
BURNING TREE HOMEOWNER’S ASSOCIATION
April 20, 2017

Board Meeting Minutes

A scheduled meeting of the Board of Directors (the “Board”) of the Burning Tree Homeowners
Association (“BTHOA”) was held at 6:30 PM (Mountain Time) at the Town Hall of Columbine Valley,
located at 2 Middlefield Road, Columbine Valley, CO 80123.

Present were: Ted Snailum, Amy Chekal, Judy White, Kerri Luther, Kim Byers, Tina Crine and Karyn
Thompson-Panos

Absent: None. There was a quorum of the Board.

Guests in attendance:
Ken Cook 51 Spyglass Dr.
Linda McMahan 51 Spyglass Dr.
Gregg Saunders 26 Spyglass Dr.
Barbara Longsine 10 Spyglass Dr.
Richard Crine 8 Doral Way
Arvin Michel 25 Spyglass Dr.
Don Miller 47 Spyglass Dr.
Vince Harris 6 Spyglass Dr.
Jim Sweeney 79 Spyglass Dr.
Mark Shimoda 41 Spyglass Dr.
Pat and Veronica Fitzgerald 59 Spyglass Dr.

Ted served as Chairman and called the meeting to order at 6:30 PM.

Approval of Minutes:
The Board members approved via email the minutes from the March HOA meeting via email.

Agenda:
A. Old Business – New Business:

1. Preliminary discussion on proposed changes to the Architectural Review Committee guidelines
2. Tuck property updates from the recent P&Z meeting and developer meetings
3. Wall enhancements along Hunter Run Lane including height and gate access
4. Initial discussion of potential dues increase due to necessary repairs to aging infrastructure. A

preliminary discussion on large expenses anticipated in the foreseeable future, their priority ranking,
etc.

5. Tennis court maintenance schedule and long term plan and budget requirements for resurfacing
6. Pool insurance and lifeguard requirements for pool parties and potential Burning Tree liability

B. Board Reports
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ARC update
Vince Harris and Jim Sweeney presented 2 topics that may require modifications to the ARC
guidelines:
 First, 66 Fairway is asking for a 3-car garage, which does not impact the easement between 2

homes. The ARC has approved building a 3-car garage, and the Town has approved it as well. In
the process of authorizing the addition to the garage, the easement came up and the ARC felt it
should be discussed with the Board. Arvin Michel reported that the easement has been
understood to exist since the beginning of the formation of the neighborhood.  Since that
understanding goes way back, a comment was mad that this might be a prescriptive easement.
Since there have been no prior protests, Arvin suggests that it become an official easement.
However, the new residents (who are under contract) may not want the easement at all.
Existing foot traffic is problematic for potential buyers, as is bicycle and cart traffic (this cart
traffic has been addressed and eliminated). One suggestion was that a footpath might be built
right down the middle of the easement with a post in it to prevent carts from using it.
Resolution:  Ted will consult with Lee Schiller, Town Attorney.

 Second, a homeowner would like to xeriscape his front yard. Gregg Saunders has proposed
replacing some grass with rock and plants.  We discussed whether the ARC guidelines need to be
modified to accommodate xeriscape.  The feeling of many residents and Board members was
that we do not want to change the character of the neighborhood by removing too much grass,
in order to maintain the lush character of Burning Tree. Examples of other residences in Burning
Tree where front yards have been landscaped with both grass and xeriscape areas were pointed
out as a possible resolution.

 Ted raised the issue of backyards being used for open storage and becoming rather “junky.”  The
ARC responded that the newsletter mentions this yearly and that if specific neighbors are in
violation, the ARC will contact the homeowner. Protests can be made to the ARC, who will keep
the name of the protester anonymous.

Development update
 Ted Snailum gave an update on ongoing meetings between the developer and the affected HOA

presidents. The Board of Directors created an architectural accountability committee consisting
of HOA presidents to work with the Town-appointed architect on architectural requirements for
Wild Plum Farm.  They have reviewed designs and looked at existing properties from CalAtlantic.
From there the committee formed opinions about what they did not want to see at Wild Plum
Farms such as siding, long runs with no articulation, large front garages, etc.  The committee
developed a list of wants and dislikes, and CalAtlantic redesigned some houses; Ted shared
drawings that CalAtlantic has proposed.  CalAtlantic believes there will be a $200K lot premium
for the homes in Wild Plum Farm.  The question at this point is will the builder actually build
what they have shown us.

 April 11 was the last P&Z meeting.  The Town staff presented the progress that had been made.
P&Z wanted more from the staff than what was presented, so the meeting was continued to
May 22 at 6:30 p.m. at Hudson Gardens.
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 Ted also discussed the construction management plan, which Eric Chekal has made numerous
changes to in order to improve it. Construction traffic for the 11 custom homes facing Fairway
lane in Wild Plum Farm will all go through Fairway Lane.  There is a proposal for the 1st 6 homes
on the cul-de-sac adjacent to the custom homes to be built from construction vehicles using
Hunter Run Lane; the remaining 5 homes on the cul-de-sac will then go through Fairway Lane.
This is still under discussion and we can propose that construction traffic for more of the homes
in the cul-de-sac access Fairway Lane while under construction. Fines are under consideration if
CalAtlantic breaks any of the agreed upon rules.

Hunter Run Lane Wall Discussion
 The wall was discussed, introduced by Ted.  Ted reported that some neighbors have requested a

6’ wall vs. all homeowners having a uniform 8’ wall.  Some homeowners currently have a 7’ wall
and that suffices.  Ted’s recommendation is that each homeowner work with Kent to get
whatever they want.   Ken Cook was concerned that too much flexibility and inconsistency will
result in CalAtlantic getting frustrated and deciding on a 6’ wall, and he would like assurance
that Ted will work with Kent to ensure that the taller wall will be built.  Ted is optimistic that we
can come to a resolution. However, this is all a work in process; CalAtlantic is still studying the
best way to physically add 2 feet to the existing wall and ensuring that from an engineering
standpoint this can actually be done. Ted proposed that the wall be built as soon as possible,
especially since CalAtlantic is bringing in 8,500 dump trucks full of dirt. CalAtlantic wants to
immediately start bringing in dirt from Wilder Lane construction.   We will add to the
management plan that this truck traffic be limited until the wall is built.

 A referendum was also discussed. CalAtlantic is trying to make concessions in order to prevent a
referendum.  For example, CalAtlantic has prepaid Columbine Country Club memberships, which
the Country Club has used to build the ballroom.

 The gates in the wall were discussed. There is a longstanding history of residents accessing
Hunter Run Lane and the environs to its south via the gate at 49 Spyglass Drive, where the
Pendleton/Stein family invited neighbors to access the area via an unlocked and open gate on
their property since the wall was constructed.  It was discussed whether, like the prescriptive
public pedestrian easement on 66 Fairway Lane, access to the gate at 49 Spyglass has also been
established as a public, prescriptive easement. The Hunter Run 13 will be asked if anyone would
agree to allow pedestrians to access their gate.

Related Development News
 Karyn brought up the issue of the dense new development being proposed at the corner of

Platte Canyon and Bowles Ave.  According to the Littleton Independent, the 5 elected Arapahoe
County Commissioners did not approve the proposal to change the zoning and allow KB Homes
to build 40 2-story attached homes on that 5.6 acre lot.  This lot is not in Columbine Valley but
affects the traffic and schools, and this was cited at the public hearing.

Capital Expenditures
 Judy White introduced the topic of infrastructure investments and required budget to

accommodate this. Mark Shimoda suggested that we lay out the systems in the neighborhood,
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their expected lifespan and maintenance/replacement costs and then increase the dues/capital
assessment to cover those expenses. If residents are asked to vote on a proposal to pay higher
dues/annual costs, it was noted that a 5- or 10-year plan with infrastructure costs laid out would
help ensure the passage of the proposed increase.
Examples of major infrastructure items we need to plan for:

o Sprinkler system
o Retaining wall behind the tennis courts (will need to be replaced within 10 years,

according to structural engineering assessment)
o Steps accessing the tennis courts and possibly eventually the wooden retaining wall

beneath the tennis courts
o Major maintenance at the pool
o Tennis court resurfacing (and possibly a bigger, long-term solution requiring that we

tear out the asphalt and start over) and annual crack repairs
o Basketball court backboard replacement (parking on the basketball courts remains an

open issue)
It was noted that there is no emergency fund in the budget.  One suggestion was to consider
selling Polo Meadows residents admission to our facilities.  That has been voted down by the
Board in the past.

Board Reports:
Tennis (Kerri Luther) – The crack repair will be done as soon as possible, probably next week if the
weather permits. The cost will be around $4,000. Long term, resurfacing will be required, at a cost of
$20,000 and should be looked at periodically. All 4 courts should be resurfaced at the same time, as the
fence must be taken down to accommodate the heavy resurfacing equipment.  Kerri is preparing a plan
regarding proposed timing of future resurfacing and crack repair.  The Board feels that an asset like the
tennis courts should be maintained regularly.  Kerri and Linda McMahan will look into the cost of
installing windscreens on the north and south fences.

Parks (Judy White) – Judy provided an update on major infrastructure needs in the agenda item above.
In addition, she will get the railroad-tie wall beneath the tennis courts structurally analyzed, so it does
not impact any of the tennis repairs under consideration.

Pools (Amy Chekal)
 Amy discussed the accommodation of private pool parties.  In checking on liability, the

insurance policy of John O’Donnell, pool contractor, covers the actions of his employees only.
Our insurance agent has communicated to the Board that our biggest liability is the pool.  John
O’Donnell agrees to provide only 1 lifeguard when no one at the party will be swimming, and
the Board agreed that at least 1 lifeguard should continue to be required at non-swimming pool
parties.  Amy will speak with Liz DeGrood about the process for collecting and depositing the
money collected for private pool parties.

 Upcoming maintenance includes electrical work to repair the underwater light and light poles
before the pool is filled.  The bid was $882, and the Board agreed that this work should be done
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immediately. Other work includes the replacement of storage doors, which have been damaged
over the years by the weather and pool moisture (Amy shared photos showing the damage.  The
Board agreed that Amy should get a bid on replacing those doors.

 Amy discussed the opening and closing of the pool.  She would like to identify a handful of
neighborhood kids who could do this work.

 Regarding the status of restitution for erasing/painting over the graffiti in the pool area, Amy
reported that half of the restitution has been received.  A second vandal has been given a
payment schedule to pay Town Attorney Lee Schiller for the damage he caused.

Treasurer (Tina Crine) – Tina reported that as of 3/15 all residents have paid their dues and capital
assessment.  Two transfer fees from home sales have been received, and the ending balance in the bank
account is $126,000.

Social (Kim Byers) – The Easter egg hunt was very successful.  The annual garage sale has been
scheduled for June 10.

Secretary (Karyn Thompson-Panos) – None

Adjournment:
The meeting was adjourned at 9:40 PM.

The next Board meeting is on Thursday, May 18, 2017 at 6:30 PM.


