Visual Impact Rating Form

Project: CENTRAL HUDSON A & ¢ LINE PRAECT
Rating Panel Member: <TEVE BREVT) LA Date: 0\17.8!5

VIEWPOQINT DESCRIPTION: please describe this view in your own words

Suan(—ﬂMWS‘M ﬂ’r\m% 4"”«&04\@/«& V’\M U’{ M@jw&}p
Wj;vt( ey mmnm Ao rvwdum /W\W M%\ WDWVJ

PM'/Z\ {MWY\M&g (0 w‘loﬁz) /v// s a ée«w\ vf" A oﬂ&m& wde s fU
MR Skes e _[90‘1[{'0»«_3 ﬁ Heo VR L piles.

SCENIC QUALITY please rate existing scenic quallty low, medium or hig [0 \/\/

VIEWER TYPE: check as many as apply._ _—Mot sy Whe vses Yhe wh /u(/vv\ff’.
MResident CITraveler “FRecreational, CIOther W f

CONTRAST RATING: Rate the level of contrast between the proposed structures and the existing view.

COMPONENT | SCORE DESCRIPTION OF CONTRAST

D ﬂ\zmﬂ-‘j/rm«/é{\wmﬂaow[avm-m[l 04ad Liak and o
:sin. bosrrn ke po Wrng A M 7“1’41:0\/ — -
egetation 0w Y v e iyhaeg red). AL

eueta D vaﬁ% ML‘PDYV%H%MWSM The sdf- —
If Ha oxisbing ‘wbc ?ﬂo&e o L iEsvts or coAlons o Hhe o

, ( UMW%WMMJ £MWM«0{M“‘C

Water N A M(W) /NH.H M leﬂa,o o o Aiﬁ\
e 4u ApAPAnS TL:M[;«%; It

i | mﬁﬂwwwmmw )WM«

Viewer Activity O UH q ﬂ*’- f'\M SW nol ke We");"{ A 4o ‘}MJ/ q4f.

Landform

Land Use O

&

TOTAL |
AVERAGE Yo 2| Wk wmest sncided e ol om

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

ﬂq W QJC)/& m &VJ W 7LNU/J APy jubotw ‘!7\1 gM Contrast Rating

N : Score Chart
bro v colo ecﬂfjls Lot ls is “pamanaad.
Perceived effect on scenic quahty! viewer enjoyment: 0 Insignificant
0.5
gﬂ"\u ﬂ\l n/\/‘ﬁ;%)@/l) (}A/{V’ ans /lﬂrw(}/ﬁ»r/lv\—c\ ?4(!_\-/-1&4\ 1 Minimal

I(h’ems% ‘{’f\a/«ﬂ W\U M no Atal L@.&_f)‘ M M 2 Modera'[e
W ‘%D }(t ML mﬂ% Mﬁ\ “H/u— M M 3.5 Appreciable

by the Diston Logerd It o ;Mmhmaua L
oo sua,




eghadion (m}

vertuh s»\.uﬂ uL,‘Ql it Wn—b( Q/;cf:l-b-j f»"{u w«’%\‘fb LCJ‘W-{M
R la@ \»wi’lw Sot a0 he 2etihing rr&;.

NN
O i ons. The "’NS‘L' = 52 o
fmﬂ e ﬁm" ki /WQ)M W&w %b




Visual Impact Rating Form

Project: ¢ e NTRAL HUDSOM A ‘e LANE PROIECT COUPANIES
Rating Panel Member: STEWE BREET2ZEA Date:oilszng VP#: L,lo

VIEWPOINT DESCRIPTION: please describe this view in your own words

&Ma&{’p.m% g denhi M»lgLLOrLOoJ wth MJ‘Z\A Jagas \/Ja,u doovs zatd) QGM.',)[Q(DVI) o ,QAM.‘; lots
(M“M {lﬁ‘/‘ﬂ 654«"(“\%4 0(43+M—<.C ﬂf{,};}(&\ I/\»Ov[éfs) #S'ﬁw JT(/LP_,(}L (un,m;«./\‘ll'e—tf) W/b JOW

MAM,OLAM Wl{/l\ OLSFW wf/a‘o\ﬂls ﬂn aLM\'fu/‘M\s %0 Tﬁu Mx&v{ 55«.)1’1& T#QA{‘V[)
[lolu ond) Lints (M{g!,& Do) 5’:““{{-"”(;‘&0) A MJW To ot Mu;,? WM,‘A‘) -5

SCENIC QUALITY: please rate existing scenic quality low, medium or high H L6 H

VIEWER TYPE: check as many as apply.
EResident OTraveler ORecreational COther

CONTRAST RATING: Rate the level of conirast between the proposed structures and the existing view.

COMPONENT | SCORE DESCRIPTION OF CONTRAST

T amr«l(ﬁjvﬂavxo»aw&(dov!.& ..W&?Mﬂu&dﬁﬂ«;
Fandform | %E/TJM ,-@u“f am M rf%\f\q bg M JASM It alro-s
egetation (= Ve et m%i 0//‘“
| JCAT gl S R S
and Use ¢ No candant x s )
Land U 0 el s ke d i %.WAJ 5o it

Water [\]/1( Mo mate.\ \/\Muj UA “HAAS \A.P/J tﬂ'\j\

Sianlan fahion ovud oand Lo rm s YA tael ) L\QAW 1 %
Sky 1 Mgzz) M\J—Q‘r&mm {—D.;/uéw@‘ /;WJ—W\-&Q M e SC%- -2
Viewer Activity O JW +o a()(~\\r\ hes.
TOTAL L{

] - \ C «
AVERAGE L’/S 0| ‘Watu et sadoded in s clpdydion.
Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

fele blue sk vatt Dight o) crtr pahes m%/\ﬁ pop. Contast Rating
Porcaived effect on scenic quality viswer enjoyment: L Tl / Pt/& Ms 0 Insignificant
Mrw a't a WW ‘y’l\&/\ s /\,MN Aﬁ;{%o«% e T Minima
05 A Q/XLML:M. V\l»QzﬂL». wnidar. T Mxﬂﬁf M s e

(¢ pinawend gince tha ans ‘Mw Jue “M T

4 Strong




j() Jﬂ&w. Q,m”

.
—_—




Visual Impact Rating Form

Project: CENTRAL Bupson AL LINE PRONECT COMPANIES
Rating Panel Member: ¢ty RREITZ A Date: 01|23 [cor3| VPE: 5,

VIEWPOINT DESCRIPTION: please describe this view in your own words
L) sengom WA ead /{) o~ UHQAJU.} c,anr'm(,of(@xfsﬁ/\ﬁf Hoo MJ g Dorto pona) 5'1'6?/:
rvnn/lf\ﬁ 'ﬁw\m%ﬁ)) A Mﬂ-ga‘xﬁ"lpwgﬁa R denee -fnm)t "WA/J ) JM\rfw%\m

comidar exlends iido donge veu{*o\*l«m wodns QQQ,«AJJW; an) oe\wf[e;w

tge s oo side mth & Had wndesstory.
SCENIC QUALITY: please rate existing scenic quality low, medium or high LOW

VIEWER TYPE: check as many as apply.
]ZIResident OTraveler ORecreational CIOther

CONTRAST RATING: Rate the level of contrast between the proposed structures and the existing view.

COMPONENT | SCORE DESCRIPTION OF CONTRAST

Landform O l&o mSME-\w.«J [M«d{-ofms.

: T exishag Lae o~ tha A s Yhat stand owf prie
vegelatin ~Z M ?Mwo@ w\,,& W D gingle f s Hod e it AU Yebidin,,
Land Use 0 }\)0 ¢ ,.,.;rwv'f-

Water NA | No valin ptsend on HUs \/iwhw%«i

71"‘ g f{ESM‘{‘HﬂQﬂ_{m"HAx ?/,tlﬁ-\ r{Q.S Q)({—M,\f\j thTV(

Viewer Activity D ]\)9 M ‘}D ;H)h\q {D i
TOTAL g_l a *‘/5 CR
AVERAGE M L\)a@/\ sl Bl e iy caladadi s

Variahle factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

T bl ciars oy wash the o) ptallaing dly lile | comtotiai

Sky l

Perceived effect on scenic quality / viewer enjoyment: "fl/\& Ot 3-’-\~=\ vjn OA *‘4 comn Laf 0 Insignificant
0.5
6% lewz suadtls ‘ﬂ/Mw{{\. The dowse, mﬁw mes The | 47 Minimal

M J'f\ A ge/f ()1 ‘Hu;é Q,?((th,_,\ QA"LOA 22’.5 Moderate

| 3 Appreciable

ko Qﬁ% de« Yo omdis tmdifion, AM B
WW‘FL\NM}(‘Q“MQEMW ,ﬂrfwww

A 1 f& WMM*WW — Lyes
&?‘1 Mbmlg-;?j( FQALA R 0/2(!541/*13 ﬁd’éﬂj




Visual Impact Rating Form

Project: CenTrAL HuDsoN A C LINE ProyECT
Rating Panel Member: <Tev e BREIT2Z LA Dﬂte:ot[zq]m% VP (|
T

VIEWPOINT DESCRIPTION: please describe this view in your own words
Eﬁs\"\m\) UHQJ\L\’ cowndar with theee soks 07’0 Dinto and {W&I Il QAM has M
~ @OW SWVIO Lm;l\ u.xwhus%(\q Cann Vheu oo AQM.H ‘](/ULQ/J N bt?%.ﬂ/ L/{?Q ’Z

: U, T - -
Cordd” Thear is an Cristhirs giro f‘Fu,QA-«i (54‘54\) An fﬁ)/\i?w
CENIC QUALITY: please rate existing scenic quality low, medium or high Lo

VIEWER TYPE: ch%( as many as apply.

[JResident Traveler [JRecreational ;YIOIher H’ 'S Mw&-a/x { ff M«-a/m«.ﬁ m@ Chtn W “fﬁfl‘f

V1 éar-
CONTRAST RATING: Rate the level of contrast between the proposed structures and the existing view.

COMPONENT | SCORE DESCRIPTION OF CONTRAST
No Sgill card lamdforms. Tl pores Lars crxs a Low bR

e O |atlierd d o mvignaficont sn the Qandseepe.
Vegetation ' O Po U‘*ﬁ"‘-uf vt MD"\-?_-* V"‘Y’vu-\—qm d
Land Use 0 N“ M +° Q,-,\J:A—\fb o uie.

Water N A NS vepdin \ﬁyuuq A thas mwfm-\k

S l mrﬁﬁx\ﬂﬁm o hinns P aawiin at skl Bl

Viewer Activity 0 N M)l\\«-k'\QJS rﬂz‘a{' ‘nrQ\—&\AL
TOTAL ]

avemnce 'y UL W ek i) ey [ati o

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

Do i ks espiiik g
Perceived effect on scenic quality / viewer enjoyment: 0 Insignificant
- . . . 0.5
\QJQ: [6) A«L"L\-\(A&* ""D nQib(,QM 95 ‘H\QAQ_ MOJQ éﬂ M—~a WV NErS. :‘IS Minimal
Even am dccasioned walhos sv L«.s[/\a,/ wll s Thas g.s e
. N 3 Appreciable
AL UH Q,\Jf») o dor. ﬂ\\ '{h/o\';ww Q,u\@/n hat Ko 3.5 3
L rong
a};,{?&f TV \\ e w,}n[\] ot



Visual Impact Rating Form

Project: ~ENTLAL HuDooN ASc LINE Peo)ec T COMPANIES
Rating Panel Member: < TevE Bee (T2 Date: o(za 200 | VPE 778

VIEWPOINT DESCRIPTION: please describe this view in your own words

Gesrde i) cond (wam%m\e«ﬂ paTl, N’Ms 1o the MVL\*O—M) QJUH The ond
15 Lone) %\W+ms mmfwmm MMW

Tt one WRIL, Bineo m;ﬂ%mmw wmth Mfam&mm Tha

l\/w 12w~ (S J?ﬂfvxm Lo A V\7 Q@ # \
SCENIC QUALITY: please rate existing scenic quality Tow, medtum or high lG‘H’

Mot Suee haow ulh., W"QQJWW daave Hus yowd

bt 1+J fA

VIEWER TYPE: check as many as apply-
}S@Resident }2{@/ ORecreational COther

CONTRAST RATING: Rate the level of contrast between the proposed structures and the existing view.

COMPONENT | SCORE DESCRIPTION OF CONTRAST

) Intah tlo by Ao 2wl add an ia o~

Landform l mf‘o r’lﬂ [MQ/QS '-‘],\45 g WMW z—r/‘)

”N 3 oA e
Vegetation \ W ‘“ﬂ ty M Yo Mgt MHRE.
Land Use O N> J'\W‘y" + W /QM V.
Water Nﬁi ]\)o vﬂsi»l« \{ihu& ts- mg V\.Q,u‘{yU:lV\i'

Simalun to vegaiion, Y WM YDA R
o | Mm«mnm%% T# f«&mﬁmw%ﬁm

Viewer Activity o JQ 0 M MM

TOTAL 3

3 . ‘ . x
AVERAGE o 6] et rat Teidid n Yhic caleatiow
Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

T Contrast Rati
ol cabor oo wade Y povon e, onras Rtig

Perceived effect on scenic quality / viewer enjoyment: 0 Insignificant
0.5

/Le Wa—c«) m/y{ﬂs GAR  pATIR \a‘mb{a ﬂ\w Y N@ﬁo 1 Minimal
8]

3 Appreciable

MWM&%JMW 35

4 Strong

‘\/L\RA W,/\M Wr%/ pnce Yhier pag Sy e
W

ﬂ/‘\k MLA‘\M (/W\«L\JY\W




Uyhion (end)

(«ﬁ.}m wms\us ‘l’lu *w-(ﬁuﬂ/u\ 5. Th orewf Ulbvw‘o ﬂ\*
ywtas il ujﬁ Wees. ) M



Visual Impact Rating Form

i e
2L s
- s

Project: £\ TAL Hoosod A<c LINE PRANECT COMPANIES
Rating Panel Member: STEUE  REE T2 KA Date: 20 2013 | VP &5 |

VIEWPOINT DESCRIPTION: please describe this view in your own words

1:.&/'5 cQQwvmo) Swvecd unadod \a bwwsl AR I ST g{\s]rvw.. \)F\QA—L\ line
(oo wm Bato in o (,QMM mmmwmm o o (wm,f
xww L v oo b\»nm\ms> Ve . %L@u wflercs To M

Al\—MM (Mww) Pt yvo JZMA an UH G '\ﬂw covn das ?
SCENIC QUALITY: please rate existing scenic quality low, medium or high o M‘EDI \)M\
VIEWER TYPE: check as many as apply. T
CIResident OTraveler ClRecreational  KlOther No¥ Joys vho pandld bt is Ao
CONTRAST RATING: Rate the level of contrast between the proposed structures and the existing view.
COMPONENT | SCORE DESCRIPTION OF CONTRAST
sndtorms ae Tasmagnali cand. The v@osed
Landform 0 0 gﬂﬁ 'b rO“ M.\/L _\;LM w&—mrmg ‘ I{LVQM
Vegetation (Q W 1S N \"'LKC’H.;* "'\) M’V\j “—Q'%Q\T‘Jf\h
LU Tk s rot QBan vk Y8 Led) UsR 15 how fouf A~z TS o o
ana use
0 MWJ thew chald e no f'\"\/’MMﬁ\luV“{‘\ﬁjVH
Water Na( M wxj:(,\ MMAM ‘t’[,ws \ne,wr—r'v\*
The ru P odhs Hlx ta2 B hon zom o Far?? 4o
s
" O WWHMLWTDW MWW;%V@V»QA&J

fewer Activil DJ{— s gt L/%vf‘/\ UM &\—(/{‘l\l\‘l’l{.l Mﬁ ZAN H.QM/,.-Q./!
Viewer Activity D siret Yhive pnp -Q’K(‘SH*‘J,\ NANT %mﬁm W‘J JLVJ-«L/AA‘ M,‘,‘r%’

TOTAL O

Nob Wk & wakbng Jad waden wot Yl Ao

AVERAGE 0

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

Contrast Rating
}\BM - Score Chart
Perceived effect on scenic quality [ viewer enjoyment: 0 Insignificant
’ 0.5
1 Minimal
15
2 Moderate

3 Appreciable

mrwo\ om—\nﬂsvx \M (M/L wﬁ\ M . 2-5 Sifory
\Oz(to w\%\ ut,oa.s ‘LI‘-"J{\/\/‘% [ /@\‘Vék«,cul

th s;w-ﬁ@ ‘Weﬂs. This dHns on cw Lty fiold




i o ot o oo wt g fhe $avee




Visual Impact Rating Form

Project: CENTEAL HUDsoN A 5 C LINE DRANECT COHPA?\HES
Rating Panel Member: <1t g BeeIT2rd . Date: 01|24 [z03| VP#: 9D

VIEWPOINT DESCRIPTION: please describe this view in your own words

QUVJ g«r\-;,/(ﬁ -p-uMMQ—O\ rpy\&ﬂ«f\—uﬂ plstlo ) W +Ases. EJ(‘S TL‘I\’“R
D u‘r\OAlm. QMM un M) oot D o ou) @ssumw ot visable 1w s vlw)
%wawms%swmwwdd MW

SCENIC QUALITY: please rate existing scenic quality low, medium or hrgh ’479’\2\4 M\E‘P W M\

VIEWER TYPE: check as many as apply.
;X[Residenl OTraveler CIRecreational [1Other

CONTRAST RATING: Rate the level of contrast between the proposed structures and the existing view.

COMPONENT | SCORE DESCRIPTION OF CONTRAST
Tha kous@h ond) y1ad s T & Mllyide cend The u%ﬁa{-rﬂ

Han 0 {5 mes MM to makde s /%f%m ~
egetation N Ths Q’msjf‘ e o
Veigeldt 0 WLM 03 e “"‘f”’ W ™ ,LQQ“L\N + th meJv‘f“f
Land Use D M +D W/e//nyl—,f\ﬁ /M—J
Water NES ‘\Bd J\g% Wht,\ i s V\QJ‘JFM/\* _
; AL Y or s ¥y s skl <hoted]
i mmmm% WWWWM’7

O ,
Viewer Activity O No Jsan ul'tM—bA ‘Jr\) W‘)l_\\r\lr?a
TOTAL | O |

AVERAGE OKS - O A-amla‘ oy ot mallin with « zeno foud Wk " pot ?AMJ_.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

)
B Contrast Rating
}\ ™. Score Chart
Perceived effect on scenic quality / viewer enjoyment: 0 Insignificant
0.5
he WQMMM W% ‘L")V“'\ an xishne, dowllt 1 Minimal

ML ‘fb o~ &rl/ﬁ,(g’i /rweﬂ H‘DWW Al o M& W{ﬁ g{s Moderate
Q/wu MO./Q /U.M “ﬂus M 1S mm»\J M g.s Appreciable

4 Strong




Sy lonk).

o oave byt (AiEfs bt o discoun) sl the prapred
Es?‘\ﬁrﬂ-fm brd) oot dndle so o has QWAKAWW

o Phs sy T The /wﬂwﬁ o -



education
Cornell University, College of Agriculture and Life

Sciences, Ithaca, New York, Bachelor of Science in
Landscape Architecture, 1998

professional affiliations

Member, American Society of Landscape Architects
Registered Landscape Architect, Colorado #583

Golf Course Rater, Golfweek Magazine

employment history

Landscape Architect and Project Manager,
Environmental Design & Research, Landscape
Architecture and Engineering, P.C., Syracuse,
New York, May 2012 to present.

Landscape Architect and Senior Associate, RNL,
Denver, Colorado, 2003-2012.

Landscape Designer and Office Manager, Douglas
lan Associates, Rochester, New York, 2002-2003.

Landscape Designer, Dufresne-Henry Inc., Boston,
Massachusetts, 2000-2002.

Landscape Architect, RNL, Denver, Colorado,
1998-2000.

publications

"Drawing Inspiration" Landscape Architect and
Specifier News  Volume 27, Number 11,
November 2011.

Senior Managing Landscape Architect

project experience

Energy Project Visual Impact Assessments - Landscape Architect —
responsible for preparing Visual Impact Assessments (VIAs) for commercial wind
power and power line projects in Upstate New York. The VIAs present the visual
character and significant aesthetic resources within a 5 or 10 mile visual study
area. Viewshed analysis, line-of-sight cross sections, field review, and computer-
assisted visual simulations were used to evaluate the potential visibility and visual
impact of these projects. Notable projects include: the CHG & E A&C Line, the
Crown City Wind Farm, and the Scioto Ridge Wind Farm.

SUNY State University at Oswego, West Campus, Onondaga & Seneca East
Quadrangle — Senior Managing Landscape Architect — responsible for
coordinating conceptual design for improvement of quadrangle site surrounding
by 3 dormitory buildings, 2 dining halls and a fitness center. 14-acre site.

SUNY State University at Oswego, North Corridor Dormitory Project, Phase | -
Senior Managing Landscape Architect — responsible for coordinating conceptual site
planning and design to enhance North Corridor Dormitory project.

SUNY State University of New York at Oneonta, Physical Science Building —
Senior Managing Landscape Architect — responsible for coordinating site planning
and design services for $30M renovation and addition of the Physical Science
Building. The spaces on the southwest side of the building have potential to serve as
outdoor classrooms displaying sustainable stormwater and native landscape
initiatives. Scope includes the design of the bio-swales, meadows, and the building
entry plazas. LEED™ Silver Base Rating.

SUNY State University of New York at Plattsburgh, Hawkins Hall Pond
Infrastructure Replacement — Senior Managing Landscape Architect — responsible
for coordinating concept design through bid document phase services for a
landscape design surrounding the historic pond. Landscape includes restoration of
disturbed areas for approximately 110,000 SF (low level restoration) and 20,000 SF
of plantings including trees, shrubs, and perennials. Improvements include site
furniture, lighting layout, benches, relocation and restoration of memorial benches,
waterfall and water aeration features.

Cazenovia College, Christakos Field Gateway Project — Senior Managing
Landscape Architect - responsible for coordinating site planning and design services
for design and construction documents to install gateway elements including brick
clad freestanding columns, custom steel swing gates, custom metal signage and
steel fencing, grading and pavement areas.

Le Moyne College, Dewitt, NY — Senior Managing Landscape Architect —
responsible for coordinating development of a Statuary Placement Master Plan.
Responsible for coordinating preliminary design for St. Ignatius sculpture placement.
Working closely with nationally-recognized religious sculptor, Brian Hanlon.

Jefferson Community College, Watertown, NY — Senior Managing Landscape
Architect — responsible for developing planting plan to enhance new design-build on-
campus student housing project for the community college campus.

Miron Residence, Skaneateles, NY — Senior Managing Landscape Architect —
responsible for coordinating site design and approvals process through the Town
Planning Board. Design includes shoreline and outdoor patios and garden spaces.

Wallace Residence, Skaneateles, NY — Landscape Architect — responsible for new
deck and railing design and layout documents and modeling.



Senior Managing Landscape Architect

project experience (cont.)

Skaneateles Country Club, Skaneateles, NY - Senior Managing Landscape Architect — responsible for coordinating preliminary design documents for
Phases 1-3 of the clubhouse master plan.

Up the Creek Farm, Fairport, NY - Landscape Architect — responsible for landform design to serve as a visual and auditory buffer adjacent for a horse
farm located adjacent to a major highway.

Emerson Park, Auburn, NY — Senior Managing Landscape Architect — responsible for coordinating grant application materials including a boat launch
improvement master plan and cost estimate.

Katlynn Marine, Sodus Point, NY — Senior Managing Landscape Architect — responsible for coordinating overall marina master plan including updated
circulation patterns, new outdoor spaces, and sustainable site initiatives.

previous experience with other firms

Research Support Facility, National Renewable Energy Laboratory, Golden, CO Collaborated on the environmentally sensitive design for the
primary entry plaza, outdoor employee café, and surrounding landscape and stormwater strategies for the 222,000 square foot LEED Platinum Zero
Energy Building. Initiated new submittal and review process throughout all design-build stages. Created template for campus interpretive signage
program showcasing sustainable practices. Lead Quality Control for each drawing and specification submittal.

The Crossing, Church of the Nazarene, Broomfield, CO — Master planned the full build-out vision for the mixed-use 78-acre site. Designed entry
experience, Great Lawn, sustainable parking and plazas for Phase 1 — a 68,000 square foot church. Lead zoning and entitlement process through the
City and County of Bloomfield.

One Steamboat Place, Steamboat Springs, CO — Designed one-acre public outdoor space, outdoor pool and plaza, and overall site for the private
“cowboy chic” condominiums. Developed project from concept design through construction administration. Designed signature site elements to

compliment the distinctive architectural style and unique client flair. Lead Quality Control for the multi-disciplinary site design team.

Salvation Army Red Shield Community Center, Denver, CO - Lead entitlement process through the City of Denver including rezoning, site
development, and traffic engineering plans. Designed landscape and entry plaza for the neighborhood youth center.

Ball Aerospace and Technologies Corporation, Boulder, CO - Designed 280-space porous asphalt parking lot as part of 15 year campus
implementation plan. Lead project through City of Boulder entitlement and engineering process.

Eastlake Boardwalk and Overlook, Thornton, CO —Evaluated fire-proof design options for a replacement deck system. Designed innovative overlook
inspired by material re-use, local stone quarries, and lightweight structure.

Lambertson Lakes, Thornton, CO — Utilized a narrative + 3D visualization approach to generate four concepts for a new trail system and landscape
focused around upgraded dam projects.

Margaret Carpenter Recreation Center, Thornton, CO — Designed the 136-acre park master plan and subsequent 25-acre Phase 1 master plan
including sports fields, historic carousel site, and accompanying parking.

George Eastman House, Rochester, NY — Restored historic pathways and gardens surrounding the museum.
Wellesley College, Wellesley, MA — Designed master plan for new NCAA athletic facility.

Salisbury Greenway, Brockton, MA — Designed Phase 1 of the new pocket park greenway.



