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From: kfontaine

To: dencc - City Council

Cc: Matt Fontaine

Subject: [EXTERNAL] City Council Agenda Item 22-0699: Zoning Classification Change of 1001 and 1003 South Pearl
Street

Date: Thursday, August 11, 2022 2:56:33 PM

Attachments: 2022-08-10 20i-00141 Immediate Neighbor Comments.pdf

To whom it may concern:
Please find attached our comments in opposition to the subject rezoning.

Sincerely yours,

Kathryn Fontaine, Owner-Occupant
1025 S Pearl St
Denver, CO 80209

kfontaine2014@gmail.com
303-775-8624

Matt Fontaine, Owner-Occupant
1025 S Pearl St

Denver, CO 80209
msfontainel967@gmail.com
303-710-3584
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August 11, 2022

dencc@denvergov.org

Re: Rezoning Case #20i-00141
1001 and 1003 South Pearl Street

To whom it may concern:

Please find attached our comments in opposition to the subject rezoning.

Sincerely yours,

Hathyi_ Focdiiren

Kathryn Fontaine, Owner-Occupant
1025 S Pearl St

Denver, CO 80209
kfontaine2014@gmail.com
303-775-8624

i o ———

Matt Fontaine, Owner-Occupant
1025 S Pearl St

Denver, CO 80209
msfontaine1967 @gmail.com
303-710-3584








Comments on
Rezoning Case #20i-00141
1001 and 1003 S Pearl St

Prepared by:

Kathryn Fontaine, Owner-Occupant
1025 S Pearl St

and

Matt Fontaine, Owner-Occupant
1025 S Pearl St
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Introduction

The authors of these comments have lived at 1025 S Pearl St, less than 150 feet from the proposed
rezoning at 1001 and 1003 S Pearl St, (Rezoning Case #20i-00141) for over twenty years. Therefore, we
are very familiar with the building that is the subject of the rezoning and the immediate neighborhood
surrounding it. Having had some time to review the Staff Report and Recommendation, dated

May 25,2022 (Staff Report), we do not agree that it supports this rezoning.

As documented in these comments, the Staff Report is fatally flawed. It is premised on a foundation of
incorrect information, subjective opinions, and half-truths, including that

e The building is vacant (it is not)

e The building is a “former” church (it is not)

e The building presents a good opportunity to introduce additional commercial business into the
e neighborhood (it does not)

e The building contributes to the neighborhood character (it does not)

e The building has been embedded at this location for 60 years (not in its current form), and

e The building is compatible with the adjacent residential buildings (not in its current form)

As a result, the Planning Board’s recommendation is discredited and cannot be relied upon. (See
attached Exhibit C: Response to Staff Report and Recommendation for a detailed review of the problems
with the Staff Report.)

The immediate neighbors vehemently oppose this rezoning. Ninety-two percent (92%) of the owners
who occupy their property chose to sign a protest petition.

The immediate neighborhood already hosts two concentrated clusters of commercial businesses within
one block in either direction of the proposed rezoning. It is already the destination residents from less
developed areas of the neighborhood walk to to access commercial business amenities. It is unfair to
burden this area of the neighborhood with hosting even more.

The subject building does not contribute to the character of the neighborhood. The over-sized, second-
floor residence addition constructed in 2003 is not respectful of the adjacent properties, especially those
to the south, and it destroyed any charm or character the building had in its original form.

Fatally Flawed Staff Report

As voting and tax paying citizens, we have the right to expect accuracy and complete transparency in the
services provided by public agencies, such as the Community Planning and Development Permitting
Services. So, it is galling to discover a biased Staff Report that is riddled with errors, misrepresents
important facts, and applies subjective opinions and unsupported assumptions to justify a
predetermined result.

Not Vacant. Not a Former Church

Most importantly, the building is described as vacant three (3) times, and as a “former church” fifteen
(15) times. (See Exhibit C Table 1.) This is no small matter because the justification for this rezoning is
premised upon it being vacant and a former institutional use in order demonstrate that it aligns with
Blueprint Denver policy. (See Exhibit C Table 6.)
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Unless the word vacant has been redefined to exclude tenants, this building is not vacant. The Upper
Room United Pentecostal Church occupies the church portion (first floor) of the building where the
congregation gathers to worship at least twice a week. Their sign and worship schedule are affixed to
the building (See Exhibit A Photos 3 and 4), and we regularly observe the congregants parking, entering,
and leaving the church. 1001 S Pearl St (the address of the subject rezoning application) is listed as their
Agent’s principal address. (See Exhibit B Figure 1.) The second-floor residence is occupied by a young
couple, i.e., it is also not vacant. We see them entering and leaving the building and walking their dog.

With a congregation occupying and actively using the church to gather and worship, the building cannot
possibly be considered a “former church”.

Since this building is neither vacant, nor a former church, Blueprint Denver does not support this
rezoning.

Blueprint Denver does not promote, allow, or even suggest that occupied churches that are actively used
by a congregation should be proactively rezoned based on a national trend of declining congregations
and closing churches (as asserted in the Staff Report, Page 18.)

Not a Good Opportunity to Introduce Additional Commercial Business

The Staff Report repeatedly asserts that this building represents a good opportunity to introduce
additional commercial business into the neighborhood. The immediate neighborhood does not agree. It
is unfair and disruptive to burden this small area of the West Washing Park Neighborhood with hosting
even more commercial businesses than they already are.

We have noticed several commenters expressing their support for the proposed rezoning because they
support walkable neighborhoods. The unstated implication being that the immediate neighbors who
oppose it must be NIMBYs (Not in My Backyard) who are against walkable neighborhoods. This could
not be further from the truth. We love our walkable neighborhood. That is why we choose to live here.
We live on the block that hosts the walkable amenities other people come to visit: Whole Foods, a liquor
store, a coffee shop, multiple bars [Kentucky Inn and the Pub on Pearl], multiple gyms, and multiple
salons (barbershops, hair salons, nail salons, a spa, an aesthetician, etc.)

That means we also deal with the fallout: the malodorous dumpsters baking in the hot sun, the pungent
smell of marijuana being processed, the sound of rowdy bar patrons after the bar closes at 2:00 a.m.,
the lack of parking on “Wing Night”, and the cigarette butts, miniature liquor bottles, broken glass, and
bodily fluids of every description that litter our yards and sidewalks. When we insist that we do not want
or need additional commercial or business uses introduced on the one corner where they do not
presently exist, you need to hear use. We are begging you. (See Exhibit B Figures 4 and 5 and Exhibit D
Table 8 for a map and list of commercial businesses in the area of the proposed rezoning. Notably, there
are multiple vacant spaces within the nearby commercial business clusters and mixed-use buildings.)

Incidentally, none of the supporting commenters actually live in the immediate neighborhood, which
makes them YIYBYs (Yes in Your Backyard.)

As shown in Exhibit B Figure 6, much of the commercial development in West Washington Park is
embedded along South Pearl Street. It follows a pattern of commercial clusters on every other corner
between |-25 and Alameda, most likely because the streetcar used to stop at these corners. The largest
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commercial cluster (approximately 17 businesses. See Exhibit B Figures 4 and 5) is located at the corner
of South Pearl Street and East Mississippi Avenue at the south end of the 1000 block of South Pearl
Street, the opposite end from the proposed rezoning. Rezoning this building would represent a
departure from the established, every-other-block commercial siting pattern that has existed in this
neighborhood for over 100 years. It would be disrespectful of and incompatible with the character of
the neighborhood. To an outsider, this pattern may not be obvious, because all they see is an
undifferentiated grid, but to the immediate neighborhood, it is almost like siting a commercial business
at the end of a cul-de-sac.

What this property represents is a rare instance where, should the existing structure not prove viable
under its current zoning, the best and most desirable outcome is to redevelop the property with up to
two single family houses, consistent with its current zoning. The neighborhood would enthusiastically
support a creative design that maintains and integrates only the sanctuary portion of the structure.

Building Is Not Compatible with, Does Not Contribute to, and Has Not Been Embedded in the
neighborhood for Over 60 Years

The Staff Report relies on a Blueprint Denver policy that incentivizes the preservation of structures that
contribute to the established character of an area (Staff Report, Page 15.) It emphasizes that the
building has been at this location for over 60 years and asserts that it

e contributes to the established character of the area (Staff Report, Page 15),

e respects the surrounding residential character (Staff Report, Page 15),

e has been embedded at this location for over 60 years (Staff Report, Page 12), and

e s already compatible with adjacent residential buildings that vary in height from 1 to 2 stories
(Staff Report, Page 21)

The Staff Report does not mention that in 2003, the building underwent a massive expansion adding an
1,892 square foot, second-floor residence on top. (See Exhibit A Photos 1 and 2 and Exhibit B Figures 2
and 3.)

This drastic addition obliterated any charm or character the building previously possessed. It no longer
contributes, respects, or is compatible with the surrounding residential character. Not only is the
building more massive and significantly taller, but its south side is also not faced in brick. The addition
extends across the entire building from front-to-back until it butts up to the peak of the original
sanctuary structure. The addition includes a window on the south side that overlooks every back yard on
the block, invading our privacy. Its entrance is awkwardly placed in the side yard between the church
and the adjacent duplex. From the south, it appears as if a manufactured home fell on it (See Exhibit A
Photo 2) while from the east its tiny windows give it the appearance of a prison. (See Exhibit a Photo 6.)

Protest Petition

The immediate neighbors who will be most significantly impacted have unambiguously expressed their
collective opposition to this proposed rezoning. Neighbors representing fifty-six percent (56%) of the
property within the criteria area have signed the protest petition. Every neighbor (100%) who owns and
occupies a house within the criteria area (making them eligible to sign) was contacted in person, and
92% of them chose to sign the protest petition. In short, the immediate neighbors vehemently oppose
this rezoning. We oppose the introduction of additional commercial business uses, and we have no
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desire to prolong the existence of this building in its current form. (See Exhibit D Protest Petition
Analysis for additional detail.)

Zoning History

We moved into our house on the 1000 block of S Pearl St. before the light rail was built and before the
zoning code was revised in 2010. For years we witnessed and participated in fierce negotiations and
debates between the city, the transportation department, and the neighborhood association as they
hammered out agreements that would accommodate the Louisiana-Pearl RTD Light Rail Station while
protecting the 100+ year-old West Washington Park Neighborhood. These agreements were
memorialized by incorporating them into the 2010 zoning code and map. While many of the current city
planning staff members, West Washington Park Neighborhood Association Board Members, City Council
Members, and other parties were not around at that time, the immediate neighbors have not forgotten.
We do not appreciate being forced to constantly relitigate established agreements on a piecemeal basis.
It is unreasonably burdensome, and it is disrespectful of the years long negotiation process that gave
birth to the 2010 zoning code and map.

Consistency with Adopted Plans

The adopted plans are so subjective that they can be used to justify almost anything. This makes the
analysis in the Staff Report almost risible.

Consider the Denver Comprehensive Plan 2040. By any logic, an equitability goal would not seem to
apply to a location where amenities are plentiful, and homes are selling for over $2,000,000. We are not
in a food desert. Whole Foods is one block away, and we are less than half a mile from the Louisiana-
Pearl RTD Light rail Station. No worries. Pick any subgoal (aka Strategy) and add the word could. Rinse
and repeat.

You can now claim that rezoning the property to PUD

e Could improve access to arts, culture, fitness, and health care (Staff Report, Page 11)

e Could contribute to an increased mix of services and amenities (Staff Report, Page 11)

e Could help meet the city’s climate action goal (Staff Report, Page 17)

e Could broaden the range of potential uses embedded in the residential community (Staff
Report, Page 17)

e Could increase physical activity, decrease obesity, and decrease driving (Staff Report, Page 17)

Ignore the fact that the proponent has provided no firm plans and made no commitments to specific
actions that would further progress toward meeting these goals. Ignore the fact that these goals could
be met by actions other than rezoning the property to a PUD. If anyone opposes the rezoning,
proponents can now accuse them of being against climate action, fitness, or access to art. Take your
pick.

It is impossible to refute this analysis because it is wholly unsubstantiated.

Now let’s examine Blueprint Denver. As previously discussed, the Staff Report states that Blueprint
Denver further justifies the rezoning with its policies related to the reuse or redevelopment of vacant
institutional uses and the preservation of buildings that contribute to neighborhood character. (Staff
Report, Page 18) Just ignore the fact that
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e the building is occupied,

e that a congregation is actively using the building as their worship space, and

e that the congregation has actually listed the property address as the primary address of their
Agent.

Ignore the fact that Blueprint Denver does not recommend this policy be applied proactively. Simply
state that the building is vacant, three (3) times (See Exhibit C Table 1), and refer to the building as a
former church - fifteen (15) times at a minimum. (See Exhibit C Table 1.) Easy peasy. If the neighbors
object, simply imply that they are NIMBYs and are against walkable neighborhoods.

Now, let’s examine the Blueprint Denver goal of “preservation of buildings that contribute to
neighborhood character.” Ignore the fact that the building is a hot mess from an architectural
standpoint. Just claim that it contributes to the established character of the area. After all, Blueprint
Denver does not specify that the building should contribute in a good way. Pretend the massive 2003
second-story addition never happened. Claim that the building could be historic. Even if 92% of the
neighbors disagree, its subjective, and you are the expert.

Finally, let’s review the 1991 West Washington Park Neighborhood Plan. This one is easy. Claim that the
plan is out of date and presume that the plan intended to maintain historic churches (which you have
already declared this building may be.) (Staff Report, Page 16.) Be bold, don’t just presume, state that
you are presuming. (Staff Report, Page 16.)

We realize this is harsh, but the absurdity of having rebut this analysis is Kafkaesque.
Single-Family Neighborhoods

We understand and sympathize with young adults who are frustrated with their inability to purchase
property in a political economy that is driving outrageously high real estate prices and stagnant wages.
We are frustrated too. We would love to get out of their way by moving out of our “starter home” on
the 1000 block of South Pearl Street that we purchased over twenty years ago intending to eventually
trade up. More than 20 years later, we are still here, as the price of real-estate has outpaced our earning
potential. And so, we have planted our roots, and we are committed to this neighborhood for the long
term. We have poured our hearts and souls and thousands of dollars into upscaling our property and
expect to live out our lives in this home.

If you search online, you will find many articles placing the blame for the high cost of housing on
homeowners in single-family residential neighborhoods. According to the developers, the high cost of
housing is largely driven by the lack of available land, and that problem would be solved by redeveloping
single-family neighborhoods with dense, mixed-use housing. Coincidentally, the developers stand to
make a great deal of profit, were such a policy to be implemented.

Unfortunately, homeowners do not have access to the same public relations resources to counter the
self-serving narratives being circulated by developers and their lobbyists. So, developers can cynically
exploit this situation to enrich themselves while directing blame towards and villainizing homeowners.
But look around you. These assertions are not being borne out. Multifamily development is going up
everywhere. Condominiums and mixed-use buildings are going up everywhere. Yet, home purchase
prices and rental prices remain in the stratosphere.
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Meanwhile, private equity companies and short-term rental owners are purchasing real estate and
removing it from the pool of available housing at an alarming rate, and the only beneficiaries seem to be
the developers and the banks.

Imagine Denver without these single-family neighborhoods. Once they are gone, they are gone forever.
And people will continue to move to Denver, and there will still not be enough housing. Is the price
worth it?

We, the homeowners who were fortunate enough to purchase property before this development-
wealth extraction machine got rolling, are not the villains. We are the stewards. And punishing us by
destroying single-family neighborhoods and feeding them to the very same wealth-extraction machine
that caused this crisis is not the solution.

Conclusion

In conclusion, the Denver City Council must deny this rezoning application. The basis for this rezoning,
the Staff Report and Recommendation, is fatally flawed. It is premised upon the building being vacant
and a former institutional use. It is neither. It is further premised upon a subjective opinion that the
building contributes to the character of the neighborhood and is compatible with the adjacent
residences. It is not. The Report’s analysis for consistency with adopted plans relies on subjective,
unsubstantiated claims and logical fallacies.

The rezoning would unfairly insert additional commercial business space on a single-family residential
block that already hosts approximately 17 commercial businesses, including the Pub on Pearl and a
liquor store, in a commercial cluster on the opposite corner. There are multiple vacant spaces within the
nearby commercial business clusters and mixed-use buildings.

Property owners representing 56% of the available credit area signed a protest petition. Every property
owner who occupies a house within the credit area was contacted, and ninety-two percent of them
opted to sign the protest petition.

Should the existing structure not prove viable under its current zoning, it should be redeveloped with up
to two single family homes, consistent with its current zoning. The neighborhood would enthusiastically
support a creative design that maintains and integrates only the sanctuary portion of the structure.

As homeowners, citizens, and taxpayers, we assumed we could trust our public agencies to conduct an
unbiased, factual review. That turned out not to be the case. We hope we can rely on our elected
representatives to do so.
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Photo 2: View of the church from the south after addition of the dwelling on top
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Photo 5: Primary entrance to the second-floor residence (from the side yard on the south side)
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Photo 6: Size Comparison, Character
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The Upper Room United Pentecostal Church
1001 S. Pearl St, Denver, CO 80209, US

Overview

The Upper Room United Pentecostal Church is a business incorporated with Colorado Department of State (CDOS). The
Entity Identifier is #20131375354. The business address is 1001 S. Pearl St, Denver, CO 80209, US. The business entity

type is Nonprofit Corporation.

Business Information

Entity ID
Entity Name

Principal Address

Mailing Address

Entity Type
Entity Status
Jurisdiction

Form Date

Registered Agent Information

Agent Name

Agent Principal Address

Agent Mailing Address

20131375354

The Upper Room United Pentecostal Church

1001 5. Pearl 5t

Denver

CO 30209
us

3845 Tennyson St
134

(_30 80212

us

Nonprofit Corporation
Good Standing

Cco

2013-06-26

Derwood Oswald Tate

1001 S. Pearl St.
Denver

CO 20200

us

3845 Tennyson St.
#134

Figure 1: The Upper Room Pentecostal Church Business Registration Information
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Commupity Flanning
See our website to check your project status:

CITY AND COUNTY OF DENVER

and Dﬂehpment
(720) BA5-2520

Construction Permit - Commercml
Page 1 of 1

Occupancy: A-3J/CHAPEL; R-1/DWELLIN{

PROPERTY ADDRESS AND OWNER

1551 3 PESRL 3T
DEMVER, GO 80208

Building Inspection

1C

Euliding Hame: WAZHINGTON PARK. CHAFEL
Echedule Number: DS155220045000 LiOTE 42 45 & 468 BLK 13 LINCOLNSLE

CHRIETIAN ASSEMBLY
D001 3 PEARL ET DEMVER, CO. 8209
DENVER, GO BIS

AFPPLICATION AND CONTRACTOR INFORMATION
application Number: 20034085733

Liog Mumiber: 200301981

Fians FledSiat Code: oxz

Claess of WOk 2 (Acibon )

Consinuction Type: WM (Type W, Mot
U=z of Bidg: CHURCHLUIVING EPACE

DEXCLD ARCHITE CTURE AND GENERAL COMNTRACT
1635 GLENAYR DR LAFEWDOD CO ais

{303y Z38-0020

Licemse Number: 22787 Expirafon Defer 12312004 12000044
ELUILDING CONTRACTOR - CLASS B

Contact togain Eniny: CEXDLD KEVIM

AUTHORIZATIONS AND APPROVALS
Bulking Code Used: 1958 DECA, 1997 UBC

Enginear Autmorzation: ABELA 1ZMT200 1200:008

Prermit Authorization: ABEYT 1ZMAZ00 1200:004M
VALUATION $49,320.00

Inspection Approval and Fees

Fes Exermpt Payment

Type Amount Code FundiCryRev# Diate Vol Trans#
|LDGG $TREEN D1090-0142200-204500 | 1UA7A03 1000 E1s1sET
|ELDG $a2000 D10#0-0142300-37 1000 | 1219023 1231 E7eeay

#1,218.80 Total
[#1.218.80) Paid
o0 Total Due

ENGIMNEER AND ARCHITECT INFORRMATION

Etruchural Engineer (PE Uc Mol PETER D MARNHALIEEN (3T585)
Architecs (Feg o). KEWIN BL DEROLD [30SBSE)

Eplz Engineer [PE Lic Mo ASELUMNED EY ENCGINEER ()

ELALDING INFO
Height: 07 Sries: 2
Tenant Area (s 1850

DEECRFTION OF STRUCTURE [Foundation, Roors, Walls, Rool)
Foundabion: FOOTING PADS 1500 PEF

Fournidation Text- MA

Founcation \Wals: N

Founication Wals Test WA

FRoof Framing: 2 MTL PL TRUESEEH 127 COX PLY

Foor Framing: 11 75 BOA0D 15 W 387 ETURDIFLOOR
Exterior Wall: ZxA8 16 WY 15732 COMPLY

FIRE SYSTEM INFO
Fin= Defection Exterb[REEIDENTIAL EASORE DETECTION)
Eprinkier | Description]: YESIYESD

FEMARKE

Remade of Extsting East Wing gmund floor

Epecial Inspeciion: GOMC, REBAR, WELDING ENGINEERS LETTER
Person Signing Permit KEVIN DERCLD

FERMIT COMPLETION

Fee Exempt Code

Permit # 03176827

Date Final:  1/18/2005
Inspectar:  (TRA)
Diate Cancelled:

For il work doms aroisr ShiE parTiE e pertes scospts ful respormisity for compEnce with e Demver Bukdng Cods ans ol ofer szplcss Derver crairences. i perm i sasiect D cencslstion shes
ot wms ottt within 50 chrys o e dats s, o e Wk fem e momperied for B e o et mgue! o ERCI0T M ot Sesn T s S0 daps of te Sresous napecton. Fegunsd
racectcrs shall Se reguesied o (1] working day in acvenos. Finsl inspection reguanes i sl work permifed urndee B peeTit

Page 1 of 1

Figure 2: Building Permit for 1,892 square foot second floor dwelling addition in 2003
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Applications and Permits 2003-COMMCON-0003176827: Add to collection
Commercial Construction Permit

Record Status: Closed - Approved
Record Info v Payments v

Record information is shown below. Sections and subsections may be expanded or collapsed by clicking on any black triangle. Once the permit has been issued,
you may view and print a copy of the permit by clicking the "Reports” link above.

Work Location

1001 PEARL
Record Details

Licensed Professional: Project Description: Owner:
DEKOLD ARCHITECTURE AND G ADDITION - 2nd Story Addition of Dwelling Unit On Top of ~ CHRISTIAN ASSEMBLY
DEKOLD ARCHITECTURE AND GENERAL CONTRACT Existing Church Two Addresses have been assigned to this
1636 GLEN AYR DR LAKEWOOD CO 80215 building 1001 S Pearl 5t - is the address for the church
Cco, 1003 S Pearl 5t - is the address for the dwelling unit being
Home Phone:3032380020 added PERMIT #03-176825.

Building Contractor - Class B 22787

vMore Details (Contains record specific information including applicable permitting location.)
= Related Contacts
Site Contact information
DEKOLD KEVIN

= Application Information Table

INTERNAL COMMENTS

Comment By: Date CO Issued

Comments: 01/19/2005

Comment By: Project Notes

Comments: RESUBMITTAL: A/5-12/4/03
Comment By: Code Review Used

Figure 3: Building Permit for 2003 Remodel
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the 1000 5 Pearl 5t block
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Mail 5alen

Office
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Figure 5: Additional Nearby Commercial Uses
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Multifamily | T - it
Housing i = = ;
L / s Ga\fiord
HEN ® v I
Proposed PAR @ The immediate area of the
Rezoning / proposed rezoning (i.e. the
Ef southern end of the 700 and
7 idsIMark e |4 1 block and the northern end of

Existing o e [I | the 1000 Block of § Pearl Street)

: exists within a serene 1 x 3
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commercial development.

It feels besieged.

Figure 6: Neighborhood Comparison. Notice the pattern of commercial centers every other block
along South Pearl Street between I-25 and Alameda. The proposed rezoning would disrupt this well-
established, embedded, development pattern and would detract from the character of the
neighborhood.
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Table 1: Inaccuracies and Errors

Assertion Citation Text Response
The Building is Page 13 Though the building is now vacant,... Three times, the building is described as vacant when
Vacant Page 20 ...the building could continue to sit vacant for years... it is not. The worship space / community space on the
Page 20 The PUD District is necessary because there is no first floor is leased by the Upper Room United
standard zone district available that is specifically Pentecostal Church. The congregation meets at least
intended to allow reuse of this particular vacant twice a week for worship. The church lists 1001 S Pearl
institutional site... St as the Principal Address of their Agent.
The second-floor residence is occupied by a young
couple.
The Building is a Page 1 The property is currently occupied by a 2-story building | The building is inaccurately described as a “former
Former Church housing a former church... church” 15 times.
Page 1 The intent of the proposed PUD is to facilitate reuse of
the former church... The building is actively used by the Upper Room
Page 3, Existing Land Use: Former church, surface parking lot United Pentecostal Church. The congregation meets at
Untitled least twice a week for worship. The church lists 1001 S
Table Pearl St as the Principal Address of their Agent.
Page 8 ...to facilitate adaptive reuse of a former church
building...
Page 8 To help facilitate reuse of the former church...
Page 10 ...the types of uses that might be allowed in the former
church building...
Page 10 ...the need for new commercial uses to be allowed in
the former church building...
Page 10 ...letters advocating for reuse of the former church...
Page 11 By increasing the uses allowed in the former church...
Page 15 ...facilitate reuse of the former church...
Page 16 Build in 1960, the former church on the subject
property could...
Page 17 ...to facilitate reuse of the former church.
Page 19 ...because the subject site containing a former church...
Page 20 ...future use of the former church...
Page 20 ...list of additional uses in the former church...
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Entrance is on
East Pearl St

Street, serviced by a walkway from the curb.

Assertion Citation Text Response
The Buildingison | Page 1 The subject property is located in the Washington Park | N Tennessee Avenue does not exist
North Tennessee West neighborhood on the southwest corner of S.
Avenue Pearl Street and N. Tennessee Avenue
Page 3 The subject property is located in the Washington Park

West statistical neighborhood on the southwest corner

of S. Pearl Street and N. Tennessee Avenue.
The Building Page 12 The existing building’s primary entrance faces E. Pearl E. Pearl Street does not exist.

Table 2: Misrepresentations and Half Truths

Assertion Citation Text Response
The Building is a Page 3 The property is currently occupied by a 2-story church | To be more precise, the church occupies the first floor,
2-Story Church with a dwelling unit on the second floor... and the dwelling occupies the entire second floor. In
other words, it is a one-story church with a one-story
dwelling on top.
Existence of the Page 3 The property is currently occupied by a 2-story church | These are the only two mentions of the dwelling unit
Dwelling Unit is with a dwelling unit on the second floor... on the second floor in the entire report.
Downplayed
Page 8 Specifically, the PUD allows all the uses permitted in
the U-SU-B district, including an existing dwelling unit
on the second floor of the church building...
Building Page 3, Existing Building Form/Scale : 2-story commercial This building was not zoned commercial when the
Form/Scale is Untitled building with a parking lot between the building and E. | second-floor addition was added in 2003. So, how is it
Commercial Table Tennessee Street possible to characterize the building form as
Building commercial now? If that is the case, the 2003 addition

should not have been approved.
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Assertion

Citation

Text

Response

Existing Land Use
is Mixed Use

Page 5,
Unsourced
Map

Existing land identified use as "mixed use" (rather than
as a church)

This building was not zoned as mixed use when the
second-floor addition was added in 2003. It was used
as a church then, and it is used as a church now. What
has changed that allows the land use to now be
identified as “mixed use”? If adding a residence on top
of a church makes it a mixed use, it should not be
allowed in a U-SU-B district.

Building is
Compatible with
Neighborhood

Page 12

...building ... has been ... compatible with the
surrounding single-unit and two-unit residential area...

A poorly designed remodel adding a second-floor
residence in 2003 made the building incompatible with
the surrounding single- and two-unit residential area.
For example:

- The building does not meet the maximum 1
story height limit in the rear 35% of the lot
required per the U-SU-B zoning.

- The primary entrance to the second-floor
residence is from the side yard between the
church and the duplex to the south.

- The houses to the south are all 1 or 1.5-stories.
The building dwarfs its neighbors. The
building’s second-floor dwelling has more
square footage than any other house on the
west side of the 1000 S Pearl St block, several
of which are 1.5 stories.

- The buildings tiny windows on the east side
give it the appearance of a prison

Building has been
Embedded for
Over 60 Years

Page 12

...building ... has been embedded ... for over 60 years.

Page 21

The existing building established in 1960 is already
compatible with adjacent residential buildings that
vary in height from 1 to 2 stories...

The building has only existed in its current form since
2003 when it was extensively remodeled by adding a
second-floor dwelling. As noted above, the remodel
resulted in a building that is incompatible with the
adjacent residences. The amount of time a building
exists does not automatically make it compatible.
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Assertion Citation Text Response
Continued Page 21 ... the standards embodied in the PUD seek to enable The neighborhood has no desire to prolong the
Existence of the [the building’s] longevity... existence of this building in its current form. If it
Building is cannot be used in conformance with its U-SU-B zoning,
Desirable the neighborhood would rather see the property
redeveloped with up to two single-family homes,
consistent with its current zoning.
Entrance Page 12 The existing building’s primary entrance faces E. Pearl | E Pearl St does not exist.
Street, serviced by a walkway from the curb.
The primary entrance to the church faces E Tennessee
Ave.
The primary entrance to the second-floor residence is
from the side yard between the church and the duplex
to the south.
Church No Longer | Page 15 ... the church is no longer viable for a congregation... The Upper Room United Pentecostal Church who
Viable leases the building and lists the church’s address as
the Principal Address of their Agent would be
surprised to learn this.
Rezoning Page 15 ... individual rezoning will enable its preservation and The existing building does not respect the surrounding
Respects compatible reuse while respecting the surrounding residential character now. Its preservation would
Neighborhood residential character. enable it to continue not respect the surrounding
Character residential character.
Potential Historic | Page 16 Built in 1960, the former church on the subject By whom and under what criteria? There is no possible
Landmark property could be considered historic although it isn’t | way this church would meet criteria for designation as

a designated landmark.

a historic landmark. Although it was originally
constructed in 1960, the drastic alterations to the
building in 2003 obliterated any historic character the
building may have had. Even before the remodel, the
church was unremarkable.
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Assertion

Citation

Text

Response

Gentle
Incorporation

Page 20

... the PUD helps to gently incorporate more
commercial uses into a predominantly residential
neighborhood thus promoting alternative modes of
transportation that are more energy efficient than
single-occupancy vehicular transportation.

This is not a predominantly residential neighborhood
ripe for incorporation of addition commercial use. This
is two partial residential blocks with intense
commercial use on either end fighting to maintain its
single-family character. The previously negotiated
residential zoning was meant to be protective. Adding
additional commercial business on this corner would
not be “gently incorporating.”

Table 3: Presumptions

Assertion Citation Text Response

1991 West Page 16 While the [West Washington Park Neighborhood Plan | In 1991, this church was only 30 years old, so the West
Washington Park (1991)] doesn’t foresee what to do with historic Washington Park Neighborhood would not have
Neighborhood churches when they are no longer viable as civic viewed it as “historic”. It is awfully bold of the

Plan Intended to
Support this
Rezoning

institutions, one could presume the plan intended to
maintain such structures as features contributing to
the neighborhood’s character.

planning staff to presume what the West Washington
Park Neighborhood intended in 1991 and even bolder
to admit it outright.
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Table 4: Downplaying Intensity of Existing Commercial Uses

Assertion Citation Text Response

Rezoning Page 3 Various commercial businesses front S. Pearl Street The report attempts to justify additional commercial

Justification Based south of the property with a Whole Foods Market 900 | based on the existence of other commercial businesses

on Existing feet away adjacent to Interstate 25. nearby, while downplaying the actual amount. There are

Commercial 17 commercial business spaces (several vacant) between
the church and Whole Foods, including a bar and a
liquor store.

Dismissing Page 10 Staff has received one letter and one presentation It is unprofessional to dismiss the neighbors’ concerns. It

Immediate from nearby homeowners opposed to the rezoning as | gives the appearance that the report is biased towards a

Neighbors they question the need for new commercial uses to be | pre-determined outcome.

Concerns with allowed in the former church building, especially

Adding considering the prevalence of existing commercial

Commercial businesses in the surrounding neighborhood.

Table 5: Dubious Claims - What Could Happen

increased mix of services and amenities that are

Assertion Citation | Text Response
If Not Rezoned Page 20 | the building could continue to sit vacant for years, The building is not vacant now, so it is not possible for it
resulting in an underutilization of the land it occupies to remain so.

Page 20 | Alternatively, the church could be redeveloped with the | This is the desired outcome. The neighbors have no
zone lot potentially split to contain two Urban Houses affection for this building and recoil at the prospect of
occupied by residential uses, which would require additional commercial business on this corner.
significantly more energy due to new construction vs.
reuse.

If Rezoned to PUD | Page 11 | ...the proposed rezoning could improve access to arts Since the proponent has not committed to any specific
and culture, fitness, and health care within the plan or use, this is a logical fallacy and cannot be used as
neighborhood... justification for rezoning. The building could become a
meth lab.
Page 11 | ...the proposed rezoning could also contribute to an Since the proponent has not committed to any specific

plan or use, this is a logical fallacy and cannot be used as
justification for rezoning. It is unlikely the proposed








Rezoning Application #2020i-00141
Response to Staff Report and Recommendation

Assertion Citation | Text Response
neighborhood serving while supporting the reuse of an rezoning will offer any amenity that is not already
existing building... provided by the 31+ businesses identified within 1,000
feet of this location.

Page 11 | ...the proposed rezoning could encourage reuse of an Since the proponent has not committed to any specific
existing building in a mixed-use community near plan or use, this is a logical fallacy and cannot be used as
transit... justification for rezoning. | thought it was determined

that this was “ a predominantly residential
neighborhood” (Page 20). Now it is a mixed-use
community near transit. Apparently, the neighborhood
classification flips back and forth as needed to
demonstrate the rezoning meets the goal.

Page 17 | The rezoning could help meet the city’s climate action Since the proponent has not committed to any specific
goal. plan or use, this is a logical fallacy and cannot be used as

justification for rezoning. The report does not provide
the specifics of the city’s climate action goal. Not
rezoning could result in lower carbon emissions. Does it
matter whether emission are actually reduced, or only
that they are quantified and counted towards the city’s
goal?

Page 17 | The rezoning could also help revitalize an underutilized Since the proponent has not committed to any specific
site by broadening the range of potential uses plan or use, this is a logical fallacy and cannot be used as
embedded in a residential community in proximity to justification for rezoning. The Upper Room United
transit and bike lanes, which has been linked to Pentecostal Church and the tenants who occupy the
increased physical activity, decreased obesity, and second-floor dwelling would not agree that the site is
decreased driving underutilized.

If Rezoned to Page 15 | ...the full range of uses allowed in [a standard mixed use | Main street zoning would be wildly inappropriate at this
Something Else or main street zone district, such as U-MX-2x or U-MS- location.
2x] could result in a higher-intensity use than would be
appropriate on a local street adjacent to single-unit and
two-unit residences.
Page 16 | ...rezoning to the U-MX-2x or U-MS-2x districts would Main street zoning would be wildly inappropriate at this

allow for the redevelopment of the site within the

location.
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uses that are allowed within the existing U-SU-B district
but doesn’t include the full range of uses that would be
allowed in a standard mixed use or main street district,

including uses that could negatively impact the adjacent
single-unit and two-unit residences.

Assertion Citation | Text Response
General or Shopfront building forms which could be less
compatible with the surrounding residential character.
Page 19 | ...rezoning to a mixed use or main street district within Main street zoning would be wildly inappropriate at this
the Urban Neighborhood Context would allow for the location.
redevelopment of the site within the General or
Shopfront building forms which could be less compatible
with the surrounding residential character...
Page 19- | The diversification of land uses —the PUD expands the The neighbors are vehemently opposed to introducing
20 uses that are allowed in the existing building beyond the | additional uses beyond those allowed by the current

zoning. 92% of the owner-occupants in the immediate
neighborhood oppose the rezoning and have signed a
protest petition.

Table 6: Selective Application and Interpretation of Adopted Plans

Plan

Citation

Text

Response

West Washington
Park
Neighborhood
Plan (1991)

Page 16

While the [West Washington Park Neighborhood Plan
(1991)] doesn’t foresee what to do with historic
churches when they are no longer viable as civic
institutions, one could presume the plan intended to
maintain such structures as features contributing to the
neighborhood’s character

“more than 75% of the R-2 duplex zone areas contain
single-family detached residences” that are encourage to
remain. (Page 16, citing Pages 10 and 16 of the WWPNP)

“maintain and improve existing residential uses and all
historic and architecturally significant structures” (Page
16, citing Page 18 of the WWPNP)

This is an incredible presumption. In 1991, the West
Washing Park Neighborhood Association (WWPNA) was
obviously prioritizing the mismatch between the
multifamily R-2 zoning and the 75% of the properties in
the neighborhood containing single family homes.
Vacant churches were not a pressing concern, but to the
extent they were addressed, the WWPNP
acknowledged, by including the caveat “for the most
part”, that some Public Facilities (category includes
churches) were not well-integrated. In 1991, the church
was 30 years old, so clearly not historic. And it would
never have been considered architecturally signification.
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Plan Citation | Text Response
“For the most part, these uses are integrated well into
the neighborhoods residential fabric” (page 16, citing
page 25 of the WWPNP)
Blueprint Denver | Page 15 | The proposed rezoning also helps further the following Blueprint Denver does not support proactive rezoning of

Blueprint Denver policy related to redeveloping churches
that are no longer hosting congregations...

When these uses leave a neighborhood...These sites have
the potential to provide additional neighborhood services
and/or more diverse housing options (Citing Blueprint
Denver, Page 75)

Until a citywide approach is implemented, individual
rezonings of these sites may be an opportunity for more
intense residential uses or limited neighborhood services
to be provided if done in a way that minimizes impacts to
surrounding character. (Citing Blueprint Denver, Page 75)

Land Use & Built Form: Design Quality and Preservation
Policy 6: Incentivize the preservation of structures and
features that contribute to the established character of
an area, even if they are not designated as landmarks or
historic districts.

The PUD District is necessary because there is no
standard zone district available that is specifically
intended to allow reuse of this particular vacant
institutional site in a manner that is most compatible
with surrounding residential uses, while also ensuring
that voluntary demolition of the existing building and
subsequent redevelopment revert to the standards
within the existing U-SU-B district...

an active, occupied, church.

To further the Blueprint Denver policy, the church would
have to be vacant (it is not) and contribute to the
character of the neighborhood (it does not.)
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Plan Citation | Text Response

Denver Page 11 | Equitable, Affordable, and Inclusive vision element: Regarding Goal 1, Strategy C, since the proponent has
Comprehensive ¢ Equitable, Affordable and Inclusive Goal 1, Strategy C— | not committed to any specific plan or use, thisis a
Plan 2040 Improve equitable access to resources that improve logical fallacy and cannot be used as justification for

quality of life, including cultural and natural amenities,
health care, education, parks, recreation, nutritious food,
and the arts. (p. 28).

The proposed rezoning could also contribute to an
increased mix of services and amenities that are
neighborhood serving while supporting the reuse of an
existing building. The request is, therefore, consistent
with the following strategies from the Strong and
Authentic Neighborhoods vision element:

¢ Strong and Authentic Neighborhoods Goal 1, Strategy
B — Ensure neighborhoods offer a mix of housing types
and services for a diverse population (p. 34).

e Strong and Authentic Neighborhoods Goal 1, Strategy
D — Encourage quality infill development that is
consistent with the surrounding neighborhoods and
offers opportunities for increased amenities (p. 34).

¢ Strong and Authentic Neighborhoods Goal 3, Strategy
E — Support the stewardship and reuse of existing
buildings, including city properties.

¢ Strong and Authentic Neighborhoods Goal 4, Strategy
A — Grow and support neighborhood-serving businesses.
Finally, the proposed rezoning could encourage reuse of
an existing building in a mixed-use community near
transit, and is consistent with the following strategies in
the Environmentally Resilient vision elements:

¢ Environmentally Resilient Goal 7, Strategy C — Prioritize
the reuse of existing buildings and explore incentives to

rezoning. Regardless, the notion that Strategy C,
included in the Denver Comprehensive Plan 2040 as a
strategy to support equitability and inclusion, would be
used to justify this rezoning is absurd. This is not a food
desert in a blighted neighborhood. There is a Whole
Foods one block away, over 30 commercial businesses
within a few hundred feet, and easy access to mass
transit.

Regarding Goal 1, Strategy B, | doubt this strategy was
intended to apply to a single-family dwelling built on top
of a church.

Regarding the remaining goals and strategies, the
proponent has not committed to any specific plan or
use, and therefore these arguments cannot be used to
justify rezoning. Further, the neighborhood already
hosts a high intensity of commercial businesses and
amenities. The equitability, strong authentic
neighborhood, and environmentally resilient goals
would best be achieved by not introducing any more.

10
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Plan Citation | Text Response
salvage or reuse materials from demolished structures
(p. 54).
e Environmentally Resilient Goal 8, Strategy B —
Encourage mixed-use communities where residents can
live, work and play in their own neighborhoods (p. 54).
¢ Environmentally Resilient Goal 8, Strategy C — Focus
growth by transit stations and along high and medium-
capacity transit corridors (p. 54)
Table 7: Outreach - Unverified and Exaggerated
Assertion Citation | Text Response
Extensive Public Page 10 | As described in the applicant’s narrative, they conducted | Meeting with the WWPNA three or four times over a
Outreach extensive public outreach with the West Washington two-year period does not constitute extensive outreach.
Park Neighborhood Association (WWPNA), beginning in
May 2020.
Page 10 | The applicant also met with adjacent neighbors on The applicant should back up their claim with meeting
several occasions. dates, attendees, and agendas. Meeting with a few
adjacent neighbors does not constitute extensive
outreach. On the other hand, thirty-seven (37)
immediate neighbors have signed a petition protesting
this rezoning.
Page 10 | The applicant also met ... Councilman Clark’s office. How many times? Can the Councilman provide meeting

minutes? What was discussed?

11








Table 8: Existing Commercial Businesses and Multifamily Uses

Direction Distance (ft) | Description
South 325 Chiropractor
358 Commercial Vacant
370 Commercial Vacant for most of 20 years. Borderline blighted
400 Office
425 Vacant
450 Coffee shop
500 Liquor store
500 Industrial
500 Gym (Fierce 45)
500 Office
568 Bar (Pub on Pearl)
581 Former Group (converted to residence)
608 Gym (Pearl St Fitness)
616 Barbershop
635 Nail Salon
656 Office
665 Hair Salon
700 Whole Foods Grocery Store
1,861 RTD Light Rail
3,200 Restaurants on S Pearl
North 190 Multifamily (Apartment Building)
300 Multifamily (Courtyard Apartments)
367 Multifamily (Slot Homes)
421 Multifamily (Slot Homes)
476 Multifamily (Slot Homes)
528 Multifamily (Slot Homes)
528 Multifamily (Courtyard Apartments)
582 Multifamily (Apartment Building)
582 Commercial Vacant
631 Multifamily (Apartment Building)
637 Commercial Vacant
705 Barbershop
705 Hair Salon
705 Gym (Pilates Studio)
705 Spa
768 Bar (Kentucky Inn)
803 Automobile Repair
808 Dry Cleaner
West 367 Mixed Use / Residential (Under Construction, at location where former
medical office was demolished)
550 Mixed Use / Residential
550 Gym (Orange Theory Fitness)
550 Dentist
667 Marijuana Dispensary
938 Medical Doctor
1,293 Grocery Store (Sprouts)
4,856 Safeway
East 2,058 Washington Park

12
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Background

Property ownership information, legal descriptions, credit area information, a petition form, and a
Protest Petition Area Map were provided by the zoning case manager in a protest petition packet. Due
to time constraints and other commitments, signature collection was limited to two circulators working
sporadically over A 9-day period from July 30, 2022 to August 7, 2022.

The circulation period fell during the summer vacation season while the COVID epidemic was surging
and during an oppressive heat wave. Several homeowners could not be contacted because they were
traveling or because they were isolating due to COVID. Despite these challenges, every owner-occupied
household within the credit area was contacted in person. (See Table 1: Number / Percentage of
Properties Contacted / Signed). Property owners, representing 56% of the available credit area, nearly
triple the 20% required to increase the number of affirmative votes needed by City Council to approve
the rezoning ultimately signed the petition (See Table 2: Protest Petition Credit Area Summary, below.)

Ninety-two percent (92%) of the contacted landowners signed the protest petition. (See Table 2: Protest
Petition Credit Area Summary, below.)

Approach

Given the time constraints, owner-occupied houses (OOH) were targeted as the most viable prospects
to approach for petition signature. This meant that the circulators were handicapped by starting with a
realistically available credit area pool of approximately 59%. (See Table 2: Protest Petition Credit Area
Summary, below.) Ultimately, owners representing 91% of the credit area in the owner-occupied house
category signed the protest petition.

Absentee / Rental / Trust / LLC (ARTL) owners held approximately 38% of the credit area pool (See
Table 2: Protest Petition Credit Area Summary, below.) ARTL owners were contacted opportunistically,
e.g. by attempting to contact them through an occupant or neighbor. The circulators managed to
contact the co-owners of one ARTL property. Both signed the protest petition. (A success rate of 100%.)

The circulators did not attempt to reach owner-occupied condominium owners due to the challenge of
accessing the building and the low amount of credit area available (3%) within the owner-occupied
condominium category.

Challenges

As homeowners navigating the protest petition on our own for the first time, the circulators
encountered several challenges:

e Ingeneral, the process seemed geared towards implementation by legal / land professionals
(neither circulator is a legal or land professional).

e The circulation period fell during the summer vacation season while the COVID epidemic was
surging and during an oppressive heat wave.

e |t took multiple attempts to reach most homeowners because they were traveling or isolating
due to COVID.

e Owner-occupied houses, the most viable prospects to approach for petition signature,
represented only 59% of the total credit area.
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e Owner address information would indicate an owner lived at a property, but when the
occupants were contacted, it turned out they were tenants.

e Anerrorin the Protest Petition Owner table provided by the Planning Department incorrectly
identified the seller of a property as a co-owner. It fell to the circulators to correct the error by
obtaining the subject property deed from the Denver Clerks office and attaching it to the
petition in order to get full credit for the property owner’s signature.

e New property owners had the additional burden of providing a copy of their deed, so they could
sign the petition (they did.)

e Owners tend to keep required proving documents in offsite locations such as a safe deposit box.
They would have to be extremely motivated to unearth the required documents that would
allow them to sign the petition.

e The circulators naively assumed there would be a notary available at the City and County
Building. This turned out not to be the case, and the circulators had to scramble to find a notary.

Conclusion

The immediate neighbors who will be most significantly impacted have unambiguously expressed their
collective opposition to the proposed rezoning. Ninety-two percent of the contacted property owners
signed the protest petition. These owners represented approximately 56% of the credit area pool, nearly
triple the 20% requirement to increase the number of affirmative votes needed by City Council. In short,
the immediate neighbors are vehemently opposed to this rezoning.

Table 1: Number / Percentage of Properties Contacted / Signed

Number of Percent of
Number of Number of Properties Properties Number of Owners /  Percent of Category Contacted
Property Category Properties Contacted Signed Co-Owners Signed  Properties Contacted Properties Signed
Owner Occupied House (OOH)" 25 25 23 35 100% 92%
Owner Occupied Condominium (00C)* 13 0 0 0 - -
Absentee- / Rental- / Trust- / LLC- Owned (ARTL)? 26 1 1 2 4% 100%
Total 64 26 24 37 92%

Table 2: Protest Petition Credit Area Summary

Percent of Available Percent of Property Percent of Total
Credit Area in Category ~ Credit Area Category Credit Available Credit Area

Property Category Credit Area (ftz) (%) Signed (ftz) Area Signed (%) Signed (%)
Owner Occupied House (OOH)" 87,844 59% 79,511 91% 53%
Owner Occupied Condominium (00C)* 4,433 3% 0 - -
Absentee- / Rental- / Trust- / LLC- Owned (ARTL)3 57,165 38% 4,160 7% 3%
Total 149,442 100% 83,671 56%
Target 20%

Threshold Met
! Houses with a mailing address that matches the site address. Excludes houses that contacted occupants indicated were a rental
2 Condominiums with a mailing address that matches the site address
*Houses and condominiums with a mailing address that does not match the site address, houses that occupants indicated were rentals,
and houses Owned by a Trust or LLC
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Raw Data







Contacted? Signed?

Raw Data

ADDITIONAL OWNER ) (s) Type OWNER ADDRESS OWNER CITY OWNER STATE OWNERZIP D CLASS PARTIAL or FULLC CREDIT_AREA (Sq Ft) LEGAL_DESC SITUS_AD_1 SITUS_STR_ SITUS_STR1 SITUS_ST_1 LAND_AREA SHAPE_Area
FERNANDEZ,LAUREN Y S 2 2 OOH 1000 S PEARL ST DENVER co 80209-4226 SFR Grade C, D, or E, w/RK Full 6,250 L1&2BLK19 LINCOLN SUB 1000 S PEARL ST 6250 6250
DE SENA,JAMES C ARTL 1040 S GAYLORD ST 50 DENVER co 80212 RESIDENTIAL-DUPLEX Full 6,250 L5 &6 B18 LINCOLN SUB 1014 S PENNSYLVANIA ST 6250 6250
LIEBERMAN,RACHELLEF Y S 2 2 O0H 1012 S PEARL ST DENVER co 80209-4226 SFR Grade C, D, or E, w/RK Full 4,690 L3 & N1/2 OF L4 BLK 19 LINCOLN SUB 1012 S PEARL ST 4690 4820
Y S 1 1 00H 1017 S PEARL ST DENVER co 80209-4225 RESIDENTIAL-DUPLEX Full 4,690 LINCOLN SUB B18 L43 & N/2 OF L42 1017 S PEARL ST 4690 4647
ARTL 1018 S PEARL ST DENVER co 80209-4226 SFR Grade C Full 4,690 L5&S51/2 OF L4 BLK 19 LINCOLN SUB 1018 S PEARL ST 4690 4555
Y S 1 1 O0H 1021 S PEARL ST DENVER co 80209-4225 SFR Grade C Full 4,690 L 41 & S1/2 OF 42 BLK 18 LINCOLN SUB 1021 S PEARL ST 4690 4730
BRENT,AVERILR ARTL 1024 S PEARL ST DENVER co 80209-4264 SFR Grade C Full 4,690 L6 &N 1/2 OF L7 BLK 19 LINCOLN SUB 1024 S PEARL ST 4690 4687
ARTL 7851 S ELATI ST STE 201 LITTLETON co 80120 SFR Grade C Full 4,690 LINCOLN SUB B19 L8 & S/2 OF L7 1030 S PEARL ST 4690 4688
ARTL 935S RACE ST DENVER co 80209-4610 SFR Grade C Full 4,687 L 24 & S1/2 OF L 23 BLK 14 LINCOLN SUB 998 S PEARL ST 4687 4702
REUTTER,KATHLEEN Y S 2 2 OOH 980 S PEARL ST DENVER co 80209-4224 SFR Grade C, D, or E, w/RK Partial 4,645 L 21 & N 1/2 OF 22 BLK 14 LINCOLN SUB 980 S PEARL ST 4687 4645
ARTL 354 W ARCHER PL DENVER co 80223-1601 SFR Grade C Full 4,600 LINCOLN SUB B15 E 50FT L22 TO 24 & E 50FT OF S 17FT L21 519 E TENNESSEE AVE 4600 4636
ARTL 92 CLAVEL CT PALM DESERT CA 92260-3161 SFR Grade C Partial 4,185 L9 & N1/2 OF L 10 BLK 19 LINCOLN SUB 1036 S PEARL ST 4690 4185
FORBES,SARAH ALONGI OOH 982 PENNSYLVANIA ST DENVER co 80209-4139 SFR Grade C, D, or E, w/RK Full 4,170 LINCOLN SUB B15 E 50FT L20 & W 75FT OF $/2 120 & W 75FT L21 & N 8FT OF E 50FT L21 982 S PENNSYLVANIA ST 4170 4443
CARFRAE,KATHERYN V Y OOH 991 S PEARL ST DENVER co 80209-4223 SFR Grade C Full 4,167 N 2/3 OF L 26 & S 2/3 OF L 27 BLK 15 LINCOLN SUB 991 S PEARL ST 4167 4179
DRABKIN,JANE D Y S 2 2 OOH 985S PEARL ST DENVER co 80209-4223 SFR Grade C Full 4,166 L 28 & N1/3 OF 27 BLK 15 LINCOLN SUB 985 S PEARL ST 4166 4108
POPE,CAMERON AUSTIN Y OOH 997 S PEARL ST DENVER co 80209-4223 SFR Grade C Full 4,166 LINCOLN SUB B15 L25 & S 1/3 126 997 N PEARL ST 4166 4213
GOODMAN, LISA K Y S 2 2 OOH 1000 S PENNSYLVANIAST ~ DENVER co 80209-4141 SFR Grade B w/RK Full 4,160 LOT 1 & NORTH 1/3 OF LOT 2 BLK 18 LINCOLN SUB 1000 S PENNSYLVANIA ST 4160 4116
BROWNSONION Y S 1 1 O0H 1004 S PENNSYLVANIAST ~ DENVER co 80209-4141 SFR Grade C, D, or E, w/RK Full 4,160 $2/30FL2&N2/30FL3BLK 18 LINCOLN SUB 1004 S PENNSYLVANIA ST 4160 4135
Y S 1 1 O0H 1010 S PENNSYLVANIAST ~ DENVER co 80209-4141 SFR Grade C Full 4,160 L4 &S 1/30OF L3 BLK 18 LINCOLN SUB 1010 S PENNSYLVANIA ST 4160 4199
Y S 2 2 OOH 1039 S PEARL ST DENVER co 80209-4225 SFR Grade C Full 4,160 N 2/3 OF 36 & S 2/3 OF L 37 BLK 18 LINCOLN SUB 1039 S PEARL ST 4160 4156
OSHEL,LARRY LEE Y S 2 2 ARTL 2525 32ND AVE TEXAS CITY X 77590-3828 SFR Grade C Full 4,160 L 38 & N 1/3 OF L 37 BLK 18 LINCOLN SUB 1033 S PEARL ST 4160 4319
Y S 1 1 O0H 1024 S PENNSYLVANIAST ~ DENVER co 80209-4141 SFR Grade C, D, or E, w/RK Full 3,900 LINCOLN SUB B18 L7 & N/4 L8 1024 S PENNSYLVANIA ST 3900 3806
ARTL 510 W PROSPECT ST SEATTLE WA 98119-3643 SFR Grade C Full 3,900 $3/4 OF L8 & N1/2 OF L9 BLK 18 LINCOLN SUB 1028 S PENNSYLVANIA ST 3900 3938
Y S 1 1 O0H 1032 S PENNSYLVANIAST ~ DENVER co 80209-4141 SFR Grade C Partial 3,775 N3/4 OF L 10 & $1/2 OF L 9 BLK 18 LINCOLN SUB 1032 S PENNSYLVANIA ST 3900 3775
WINGER,MARY LEE ARTL 11400 W 76TH WAY ARVADA co 80005-3410 SFR Grade C Full 3,125 $1/2 OF L 22 & N1/2 OF L 23 BLK 14 LINCOLN SUB 996 S PEARL ST 3125 3062
Laura Faye Almeida Y S 2 2 OOH 974 S Pearl St DENVER co 80209 SFR Grade C Partial 3,121 L20 &S 1/3 OF L 19 BLK 14 LINCOLN SUB 974 S PEARL ST 4166 3121
FONTAINE, KATHRYNV Y S 2 2 OOH 1025 S PEARL ST DENVER co 80209-4225 SFR Grade C, D, or E, w/RK Full 3,120 L 40 BLK 18 LINCOLN SuB 1025 S PEARL ST 3120 3126
Y S 1 1 O0H 1027 S PEARL ST DENVER co 80209-4225 SFR Grade C Full 3,120 L 39 BLK 18 LINCOLN SUB 1027 S PEARL ST 3120 3126
Y S 1 1 00H 980 S PENNSYLVANIA ST DENVER co 80209-4139 SFR Grade C Partial 3,059 L 19 & W 75FT OF N1/2 OF L 20 BLK 15 LINCOLN SUB 980 S PENNSYLVANIA ST 4687 3059
Y S 1 1 O0H 986 S PENNSYLVANIA ST DENVER co 80209-4139 SFR Grade C Full 2,812 THE W 75FT OF L 22 & THE N 1/2 OF THE W 75FT OF L 23 BLK 15 LINCOLN SUB 986 S PENNSYLVANIA ST 2812 2814
SMITH,PRESTON ALEXAND Y S 2 2 OOH 994 S PENNSYLVANIA ST DENVER co 80209-4139 SFR Grade B Full 2,810 W 75FT OF L 24 & OF S 1/2 OF L 23 BLK 15 LINCOLN SUB 994 S PENNSYLVANIA ST 2810 2744
WATSON, MELISSA W ARTL 7088 S RICHFIELD ST FOXFIELD co 80016-2425 SFR Grade C Partial 2,009 L11 & S1/4 OF L 10 BLK 18 LINCOLN SUB 1040 S PENNSYLVANIA ST 3900 2009
ARTL 3606 W LINVALE PL DENVER co 80236-2230 SFR Grade C Partial 1,944 L 11 & S1/2 OF L 10 BLK 19 LINCOLN SUB 1042 S PEARL ST 4690 1944
OOH 1005 S WASHINGTON ST DENVER co 80209-4317 SFR Grade C, D, or E, w/RK Partial 1,738 LOTS 45 & 46 BLK 19 LINCOLN SUB 1005 S WASHINGTON ST 6250 1738
C ARTL 5250 W PRINCETON DR DENVER co 80235-3127 RESIDENTIAL-DUPLEX Partial 1,720 L 43 & 44 BLK 19 LINCOLN SUB 1013 S WASHINGTON ST 6250 1720
AARY E DOOLEY ARTL 1070 W CENTURY DR LOUISVILLE co 80027-1655 SFR Grade C Partial 1,139 $2/3 OF L 18 & N 2/3 OF L 19 BLK 14 LINCOLN SUB 970 S PEARL ST 4167 1139
ARTL 1019 S WASHINGTON ST DENVER co 80209-4317 SFR Grade C Partial 992 L 42 & N 8FT 4IN OF 41 BLK 19 LINCOLN SUB 1019 S WASHINGTON ST 4170 992
ARTL 1087 S OGDEN ST DENVER co 80209-4427 RESIDENTIAL-DUPLEX Partial 974 L 25 & 26 BLK 14 LINCOLN SUB 995 S WASHINGTON ST 6250 974
Y S 1 1 OOH 1045 S PEARL ST DENVER co 80209-4225 SFR Grade C Partial 902 L35&S1/3 OF L 36 BLK 18 LINCOLN SUB 1045 S PEARL ST 4160 902
WHITLOCK,BRECKIN Y S 2 2 OOH 1025 S WASHINGTON ST DENVER co 80209-4317 SFR Grade C Partial 722 S 16FT 8 IN OF L 41 & N 20FT 10 IN OF L 40 BLK 19 LINCOLN SUB 1025 S WASHINGTON ST 4690 722
JOHNSON,EMILY Y S 2 2 O0H 978 S PENNSYLVANIA ST DENVER co 80209-4139 SFR Grade C, D, or E, w/RK Partial 492 L18 & S1/3 OF L 17 BLK 15 LINCOLN SUB 978 S PENNSYLVANIA ST 4166 492
ARTL 1115 S DOWNING ST DENVER co 80210-1714 RESIDENTIAL-CONDOMINIUM Partial 341 SOUTH PEARL COMMONS CONDOS U-301 PRK-6 969 S PEARL ST 0 7835
ARTL 1300 S HUMBOLDT ST DENVER co 80210-2317 RESIDENTIAL-CONDOMINIUM Partial 341 SOUTH PEARL COMMONS CONDOS U-206 PRK-9 969 N PEARL ST [ 7835
DIGRAZIA,ROBIN H ARTL 14181 W AMHERST AVE LAKEWOOD co 80228-5324 RESIDENTIAL-CONDOMINIUM Partial 341 SOUTH PEARL COMMONS CONDOS U-106 PRK-4 969 S PEARL ST [ 7835
ARTL 475 W 12TH AVE UNIT7E DENVER co 80204-3686 RESIDENTIAL-CONDOMINIUM Partial 341 SOUTH PEARL COMMONS CONDOS U-308 PRK-5 969 N PEARL ST [ 7835
ARTL 5051 S EMPORIA ST GREENWOOD VILLAGE = CO 80111-3611 RESIDENTIAL-CONDOMINIUM Partial 341 SOUTH PEARL COMMONS CONDOS U-202 PRK-18 969 S PEARL ST 0 7835
MULCAHY,SUSAN J ARTL 583 S OGDEN ST DENVER co 80209-4417 RESIDENTIAL-CONDOMINIUM Partial 341 SOUTH PEARL COMMONS CONDOS U-102 PRK-15 969 S PEARL ST 0 7835
ARTL 639 SODA CREEK DR EVERGREEN co 80439-9718 RESIDENTIAL-CONDOMINIUM Partial 341 SOUTH PEARL COMMONS CONDOS U-107 PRK-7 969 S PEARL ST [ 7835
ARTL 7538 PIRLOT PL LONE TREE co 80124-9782 RESIDENTIAL-CONDOMINIUM Partial 341 SOUTH PEARL COMMONS CONDOS U-105 PRK-N/A 969 S PEARL ST 0 7835
MCCORMICK,DENNIS M ARTL 824 COLONY RD BRYN MAWR PA 19010-1104 RESIDENTIAL-CONDOMINIUM Partial 341 SOUTH PEARL COMMONS CONDOS U-204 PRK-N/A 969 S PEARL ST [ 7835
ARTL 967 S WASHINGTON ST DENVER co 80209-4315 RESIDENTIAL-CONDOMINIUM Partial 341 SOUTH PEARL COMMONS CONDOS U-304 PRK-N/A 969 S PEARL ST [ 7835
ooc 969 S PEARL ST APT 101 DENVER co 80209-4231 RESIDENTIAL-CONDOMINIUM Partial 341 SOUTH PEARL COMMONS CONDOS U-101 PRK-19 969 S PEARL ST 0 7835
CHRISTENSEN,JILL L ooc 969 S PEARL ST APT 103 DENVER co 80209-4231 RESIDENTIAL-CONDOMINIUM Partial 341 SOUTH PEARL COMMONS CONDOS U-103 PRK-3 969 S PEARL ST [ 7835
0ooc 969 S PEARL ST APT 108 DENVER co 80209-4232 RESIDENTIAL-CONDOMINIUM Partial 341 SOUTH PEARL COMMONS CONDOS U-108 PRK-1 969 N PEARL ST [ 7835
HUTCHINSON,DENNETT L ooc 969 S PEARL ST APT 201 DENVER co 80209-4232 RESIDENTIAL-CONDOMINIUM Partial 341 SOUTH PEARL COMMONS CONDOS U-201 PRK-2 969 S PEARL ST [ 7835
ooc 969 S PEARL ST APT 203 DENVER co 80209-4232 RESIDENTIAL-CONDOMINIUM Partial 341 SOUTH PEARL COMMONS CONDOS U-203 PRK-N/A 969 S PEARL ST 0 7835
0ooc 969 S PEARL ST APT 205 DENVER co 80209-4234 RESIDENTIAL-CONDOMINIUM Partial 341 SOUTH PEARL COMMONS CONDOS U-205 PRK-N/A 969 S PEARL ST [ 7835
ooc 969 S PEARL ST APT 207 DENVER co 80209-4234 RESIDENTIAL-CONDOMINIUM Partial 341 SOUTH PEARL COMMONS CONDOS U-207 PRK-17 969 S PEARL ST 0 7835
0ooc 969 S PEARL ST APT 208 DENVER co 80209-4233 RESIDENTIAL-CONDOMINIUM Partial 341 SOUTH PEARL COMMONS CONDOS U-208 PRK-8 969 S PEARL ST [ 7835
ooc 969 S PEARL ST APT 302 DENVER co 80209-4234 RESIDENTIAL-CONDOMINIUM Partial 341 SOUTH PEARL COMMONS CONDOS U-302 PRK-11 969 S PEARL ST 0 7835
ooc 969 S PEARL ST APT 303 DENVER co 80209-4234 RESIDENTIAL-CONDOMINIUM Partial 341 SOUTH PEARL COMMONS CONDOS U-303 PRK-12 969 S PEARL ST 0 7835
ooc 969 S PEARL ST APT 305 DENVER co 80209-4233 RESIDENTIAL-CONDOMINIUM Partial 341 SOUTH PEARL COMMONS CONDOS U-305 PRK-N/A 969 S PEARL ST [ 7835
ooc 969 S PEARL ST APT 306 DENVER co 80209-4233 RESIDENTIAL-CONDOMINIUM Partial 341 SOUTH PEARL COMMONS CONDOS U-306 PRK-14 969 S PEARL ST 0 7835
00C 969 S PEARL ST APT 307 DENVER Cco 80209-4233 RESIDENTIAL-CONDOMINIUM Partial 341 SOUTH PEARL COMMONS CONDOS U-307 PRK-10 969 S PEARL ST 0 7835
Total Credit Area 149,442
Total Credit Area Signed 77,763
% Credit Area Signed 52%
Owner occupied house (OOH): 87,844 59%
Owner occupied condominium (00C): 4,433 3%
Absentee- / Rental- / Trust- / LLC- Owned (ARTL): 57,165 38%
149,442 100%
# Properties: 64
OOH 25 39%
ooc 13 20%
ARTL 26 41%
64 100%
# Signatures: 34
OOH 32 94%
0ooc 0 0%
ARTL 2 6%
34 100%
# Properties contacted: 24
OOH 23 96%
ooc 0 0%
ARTL 1 4%
24 100%
# Properties signed 22
OOH 21 95%
ooc 0 0%
ARTL 1 5%
22 100%
Credit area signed: 77,763
OOH 73,603 95%
0oc 0 0%
ARTL 4,160 5%
77,763 100%
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AFFIDAVIT OF CIRCULATOR

I, 1\\’ \('Jﬂ('f_ L 1 "lé‘iﬁ"‘ e swear that [ reside at: i {_ !/Z l ‘_J i i /; :{‘: t\ ‘ ,-éj_

*Cireulator — PRINTED NAME * Street name and number of RESIDENCE

C e T 3 A
Donvey Devwvey CLO [S0ZA

*City/Town *County *State Zip Code
and do further swear that I have read and understand the laws governing the circulation of petitions; that I was at least 18 years of
age, a citizen of the United States, and a resident of Colorado at the time this section of the petition was circulated and signed by the
listed property owners; that I circulated this section of the petition; that each signature thereon was affixed in my presence; that each
signature thereon is the signature of the person whose name it purports to be; that to the best of my knowledge and belief each of the
persons signing this petition section was, at the time of signing, a property owner within the boundaries of this application and that I
have not paid or will not in the future pay and that I believe that no other person has paid or will pay, directly or indirectly, any
money or other thing of value to any f/iglner f? the"burj}om of inducing or causing such signer to affix his or her signature to the

petition, i L. - A 7 N ks V", S Wiy
lk{ LA "r\_ . ‘*\,rf_,--/{__u - BN e
*Signature of Circulator *Date of Signing L

D CNL
*(SEAL) *STATE OF COLORADO, COUNTY OF e S N

- A /\ .}' A7
*Supseribed and sworn to before me this __ >  day of {AAA AN 20 L .
o ool Ll
IJ’ N ‘;hc-'{ﬂ"*’ gt *Signature (and Title) of Official Administering

/{;‘
v
u

- F -
¢ A 7] &
*Required field for petition section acceptance  *My Commission Expires: (-{" / U Q

QOath

MELISSA ANDERSON-STOVALL
NOTARY PUBLIC
STATE OF COLORADO
NOTARY ID 20224023765
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES JUNE 16, 2026

Assign a number for each property. If a property has multiple owners, create an

Owni# alpha sub-category. For example, if property #2 has three owners list as 2-a, 2-b,
2-c.
Address and Include the address and legal description of the property as listed in the city's

Legal Description |Assessor records.

Check this box if the signature of an individual is not the listed owner or to indicate

g:nrirsentative? they represent the owner. For all representatives, Proof of Authorization to sign on
P behalf of the owner or ownership entity is required to be attached

g:i':a'::zi?"d The owner should print name exactly as it is on the Assessor's records. The

0\2ner signatory shall sign the exact name in the same signature box.

RN i Insert the address of the property owner(s). This address may or may not be that

same as the address of the subject property.

Date Signed The property owner provides date signed
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City and County of Denver Petition of Protest - Rezoning

We, the undersigned, represent that we are the owners of the real properties legally described opposite our names and
that, as such property owners, we do hereby protest the enactment of Council Bill No. CB22-0699, Series of 2022, which
Council Bill would change from U-SU-B to PUD-G #29 the zoning classification of the following address(es): 1001 & 1003

South Pearl Street.

LL Owners must sign and print their name in the same manner as they hold title to the property. Property

owner name and signature must match name as it appears on current property deed.

852/3 OF L 27 BLK 15 LINCOLN SUB

DENVER, CO 80205-
4223

Owner
Rep? (If Date
Own # | Address and Legal Description of Property | Yes, Printed Name and Signature of Owner(s) |Address of Owner &ianed
check g
box)
8-b 982 PENNSYLVANIA ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4139; 982 S PENNSYLVANIA
LINCOLN SUB B15 E 50FT L20 & W 75FT OF $/2 120 & W ST, DENVER, CO 80209-
75FT L21 & N 8FT OF E 50FT L21 4139
Sarah Alongi Forbes
9-a 991 S PEARL ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4223; N 2/3 OF L 26 991 S PEARL ST,
&52/3 OF L 27 BLK 15 LINCOLN SUB DENVER, CO 80209-
4223
David K. Johnson
9-b 991 S PEARL ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4223; N 2/3 OF L 26 991 S PEARL ST,

OFL2 &N 2/3 OF L 3 BLK 18 LINCOLN SUB

Sargh Uh K \ )

ST, DENVER, CO 80209-
4141

SR U A

Katheryn V Carfrae
10-a 985 5 PEARL ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4223; L 28 & N1/3 OF 985 S PEARL ST,
27 BLK 15 LINCOLN SUB DENVER, CO 80209-
4223
Harry A. Drabkin
10-b 985 5 PEARL ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4223; L 28 & N1/3 OF 985 S PEARL ST,
27 BLK 15 LINCOLN SUB DENVER, CO 80209-
4223
lane D. Drabkin
11-a 997 5 PEARL ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4223; LINCOLN SUB 997 S PEARL ST,
B1S125&51/3126 DENVER, CO 80209-
4223
Cori Keeton Pope
11b 997 5 PEARL 5T, DENVER, CO 80209-4223; LINCOLN SUB 997 S PEARL ST,
B15 L25 & §1/3 L26 DENVER, CO 80209-
4223
Cameron Austin Pope k.
12-a 1039 5 PEARL 5T, DENVER, CO 80209-4225;N2/30F36 & 1039 § PEARL ST,
§2/3 OF L37 BLK 18 LINCOLN SUB DENVER, CO 80209-
4225
James C. Williams
12-b 1039 5 PEARL ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4225;N2/30F36 & 1039 S PEARL ST,
§2/3 OF L 37 BLK 18 LINCOLN SUB DENVER, CO 80209-
4225
Connie L. Willlams
13-a 1000 5 PENNSYLVANIA ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4141; LOT 1000 S PENNSYLVANIA
18 NORTH 1/3 OF LOT 2 BLK 18 LINCOLN SUB ST, DENVER, CO 80208-
4141
Joseph A. Goodman
13-b 1000 S PENNSYLVANIA ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4141; LOT 1000 S PENNSYLVANIA
1 & NORTH 1/3 OF LOT 2 BLK 18 LINCOLN SUB ST, DENVER, CO 80209-
4141
Lisa (éﬁ:dman -
14-a 1004 S PENNSYLVANIA ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4141; 5 2/3 I\ | 1004 S PENNSYLVANIA







City and County of Denver Petition of Protest - Rezoning

We, the undersigned, represent that we are the owners of the real properties legally described opposite our names and

that, as such property owners, we do hereby protest the enactment of Council Bill No. CB22-0699, Series of 2022, which
Council Bill would change from U-SU-B to PUD-G #29 the zoning classification of the following address(es): 1001 & 1003
South Pearl Street.

ALL Owners must sign and print their name in the same manner as they hold title to the property. Property

owner name and signature must match name as it appears on current property deed.

Owner
Rep? (If Diite
Own # | Address and Legal Description of Property | Yes, Printed Name and Signature of Owner(s) |Address of Owner Signed
check 9
box)
14-b 1004 S PENNSYLVANIA ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4141: § 2/3 1004 5 PENNSYLVANIA
OFL2 &N 2/3 OF L 3 BLK 18 LINCOLN SUB ST, DENVER, CO 80209-
4141
Jofn Brownson
15 1010 S PENNSYLVANIA ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4141; L4 & ». - 1010 5 PENNSYLVANIA
$1/3 OF L 3 BLK 18 LINCOLN SUB Luns '-(l O\ MAW{ ST, DENVER, CO 80209- g. &..’2
L1
David A. Moakpﬁu 'ld H . ‘w [L\} e a
16 1024 S PENNSYLVANIA ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4141; % 1024 S PENNSYLVANIA
LINCOLN SUB B18 L7 & N/4 L8 ST, DENVER, CO 80209-
4141
Matthew W. Anderson
17 1032 S PENNSYLVANIA ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4141; N3/4 1032 S PENNSYLVANIA
OF L 10 & S1/2 OF L 9 BLK 18 LINCOLN SUB ST, DENVER, CO 80208-
4141
David Lowe West
18 1025 S PEARL ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4225: L 40 BLK 18 1025 5 PEARL 5T,
LINCOLN SUB DENVER, CO 80209-
4225
Matthew S. Fontaine
19 1025 S PEARL ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4225; L 40 BLK 18 1025 5 PEARL 5T,
LINCOLN 5UB DENVER, CO 80209-
4225
Kathryn V. Fontaine
20 1027 S PEARL ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4225; L 39 BLK 18 1027 S PEARL ST,
LINCOLN SUB DENVER, CO 80209-
4225
Benjamin Berman
21 980 5 PENNSYLVANIA ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4139; L19 & 980 S PENNSYLVANIA
W 75FT OF N1/2 OF L 20 BLK 15 LINCOLN SUB ST, DENVER, CO 80209-
4139
John C. King 2019 Trust
22 986 5 PENNSYLVANIA ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4139; THE 986 S PENNSYLVANIA
W 75FT OF L 22 & THE N 1/2 OF THE W 75FT OF L 23 BLK ST, DENVER, CO 80209-
15 LINCOLN 5UB 4139
Nora Eileen Bolger
23-a 994 5 PENNSYLVANIA ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4139: W 994 S PENNSYLVANIA
75FTOF L 24 & OF 5 1/2 OF L 23 BLK 15 LINCOLN SUB ST, DENVER, CO 80209-
4139
David Lawrence Ritter
23-b 994 5 PENNSYLVANIA ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4139: W 994 S PENNSYLVANIA
JSFTOF L 24 & OF S 1/2 OF L 23 BLK 15 LINCOLN SUB ST, DENVER, CO 80209-
4139
Preston Alexander Smith
24 1005 S WASHINGTON ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4317; LOTS 1005 5 WASHINGTON
45 & 46 BLK 19 LINCOLN 5UB ST, DENVER, CO 80209-
4317
Nicholas §. Rice
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SPECIAL WARRANTY DEED

This Deed, made April 1, 2022

Between Athena Brownson and Jon Brownson, of the County Denver, State of Colorado, grantor(s) and Sarah
Uhran, a Tenant in Severalty, whose legal address is 1004 South Pennsylvania Street, Denver, CO 80209-4141
County of Denver, and State of Colorado, grantee(s)

WITNESSETH, That the grantor(s), for and in the consideration of the sum of NINE HUNDRED SIXTY
THOUSAND DOLLARS AND NO/100'S ($960,000.00 ) the receipt and sufficiency of which is hereby acknowledged,
has granted, bargained, sold and conveyed, and by these presents does grant, bargain, sell, convey and confirm, unto
the grantee(s), his heirs and assigns forever, all the real property together with improvements, if any, situate, lying and
being in the County of Denver, State of Colorado described as follows:

The South 2/3 of Lot 2, and The North 2/3 of Lot 3, Block 18, Lincoln Subdivision,
City and County of Denver, State of Colorado.

also known by street and number as 1004 South Pennsylvania Street, Denver, CO 80209-4141

TOGETHER with all and singular hereditaments and appurtenances, thereunto belonging, or in anywise
appertaining, and the reversion and reversions, remainder and remainders, rents issues and profits thereof, and all the
estate, right, title, interest, claim and demand whatsoever of the grantor, either in law or equity, of, in and to the above
bargained premises, with the hereditaments and appurtenances except for taxes for the current year, a lien but not
yet due and payable, subject to statutory exceptions as defined in CRS 38-30-113, revised..

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD said premises above bargained and described, with the appurtenances, unto the
grantee, their heirs and assigns forever. The grantor(s), for themselves, their heirs and personal representatives or
successors, does covenant and agree that they shall and will WARRANT AND FOREVER DEFEND the above-
bargained premises in the quiet and peaceable possession of the grantee(s), their heirs and assigns, against all and
every person or persons claiming the whole or any part thereof, by, through or under the grantor(s).

The singular number shall include the plural, the plural the singular, and the use of any gender shall be
applicable to all genders.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the grantor has executed this on the date set forth above.

SELLERS:

ﬁww 4
ena rown#ej'l Jon BID?

STATE OF COLORADO i
COUNTY OF Denver Jss:

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me March 31, 2022 by Athena Broyinson .

d and offic
Witness my hand and officiatGat e < ARET L BATEMAN

NOTARY PUBLIC Notary Public Y

STATE OF COLORADO
Motary ID 19954007284
My Commission Expires May 9, 2023 }ss:

My Commission expires:

STATE OF COLORADO
COUNTY OF Denver

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me April 1, 2022 by Jon Brownson.

Witness my hand and official seal. % [T4 Y-

Notary PublicV
My Commission expires:
MARGARET L BATEMAN

NOTARY PUBLIC \

OF COLORADG l

ST#;rtaE:y ID 19954007284 1

My Commission Expires May &. 2?_;__ !
Special Warranty Deed Last Saved: 3/29/2022 3:26 PM by MBO

WOSPECIAL (D51 Rev. 08/06/20) Page 1







AFFIDAVIT OF CIRCULATOR

A — _— e & . N i
I f"h-'t\’l"\\’xi n_ VY, Fon G that  resido at: | OLS S feuy \ St
*Circulator - PRINTED NAME * Street name and number of RESIDENCE

N~ Pt a ™
Neney  Denyenr  CO QOAOH
*.Uityfl‘own *County " *State Zip Code
and do further swear that I have read and understand the laws governing the circulation of petitions; that I was at least 18 vears of
age, a citizen of the United States, and a resident of Colorado at the time this section of the petition was circulated and signed by the
listed property owners; that I circulated this section of the petition; that each signature thereon was affixed in my presence; that each
signature thereon is the signature of the person whose name it purports to be; that to the best of my knowledge and belief each of the
persons signing this petition section was, at the time of signing, a property owner within the boundaries of this application and that I
have not paid or will not in the future pay and that I believe that no other person has paid or will pay, directly or indirectly, any
money or other thing of value to any signer for the purpose of inducing or causing such signer to affix his or her signature to the
petitib o - = ' (.
PR N ol 9r5/2020,
*Signaelfre of Cireulator *Date of Signing

A i a0l
*(SEAL)  *STATE OF COLORADO, COUNTY OF A CNUHA,
.-"w P ., : o~
*Subseribed and sworn to before me this ) day of A'l)‘ ) Vot 9 Lol
{

.Av. l‘(}fﬂj /'l/)f'“w{iﬂ/-]”"l"‘ )\ ! I’{;"T'(/(‘J( *Signature (and Title) of Official Administering

7

Oath

*Required field for petition section acceptance My Commission Expires:

MELISSA ANDERSON-STOVALL
NOTARY PUBLIC
STATE OF COLORADO
NOTARY ID 20224023765
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES JUNE 16, 2026

Assign a number for each property. If a property has multiple owners, create an

Own# alpha sub-category. For example, if property #2 has three owners list as 2-a, 2-b,
2-c.
Address and Include the address and legal description of the property as listed in the city's

Legal Description |Assessor records.

Check this box if the signature of an individual is not the listed owner or to indicate
they represent the owner. For all representatives, Proof of Authorization to sign on
behalf of the owner or ownership entity is required to be attached

Owner
Representative?

F'."“‘ Name and The owner should print name exactly as it is on the Assessor's records. The
Signature of

O signatory shall sign the exact name in the same signature box.

Insert the address of the property owner(s). This address may or may not be that

puiiees s Oiriox same as the address of the subject property.

Date Signed The property owner provides date signed








City and County of Denver Petition of Protest - Rezoning

K&W\MV\

We, the undersigned, represent that we are the owners of the real properties legally described opposite our names and

that, as such property owners, we do hereby protest the enactment of Council Bill No. CB22-0699, Series of 2022, which
Council Bill would change from U-SU-B to PUD-G #29 the zoning classification of the following address(es): 1001 & 1003
South Pearl Street.

LL Owners must sign and print their name in the same manner as they hold title to the property. Property
owner name and signature must match name as it appears on current property deed.
Owner
Rep? (If Date
Own #| Address and Legal Description of Prope Yes, Printed Name and Signature of Owner(s) |Address of Owner :
Signed
check
box)
" | g
)( 1a 1000 S PEARL ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4226; L 1 & 2 BLK 19 V1000 S PEARL ST, 5
L ;;\ LINCOLN SUB DENVER, CO 80209- %‘,/2_/?\2
\)(( LA S 4226
William Deevy hitlliam
1-b 1000 S PEARL ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4226; L 1 & 2 BLK 19 j WM 1000 S PEARL ST, o
W LINCOLN SUB %/U/]/‘L 0{ . DENVER, CO 80209-  [¢Z/2 /70
N nan 4226 :
Laurel elééync ﬂ W
2-a 1012 S PEARL ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4226; L 3 & N1/2 OF AT on re S YT > 1012 S PEARL ST, A
c e /200
L4 BLK 19 LINCOLN SUB 7// DENVER, CO 80209- b
/ 4226
Zachary nfé'l
2-b 1012 S PEARL ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4226; L3 & N1/2 OF &LHEL 1012 § PEARL ST,
L4 BLK 19 LINCOLN SUB E 392"1&'\\' DENVER, CO 80209- =
Mo, |2 1)20 22
achelle F Lieberma
3 1017 § PEARL ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4225; LINCOLN SUB 1017 § PEARL ST, 7
B18 143 & N/2 OF L42 DENVER, CO 80209- 7/35
4225 22
ott Hickey ")l, x i Jé‘_/?.
4 1018 5 PEARL 5T, DENVER, CO 80209-4226; L5 & S1/2 OF 1018 S PEARL 5T,
L4 BLK 19 LINCOLN SUB DENVER, CO 80209-
4226
Carissa Cerbo
5 1021 $ PEARL ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4225; L 41 & 51/2 0y 1021 5 PEARL ST,
OF 42 BLK 18 LINCOLN SUB f (} [ DENVER, CO 80209- .:f— 2
Vg2 fk M AL % :
4225 iy
Diane L. Korte j\'.x.\ﬂt c 1[ o FJ 4
6-a 1024 S PEARL ST -1026, DENVER, CO 80209-4264; L6 & N 1024 S PEARL ST,
1/2 OF L7 BLK 19 LINCOLN SUB DENVER, CO 80209-
4264
Douglas B Brent
6-b 1024 S PEARL ST -1026, DENVER, CO 80209-4264; L6 & N 1024 S PEARL 5T,
1/2 OF L7 BLK 19 LINCOLN SUB DENVER, CO 80209-
4264
Averil R. Brent
7-a 980 S PEARL ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4224; L 21 & N 1/2 ”— f? 980 S PEARL ST, :
OF 22 BLK 14 LINCOLN SUB 7 DENVER, CO 80209- ?/ 7l&
4224 Wi
Jeffrey Wester < Qﬁ- ré€v Vv’{/s-}*ﬁ =
7-b 980 S PEARL ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4224; L 21 & N 1/2 i 980 S PEARL ST, :
OF 22 BLK 14 LINCOLN SUB K&M [GTIEIN DENVER, CO 80209 |81 3/
. 4224
Kathleen Reutter \‘ QO k\(\\k_én hu\’ ’fz{
8a 982 PENNSYLVANIA ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4139; 982 S PENNSYLVANIA
LINCOLN SUB B15 E 50FT L20 & W 75FT OF 5/2 120 & W ST, DENVER, CO 80209-
75FT L21 & N 8FT OF E 50FT L21 4139
James C. Forbes Jr








City and County of Denver Petition of Protest - Rezoning

We, the undersigned, represent that we are the owners of the real properties legally described opposite our names and

that, as such property owners, we do hereby protest the enactment of Council Bill No. CB22-0699, Series of 2022, which
Council Bill would change from U-SU-B to PUD-G #29 the zoning classification of the following address(es): 1001 & 1003
South Pearl Street.

ALL Owners must sign and print their name in the same manner as they hold title to the property. Property

owner name and signature must match name as it appears on current property deed.

Owner
Rep? (If Date
Own # | Address and Legal Description of Property | Yes, Printed Name and Signature of Owner(s) |Address of Owner| Signed
check
box)
8b 982 PENNSYLVANIA ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4139; 982 S PENNSYLVANIA
LINCOLN SUB B15 E 50FT L20 & W 75FT OF 5/2 L20 & W ST, DENVER, CO 80209-
75FT L21 & N &FT OF E 50FT 121 4139
Sarah Alongi Forbes
9-a 991 § PEARL ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4223; N 2/3 OF L 26 991§ PEARL ST,
& 52/3 OF L 27 BLK 15 LINCOLN SUB DENVER, CO 80209-
4223
David K. Johnson
9-b 991 S PEARL ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4223; N 2/3 OF L 26 991 S PEARL ST,
&5 2/3 OF L 27 BLK 15 LINCOLN SUB _— DENVER, CO 80209-
4223
Kathen] \.",g\rfr
10-a  |985SPEARLST, DENVER, CO 80209-4223; L 28 & N1/3 OF \f. 985 S PEARL ST, % ,? /}2\.2
27 BLK 15 LINCOLN SUB L k DENVER, CO 80209- 4 7
A 4203
Harry a&'lzzﬂ f # U
10-b 985 S PEARL ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4223; L 28 & N1/3 OF 985 S PEARL ST, @?7/27\
27 BLK 15 LINCOLN SUB ' DENVER, CO 80209- |7
: i = [4223
Jai > Drabki h ; n-!
11a 997 § PEARL ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4223; LINCOLN SUB 997 § PEARL ST,
B1S125&51/3 126 | DENVER, CO 80209-
! 4223
Cori Keeton Pope
11-b 997 S PEARL ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4223; LINCOLN SUB 997 S PEARL ST,
B15125&S1/3 126 DENVER, CO 80209-
4223
Cameron Austin Pope
12-a 1039 S PEARL ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4225; N 2/3 OF 36 & / /? /’ % 1039 S PEARL ST, -
$2/3 OF L 37 BLK 18 LINCOLN SUB 3”/"?’(” ( DENVER, CO 80209- =/
Lo €3 4225 7
4 ﬁéé Williams .k’y} \l \ “ WS (T4
12-h 1039 S PEARL ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4225; N 2/3 OF 36 & ;/,\L T L( /] ){/ é(\ 1039 S PEARL 5T, 5
§2/3 OF L 37 BLK 18 LINCOLN SUB biga s Qo DENVER, CO 80209-
_) L4 (=¥ 4225 G @k o
Connle [ Wilﬁ L(‘ /// Sl &
13-a 1000 S PENNSYLVANIA ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4141; LOT 11000 SPENNSYLVANIA «7 2 /|
1 & NORTH 1/3 OF LOT 2 BLK 18 LINCOLN SUB ST, DENVER, CO 80209- /)3
4141
13-b 1000 S PENNSYLVANIA ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4141; LOT 1000 S PENNSYLVANIA | = /3 y /ZZ
1 & NORTH 1/3 OF LOT 2 BLK 18 LINCOLN SUB 6 7 e ST, DENVER, CO 80209-
5.0/ 08 4141
& —
14-a 1004 S PENNSYLVANIA ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4141; S 2/3 1004 S PENNSYLVANIA

OF L2 &N 2/3 OF L3 BLK 18 LINCOLN SUB

Sarah Uhran

ST, DENVER, CO 80209-
4141








City and County of Denver Petition of Protest - Rezoning

We, the undersigned, represent that we are the owners of the real properties legally described opposite our names and

that, as such property owners, we do hereby protest the enactment of Council Bill No. CB22-0699, Series of 2022, which
Council Bill would change from U-SU-B to PUD-G #29 the zoning classification of the following address(es): 1001 & 1003
South Pearl Street.

ALL Owners must sign and print their name in the same manner as they hold title to the property. Property

owner name and signature must match name as it appears on current property deed.

Owner
Rep? (If Date
Own #| Address and Legal Description of Property | Yes, Printed Name and Signature of Owner(s) |Address of Owner| Signed
check g
box)
14-b 1004 S PENNSYLVANIA ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4141; S 2/3 1004 S PENNSYLVANIA
OF L2 & N 2/3 OF L 3 BLK 18 LINCOLN SUB ST, DENVER, CO 80209-
4141
John Brownson
15 1010 S PENNSYLVANIA ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4141; L4 & 1010 § PENNSYLVANIA
51/3 OF L3 BLK 18 LINCOLN SUB ST, DENVER, CO 80209-
4141
David A. Moak
16 1024 § PENNSYLVANIA ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4141; TV f [ s Al [~ *7;+~]1024 S PENNSYLVANIA
LINCOLN SUB B18 L7 & N/4 L8 gAML ANl = |+ - _|ST, DENVER, CO 80209-
ML W™ LY A SCEH g
Matthew w And;rson
17 1032 S PENNSYLVANIA ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4141; N3/4 - 1032 S PENNSYLVANIA
OF L 10 & 51/2 OF L9 BLK 18 LINCOLN SUB ST, DENVER, CO 80209 3
. 4141 7 #or 2T,
R \)\ —t—
V) JUN Wo WO
18~Q. [1025S PEARL ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4225; L 40 BLK 18 7}4,@\) 5 =S ‘._1—!—- 1025 S PEARL ST, [
LINCOLN SUB ne DENVER, CO 80209- |,/ 7c( 202§
¥ ?:\7’7;\(#\-’ S r-P' 1’77‘ 4225
Matthew S. Fontaine
Er 1025 S PEARL ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4225; L 40 BLK 18 = U e - T 1025 S PEARL ST,
1 9-% |uncown sus ‘kp;t’h, A Vo JomnApunt DENVER, CO 80200- | 7/ 50/ A0
- .
v okl 4228
Kathr\_.rn V. Fontaln:i V
20 1027 S PEARL ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4225; L 39 BLK 18 ._-— 1027 S PEARL ST, /
LINCOLN SUB . - IDENVER, CO 80209- 9/ A
4225
Benjamin Berman @l \0 m i'n’\ fge s —
21 980 S PENNSYLVANIA ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4139; L 19 & ) H"’ C J 980 S PENNSYLVANIA
W 75FT OF N1/2 OF L 20 BLK 15 LINCOLN SUB ; " q ,r_ + ST, DENVER, CO 80209-
Aad 4139
John C. King 2019 Trust BO{TH\\C“K"J\Q
22 986 S PENNSYLVANIA ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4139; THE St C‘ 4./1\ A --“'y‘-- 986 S PENNSYLVANIA 1’
W 75FT OF L 22 & THE N 1/2 OF THE W 75FT OF L 23 BLK fﬂ ’Z/ﬁ e /C“‘Jf’" 1A 6 ) <] ST DENVER, CO 80203- /} 27
15 LINCOLN SUB ~N O K SRR A FEEY
Nora Eileen Bolger
23-a 994 S PENNSYLVANIA ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4139; W 994 5 PENNSYLVANIA
75FT OF L 24 & OF S 1/2 OF L 23 BLK 15 LINCOLN SUB C'fa’f’ e’{, { ST, DENVER, CO 80209-|—
Daw 4139 1/20 /9'15,
David Lawrence Ritter
23-b 994 S PENNSYLVANIA ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4139; W / f ) M 35 994 5 PENNSYLVANIA
75FT OF L 24 & OF § 1/2 OF L 23 BLK 15 LINCOLN SUB ST, DENVER, CO 80209- :{ % l;—L
Presear  Aletande  nal 4139
Preston Alexander Smith
24 1005 5 WASHINGTON ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4317; LOTS 1005 S WASHINGTON

45 & 46 BLK 19 LINCOLN SUB

Nicholas §. Rice

ST, DENVER, CO 80209-
4317








City and County of Denver Petition of Protest - Rezoning

We, the undersigned, represent that we are the owners of the real properties legally described opposite our names and

that, as such property owners, we do hereby protest the enactment of Council Bill No. CB22-0699, Series of 2022, which
Council Bill would change from U-SU-B to PUD-G #29 the zoning classification of the following address(es): 1001 & 1003
South Pearl Street.

ALL Owners must sign and print their name in the same manner as they hold title to the property. Property

owner name and signature must match name as it appears on current property deed.

Owner
Rep? (If Date
Own #| Address and Legal Description of Property | Yes, Printed Name and Signature of Owner(s) |Address of Owner Signed
check
box)
25 1019 S WASHINGTON ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4317; L 42 1019 5 WASHINGTON
& N 8FT 4IN OF 41 BLK 19 LINCOLN SUB ST, DENVER, CO 80209-
4317
Nicholas S. Arndt
26 1045 S PEARL ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4225; L 35& 5 1/3 1045 S PEARL ST,
OF L 36 BLK 18 LINCOLN SUB DENVER, CO 80209-
4225
Darryl 5. Kitchens P
27-a 1025 S WASHINGTON ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4317; § 1025 S WASHINGTON ]
16FT 8 IN OF L41 & N 20FT 10 IN OF L 40 BLK 19 LINCOLN ] ST, DENVER, CO 80209- Z IIZZ
SUB = 4317
fkeith whitiock R\ W A\oe K
27-b 1025 S WASHINGTON ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4317: S 1025 S WASHINGTON
16FT 8 IN OF L41 & N 20FT 10 IN OF L 40 BLK 19 LINCOLN ST, DENVER, CO 80209-
SUB 4317
Breckin Whitlock
28-a 978 S PENNSYLVANIA ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4139; L 18 & : f_‘ VAN (S 978 S PENNSYLVANIA
$1/3 OF L 17 BLK 15 LINCOLN SUB 7 - = ST, DENVER, CO 80209- L{ 2 /57
Ll ol /-—w{-’“"* \ |a13e [ 2 /,1)
Francis TR’ /:-L( -
28-h 978 S PENNSYLVANIA ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4139; L 18 & % 978 S PENNSYLVANIA

51/3 OF L 17 BLK 15 LINCOLN SUB

ST, DENVER, CO 80209-
4139

E\_'.n \i \.! n_—) o hmﬁﬂwﬂ








City and County of Denver Petition of Protest - Rezoning

We, the undersigned, represent that we are the owners of the real properties legally described opposite our names and
that, as such property owners, we do hereby protest the enactment of Council Bill No. CB22- 0699, Series of 2022, which

Council Bill would change from U-SU-B to PUD-G #29 the zoning classification of the following address(es): 1001 & 1003
South Pearl Street.

ALL Owners must sign and print their name in the same manner as they hold title to the property. Property
owner name and signature must match name as it appears on current property deed.

Owner
Rep? (If Date
Own # | Address and Legal Description of Property | Yes, Printed Name and Signature of Owner(s) [Address of Owner Signed
check
box)

29 -y |974 SPEARLST; L20 & 5 1/3 OF L 19 BLK 14 LINCOLN SUB

LAURA PPC‘[-E ALME iUk 9745 PEARL ST, %l‘ﬁl‘l?—

DENVER, CO 80209

29 |5 [974 SPEARLST; L 20 & S 1/3 OF L 19 BLK 14 LINCOLN SUB 974 S PEARLST,

DENVER, CO 80209

3/5/22
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Government Recording Charge

SPECIAL WARRANTY DEED
Joint Tenancy

THIS DEED, made on June 24, 2022, by

202112WY-12, LLC, A WYOMING LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY
of ADAMS County, State of Colorado, (hereinafter “Grantor”), and

JOHN PAUL ALMEIDA AND LAURA FAYE ALMEIDA i {zh‘/"/

whose street address is 974 S PEARL STREET, DENVER, CO 80209, of County, and State of COLORADO,
(hereinafter “Grantee”);

Grantor, for and in consideration of Eight Hundred Twenty Thousand And No/100 dollars ($820,000.00) the receipt
and sufficiency is hereby acknowledged, hereby sells, conveys and confirms unto the Grantee, Grantee's heirs
and assigns forever , not in tenancy in common but in joint tenancy, all the real property, together with

improvements, if any, situate, lying and being in the County of DENVER and State of COLORADO, described as
follows:

LOT 20 AND THE SOUTH 1/3 OF LOT 19, BLOCK 14, LINCOLN SUBDIVISION, CITY AND COUNTY OF
DENVER, STATE OF COLORADO.

also known by street and number as: 974 S Pear] Street, Denver, CO 80209

genders.

Atfter recording: First Alliance Title | Order 2205-139
RETURN TO:

John Paul Aimeida and Laura Faye Almeida

974 S Pear| Street

Denver, CO 80209
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. 2021 12WY 12
l \/{"N’S : £ W'\

Sam-Maw__- bbadiviinn MOr Il haas Sep-

Austin Armstrong -
Member— /I fa~Sel

BY%

Brock Armstrong
MembEr A U "-—'9’(_/“//

STATE OF COLORADO

)
COUNTY OF %ﬂ’lf‘% S § =

The foregomg |n5{rument was ackncm!edged before me this 24th day of June 2022 by-Sam Metli.Member and
- e " - { .h.‘ 4 *’ ,L .
ITED CTABILITY C : A Auston P 35 hame, 1, M e

f-'yu-qj{- T A
Q\ J}l‘ ¢l f"-— AVM’IJ.”;J&_)’J Mt hr:;t _}Lf/ HiVL
4‘2} L A §
Notaryrﬁ“suf MESey O R motSel bl TheSele

/IU{/QS mamber OF Dpyiny Wy ) L0 C

My commission expires

EDWIN GREEN DAVIS
NOTARY PUBLIC

STATE OF COLORADO
NOTARY ID 20134056604

My Commission Expires: September 14, 2025








,]{cx\\(\n?;\ &7

AFFIDAVIT OF CIRCULATOR

I Hﬂ“i\wﬂ V f’%ﬂ k\-iyu . swear that [ reside at: IO 2 5 S Pt](!'rl gr

*Circulatod - PRINTED NAME * Street name and number of RESIDENCE

Denver Denver (O 40209
*City/Town *County *State Zip Code
and do further swear that [ have read and understand the laws governing the circulation of petitions; that I was at least 18 vears of
age, a citizen of the United States, and a resident of Colorado at the time this section of the petition was circulated and signed by the
listed property owners; that I circulated this section of the petition: that each signature thereon was affixed in my presence; that each
signature thereon is the signature of the person whose name it purports to be: that to the best of my knowledge and belief each of the
persons signing this petition section was. at the time of signing. a property owner within the boundaries of this application and that [
have not paid or will not in the future pay and that I believe that no other person has paid or will pay. directly or indirectly. any
money or other thing of value to any signer for the purpose of inducing or causing such signer to affix his or her signature to the

;W \ B, 9/ (Qo2h

*Signature of &‘i.r:ularor *Date of Signing

—
*(SEAL) *STATE OF COLORADO. COUNTY OF ﬂE- B .

= £ = e
*Subscribed and sworn to before me this _j)__ _dayof_____ ':—?__ S 3U_,¢i ,&
re = ¢ l P =0 ] 3
N (__g_._\é._(_-i o] o~ AR : *Signature (and Title) of Official Administering
il S —

- 2-3- 2003
*Required field for petition section acceptance *My Commfission Expires: 26 = /L( J

SUSAN CHAVEZ
NOTARY PUBLIC
STATE OF COLORADO
NOTARY ID 20154004559
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES FEBRUARY 3, 2023

Assign a number for each property. If a property has multiple owners, create an

Own## alpha sub-category. For example, if property #2 has three owners list as 2-a, 2-b.
2-c.
Address and Include the address and legal description of the property as listed in the city's

Legal Description |Assessor records.

Check this box if the signature of an individual is not the listed owner or to indicate
they represent the owner. For all representatives. Proof of Authorization to sign on
behalf of the owner or ownership entity is required to be attached

Owner
Representative?

Print Name and
Signature of
Owner

The owner should print name exactly as it is on the Assessor's records. The
signatory shall sign the exact name in the same signature box.

Insert the address of the property owner(s). This address may or may not be that

Aidcoss:of Ounsr same as the address of the subject property.

Date Signed The property owner provides date signed








City and County of Denver Petition of Protest - Rezoning

We, the undersigned, represent that we are the owners of the real properties legally described opposite our names and

that, as such property owners, we do hereby protest the enactment of Council Bill No. CB22-0699, Series of 2022, which
Council Bill would change from U-SU-B to PUD-G #29 the zoning classification of the following address(es): 1001 & 1003
South Pearl Street.

ALL Owners must sign and print their name in the same manner as they hold title to the property. Property

owner name and signature must match name as it appears on current property deed.

Owner
Rep? (If
oy P? ( Date
Own # | Address and Legal Description of Property | Yes, Printed Name and Signature of Owner(s) |Address of Owner Signed
check
box)
4 1018 S PEARL ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4226; L 5 & S1/2 OF 1018 S PEARL ST,
L4 BLK 19 LINCOLN SUB DENVER, CO 80209-
4226
Carissa Cerbo
8a 982 PENNSYLVANIA ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4139; deaves C Rrbes 982 S PENNSYLVANIA
LINCOLN SUB B15 E 50FT L20 & W 75FT OF $/2 120 & W d ST, DENVER, €O 80209 & - /
75FT 121 & N 8FT OF E 50FT L21 — - s 4139
Jamés C. Forbes Jr o) G&a
8b 982 PENNSYLVANIA ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4139; ) ) 982 S PENNSYLVANIA
LINCOLN SUB B15 E 50FT L20 & W 75FT OF S/2 120 & W e : L ST, DENVER, CO 80209- @ -7-
75FT 121 & N 8FT OF E 50FT L21 4139
Sarah Alongi Forbes SAYTV | Squ S0 A
24 1005 S WASHINGTON ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4317; LOTS 1005 S WASHINGTON
45 & 46 BLK 19 LINCOLN SUB ST, DENVER, CO 80209- %’-— 7
4317
/1 02T
26 1045 S PEARL ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4225; L 35 &S 1/3 ), . L A e W77 U], ~{1045 S PEARLST, &
OF L 36 BLK 18 LINCOLN SUB dem R e DENVER, CO 80209 | 6
Sy 4225 R
. . & -
Darryl . Kitchens D s | R /<' f/ ", CLe f’
27-b 1025 S WASHINGTON ST, DENVER, CO 80209-4317; S ] g N4 41025 S WASHINGTON (17
16FT 8 IN OF L 41 & N 20FT 10 IN OF L 40 BLK 19 LINCOLN g M \'\wlf\f\ (r‘j“b\ ST, DENVER, CO 80209-|% ~
suB : : ) 4317 i
Breckin Whitlock &w& N-H HMLC'(/L ;QO&L;Z
30-a 1033 S PEARLST; L 38 & N 1/3 OF L 37 BLK 18 LINCOLN 2525 32ND AVE, TEXAS | o> _
suB / C/\V “‘J e ? | Th “’*"’ / A CITY, T 775003828 | © b
aF biNane 8,30 LA
Bamibi anette shel z;} < I/ g_
30-b 1033 5 PEARL ST; L 38 & N 1/3 OF L 37 BLK 18 LINCOLN 2525 32ND AVE, TEXAS :
sus ] CITY, TX 77590-3828 8~ (o
4
el Lqrh\; Les (:Rhe\ 2022
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