04'35" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 43.54 FEET;
11) SOUTH 79°38'53" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 140.20 FEET;
12) SOUTH 62°53 '02" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 122.83 FEET;
13) SOUTH 41 °Il '25" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 145.27 FEET;
14) SOUTH 52°39'52" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 120.27 FEET TO THE NORTH LINE OF

THAT PARCEL DESCRIBED AT RECEPTION NO. 78068501 OF THE RECORDS
OF JEFFERSON COUNTY;

THENCE ALONG THE EASTERLY LINE OF THAT PARCEL DESCRIBED AT
RECEPTION NO. 85125081 AND THE NORTHERLY AND WESTERLY LINES OF THAT
PARCEL DESCRIBED AT RECEPTION NO. 78068501 THE FOLLOWING THREE (3)
COURSES:

1) NORTH 85°07'41" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 52.53 FEET;
2) SOUTH 18°46'12" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 481.32 FEET;
3) SOUTH 05°44'00" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 75.70 FEET;

THENCE ALONG THE EAST LINE OF THAT PARCEL DESCRIBED AT SAID
RECEPTION NO. 85125081 THE FOLLOWING TWO (2) COURSES:

1) SOUTH 47°29' 15" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 22.98 FEET;
2) SOUTH 34°58'54" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 94.82 FEET TO THE NORTH LINE OF

THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF SAID SECTION 31;

THENCE NORTH 89°56'22" WEST, 24.59 FEET ALONG SAID NORTH LINE TO THE
WESTERLY LINE OF THE CROKE CANAL AND EAST LINE OF THAT PARCEL
DESCRIBED AT RECEPTION NO. 81090749 OF THE RECORDS OF JEFFERSON
COUNTY

THENCE ALONG SAID WESTERLY LINE AND EAST LINE OF THAT PARCEL



DESCRIBED AT SAID RECEPTION NO. 81090749 THE FOLLOWING EIGHT (8)
COURSES;

1) SOUTHWESTERLY 155.42 FEET ALONG THE ARC OF A CURVE CONCAVE TO
THE EAST, SAID ARC HAVING A RADIUS OF 487.32 FEET, A CENTRAL ANGLE
OF 18°16'22", AND BEING SUBTENDED BY A CHORD THAT BEARS SOUTH
20°24'57" WEST, 154.76 FEET;

2) SOUTH 11 °16'47" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 520.00 FEET;
3) SOUTHWESTERLY 558.53 FEET ALONG THE ARC OF A CURVE CONCAVE TO

THE WEST, SAID ARC HAVING A RADIUS OF 390.74 FEET, A CENTRAL
ANGLE OF 81 °54'00", AND BEING SUBTENDED BY A CHORD THAT BEARS
SOUTH 52°13'47" WEST, 512.18 FEET;

4) NORTH 86°49' 13" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 450.00 FEET;
5) SOUTHWESTERLY 282.82 FEET ALONG THE ARC OF A CURVE CONCAVE TO

THE EAST, SAID ARC HAVING A RADIUS OF 431.00 FEET, A CENTRAL ANGLE
OF 37°35'50", AND BEING SUBTENDED BY A CHORD THAT BEARS SOUTH
74°22'52" WEST, 277.77 FEET;

6) NORTH 34°25'03" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 10.00 FEET;
7) SOUTHWESTERLY 57.87 FEET ALONG THE ARC OF A CURVE CONCAVE TO

THE EAST, SAID ARC HAVING A RADIUS OF 441.00 FEET, A CENTRAL ANGLE
OF r31 '08", AND BEING SUBTENDED BY A CHORD THAT BEARS SOUTH
51°49'22" WEST, 57.83 FEET;

8) SOUTH 48°03'47" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 99.58 FEET TO THE NORTH LINE OF
THAT PARCEL DESCRIBED AT RECEPTION NO. F0304735;

THENCE SOUTH 89°58'34" WEST, 324.69 FEET ALONG SAID NORTH LINE TO THE
EAST RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF INDIANA STREET AND THE EAST LINE OF SADDLE
BROOK ANNEXATION NO.2 RECORDED AT RECEPTION NUMBER F1304861 OF THE
RECORDS OF JEFFERSON COUNTY;

THENCE NORTH 00°01 '26" WEST, 598.72 FEET ALONG SAID EAST LINES;

THENCE NORTH 00°01 '26" WEST, 180.82 FEET ALONG SAID EAST RIGHT OF WAY
LINE TO THE NORTH LINE OF SAID PARCEL DESCRIBED AT RECEPTION
NO.81090749;

THENCE NORTH 89°58'33" EAST, 330.00 FEET ALONG SAID NORTH LINE;

THENCE NORTH 00°01'26" WEST, 59.02 FEET TO THE SOUTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY
LINE OF THE FARMERS HIGHLINE CANAL;

THENCE ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE THE FOLLOWING (4)
FOUR COURSES:

1) NORTH 88°47'29" EAST, 89.53 FEET;
2) NORTH 77°45'21" EAST, 34.61 FEET;
3) NORTH 61 °50'05" EAST, 39.31 FEET;



4) NORTH 55°32'06" EAST, 436.76 FEET TO THE NORTH LINE OF THE
SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF SAID SECTION 31.

THENCE NORTH 89°55'22" WEST, 7.08 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING.

CONTAINING 2,009,581 SQUARE FEET OR 46.133 ACRES, MORE OR LESS.

Section 2. The following described property is hereby rezoned from Jefferson County A-I
(Agricultural) to City of Arvada A-I (Aglicultural):

A PARCEL OF LAND BEING A PORTION OF THE NORTHWEST ONE-QUARTER OF
SECTION 31, TOWNSHIP 2 SOUTH, RANGE 69 WEST OF THE 6TH P.M., COUNTY OF
JEFFERSON, STATE OF COLORADO, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS
FOLLOWS:

COMMENCING AT THE WEST QUARTER CORNER OF SAID SECTION 31 THENCE
NORTH 00°01 '26" WEST, 130.00 FEET ALONG THE WEST LINE OF THE NORTHWEST
QUARTER OF SAID SECTION 31 TO THE SOUTH LINE OF THAT PARCEL DESCRIBED
AT RECEPTION NO. 2008068890 OF THE RECORDS OF JEFFERSON COUNTY. THENCE
NORTH 90°00'00" EAST, 30.00 FEET TO THE EAST RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF INDIANA
STREET BEING THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING.

THENCE ALONG SOUTH, EAST, NORTH AND WEST LINES OF SAID PARCEL
DESCRIBED AT RECEPTION NO. 2008068890 THE FOLLOWING EIGHT (8) COURSES:

1) NORTH 90°00'00" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 928.79 FEET;
2) NORTH 54°34'05" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 101.47 FEET;
3) NORTH 24°35'30" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 423.07 FEET;
4) NORTH 89°30'37" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 522.67 FEET;
5) SOUTH 30°07'01" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 183.51 FEET;
6) SOUTH 00°00'00" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 83.86 FEET;
7) NORTH 90°00'00" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 572.88 FEET TO THE EAST RIGHT OF

WAY LINE OF INDIANA STREET;
8) SOUTH 00°01 '26" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 205.40 FEET ALONG SAID RIGHT OF

WAY TO THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING.

CONTAINING 337,920 SQUARE FEET OR 7.757 ACRES, MORE OR LESS.

BASIS OF BEARINGS: THE WEST LINE OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SAID
SECTION 31 ASSUMED TO BEAR NORTH 00°01 '26" WEST.

Section 3. The Official Zoning Maps of the City of Arvada are hereby amended in accordance
herewith.

Section 4. This ordinance shall be effective fifteen days after publication following final
passage.

INTRODUCED, READ, AND ORDERED PUBLISHED this 11th day of January, 2010.



PASSED, ADOPTED, AND APPROVED this 8th day of February, 2010.

Robert G. Frie, Mayor

ATTEST:

City Clerk

Publication Dates: January 14,2010
February 11, 2010




