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RECEIPT OF APPLICATION

DATE BROUGHT IN: ‘c-k Jo3

CBECK#: Th09 I AMOUNT: ‘3O cD
DATETOBECHECKEDINBY:

________________________

PROJECT/LOCATION: 933 Rm’)z 742

Items to be checkedfor on application form at time ofsubmittal:

Applicationtype(s)
Acreage
Zoning

4’ Location
1i’ Tax#(s)
2 Project description

Property owner wI contact person, address & phone #
a Developer wI contact person, address & phone #

Q’ Representative w/ contact person, address & phone #
‘.La Signatures of property owner(s) & person completing application
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Anneç/ MAJOR SUBDIVISION: PRELJMINARY/43.
Location:

— Project Name:

ITEMS DISTRIBUTION
. . . . . .. . . . ._

- -S
.

- ii
. IDate Received g — -

> c0
SC

d
Receipt# wnh inhI

. Jib ‘3. E .wwoE&C!a.CCmt.w E > a- 0 .&LLo c .4-0 w— ,L. LL 0 U 0
• > — 0 0 0 0 SFiIe# ooD

OOOOUOQOOOCJW0LODoOOOODaF- 5DESCRIPTION cI
•.• ç4•. • . • .a•• • •a . .a.a.a. ..a. . . . .• Application Fee Vu-i I

• Submittal Checkhst VIl-3 . 1

•ReviewAgencyCoverSheet Vu-S .111 1111 1 1111111111111111 ‘LLI•ApplicationForm’ VU-i i1uii1iiiiiiiiiiiiii1iiijj
•BeducthnofAssessorsMap vu-i 71199971997171791979197199 i• Evidence of Title VIl-2 1 1 1
•NamesandAddresses V112 1

—• Legal Desdription Vll-2 1 1
•Gener&ProjectReport X-7 ii 1 ii 111111 1 1 1 iii 1711 11 1 11p I — —• Location Map IX-21 7

•PrehminaryPlan IX-ZO 1 1 1111 -r -rrn 1111 111111 11111
- —•1?x17”ReductionotPreuim.Plan X-26 1119]lll]l ilil ii ii 1I11ijLjePreliminaryflrainageReport X-12 12

• R jf 1 A —p(;s__. I
—‘ ?hoc€Sv.,4,1i-a-e IL
—eQuVtL.#

•tPI’Ifrd 4,,’.
—

— . . . ._ . . . .. . ._ . . . .

NOTE$ * An asterisk In the item description column indicates that a form is supplied by the City.



Meeting Attendees 1fC. E/ C. 1-1

ZONPIG & LAND USE
a. Zoning: Re.s ,4181L4W 2
b. Future Land Use Designation:
c. Growth Plan, Corridor & Area Plans Applicability:

OFF-SITE ThWACTS
a. access/right-of-way reqWred
b. traffic impact
c. street improvements
d. drainage/stormwater management —

in

e. availability of utilities
SITE DEVELOPMENT

a. bulk requirement
b. traffic circulation
c. parking (off-street: handicap, bicycle, lighting)
d. Landscaping (street frontages, parking areas)
e. screening & buffering
f. lighting & noise
g. signage

MISCELLANEOUS
a. revocable permit

• b. State Highway Access Permit
c; floodplain, wetlands, geologic hazard, soils
d. proximity toairpoft (clear or critical zone)

OTHER
a. related files

_______________________________

b. neighborhood meeting

PLANNER’S NOTES
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General Mceting/Prc-Application Conference Checklist

Applicant

Location

-

3ai kct 4 Phone

Date
//

TaxParcel# ,.9q.?- -O&-O0z-

Proposal 4iiiiex, /1Ccne, PP

While all factors in a development proposal require careflil thought, preparation and design, the following circled items are brought to thepetitioner’s attention as needing special attention or consideration. Other items of special concern may be identified during the reviewprocess. General meetings and pre-application conference notes/standards are valid for only sh. months following the meetthg/conference date shown above. Incomplete submitals will not be accepted. Submittals with insufficient information identified during thereview process; which have not been addressed by the applicant will not be scheduled for a public hearing. Failure to meet any deadlinesfor the review process may result in the project not being scheduled for hearing or being pulled from the agenda. Any changes to theapproved plan will require re-review and approval prior to those changes being accepted.

FEES
‘c,& “d4i 4rhtFj”

DueMubmiftal Checks payable to City of 03
b. Transportation Capacity Payment (TCP): •]J’.jMêr¶tI ti44**I4

kt;E EY%t$tl%e
f SchoollmpactFee at /tcfl’ J3

r’
g Recording Fee

ij6\ 1k :

H.S if-ih Plant hvestnentFee (Pif) (Sewer Impact) —‘
.. i .. j.; LL’

‘....PROCESSUYG QTJIREIIENTS
•a Documents—ZDC,SSD,ThDS,SWlvth4

;——irL—b SubmittalRequirements/ReviewProcess
: : :

1 tt.rL.Lnc Atmexaton (Persigo Agreement)
I : i +t1t

Jt.rrt7i FT 71 1
1’ 1 H !+fr i ‘ H trH I!11
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- SUBMITTAL CHE, LUST I0at_/y
MAJOR SUBDIVISION: FINAL jExpmtbon Dte: 6 nonths from above date

Location: 9733 3 j £4 IProJect Name: C,zs/- /e §‘‘.
ITEMS DISTRIBUTION

T”T
DateReCeiveth

. t
Receipl#: !H !ifl iIji
FiIe#:KJ’_OGSJO/

DESCRIPTION . I • • • I • I I C • 0 0 0 t 0 I I I 0 I • I I 0 0 0 0 0 I I I
IAppiivflFeeSW3OO /Mi

I DeVelOpmentAppNCaUOflForhl’ Il—I I I I I I I I I 1 I I 1 I i i i 1 1 1 1 i 1 i i
I Submillal ChecklIst’ /114 I

-

IReviewAgencyCoverSheet’ Vu-a I 1 1 1 I 1 i i i i 1 1 I 1 i
I LocaonMap ‘Il—a I I 1 1 I I 1 I I I I I I ¶ I I I 1 1 i I I i 1 1 1 I
• Names & Addresses’ Fee $ 11-3 I
•GeneraIProectRepoft (-0811111 111111111 11111111111111111 I1
OsitePlan IX—311211 111111111111 11111111 liii 1lII;’
ICompositePian IX-08l211 1 ii 11111111 I ——

I 11”xlrReducfionofCompostePlan IX-oe I — — I I I 1 1 I
IFinaiPtat Q(—lBa) X—121211 11111 11111 11111111111111
I 11’x IrReducuonof Final Plal IX-12 I I 1 1 I
P Evidence oil e/LUQc A..cncn1 Ii(-2 I I j — —

I LegalDesaipklon /11-3 1

I Conveyans ,1(-3 I I I I I j 1 1 I
0 AvIgaon Easement 41-1 I I 1 I
CROW /11-3 I I I I I 1 i i i — —
I DiNGuaranlee’ /11-2 1 1 I I
I County Treasurers Tax C&iflte /11-2 1 1 — — — — —

•AppralsaiofVacantLand /U-ILjj
0 CDOTAessPennit V114 ! — —— — — 1 —

0 404 PeranitUelineate Weffends li4 I I

I DelaflSheet tX-OS I 2
I inside Cover Sheet iX-15 1 2 — — —

—

I Road Cross-secilons 1X-28 I 2 —.

0 WaterSptemDe&gnRet W Ti ? 70 Sewer System Design Report X-13 I I I -

I Water&SewerPlanandPmfiie IX-as I 2 I I I 1 I I I I
I Drainage & inigaon Check Sheat (1-02 1
I Final Drainage Report X-5,6 1 1
I_Grading and Drainage Plan IX-14 1 2
0 Storm Drainage Plan-DmwlnglReport iX-32 I I
0 Storinwater Management Plan x-u I I

Transadilon Screen Pmrapa/Phase

IFinalGeotechnicaiRepod X-07I1

!!!caPePIzPt44 41 i (-1135

I Covenants, Condilions & Resklctions 11-2 I I
I Fire FIeHFocm’ (13 I I I

— ——Notes: • M astedsk In the item descdpUon column indicates theta form Is auppifed by the City.

1< ners Name:

7
c

FioodpIa’i Pennlrldeilneats0 floodpiainmoodway ‘114 11

I Roadway Plan and Profile X-29 I 2

2

I-

May 2002



General Mectinrc-AppJication ConfcrcncIiieckiis{ Date

Meeting Attendees

Proposal £4J P/al

While all factors in a development proposal requfre carefuj thought, preparation and design, the following circled items are brought to the
petitioner’s attention as needing special attention or consideration. Other items of special concern maybe identified during the review
process. General meetings and pre-application conference notes/standards are valid for only six months following the meeting!
conference date shown above. Incomplete submittals will not be accepted. Submiftals with insufficient information identified during the
review process, which have not been addressed by the applicant will not be scheduled for a public hearing. Failure to meet any deadlines
for the review process may result in the project not being scheduled for hearing or being pulled from the agenda. Any changes to the
approved plan will require re-review and approval prior to those changes being accepted.

-

ZONING & LAND USE
a. Zoning:
b. Future Land Use Designation:
c. Growth Plan, Corridor & Area Plans Applicability:

OFF-SITE fl’WACTS
& access/right-of-way required
b. traffic impact
c. street improvements
d. drainage/stomiwater management
e availability of utilities

SITE DEVELOPMENT
a bulk requirements
b. traffic circulation
c. parking (off-street: handicap, bicycle, lighting)
d. landscaping (street frontages, parking areas)
e. screening & buffering
f. lighting & noise
g. signage

MISCELLANEOUS
a. revocable permit
b.
c.
d.

OTHER
a related files

__________

b. neighborhood meeting
FEES p

a. application fee: 3o. go
Due at submittal. Checks payable to City of 03

b. Transportation Capacity Payment (TCP):

& Parks Impact Fee: 4 12s7er/o.F J teø-?Ji’J

e. Open Space Fee or Dedication: — Io% 4 ac It. r of
f. School Impact Fee:
g. Recording Fee: — t Itcn’Ai
h. Plant Investment Fee (Pif) (Sewer Impact):

PROCESSING REQUIREMENTS
a. Documents —ZDC, SSID, TEDS, SWlvilvl
b. Submittal Requirements/Review PrOcess
c. Annexation (Persigo Agreement)

PLMqNER’S NOTES
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Applicant Alan Helmick

Iocation %C?32 g (/7

Phone 874—8913 — TaxParcel# 2943—293—00—141

State Highway Access Permit
floodplain, wetlands, geologic hazard, soils
proximity to airport (clear or critical zone)

*PLE&SE RETURN A COPY OF TRTS FORM IN TIW



C

b
Alan Helmick Alan Helmick Vista Engineering Corp.Property Owner Name Developer Name Representative Name

721 Main St., Ste. 4 721 Main St., Ste 4 2777 Croscrnds myd.Address Address Address

Delta, CO 81416 Delta, CO 81416 Grand Jct., CO 81506
CitylStateiZlp City!StatelZip CltylStat&Zlp

(970) 874—8913 (970) 874—8913 (970) 243—2242Business Phone No. ausiness Phone No. Business Phone ND.

. banner@wic.net
E-Mail E-Mail E-Mat

(970) 243—2810
Fax Number Fax Number Fax Number

. Patrick O’connor
Contact Person Contact Person Contact Person

Contact Phone No, Contact Phone No.
(970) 243—2242,

Contact Phone No.
ex. 204

Note L.ogal property owner is owner of record on data of submittal.
We hereby acIoowledge that we have familiarized ourselves with the rules and regulations with respect to the preparation of this submittal, that theforegoing information is true and complete to the best of our knowledge, and that we assume the responsibility to monitor the status of The applicationand the review comments. We recognize that we or our representative(s) must be present at all required hearings. in the event that the petitioner is notrepresented, the item maybe dropped from the agenda and an additional fee charged to cover rescheduling expenses before it can again be placed onthe agenda,

Signature of Pers4n Completing Application Date

yz

_

H ...

Community Development Dept
250 North 5th SUeet

Grend Junction CO 61501
(970) 2441430

9 DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION

We, the undersigned, being the owner’s of the prepefly adjacent to orsituated In the
city of Grand Junction, Mesa County, State of Colorado, as described herein do hereby petition this:

Won for (check appropriate boxes):

C Subdivision PlatIPlan- Simple C Site Plan Review - Major C Concept Plan
C Subdivision P1st/Plan - Major Preliminary C Site Plan Review - Minor C Minor Change
IXJ Subdivision Plat/Plan - Major Final C Conditional Use Permit C Change of Use
C Planned Development - ODP C Vacation, Right-of-Way C Revocable Permit
C Planned Development- Preliminary C Vacation, Easement C Variance
C Planned Deveiopment- Final C Extension of Time

C Annexation/Zone of Annexation C Rezone
- C Growth Plan Amendment

From: From: From:
To: To: To: —

Site Location:

2933 B 1/2 Road
SiteTakNo.(s): Site Aoreag&Square footage: SbZonlng:

2943—293—00—141 6 AC- ÷/— RSF—4Project Description:

21 Single Family Lots

Required SinAtUiiàf Legal Property Owner(s) - attach additional sheets if necessaji Date
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City of Grand Junction
Community Development Department
250 North &‘ Street
Grand Junction CO 81501

Telephone: (970) 244-1430
Fax: (970) 256-4031
Email: CommDevcLgrandjctco.us

Review Agency Comment Sheet

COMMENTS
(For Review Agency Use)

Outside Review Agencies: Please email comments to: ComrnDevci.grandjct.co,us, FAX comments
to (970)256-4031 or mail written comments to the above address. NOTE: If this form is not returned,
additional review information will not be provided.

City Review Agencies; Please type your comments in Impact AP

Reviewed By

NOTE: Please identify your review comments on plan sets by printing
the date, your name and company/agency for future reference.

Date

b 0

(Petitioner: Please/ill in blanks in this section only unless otherwise indicated)

Date: May 6, 2003 ToReviewAgency: City Community Developmen;

File No: ,ç’A-0Z93 -/oi
(To be filled in by City Staffi

Staff Planner:

Project Name:

Location:

Crista Lee Subdivision

tL (!/
(To be filled in by City Staff)

2933 B 1/2 Road

Development Review Meeting Date:
(To be filled in by City Staff)

All comments must be returned to the
Community Development Department no later than

(To be filled in by Cib Staffi

Email Address Talnnl,nna



General Meeting Notes — 2933 B-1/2 Rd.

6/3/2002 Major Sub. (—20 lots)

flanner: Pat C. Engineer: Eric H. also attended: George M., Hank M.

Water: fire flow form
Sewer: in B-1/2 Rd.
Drainage: detain or retain per SWMM (see notes below)
Flood plain: --

Wetlands:
Access: see notes below
Site circulation:
TCP: yes
CDOT permit:
Street class: Minor Arterial (B-1/2 Road)
Street improvements: yes (see notes below)
Other:

StreetsIrraffic notes:
Must construct half-street improvements to B-112 Road, Mesa County is currently designing
improvements to B-1/2 Road, contact Mesa County for centerline profile to design to. Access
intersections must meet TEDS requirements for spacing, stacking, etc. Must stub streets to east property
line, location of stub must not adversely impact existing residence on adjacent property. City Traffic
Engineer’s office will analyze need for left/right turn lanes.

Drainage notes:
Must detain or retain runoff per requirements of SWMM. The developer is encouraged to design the
project to allow the detention pond to be abandoned and runoff to be directed into the storm drain that is
expected as part of the County’s future improvements to B-1/2 Road. Soils report must address the
maximum expected groundwater elevations and how groundwater will impact the project design.

Utility notes:
Must provide a Fire Flow Form filled out by the water supplier. Contact City Utility Engineer to verify
whether existing water easement may be vacated.



I PatCecil - Weekly meetings- Fire comments -
- Page 1

From: Hank Masterson
To: Pat Cecil
Date: 6/3/02 3:44PM
Subject: Weekly meetings--Fire comments

Pat,
1. For 2943-324-00-007: Complete a Fire Flow Form; submit a utility composite with fire hydrants and
water mains&sizes shown.
a For 2043 203 00 141: Comploto a Firo Flow From; Cubmit a utility composite with hydrants, mains and
main sizos shown; dogign tho driveway ontranee to all flagloto to moot fire depailment tprn radius
minim urns.

Thanks,

hank



2943-324-00-007

/
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Mp:;s 1 98.204.1 17.70/maps/zoning.mwf Tuesday, April 23, 2002 8:38 AM



Wv8101toouoc,c

aawdtt11rUIUPdI1ttIPSa/S1dY0S/6L1t1691coz//dutl

IJ°I

IflWOOZ%34



City of Grand Junction
Community Development Department
Planning • Zoning • Code Enforcement
250 North 5th Street
Grand Junction, CD 81501-2668

Phone: (970) 244-1430
FAX: (970) 2564031

Ms. Jo Mason
2893 North Ave., Unit B
Grand Junction, CO 81501

Dear Jo,

June 7, 2002

Re: AP 2043-324-00-007

Attached are the checklist and associate notes/comments from the General Meeting that
occurred on June 3, 2002, for a proposed annexation, rezone, vacation of right-of-way
and a preliminary plan on approximately 10 acres.

The comments and notes are general in nature, and are intended to aid you in the
preparation of the formal application packet. More specific comments will be supplied
upon review of the formal application and associated materials by all
affected/commenting agencies through the Development Review process.

If you have any questions regarding the information being supplied, or regarding the
review process, please feel free to contact me at 244-1439.

Pat Cecil
Development Services Supervisor

Attachments : Application packet with notes/comments

a
Prwiled n recyt!ad paper
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BOBBY R FIX ROBERT W Cl-lAPINJULIAN 0 GONZALESSHERRY A TALLIS K CHAPIN2926 EL TORRO RD2924 EL TORRO RD 2928 EL TORRO RDGRAND JUNCTION, CO 81503-2926GRAND JUNCTION, CO 81 503-2926 GRAND JUNCTION. CO 81503-2926

PETER G DICKENSON SEAMAN REVOCABLE LIVING EARLE MORIULL
JOY A TRUST JUDY A MORRILL
2930 EL TORRO RD 6510 S MCKEMY ST 2934 EL TORRO RD
GRAND JUNCTION, CO 81503-2963 TEMPE, AZ 85283-3537 GRAND JUNCTION, CO 8 1503-2963

CLYDE L DOYAL CHARLES A HARThIAN GARY L MOHRLANG
MARY ANN NORMA L HARTMAN MARLA A
2936 EL TORRO RD 231 STELLA CT 232 STELLA CT
GRAND JUNCTION, CO 81503-2963 GRAND JUNCTION, CO 81503-2936 GRAND JUNCTION, CO 81503-2936

ANDREW R WILLIAMS RAMON ALIRECLINE LIVING TRUSTANNA M EDWINA197 RINCON DR230 STELLA Ct 2939 KATHY Jo LNGRAND JUNCTION, CO 81503-2283GRAND JUNCTION, CO 8 1503-2936 GRAND JUNCTION, CO 81503-2964

CHARLES H CRUSE CHARLES L GRJGGSSHAUN KELLEREYMARY E CRUSE SHARON L2935 KATHY JO LN2937 KATHY JO LN 2933 KATHY JO LNGRAND JUNCTION, CO 81503-2964GRAND JUNCTION, CO 8 1503-2964 GRAND JUNCTION, CO $ 1503-2964

CHARLES B JEROME JAMES M HEBENSTREIT
JOANNE N BLACKSUSANNE L KATHLEEN S HEBENSTRE
230 ALICE CT2931 KATHY JO LN 232 ALICE CT
GLAND JUNCTION, CO 81503-2922GRAND JUNCTION, CO 8 1503-2964 GRAND JUNCTION, CO 8 1503-2922

CARL SLAGLE ROBERT DAVID WHITE
RICHARD T R}IOADESGAYLA D SLAGLE GWEN ANN WHITE
2927 KATHY JO LN233 ALICE CT 2929 KATHY JO LN
GLAND JUNCTiON, CO 81503-2965GLAND JUNCTION, CO 8 1503-2922 GLAND JUNCTION, CO 81503-2965

WILLIAM H CAUDILL JAMES R HOFFMAN WALTER HUPKO
W JUNE CAUDILL MERCY B HOFFMAN BLANCA HUPKO
228 STELLA CT 2945 EL TORO RD 2942 KATHY JO LN
GLANDJUNCTION,CO 81503-2936 GRANDJUNCTION,CO 81503 GRANDJUNCTJON,CO 81503-2924

WILLIAM E JANES JOHN B RABON WILBUR F BINDER
PATRICIA J lANES JOAN D MULLEADY KATHERINE I BINDER
2944 KATHY JO LN 2946 KATHY JO LN 234 GARFIELD DR
GLAND JUNCTION, CO 8 1503-2924 GLAND JUNCTION, CO 8 1503-2924 GRAND JUNCTION, CO 8 1503-2973

DANIEL W CONDITMARY A PEMBER EUGENE M SWANSON
232 GARFIELD DR 230 GARFIELD DR CHERYL K

2942 EL TORRO RDGRAND JUNCTION, CO 81503-2973 GLAND JUNCTION, CO 81503-2973
GLAND JUNCTION, CO 8 1503-2962



C C
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

ALAN HELMICK VISTA ENGINEERING CORP
CITY OF GRAND JCT

721 MAIN ST SUITE 4 2777 CROSSROADS BLVD SUITE H
250 N 5TH ST

DELTA,CO 81416 GL&NDJUNCTION,CO 81506
GRANDJUNCTION,CO 81501

SHERRY LEE EBENSBERGER DAVID ROY KROGH
JENNIE KATHERYNE L4BER

KATHRYN R HUMPHREY JAMES WALTER KROGH
2922 B 1/2 RD

2930B1/2RD POBOX 1237
GRAND JUNCTION, CO 81503-2308

GRAND JUNCTION, CO 8 1503-2308 GRAND JUNCTION, CO 81502

JOHN M COLVIN PAUL P KRABACHER THOMAS F CHRiSTiAN
BEVERLY ROBERTA M GARNET P
2940 B 1/2 RD 2946 B 1/2 RD 2936 B 1/2 RD
GL.ND JUNCTION, CO 81503-2308 GRAND JUNCTION, CO 81 503-2308 GRAND JUNCTION, CO 81503-2308

DAVID ROY KROGH EARL EUGENE STOCKING
CELIA P LIGRANIJAMES WALTER KROGH EMMA LOUISE STOCKING
2934 B 1/2 RD2932B 1/2 RD 270 29 RD
GRAND JUNCTION, CO 8 1503-2308

GRAND JUNCTION, CO 81503 GRAND JUNCTION, CO 81503-2328

MERLE J WHALEY DAVID A DAUGHTERY
BRENDA K TROUTMARGARET £ CONNI E DAUGHTERY
42430 RD2941B1/2RD 2931B1/2RD
GRAND JUNCTION, CO 81504GRAND JUNCTION, CO 81503-2307 GRAND JUNCTION, CO 81503-2307

ROCHELLE LARSON MATTS G DJOS MELVIN L SNYDER
TRUSTEE JEANINE J JOAN C SNYDER
2919 B 1/2 RD 2920 KATHY JO LN 884 LINCOLN ST
GRAND JUNCTION, CO 81503-2307 GRAND JUNCTION, CO 81503-2932 CRAiG, CO 81625-1716

LAWRENCE B KOOP KEITH R BENBOE EDSEL C BRADSHAW
IRENE F OUVIA M BENBOE ELOISE E BRADSHAW
2924 KATHY JO LN 2722 SIERRA VISTA RD 2928 KATHY JO LN
GRAND JUNCTION, CO 81503-2932 GRAND JUNCTION, CO 81503 GRAND JUNCTION, CO 81503-2932

ROBERT R FROST DOROTHY T MURPHREE CHAD A COSTELLO
JOYCE K FROST EMMETT E SENTA L COSTELLO
2930 KATHY JO LN 2932 KATHY JO LN 2934 KATHY JO LN
GRAND JUNCTION, CO 8 1503-2932 GRAND JUNCTION, CO 81503-2932 GRAND JUNCTION, CO 6 1503-2932

GARY L BROWN GARY D BEDENANNA M ORAHOOD
D NADINE BRENDA K2936 KATHY JO LN
2938 KATHY JO LN 2940 KATHY JO LNGRAND JUNCTION, CO 81503-2932
GRAND JUNCTION, CO 81503-2932 GRAND JUNCTION, CO 81503-2932

ROBERT A HARTMAN NiCHOLAS DON CHOLAS
LYNDA A HARTMAN

WILLiAM E WALLACE
PATRICIA MARIE

2919 KATHY JO LN
232 RADAN ST

2923 KATHY JO LN
GRAND JUNCTION, CO 81503-2966 GRAND JUNCTION, CO 81503-2935

GRAND JUNCTION, CO 8 1503-2965
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OSCAR H TERRY ROBERT H MIMS FILIBERTO CORDOVA
MYRNA 3 VICME LOU ELSIE CORDOVA
2945 KATHY JO LN 230 FRANCIS CT 233 FRANCIS CT
GRAND JUNCTION, CO 81503-3909 GRAND JUNCTION, CO 8 1503-2928 GRAND JUNCTION, CO 8 1503-2928

W GEORGE BARCHENGER
DORIS K
2943 KATHY JO LN
GRAND JUNCTION, CO 8 1503-3908
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GENERAL
PROJECT REPORT

CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION

GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO

PREPARED FOR:

Mr. Alan Helmick
721 Main Street, Suite 4

Delta,CO 81416
(970) 874-8913

PREPARED BY:

VISTA ENGINEERING CORP.
2777 Crossroads Blvd.

Grand Junction, CO 81506
(970) 243-2242

May 5, 2003
VEC #4115.01-01
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GENERAL PROJECT REPORT
A. LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY

Crista Lee Subdivision contains approximately 6.00 acres (including 0.356 acres of open space) and is
located just east of the current Grand Junction city limits at 2933 B ½ Road (south side). Proposed
development of the site shall consist of one Filing containing 21 lots for a finished density of 3.50 units
per acre. It is currently located within a Mesa County zoning district designated “RSF-R”. The City
has given the site a future land use designation of “Residential Medium-Low”, having a dwelling
density of 2 to 4 units per acre. This is a request for annexation to the City, a change of zoning to
“RSF-4’, and approval of the preliminary plan. The site plan shows the location of the property in
relation to the surrounding vicinity. Only one tax parcel, numbered 2943-293-00-14 1, is contained
within the site.

B. PUBLIC BENEFIT

This site provides an opportunity for “in-fill” development within an area of similarly sized homes
which have existed in the vicinity for several years. This is a proposal which provides new
construction of moderately priced homes and extension of utilities in an area attractive to buyers
due to the proximity of schools, shopping, recreation, parks, and medical facilities.

Development of this site will provide improvements to drainage problems which have existed in the
area for many years. Elimination of flood-irrigation practices and creation of a stormwater
management facility will reduce peak flows exiting the property and improve runoff conditions
downstream where residents have experienced flooding and capacity problems in the existing culverts.

Existing streets in the vicinity include B /2 Road adjacent immediately to the north, 29 Road to the
west, and 29 V2 Road to the east. Kathy Jo Lane exists in the subdivision immediately adjacent to the
south, but is not stubbed north into this proposed development. Urban residentiai streets are proposed
to extend into the adjacent parcels to the east and west to provide neighborhood connectivity.

C. PROJECT COMPLIANCE, CO?VWATffiWITY AND IMPACT

All streets and utilities will be constructed in conformance with current City of Grand Junction
Standards and Specifications. The project will be designed to comply with the standards listed in the
current City of Grand Junction Zoning and Development Code for an “RSF-4” zoning.

The proposed density is consistent with developments existing in the surrounding area which
consist primarily of residential housing zoned “RSF-4”. The site is currently vacant, Two small
independently owned parcels exist along B ½ Road on each side of the access to the project. Other
similar undeveloped parcels surround the site. An existing subdivision of similarly sized lots is
adjacent to the south. Access to the project will occur mainly from the B V2 Road entrance, but can
also be accomplished from the east and west stub streets once the adjacent parcels are developed.
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Topography of the property is relatively “flat” in nature, sloping generally north toward B ½ Road at an

average rate of less than one percent. Offsite surface runoff in the vicinity is collected and diverted

away from the site by the existing developments and properties surrounding the project. Runoff from

the site has historically flowed north to be collected by road ditches along B ½ Road. These ditches

flow west to 29 Road, then north to the Colorado River. One ditch, along the south side which doubled

as an irrigation conveyance, flowed along this same alignment and was piped by irrigation users of the

ditch. Runoff from sites along B ‘A Road continues to drain into this pipeline at several openings along

the roadway. Overflows, generally created by flood-irrigation return-flows, enter the pipeline until

exceeding pipe capacity when they then spill into the smaller swales along the road. These overflows

have created flooding and other capacity problems downstream. Development of the site will eliminate

flood-irrigation practices through the installation of a pressurized irrigation system delivering water to
each lot for distribution to lawns. Developed runoff will flow north to be collected, detained, and

released at a controlled rate from the detention facility proposed within the 13,000 square-foot Open-
Space designated in the northern portion of the site, near the entrance. Controlled flows are proposed

to temporarily drain to the existing irrigation pipeline along the south side of the roadway until

improvements to B 1A Road provide a storm sewer to accept runoff from the area. These

improvements are currently under design at the direction of the Mesa County Engineering staff

MI utilities are available to the site, with sanitary sewer existing in B ½ Road (south of the paved

street - allowing connection without interruption of traffic). Domestic water is proposed to
connect to the existing 18” line in B ½ Road and ultimately to the internal water lines in the
adjacent parcels to the east and west. Fire protection for the project will be provided by the

hydrants proposed near the entrance and at the intersection of Tianna Way and Four Corners
Drive. Locations of the proposed utilities are shown on the site plan. The impact on public

facilities will be minimal given the size of this development and considering that the project is
proposed to develop within the density range provided in the Growth Plan.

Landscaping of the open space tract will consist of a low-maintenance native grass with irrigation
and shall be installed by the developer per Landscape Plans prepared during final design. Surface
maintenance of this open space tract will ultimately become the responsibility of the Homeowners
Association. The landscaping, and maintenance, of all single family lots will be the responsibility
of the individual lot owners. Setback requirements are shown on the preliminary plan.

The soils at the site have been evaluated by a geotechnical analysis included within the Preliminary

Plan submittal. In addition, an “environmental transaction screen” was performed. There are no
known geological or environmental hazards at this location.

D. DEVELOPMENT SCHEDULE AND PHASThG

It is proposed to develop Crista Lee Subdivision in one filing. Construction of the infrastructure
is anticipated to begin in mid-2003, as soon as possible after final approval of the project.

‘3



-.. .ft

C 0

TREASURERS CERTIFICATE OF TAXES DUE

Date: 04/18/2003

STATE OF COLORADO
COUNTY OF MESA

Certificate No: 17695

I, the undersi9ned do hereby certify that the entire amount of taxes and
assessments due upon the real estate or personal property described below,
and all sales of the same for unpaid taxes or assessments shown by the
books in my office, from which the same may still be redeemed, with the
amount required for redemption, are as noted herein:

Title Co : MERIDIAN LAND TITLE Order #: 53096
Seller : HELMICK Buyer
Lender HELMICK MTG CORP Ordered;
Tax Year : 2002 User ID:
Schedule #: 2943-293-00-141

Description:
BEG E 87FT & S ODEGOO’125EC W 1S5FT & E 79.87fl FR CW 1/16 COR SEC 29 15
1E E 181.S8FT N ODEG0O’125EC E 125FT E 113.BOFT TO A PT ON NELY ENK MESA
MUTUAL CNL S 43DEG15’OSSEC E 2S8.32FT ALG SD BNK S ODEGO1’21SEC W
408.1EFT TO PT ON N LI LOMA LINDA SUB FIRST ADD S B9DEGS7’O2SEC W
492.81FT N ODEGOO’12SEC E 493.S9FT TO POE

Total Due S 289.72

**BEFORE PAYING TOTAL DUE, PLEASE CALL FOR UPDATED FIGURES**
**IF PENALTY IS DUE OR IF THERE ARE OUTSTANDING TAX SALES**

Amounts Due as of Certificate Date

Current Taxes Base

03 OMO1 $ 228.48
02 REAL 51.24

Penalty

-- Continued --
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2943—293 - 00—141
Tax Charges Distribution for Taxing Year 02:

Description Rate Amount Description Rate Amount

COLO RIVER 0.2550 0.21
RURAL FIRE 7.5960 6.38
SCM DST 51 34.3100 28.82
MESA COUNTY 21.9090 18.32
LIBRARY 3.0000 2.52
UTE WATER 2.0000 1.68
SCM D51BOND 3.9370 3.31
OM Irr 228.48

Totals , 72.9070 299.72

_________________________________

::::: ::
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City of Grand Junction
Community Development Department
250 North 5th Street
Grand Junction CO 81501

Telephone: (970) 244-1430
Fax: (970) 256-4031
Email: CommDevci.grandjctco.us

Ge

Review Agency Comment Sheet
(Petitioner: Pleasefill hi blanks in this section only unless otherwise indicated)

Date: May 6, 2003 To Review Agency: Cable TV

-__-

Staff Planner: Paf
To be filled in by City &uffi (To be flied in by Cm’ Staff)

-b

(To befilled in by City Staffi

COMMENTS
(For Review Agency Use)

Outside Review Agencies: Please email comments to: CommDevØci.grandjct.co.us, FAX comments
to (970) 256-403 1 or mail written comments to the above address. NOTE: if this form is not returned,additional review information will not be provided.

City Review Agencies: Please type your comments in Impact AP.
I

Community Development Department no later thant

(To be filled in by City Staffi / ‘/o ‘3

)

All comments must be returned to the

NOTE: Please identify your review comments on plan sets by printing
the date, your name and company/agency for future reference.

cO3
Reviewed By Date

flwtedrnDqQ&mn, Cc’,’

File No: /%2c;t:z:3 -/o,

ProjectName: Crista Lee Subdivision

Location: 2933 H 1/2 Road Ni

Development Review Meeting Date: — ‘/‘7/03

L

Email Address Telephone



City of Grand Junction
Community Development Department
250 North 5th Street
Grand Junction CO 81501

Telephone: (970) 244-1430
Fax: (970) 2S6-4031
Email: CommDevci.grandjct.co,us

Review Agency Comment Sheet
(Petitioner: Pleasefill hi blanks in this section only unless otherwise indicated)

Date: May 6, 2003 ToReviewAgency: City Real Estate Manager

FileNo: i-oos —6/0/
(To be filled in by City Staffi

Staff Planner: Pi Ce7
(To be filled in by City Staff)

Project Name: Crista Lee Subdivision

Location: 2933 B 1/2 Road

Development Review Meeting Date: 6/17/03
(To be filled in by City Staff)

COMMENTS
(For Review Agency Use)

Outside Review Agencies: Please email comments to: CommDevci.grandjct.co.us, FAX comments
to (970) 256-4031 or mail wTitten comments to the above address. NOTE: if this form is not returned,
additional review information will not be provided.

City Review Agencies: Please type your comments in tmpact AP.

$aa t\-rTNc c on OTt

AU comments must be returned to the
Community Development Department no later than

(To be filled in by City Staffi ‘%Q,03

1
Reviewed By

NOTE: Please identify your review comments on plan sets by printing
the date, your name and company/agency for future reference.

H i%cic (/( /0o
bate

C C

Email Address Telephone



APPLICATION COMPLETENESS REVIEW

Use “N/A wr items which are not applicable

Date:
/ /
- C’//,°e

Check-In Staff ComMunity Development:
Development Engineer:_

initials of check-in
staff members

APPLICATION TYPE(S):

(e.g. Site Plan Review)

p/a,

Application: 7V0
Acreage:

Public Works:

COMPLETENESS REVIEW:

Originals of all forms received w/signatures?

S

BALANCE DUE:
9ount

$____________

list is missing items below

.

Missing drawings, reports, other materials: No Yes, list missing items below
Note: use SSII) checklist

Incomplete drawings, repo, other materials?° Yes, list missing items below

I

Note: Attach 55W checklist(s) w/incomplete information identified

C

Project Name:

Project Location: 2%3 3

€cA (if applicable)

(address or cross-steets)

FEE PAID:

to



Professional stamp/seal missing from drawings/reports?
° No °

Yes, list missing items below

S

Other: Please list below

PROJECT ASSIGNMENT AND PROCESSThJ

Project Manager:

g
Special Processing Instructions:

N
N
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June 11,2003

Re: FP-2003-1O1
CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION

REVIEW COMMENTS

1. The distance used in line no. 7 of the legal description does not match the drawing.

2. Item no.3 in the Dedications should read: “All Irrigation Easements to the Owners....

3. Item No. 1(j) of the City of Grand Junction Platting Standards requires a list of all
abbreviations and symbols used on the Plat.

4. Indicate the source of the right of way for B-1/2 Road.

5. Provide right of way widths for the interior roads within the Plat.

6. Tract A is indicated on the drawing as being “temporary” and the Dedication states
that it is a perpetual easement for the stated purposes.

7. The 30 foot ingress/egress easement within Tract B should not be dedicated to the
City of Grand Junction.

8. The Tract B dedication language should note the ingress/egress easement to the
private parties of the adjoining property.

9. Remove that portion of the 25 foot Irrigation Easement within the right of way for
Mia Drive.

10. A copy of an Improvement Survey is required with the submittal of the Plat.

11. A field inspection will be performed immediately prior to recording the Plat to verify
that corners indicated on the Nat are in place and as noted on the Plat.

By: Peter T. KHck
Professional Land Surveyor for
The City of Grand Junction
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HIJ r’ Community Development Dept. • 250 N. 511 Street • Grand Junction, CO 81501

May 23, 2003

ACCEPTANCE LETTER

A submittal for the Crista Lee Subdivision Final Plat (FP-2003-10l) has been
accepted for review.

If you have any questions regarding the status of this project review, please contact
Pat Cecil, the project planner, at 244-1439 or patcci.grandjct.co.us.

Review comments for the project will be available on 6/24/03 after 4:00 P.M.,
approximately 5 weeks from the application submittal date.

If this project requires a public hearing, a sign must be posted on the property a
minimum often (10) days in advanced of the hearing. There will be a $50.00
refundable deposit required at the time the sign is picked up from Community
Development.

cc: FP-2003-l0l
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ORCHARD MESA IRRIGATION DISTRICT

• GnndValleyProject
PostOfflccBox356—66838Road

970-464-7885 voice
• 970-464-5928 fiesimile

Palisade,CO 81526

REVIEW AGENCY COMMENTS

May 23, 2003
Comments on

Crista Lee Subdivision

Orchard Mesa lffigaton District’s MUtUal Mesa Flow line fteds this subdivision. There
are several head gates at the southeast corner ofthe subdivision, which we must have
access to at all times during the irrigation season. Access without fences or access with
fences without locked gates.

The details of what is going to happen to these head gates at the southeast corner in on
sheet 13 of 19 sheets. We did not receive sheet 13 so we don’t have the details. I met on
the ground with representative ofVista Engineering Corp. and we ldcked a few clods of
din and discussed a few details. I would like to see how our discussion was interpreted
by seeing sheet 13.

Raymon&CSchus&, iñ&hff!s4anager

TOThL P.01



reuniWDelopment- Agency Revie’, ZZEEEEZ.. p

From: ‘Bob Lee” <BLee@co.mesa.co.us>
To: <CommDevcLgrandjct.cous>
Date: Fri, May 23, 2003 10:40 AM
Subject: Agency Review

FP-2003-101 No objections to the application.

SPR-2003102 No objectiDns to the application. Project must comply to
all local building codes and contractor licensing laws.



Community Developrnent-CmSTA LEE PajiJ1

C
From: “jim daugherty” <jdaughertyutewater.org>
To: “Comm Dev” <CommDevci.grandjct.co.us>
Date: Wed, May 28, 2003 10:14 AM
Subject: CRISTA LEE

Ute Water Conservancy District
Review Number
FP-2003-101
Review Name

CRISTA LEE

* COMMENT
* A fire hydrant should be place at northwest corner of lot 1, block 2.
* If water line ties in to 18” in 8 1/2 Rd. a pressure-regulating vault will be required at entrance to
subdivision.
* Water mains shall be C900, Class 150 pvc. Installation of pipe, fittings, valves, and services, including
testing and disinfection shall be in accordance with Ute Water standard specifications and drawings
* Developer is responsible for installing meter pits and yokes (pits and yokes supplied by Ute Water).
• Construction plans required 48 hours before construction begins. If plans are changed the developer
must submit a new set of plans.
* Electronic drawings of the utility composite for the subdivision, in Autocad.dwg format! must be provided
prior to final acceptance of water infrastructure.
* Water meters will not be sold until final acceptance of the water infrastructure.
* ALL FEES AND POLICIES IN EFFECT AT TIME OF APPLICATION WILL APPLY
If you have any questions concerning any of this, please feel free to contact Ute Water.

Edward Tolen P.E.
Project Engineer, Ute Water

Jim Daugherty
New Services Coordinator, Ute Water

DATE 5/28/03

PHONE OFFICE 242-7491
FAX 242-9189

EMAIL jdaughertyutewaterorg

CC: “vista Engineering” <banner@wic.net>



ödmmunity Devehprnent- (no subject)

____________________

Page 1

From: <LGrassojr@aol.com>
To: <CommDevci.grandjct.co.us>

,

Date: Sun, Jun 1,200310:21 PM \cy
Subject: (no subject)

Following are estimated student impacts for two developments. I have
identified the development and then listed the Program/Schedule Capacity, 2/03
enrollment and estimated student impact at the attendance area schools. Please
contact me at 242-8500 if you have questions or need additional information.

Sonrise Acres: Thunder Mt. ele:562/61 5/5 Bookcliff MS:475/520/2
CHS:1470/1652/3

Crista Lee: MesaViewEle: 380/444/5 CM MS: 598/604/2 CHS: 1470/1652/3
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June 11,2003

Re: FP-2003-lOI
C1USTA LEE SUBDIVISION

REVIEW COMMENTS

1. The distance used in line no. 7 of the legal description does not match the drawing.

2. Item no.3 in the Dedications should read: “All Irrigation Easements to the Owners....

3. Item No. 10) of the City of Grand Junction Platting Standards requires a list of all
abbreviations and symbols used on the Plat.

4. Indicate the source of the right of way for B-1/2 Road.

5. Provide right of way widths for the interior roads within the Plat.

6. Tract A is indicated on the drawing as being “temporary” and the Dedication states
that it is a perpetual easement for the stated purposes.

7. The 30 foot ingress/egress easement within Tract B should not be dedicated to the
City of Grand Junction.

8. The Tract B dedication language should note the ingress/egress easement to the
private parties of the adjoining property.

9. Remove that portion of the 25 foot Irrigation Easement within the right of way for
Mia Drive.

10. A copy of an Improvement Survey is required with the submittal of the Plat.

II. A field inspection will be performed immediately prior to recording the Plat to verify
that corners indicated on the Plat are in place and as noted on the Plat.

By: Peter T. Krick
Professional Land Surveyor for
The City of Grand Junction



Wendy Spurr-Crista Lee —__________________________

_________________

Page 1

From: “Greenman, Celia <Celia.Greenman@state.co.us>
To: “patcci.grandjct.co.us” <patcci.grandjct.co.us>
Date: 6/17/03 2:16PM N
Subject: Crista Lee

Hi Pat,

The material CGS recently received on Crista Lee does not provide any more
information than the previous submittal. Therefore, there is no additional
comment beyond what was stated in my email dated December 19, 2002, when I
mentioned that it would be prudent to drill some test borings to determine
post-grading conditions in the wet sections of the site--specifically to
confirm that grading and cessation of flood irrigation have improved the
conditions. There should be a contingency plan prepared if wet conditions
persist.

Celia Greenman
Colorado Geological Survey
303-866-2811

CC: “‘wendysci.grandjct.co.us’ <wendysci.grandjct.co.us>



Brcsnan Communications
2502 roriht Circle
Grand Junction, CO 81505
970-263-2313 telephone
970-245-6803 fax

BRESeNAN
Communications

June 5, 2003

Crista Lee Subdivision
Community Development Department
250 North 5th Street
Grand Junction, CO 81501

Dear, Alan Helmick

We are in recelpt of the plat map for your new subdivision, Crista Lee Subdivision. I would like to notify you that we will be working with
the other utilities to provide service to this subdivision in a timely manner.

I would also like to take this opportunity to bring to your attention a few details that will help both of us provide the services you wish to
have available to the new home purchasers. These hens are as follows:

1. We require the developers to provide, at no charge to Bresnan Communications, an open trench for cable service where
underground service is needed and when a roadbore is required, the developer too must provide that. The trench may be the
same one used by other utilities however; the road-bore must have a 2” conduIt for the sole use of cable TV.

2. We require developers to provide, at no charge to Bresnan Communications, fill-in of the trench once cable has been installed in
the trench.

3. We require developers to provide, at no charge to Bresnan Communications, a 4” Pvc conduit at all utility road
crossings where cable TV will be installed. The cable TV crossings will be in the same location as power and telephone
crossing. If the conduit is not Installed, we will be unable to place our lines until one is Installed. This 4” conduit will
be for the sole use of cable TV.

4. Should your subdivision contain cul-de-sac’s the driveways and property lines (pins) must be clearly marked prior to the
installation of underground cable. My need to relocate pedestals or lines will be billed directly back to your company.

5. Bresnan Communications will provide service to your subdivision so long as it is within the normal cable TV service area. My
subdivision that is out of the existing cable TV area may require a construction assist charge; paid by the developer, to Bresnan
Communications in order to extend the cable TV service to that subdivision.

6. Should Bresnan Communications be required to perform work on any existing aerial or underground cable TV lines to provide
service to the subdivision, Bresnan Communications may require a construction assist charge, to be paid by the developer.

In addition to the above comments, we will need a directional bore done across B % Rd in order to provide service to your new
subdivision to be paid for by the developer.

Should you have any other questions or concems please feel free to contact me at any time. If I am out of the office when you call please
leave your name and phone number with our office and I will get back in contact with you as soon as I can.

C uckWiedman,
Construction Supervisor
263-2313



City of Grand Junction
Community Development Department
250 North 5th Street
Grand Junction CO 81501

Review Agency Comment Sheet

COMMENTS
(For Review Agency Use)

Outside Review Agencies: Please email comments to: CommDev(ci.grandjct.co.us, FAX comments
to (970) 256-4031 or mail written comments to the above address. NOTE: If this form is not returned,additional review information will not be provided.

City Review Agencies: Please type your comments in Impact AP.

Stephen T. LaBonde June 18, 2003

0
Telephone: (970) 244-1430
Fax: (970) 256-4031
Email: CommDevcLgrandjetco.us

Date: May 6, 2003

(Petitioner: Pleasefill Ut blanks in this section only unless otherwise indicated)

File No: -Oc25 -/P
(To be filled in by City Staff)

ToReviewAgency:_Orchard Mesa

P-1- dai/

Project Name:

Location:

Sewer Distrii t

Crista Lee Subdivision

(To be filled in by City Staff)

2q33 B 1/2 Road

Development Review Meeting Date.
(To be filled in by City Staffi

See Attached Comments

All comments must be returned to the
Community Development Department no later than

(To be filled in by City Staffi

NOTE: Please identify your review comments on plan sets by printing
the date, your name and company/agency for future reference.

Reviewed By Date

cc:Deh Davis, OMSD
Email Address Telephone
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REVIEW COMMENTS FOR CHRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION - ORCHARD MESA
SANITATION DISTRICT (FILE #FP-2003- 101), 6/16/03.

The following are the Orchard Mesa Sanitation District’s review comments for the proposed
Christa Lee Subdivision:

I. The note on Sheet 5 referring to the connection of the new sewerline to the District’s
existing 12-inch PVC sewerline upstream of existing MH-0M5 should be revised to
include the connection between the existing and new sewerlines is to be made with a
PVC bell-by-bell closure coupling.

2. The type of pipe for the District’s existing 12-inch sanitary sewerline along BY2 Road
should be called out as PVC for the Contractor’s reference.

3. A note should be added on Sheet 5 specifying the method of abandoning the existing
sewer service line connected to the District’s BY2 Road sewerline in the intersection of
Christa Lee Way. The tap is to be abandoned by cutting the existing service line at the
tap and capping it with a glue cap. A District representative will be required to inspect
the abandoned tap prior to backfill that should be noted on the Plans.

4. Several sewer service lines are shown connecting to the proposed sewer main at
locations where concrete encasement of the sewerline is required at water line crossings.
For future maintenance reasons, these taps should be relocated. This can be
accomplished by relocating MH-B1 to the west so that the sewerline in Tianna Way is
located in the center of the south bound lane; MH-B2 located further south to the center
of the east bound lane in Tina Way; and MH-D1 is located further to the south
approximately 10-feet. Locating the manholes at these locations will allow the taps to
Lots 4 and 8 of Block 2 and Lot 4 of Block 3 to connect to the sewer main outside the
concrete encasements.

5. The sewerline between MK-B2 and MH-B3 should be extended further to the east so
that the sewer service lines to Lots 5 and 6 of Block 2 extend into the lot perpendicular
to the sewer main. The sewer service to Lot 5 should be redirected to this sewerline
rather then the sewerline in Jacob Way. The District requires sewer services in new
developments to be perpendicular to the sewer main for ease of future referencing, if at
all possible.

6. The invert-in elevation for the proposed 8-inch sewerline at MH-A 1 in Christa Lee Way
should be revised to provide a maximum fall of 0.7-feet between the invert-in and
invert-out to provide a better invert configuration rather then the 1-foot fall proposed.

7. The beginning and end stationing for all concrete encasements of the sewerline at water
line crossings should be specified on the Plan and Profile.

1 Wcne\flpflMSD.Rn, C.mm.,t&.Ch,bt
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8. The invert-in elevation for the stub-out at MH-C2 should be specified on the Profile. A
note specifying the length of the stub-out and that the end be glue capped and marked
with a 2x4 post painted green should also be added.

9. The lot and block number should be shown on the plan portion of the Plan and Profile
Sheet 7 for Lots 4 and 5 of Block 2 for the District’s future reference in locating sewer
service lines.

10. The District’s Standard Notes will need to be provided on the final Plans approved for
construction that are available upon request. In addition to the District’s Standard
Notes, the following additional notes should also be included:

a) The Contractor will be required to obtain any necessary utility permits for work
within the 8½ Road right-of-way.

b) For dead-end manholes 83 and B 1, the invert channel shall be constructed 3/4 of the
length through the manhole base to facilitate testing and access for the District’s
maintenance equipment.

11. The District’s approval signature blocks should be revised to;

i) Approved for construction for 1 year from the following date

ii) Initial Acceptance

12. The District’s Standard Detail Sheet will need to be included with the final Plans
approved for construction.

13. The District’s Sewerline Extension Application and Agreement will need to be executed
by the Petitioner prior to the Plans being approved for construction.

Please have the Petitioner revise the Plans to address the aforementioned comments and resubmit
them to the District for review. We apologize for the delay in issuing the District’s comments.

Wwmtim,pMSD’Rniew Con,cti.\Cbrieabt
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City of Gran Nncflon
Fire Department

New Development Fire Flow

Instructions: To process the appLication, the developer/applicant’s engineer shouLd first fill out all items in
Section A, and then deliver/mail this form to the appropriate water purveyor. Once the water supplier has
signed and given the required information, deliver/mail the completed and ftdly signed form to the Fire
Depaitnent. -

-

SECTION A

Date; August 16; 2002
ProjectName: Crista Lee Subdivision
Projectstreetaddress: 2933 B 1/2 Road
Assessor’s Tax Parcel Number; 2943—293—00—141
PropertyOwnername: Alan Helmick
City’s project file #;

.

-

Name of Water Purveyor; Ute Water

I. If the project includes one or more one or two-family dwelling(s):
a. The maximum fire areat for each one or two family dwelling will be 3OO square feet.
b. Mi dwelling units will , will not Ø’include an approved automatic sprinkler system.
Comments;

3.

If the project includes a building other than one and two-family dwelling(s): N/Ps
a. List the fire area and type of constructio.n for all buildings used to determine the minimum fire flowrequirements: . .

b. List each building that will be provided with an approved fire sprinkler system:____________________

List the minimum fire flow required for this project (based on Appendix B and C): Iooc

Co mments

Note: Fire Flow Rule: The Cit3’s Fire Code3 sets flUflJIfll.im fire flows for all stctures and new development.
Iii general, for single family dwellings, at !! 1000 g.p.m at 20 p.s.i. residual pressure must be continuously
available at each structure. Duplex, other residential and all non-residential uses must have more fire flows in
order to fight fires. inadequate fire flows are normally due to water supply pipes that are too small or too Uttle
water pressurebor a combination of both.

Note for the ApplicantfFroject engineer: Refer to Appendix B and C, C 2000, to determine the minimum fire
flow required for this project, based on the Water Purveyor’s information (i.e., location, looping and size of
water lines; water pressure at the site, etc.) and the type, density and location of all structures. Base your
professional judgment on the City approvedutility PlaTis and Water Provider information shown on this Form.
Each time the utility plans/other information relating to treated water changes, resubmit this form just as you dic
the first time.

(End of Section A. Section B Continues on the reverse side of this page]

Fäe area is defined on page 3570! the C.
,niroms./r,rtflowfonnjntdifltd
3/21/01
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I DRAINAGE AND IRRIGATION CHECK SREEIfl

Applicant: I\\AN HELr\1K - 7a1 Ma.ST. 1Src’t DLTA CO’jtI
(ioN 27’*-’9I3

Location of site: xSoitt.1t. 9Th’S-a9-oo-I’f-I (a’vs3 B”&R0

Size(Acres): (1,.O0 Rcefl

DRAINAGE INFORMATION

-> S4PPLICAJVT S PORTION-

Where is the irrigation water drain?

_________________________________________

How will drainage or runoff water be conveyed?
C Existing underground pipeline C Existing concrete ditchC Pipeline to be installed C Concrete ditch to be installed% Other (Please explain): ot4aILy PPtt PRatt... trat.J

Por.jr ro Resr LflRAL L4NTW TOftrft-cflft
IS VAJ.L.AtLt IN %..Ro4.r, (rMy.&& ;p,rcthJw,wbr.n y

->REVIEWAGENCYPORTION

1. Drainage water crosses through other property? Yes No %Z
2. 11 YES, are easements or rights-of-way recorded? Yes No
3. WastewaterfTailwater is delivered to:

C Natural wash or drainage
C Name of organized or engineered drainage disthcUsystem:

Person/Entity responsible for maintenance of tailwater system:

___________________

May 2002
)U-2a
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DRAINAGE AND IRRIGATION CHECK SHEET

/ DRAiNAGE INFORMATION

-AflLICANTS PORTION

1. How will irrigation water be deiverd to each lot?
C Existing underground pipeline C Existing concrete ditch
. Pipeline to be installed C Concrete ditch to be installed
C Other (please explain):

2. Irrigation on parcel will be:
• .Sprinlder

C Surface system (ditches, grated pipeline)

-÷REPTEWA GENCYPORTION

1. Is irrigation water historically availabe on each lot? Yes JL No
2. Canal Company (Name): pk’cPgrn ,‘n# iieí/tr’o.w Di.sir,p
3. Lateral (Name or Number): ç lAflJ t11 p E% 1 flC rAt.
4. Headgate Number: 9
5. Turnout Number: 9
6. Headgate is: Shared — — Individual

7. Headgate Orgatizedlkcorporated: Yes_____ No K
If YES, contact person/agent:

S. Water rights for this parcel go with the land: Yes 7 No
9. The amount for this parcel (cdnplete all three items):

9 Shares
4qg, 9 Gallons per minute (gpm)
n, 1o9 Cubic fee per second (cfs)

10. Can more irrigation water be purchased? Yes No X
El. Irrigation water is available:

Anydme (on demand)
U Only at certain times (rotation)

12. Irrigation water crosses through other property? Yes K No

May 2002
Xt-2b
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fl DRAINAGE AND IRRIGATION CHECK SHEET

->REVIEWAGENCYPORTION (continued)

- __

13. US, are thee recorded rights-of-way or easements? 1
SThere are a existhg easements
0 There are recorded rights-of-way or easements

14. ts a measuring device in place? Yes

_____

No

15. krigationwater is paid:
o Per share to the irrigation company
Tax assessment
0 Other

16. Average annual cost of irrigation water: $ p p, g f t.

17. Pemonlenfity responsible for maintenance of irrigation water: /,3 g flnW jV e

May 2002 )C-2c
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F DRAINAGE AND IRRIGATION CHECK SREET

COMMENTS

NOTE: All irrigationJdrainage to be located on final plat.

Above information to be provided to each new lot or parcel owner.

All permissions, easements, or rights-of-way must be obtained for
irrigation water and drainage/tailwater if not already in place.

Irrigation Company Comments

Drainage Entity Comments

Other Comments

Canal Company Representative Drainage Entity

Landowner I Developer Soil Conservation District

R WRIWR Iel?a SCWICL4tr ‘d%,tU. Rt

______________________

ro-r’,1g rwflAs f{.aA. Fftro

___________________

c &(oaDnMC2,..

May 2002
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THE FOLLOWING AGENCIES ARE AVAILABLE TO

ASSIST YOU IN COMPLETING IRIS CHECKLIST

•DeBeque-Plateau Valley Soil Conservation District 970-242-4511
2754 Compass Drive, Suite 170, Grand Junction CO 81506

• Grand Suction Drainage District 970-2424343
722—23 Road, Grand Junction, CO 81505

• Grand Valley Irrigation Company 970-242-2762
688—26 Road, Grand Junction, CO 81506

•Grand Valley Water Users Association 970-242-5065
1147—24 Road, Grand Junction, CO 81505-9639

•Mesa County Irrigation District 970-464-5209
Ditch Rider

•Mesa Soil Conservation District 970-242-4511
2754 Compass Drive, Suite 170, Grand Junction, CO 81506

• Orchard Mesa Irrigation District 970-464-7885
668—38 Road, Palisade, CO 81526

+ Palisade Irrigation District 970-250-2404
Ditch Rider — Spencer Bain

+Redlands Water and Power Company 970-243-2173
2518 Monument Road, Suite C, Grand Junction, CO 81503

FOR LAND OWNERSHIP INFORMATION:

•Mesa County Assessor’s Office 970-244-1610
Court House Annex —241 North 6th Street, Grand Junction, CO 81501

This is only a partial listing. Other organizations existfor the DeBeque, Gateway,
Plateau Valley and Whitewater/Kannah Creek areas ofMesa County.

Please contact the entity in your area.

May 2002 )C2e
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DRAINAGE AND IRRIGATION CIWCK
SKEET1

Applicant: ALiSN kctricK - 7a1 1”1c..13S7. S-rc’t, Ost-rA, CO’E

(9ioN 7’4--i3

Location of site: ‘Scqtt.l’ 9Th3 -9- 00- gjz.j (a933 8’.R0

Size (Acres): <,oo Acykws

. DRAINAGE INFORMATION

-> APPLICANT’S FOR lYON-

Where is the irrigation water drain?

How will drainage or runoff water be conveyed?
Existing underground pipeline U Existing concrete ditch

U Pipeline to be installed U Concrete ditch to be installed
4 Other (Please explain): tEYrc.%fttty e&,Ptt PRom brrt,T)c”J

PoNc lo B-tpAb I.s.lca./OR&,.j LAVI1.AL L4NTIL. TDftct\-6WftI
i’S O.atA%\X iN F%. Rocj, (FUyRS IMrftovcMtt4T ay

-*REVIE WA GENCY FORlYON

1. Drainage water crosses through other property? Yes No

2. If YES, are easements or rights-of-way recorded? Yes — No

3. Wastewater/Tailwater is delivered to:
U Natural wash or drainage
U Name of organized or engineered drainage disftictlsystem:

Person/Entity responsible for maintenance of tailwater system:

May2002 XI-2a
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F DRAINAGE AND IRRIGATION CHECK SHFET

/ DRAINAGE INFORMATION

—>APPLICANTS PORTION

1. How will irrigation water be deliverd to each lot?
0 Existing underground pipeline 0 Existing concrete ditch
Pipeline to be installed 0 Concrete ditch to be installed
0 Other (please explain):

2. Irrigation on parcel will be:
• Sprinlder

0 Surface system (ditches, grated pipeline) N

->REVIEWA GENCYPORTION

1. Is irrigation water historically availabe on each lot? Yes — No —

2. Canal Company (Name):

3. Lateral (Name or Number):

4. Headgate Number:

5. Turnout Number:

6. Headgate is: Shared Individual

7. Headgate Organized/Incorporated: Yes______ No

If YES, contact personlagent:

8. Water rights for this parcel go with the land: Yes No

9. The amount for this parcel (complete all three items):
Shares
Gallons per minute (gpm)
Cubic fee per second (cfs)

10. Can more irrigation water be purchased? Yes No

11. Irrigation water is available:
fl Anytime (on demand)
0 Only at certain times (rotation)

12. Irrigation water crosses through other property? Yes No

May 2002 XI-2b
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r DRAINAGE AND IRRIGATION CHECK SHEET

I
->REVIEWAGENCYPORTION (continued)

13. If YES, are there recorded rights-of-way or easements?
C There are no existing easements

. C There are recorded rights-of-way or easements

14. Is a measuring device in place? Yes No

15. &rigationwater is paid:
C Per share to the irrigation company
DTax assessment
C Other

16. Average annual cost of irrigation water: $___________

17. Person/entity responsible for maintenance of irrigation water:

May2002
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REVIEW COMMENTS FOR CHRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION - ORCHARD MESA
SANITATION DISTRICT (FILE #FP-2003-lOl). 6/16/03.

The following are the Orchard Mesa Sanitation District’s review comments for the proposed
Christa Lee Subdivision:

1. The note on Sheet 5 referring to the connection of the new sewerline to the District’s
existing 12-inch PVC sewerline upstream of existing MH-0M5 should be revised to
include the connection between the existing and new sewerlines is to be made with a
PVC bell-by-bell closure coupling.

2. The type of pipe for the District’s existing 12-inch sanitary sewerline along BY2 Road
should be called out as PVC for the Contractor’s reference.

3. A note should be added on Sheet 5 specifying the method of abandoning the existing
sewer service line connected to the District’s BY2 Road sewerline in the intersection of
Christa Lee Way. The tap is to be abandoned by cutting the existing service line at the
tap and capping it with a glue cap. A District representative will be required to inspect
the abandoned tap prior to backfill that should be noted on the Plans.

4. Several sewer service lines are shown connecting to the proposed sewer main at
locations where concrete encasement of the sewerline is required at water line crossings.
For future maintenance reasons, these taps should be relocated. This can be

accomplished by relocating MH-B Ito the west so that the sewerline in Tianna Way is
located in the center of the south bound lane; MH-B2 located further south to the center
of the east bound lane in Tina Way; and MH-D1 is located further to the south
approximately 10-feet. Locating the nrnnholes at these locations will allow the taps to
Lots 4 and 8 of Block 2 and Lot 4 of Block 3 to connect to the sewer main outside the
concrete encasements.

5. The sewerline between MH-B2 and MH-B3 should be extended further to the east so
that the sewer service lines to Lots 5 and 6 of Block 2 extend into the lot perpendicular
to the sewer main. The sewer service to Lot 5 should be redirected to this sewerline
rather then the sewerline in Jacob Way. The District requires sewer services in new
developments to be perpendicular to the sewer main for ease of future referencing, if at
alL possible.

6. The invert-in elevation for the proposed 8-inch sewerline at MH-AJ in Christa Lee Way
should be revised to provide a maximum fall of 0.7-feet between the invert-in and
invert-out to provide a better invert configuration rather then the 1-foot fall proposed.

7. The beginning and end stationing for all concrete encasements of the sewerline at water
line crossings should be specified on the Plan and Profile.

I C
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8. The invert-in elevation for the stub-out at MH-C2 should be specified on the Profile. A
note specifying the length of the stub-out and that the end be glue capped and marked
with a 2x4 post painted green should also be added.

9. The lot and block number should be shown on the plan portion of the Plan and Profile
Sheet 7 for Lots 4 and 5 of Block 2 for the District’s future reference in locating sewer
service lines.

10. The District’s Standard Notes will need to be provided on the final Plans approved for
construction that are available upon request. In addition to the District’s Standard Notes, the
following additional notes should also be included:

a) The Contractor will be required to obtain any necessary utility permits for work
within the B4 Road right-of-way.

b) For dead-end manholes B3 and B1, the invert channel shall be constructed ¼ of the
length through the manhole base to facilitate testing and
access for the District’s maintenance equipment.

I. The District’s approval signature blocks should be revised to;

i) Approved for construction for 1 year from the following date

ii) Initial Acceptance

12. The District’s Standard Detail Sheet will need to be included with the final Plans approved
for construction.

13. The District’s Sewerline Extension Application and Agreement will need to be executed by
the Petitioner prior to the Plans being approved for construction.

Please have the Petitioner revise the Plans to address the aforementioned comments and resubmit
them to the District for review. We apologize for the delay in issuing the District’s comments.

7 C ThMPWHRISTALEE.WPD
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July 29, 2003

Re: FP-2003-1O1
CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION

4.REVIEW COMMENTS

I. Item No. Bj) of the City’ of Grand Junction Platting Standards requires a list of all
abbreviations and symbols used on the Plat. The abbreviations contained within the
Curve Table require an listing of the abbreviations used.

2. Remove that portion of the 25 foot Irrigation Easement within the right of way for
Mia Drive. The easement becomes subordinated to the right of way for Mia Drive. If
the easement remains, the right of way for Mia Drive shall terminate at the easement
line and not at the Plat boundary.

3. A copy of an Improvement Survey is required with the submittal of the Plat.

4. All lettering appearing on the Plat shall be a minimum of 0.08”.

5. A field inspection will be performed immediately prior to recording the Plat to verify
that corners indicated on the Plat are in place and as noted on the Plat.

By: Peter I. Krick
Professional Land Surveyor for
The City of Grand Junction
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July 29, 2003

Re: FP-2003-1O1
CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION

REVIEW COMMENTS

1. Item No. 1(j) of the City of Grand Junction Platting Standards requires a list of all
abbreviations and symbols used on the Plat. The abbreviations contained within the
Curve Table require an listing of the abbreviations used.

2. Remove that portion of the 25 foot Irrigation Easement within the right of way for
Mia Drive. The easement becomes subordinated to the right of way for Mia Drive. If
the easement remains, the right of way for Mia Drive shall terminate at the easement
line and not at the Plat boundan’.

3. A copy of an Improvement Survey is required with the submittal of the Plat.

4. All lettering appearing on the Plat shall be a minimum of 0.08”.

5. A field inspection will be performed immediately prior to recording the Plat to verify
that corners indicated on the Plat are in place and as noted on the Plat.

By: PeterT. Krick
Professional Land Surveyor for
The City of Grand Junction
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REVIEW COMMENTS FOR RESLTBMIYFAL OF CHRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION -

ORCHARD MESA SANITATION DISTRICT (FILE #FP-2003-101), 7/31/03.

The following are the Orchard Mesa Sanitation District’s review comments on the resubmittal of
the proposed Christa Lee Subdivision addressing the District’s comments of June 16. 2003:

1. The invert-in elevation at MN-Al for the proposed 8-inch sewerline from the Christa
Lee Subdivision has a fall of 0.58-feet between the invert-in and invert-out. The
District’s previous comment requested a 0.7-foot fall to ensure that wastewater from the
B½ Road sewerline would not back up into the new sewerline. The 0.58-foot fall is
acceptable that can be field adjusted dependent on the peak flow depth in the BV2 Road
sewerline. A note should be added to the Plans that the invert-in at MH-A1 can be field
adjusted to prevent flow from backing up into the Christa Lee outfall sewerline.

2. The stub-out length at MH-C2 should be adjusted to 5-foot that is the maximum stub-out
length allowed by the District.

3. The District’s Standard Notes should be provided on Sheet 3 to replace the sewer notes
provided.

4. MH-A2 is incorrectly labeled in the profile on Sheet 6 and should be corrected.

5. The leader line to MH-Dl should point to the manhole rather than the concrete
encasement on Sheet 4.

6. The District’s Sewerline Extension Application and Agreement still needs to be
executed by the Petitioner that will need to be submitted prior to the Plans being
approved for construction.

Please have the Petitioner revise the Plans to address the aforementioned comments and resubmit
them to the District for final review.

1 ‘W*.,,,’r,’MSb.i,w t,WO,I*l.Laa*pJ



WestWater Eng.’ ‘ering
2516 Foresight Circle, #1

GRAND JUNCTION, CO 8 1505-1022
e-mail: wwe@onlinecol.com

(970) 241-7076 FAX: 241-7097

TO: City of Grand Junction

Community Development Department

250 North 5th Street

LETTSO T*SMTTAL

WE ARE SENDING YOU:

o Shop Drawings

o Copy of letter

Attached

U Prints

U Change Order

O Under Separate Cover via

o Plans

U

the following items:

0 Specifications

THESE ARE TRANSMITTED as checked below:

U For Approval U For your use
U

REMARKS

U As Requested

COPY TO Deb Davis, OMSD SIGNED: Stephen T. LaBonde

Ifenclosures are not as noted, kindly notify us at once.

Grand Junction, CO 81501

Date: July 31, 2003 Job No.: 0343

Attention: Pat Cecil

RE: Chñsta Lee Subdivision

0 Samples

COPIES DATE NO. DESCRIPTION

1 Additional Review Comments for Christa Lee Subdivision

Wwantemp\CMSbTr.nm,ias(,CecitwW
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REVIEW COMMENTS FOR RESUBMEFfAL OF CFWISTA LEE SUBDIVISION -

ORCHARD MESA SANITATION DISTRICT (FILE #FP-2003-lOl), 7/31/03.

The following are the Orchard Mesa Sanitation District’s review comments on the resubmittal of
the proposed Christa Lee Subdivision addressing the District’s comments of June 16, 2003:

1. The invert-in elevation at MH-A1 for the proposed 8-inch sewerline from the Christa
Lee Subdivision has a fall of 0.58-feet between the invert-in and invert-out. The
District’s previous comment requested a 0.7-foot fall to ensure that wastewater from the
By2 Road sewerline would not back up into the new sewerline. The 0.58-foot fall is
acceptable that can be field adjusted dependent on the peak flow depth in the 8½ Road
sewerline. A note should be added to the Plans that the invert-in at MH-Al can be field
adjusted to prevent flow from backing up into the Christa Lee outfall sewerline.

2. The stub-out length at MH-C2 should be adjusted to 5-foot that is the maximum stub-out
length allowed by the District.

3. The District’s Standard Notes should be provided on Sheet 3 to replace the sewer notes
provided.

4. MH-A2 is incorrectly labeled in the profile on Sheet 6 and should be corrected.

5. The leader line to MH-D1 should point to the manhole rather than the concrete
encasement on Sheet 4.

6. The District’s Sewerline Extension Application and Agreement still needs to be
executed by the Petitioner that will need to be submitted prior to the Plans being
approved for construction.

Please have the Petitioner revise the Plans to address the aforementioned comments and resubmit
them to the District for final review.

\\WwiOMSDn*w CamtnI.CWi.I.IS.2.Wpd
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REVIEW COMMENTS FOR RESUBMITTAL OF CHRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION - ifi’I
ORCHARD MESA SANITATION DISTRICT (FILE #FP-2003-10l), 7/31/03.

The following are the Orchard Mesa Sanitation District’s review comments on the resubmittal of
the proposed Christa Lee Subdivision addressing the District’s comments of June 16, 2003:

1. The invert-in elevation at MH-A1 for the proposed 8-inch sewerline from the Christa
Lee Subdivision has a fall of 0.58-feet between the invert-in and invert-out. The
District’s previous comment requested a 0.7-foot fall to ensure that wastewater from the
B’/2 Road sewerline would not back up into the new sewerline. The 0.58-foot fall is
acceptable that can be field adjusted dependent on the peak flow depth in the B½ Road
sewerline. A note should be added to the Plans that the invert-in at MH-A1 can be field
adjusted to prevent flow from backing up into the Christa Lee outfall sewerline.

2. The stub-out length at MH-C2 should be adjusted to 5-foot that is the maximum stub-out
length allowed by the District.

3. The District’s Standard Notes should be provided on Sheet 3 to replace the sewer notes
provided.

4. MH-A2 is incorrectly labeled in the profile on Sheet 6 and should be corrected.

5. The leader line to MH-D1 should point to the manhole rather than the concrete
encasement on Sheet 4.

6. The Districts Sewerline Extension Application and Agreement still needs to be
executed by the Petitioner that will need to be submitted prior to the Plans being
approved for construction.

Please have the Petitioner revise the Plans to address the aforementioned comments and resubmit
them to the District for final review.

C 0 CUME-flWD0VSWCMS.IVTflW\GIRJSTM1S( WPP
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STATE OF COLORADO

COLORADO GEOLOGICAL SURVEY
Department of Natural Resources
1313 Sherman Street, Room 715
Denver, Colorado 80203
Phone (303) 866-2611
FAX (303) 866-2461

Mr. Pat Cecil
Community Development Department
250 N. 5th st.
Grand Junction, CO 81501

August 7, 2003

SW29 TISR1E

DEPARTMENT OF

NATURAL
RESOURCES

Bill Owens
Governor

Greg E. Walcher
Executive Direclor

Ronald W Callany
Division Director

Ronald W. Catlany
Acting Slate
Geologist

Re: Crista Lee Subdivision
CGS Review No. MA-03-0017

Dear Mr. Cecil:

CGS received the Review Comment Responses (July 24, 2003) and a Preliminary Plan
Stormwater Management Plan (May 8, 2003) and a Grading and Drainage Plan (May 8,
by Vista Engineering.

(July 23, 2003),
2003) prepared

My letter dated September 25, 2002 commented on the poor surface and subsurface drainage at the site.
I mentioned that “consideration should be given to lining the ditches or piping irrigation on the east and
south sides of the site”. The grading and drainage plan indicates the open ditch on the south will be
piped, but there is no notation for the ditch on the east. I also mentioned that the Grand Junction
Engineering Department should verify that release rates from the detention pond would be less than
historic, although this information might not be available at this stage of the planning process.

Plat note 6 does point out low bearing strength soils and “the high potential for ground water” (this
should read “potential for high ground waler”). The geotechnical reporL prepared by Geotechnical
Engineering (August 20, 2002) states that perimeter drains should be installed where groundwater is
present within 5 ft of the surface. To be effective, perimeter drains should discharge to a sump that can
be pumped or to an area-wide underdrain, providing gravity drainage is possible. Alternatively,
individual sumps could pump to a gravity main located within the roadways.

Youjs truly,

eElia Greeni4iK
Geologist J
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UCC APPROVAL FORM

SEPTEMBER 10, 2003

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION FILE # FP-2003-1O1
PLAT LOCATED AT 2933 B1/2 ROAD HAS BEEN
THE UTILITY COORDINATING COMMITTEE.

CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION FINAL
REVIEWED AND APPROVED BY

DATE

/



r
COLORADO GEOLOGICAL SURVEY
Deportment of j:itIr!J Pes.oijr.:es

1313 I r Strrf Room 715
Dencer, Cooroic .SD0D
Phone (3i33) SEO -I]

(503) 6—210I

STATE C COLORADO

6i11 Oars
G:cer:r

Greg E Vd.i’:i’!eT
Ee:uti.n Ore.1..r

P:r:J 0
Dvs’.c.q

Mr. Pat Cecil
Community Development Department
250 N. 51)1 5•
Grand Junction, CO 81501

Re: Crista Lee Subdivision
COS Review No. MA-03-0017

Dear Mr. Cecil:

SW29 T1SR1E

With regard to the second response to comments, Plat Note 6 should be changed to read “potential for
high ground water” rather than “high potential for ground water”. (See letter dated August 7, 2003).

Yours truly,

Celia Greenman

DEPARTMENT 01

NATURAl
RESOURCE

October 1. 2003

Geologist
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REVIEW COMMENTS FOR RESUBMITTAL OF CHRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION -

ORCHARD MESA SANITATION DISTRICT (FILE #FP-2003-101), 10/3/2003.

The following are the Orchard Mesa Sanitation District’s final review comments on the Christa
Lee Subdivision.

I. The approval blocks on the Utility Composite should be the District’s Standard approval
Blocks for i) Approved for Construction for I-year from this date and ii) Initial
Acceptance, similar to the approval blocks provided on the Plan and Profile Sheets.
Only “Approved for Construction” is provided on the Utility Composite.

2. The sewer service reference to the northwest property corner of Lot 8 should be
referenced on Plan and Profile Sheet 6. Because the entire Lot 8 is not shown on the
Plan portion of the Plan and Profile Sheet, the reference can be shown with a broken line
and the distance from the sewer service to the property corner provided for the District’s
future reference.

Please have the Petitioner revise the Plans to address the aforementioned comments. The District
will also need three full sets of the approved Plans for their use during construction.

I “Wwnavc\IanpOMSDevieCanil.flTi•s.Lni %i
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Memorandum

DATE: September 17, 2003

TO: Laura Lamberty, Community Development Engineer
George Miller, Transportation Engineer
Peter Krick, Property Agent
Celia Greenman, Colorado Geologic Survey
Stephen LaBonde, Orchard Mesa Sanitation

FROM: Pat Cecil, Development Services Supervisor

SUBJECT: Response to Comments — Crista Lee Subdivision
Final Plat (FP-2003-101).

Attached is the Response to Comments for this project. Please review and return any
further comments you have to me by Thursday, October 2, 2003.

If you have any questions please contact me at:
Phone #: 244-1439
Fax #: 256-4031
E-mail: patcgrandjcLco.us

See Attached Comments.

cc: Deb Davis, OMSD

Pat O’connor, Vista Engineering
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REVIEW COMMENTS

Page 1 of4
June 16, 2003

FILE #FP-2003-101 DRM TITLE HEADING: Crista Lee Subd Final Plat

LOCATION: 2933 B¼ Road

PETITIONER: Alan Helmick

PETITIONER’S ADDRESS/TELEPHONE: 721 Main Street, #4
Grand Junction, CO 81416
970-874-8913

PETITIONER’S REPRESENTATIVE: Vista Engineering Corp — Pat O’Conner
243-2242

STAFF REPRESENTATIVE: Pat Cecil

NOTE: THE PETITIONER IS REQUIRED TO SUBMIT AND LABEL A RESPONSE
TO COMMENT FOR EACH AGENCY OR INDIVIDUAL WHO HAS REQUESTED
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION OR REVISED PLANS, INCLUDING THE CITY, ON
OR BEFORE 5:00 P.M., , 2003.

CITY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
Pat Cecil 244-1439

crr:Ø— cc4nerAx ,r j. ce/ned’ czca ss * %ez4ak%’
CITY DEVELOPMENT ENGINEER
Laura Lambertv 256-4155
Covenants
1. The covenants do not address the maintenance responsibility for the Storm Water Control

Pond and Facilities. The HOA is responsible for the maintenance and operation of the
pond and appurtenant facilities including the pump system. All costs including electrical
power costs are the responsibility of the HOA. Also, the HOA is responsible to ensure
that any alterations to the pump and pond are done in conformance with the design
parameters established in the VISTA Engineering Final Drainage Report and the City’s
Storm Water Management Manual. Any alterations must be submitted to the City for
approval.

2. Article V. Section 23 states that the drainage may not be altered except by the permission
of the HOA. Include the City of Grand Junction and conformance with the current City
ordinances.

Plat/Easement
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I. Spelling of the subdivision is “Christa Lee’. Is it Crista Lee - because that is what it is
everywhere else.

2. Plat notes Tract A as a Detention Area (Temporary). This is a permanent detention area.
3. Plat shall restrict below grade construction and required a Open-Excavation Foundation

Observation Report from a licensed engineer.
4. Is easement shown over Tract B to be dedicated to the City or to the owners and

successors of the Daugherty parcel (2943-293-00-I 18). Clarify that this right is
conveyed even if the Daugherty parcel is further subdivided.

Plan
1. Sht 3: Add Note: The Contractor shall obtain a permit for work in the right-of-way on B

‘/2 Road from Mesa County Road & Bridge.
2. Sht 4, Note 2: Remove Grand Junction Drainage District from note as this is not in their

service district.
3. Sht 4, Note 9: Demolition is incorrectly spelled.
4. Sht 4: Chow 4” irrigation line at east end of Mia Drive in sleeve like others
5. Sht 4: Some lots have risers shown and some do not. Why?
6. Sht 5: Please show irrigation crossing in profile and note minimum cover.
7. Sht 7: Please show irrigation crossing in profile and note minimum cover.
8. Sht 5 & 7: Confirm that irrigation crossings are below roadway structural section at

gutter flowline and that they have adequate cover for loading and pipe type.
9. Check conformance with B V2 Road plans
10. Sht 8: Taper length for I I’ shift, trailing and leading
II. Sht 8: Paved width for taper 4’ minimum. Shouldertype?
12. Sht 8: Pavement section show roadway cross section
13. Sht 8: termination of 15” HDPE
14.
15. Sht 10: Correct typo on Tina Way Centerline. Change notation from Four Corners Drive

to Tina Way.
16. Sht 11: TC elevations should have maximums as well as minimums. Suggest using a

constant amount above the minimum such as 6-9”. Anything too high makes side yard
swale hard to grade with 7’ side yard setback.

17. Sht 11: TC elevation on Lot 1 Block 3 seems high.
18. Sht 11: Note lot drainage type, in this case Type A.
19. Prior to Final Plan approval, a letter with the Sht 11 information or Sht 11 shall be

submitted to Bob Lee, Mesa County Building Official with minimum and maximum TC
elevations. Signed acknowledgement of receipt needs to be provided to the City. Bob
Lee will also need a copy of the Final Geotechnical Report.

20. Sht 12: Where are Silt Fences and Bales installed? Also, use alternate SWPPP measures
to hay bales, if proposed to be used.

21. Sht 1 2, show a crushed rock pad at project entrance to prevent/mitigate tracking.
22. Sht 12: Show stormwater outlet erosion prevention such as riprap.
DIA
1. Use current City DIA form available at

http://www.gjcity.org/CityDeptWebPages/CommunityDevelopment/DevelopmentService
s/DSFileslhatLlNKintoDWStoreHere/PDF/Forms/DIA.pdf and Exhibit B form at
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http://wxvw.gjcity.org/CityDeptWebPages/ComrnunityDevelopment/DevelopmentService
s/DSFilesThatLlNKintoDWStoreHere/PDF/Forms/DIA%2OEXHIBIT%20B.pdf

CITY FIRE DEPARTMENT
Hank Masterson
No objections.

CITY ATTORNEY
Stephanie Rubinstein 244-1501

CITY UTILITY ENGINEER
Trent PraIl 244-1590

Wiedman 263-2313
in receipt of the plat map for your new subdivision, Crista Lee Subdivision. I would like
to notify you that we will be working with the other utilities to provide service to this
subdivision in a timely manner.

I would like to take this opportunity to bring to your attention a few details that will help both of
us provide the services you wish available to the new home purchasers. There items are
as follows:

I. We require the developers to provide, at no charge to Bresnan Communications, an open
trench for cable service where underground service is needed and when a roadbore is
required. that too must be provided by the developer. The trench may be the same one
used by other utilities, however the roadbore must provide a 2” conduit for the sole use of
cable TV.

2. We require developers to provide, at no charge to Bresnan Communications, Fill-in of the
trench once cable has been installed in the trench.

3. We require developers to provide, at no charge to Bresnan Communications, a 4” PVC
conduit at all utility road crossings where cable TV will be installed. The cable TV
crossing will be in the same location as power and telephone crossings. If the conduit is
not installed. we will be unable to place our lines until one is installed. This 4” conduit
will be for the sole use of cable TV.

4. Should your subdivision contain cul-de-sacs. the driveways and property lines (pins)
must be clearly marked prior to the installation of underground cable. Any need to
relocate pedestals or lines will be billed directly back to your company.

5. Bresnan Communications will provide service to your subdivision so long as it is within
the normal cable TV sen’ice area. Any subdivision that is out of the existing cable TV
area may require a construction assist charge, paid by the developer, to Bresnan
Communications in order to extend the cable TV service to that subdivision.

6. Should Bresnan Communications be required to perform work on any existing aerial or
underground cable TV lines to provide service to the subdivision. Bresnan
Communications may require a construction assist charge, to be paid by the developer.

244-1313

BRESNAN COMMUNICATIONS
Chuck
We are
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Should you have any other questions or concerns please feel free to contact me at any time. If I
am out of the office when you call please leave your name and phone number with out
office and I will get back in contact with you as soon as I can.

CITY TRANSPORTATION ENGINEER 10/4/02
George Miller 256-4123
I. These plans have not been completed on a number of points.

a. Several previous comments have requested detailing of existing B 1/2 Rd
striping, signing, accesses. etc along the site frontage, and for 200’ each direction
beyond the frontage in each direction. This has never been provided.

b. A bike lane is required along the site frontage. This has not been detailed.
c. Stop signs were required for North and Southbound Crista Lee at B V2 and at Mia.

These have not been provided Additionally required, but not proviced, a
Northbound stop was required at Jacob. and a Southbound stop was required on
Tianna at Tina.

d. Street names will be required at the intersection of Mia and Tianna and at the Tina
/Jacob intersection.

2. The plans have changed in a variety of ways from previous issues. Plans now show
splash pans on Mia at Crista, on Jacop at Mia. and on Tina at Tianna. As requested on
earlier comment sets, advisory “Dip” signs will be required on unrestricted approaches to
these pans.

3. The plan set will need to include a note, “Contact the City Traffic Operations
Supen’isor(970 / 244-1573) prior to any pavement marking or signing material order,
layout, or installation.”

CITY ADDRESSING
Fan Gibson 256-4043

PARKS & RECREATION DEPARTMENT
Shawn Cooper 254-3869

MESA COUNTY BUILDING DEPARTMENT
Bob Lee 244-1656
No objections to the application.

CITY PROPERTY AGENT
256-4003Peter Krick

REVIEW COMMENTS
1. The distance used in line no. 7 of the legal description does not match the drawing.
2. Item no.3 in the Dedications should read: “All Irrigation Easements to the Ownerst.
3. Item No. 1(j) of the City of Grand Junction Platting Standards requires a list of all

abbreviations and symbols used on the Plat.
4. Indicate the source of the right of way for B-l/2 Road.
5. Provide right of way widths for the interior roads within the Plat.



o C)

6. Tract A is indicated on the drawing as being “temporary’ and the Dedication states that it
is a perpetual easement for the stated purposes.

7. The 30 foot ingress/egress easement within Tract B should not be dedicated to the City of
Grand Junction.

8. The Tract B dedication language should note the ingress/egress easement to the private
parties of the adjoining property.

9. Remove that portion of the 25 foot Irrigation Easement within the right of way for Mia
Drive.

10. A copy of an Improvement Survey is required with the submittal of the Plat.
II. A field inspection will be performed immediately prior to recording the Plat to verify that

corners indicated on the Plat are in place and as noted on the Plat.

U.S. POSTAL SERVICE
Cheryl Fiegel 244-3435

MESA COUNTY SCHOOL DIST #51
Lou Grasso 242-8500
Following are estimated student impacts for two developments. I have
identified the development and then listed the Program/Schedule Capacity, 2/03
enrollment and estimated student impact at the attendance area schools. Please
contact me at 242-8500 if you have questions or need additional information.

Crista Lee: MesaViewEle: 380/444/5 OM MS: 598/604/2 CHS: 1470/1652/3

UTE WATER
Jim Daugherty 242-7391

Comments not received as of 6/16/03:
City Addressing
City Attorney
Community Development
City Parks & Recreation
City Police Department
City Utility Engineer
Colorado Geological Survey
Mesa County Public Works
Orchard Mesa Sanitation

Q west
US Postal Service
XCel
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Memorandum

DATE: July 28, 2003

TO: Laura Lamberty, Community Development Engineer
Peter Krick, City Property Agent
Faye Gibson, City Addressing
George Miller, City Transportation Engineer
Celia Greenman, Colorado Geologic Survey
Stephen LaBonde, Orchard Mesa Sanitation District
Raymond Schuster, Orchard Mesa Irrigation
Jim Daugherty, Ute Water District

FROM: Pat Cecil, Development Services Supervisor

SUBJECT: Response to Comments — Crista Lee Subdivision
Final Plat (FP-2003-lOl).

Attached are the revised comments for this project. Please review and return any further
comments you have to me by Monday. August 11, 2003.

If you have any questions please contact me at:
Phone #: 244-1439
Fax #: 256-4031
E-mail: patcci.grandjct.co.us
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REVIEW COMMENT RESPONSES
July 24, 2003

CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION - FINAL PLAN
File # FP-2003-10l

These responses correspond with review comments provided by the City of Grand Junction for
the above-referenced project dated June 24, 2003.

Pat Cecil - City Community Development

1. Check the dedication language on the plat. It provides access to the Districts’ “successors and
assigns” (see plat note 7 under “Description” on the right-hand side of the plat). Please provide
specific language, if this is not satisfactory. Copies of the easement documents and the revised
CC&R’s are included for your review.

2. Correct spelling of”Crista” is provided throughout.

3 & 4. A copy of the revised CC&R’s is included.

5. Landscaping costs have been added to the DIA, irrigation costs were originally included.

Laura Lamberty - City Development Engineer

Covenants
I & 2. A copy of the revised CC&R’s is included.

Plat/Easement
1. Correct spelling of”Crista” is provided throughout.

2. The plat has been corrected to denote a “permanent” detention area.

3. The plat has been corrected to include a note regarding soils conditions (note 6).

4. Dedication is to Daughtery (note 6, under “Description”).

Plans
- 12. The plans have been revised to provide the requested changes.

13. The storm sewer termination has been more clearly delineated. Mesa County will be
contacted to request extension of the B ½ Road storm sewer which is currently not proposed to
be installed in this particular location.

14. No comment provided by City.
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Faye Gibson - City Addressing

Tina Way has been changed to Four Corners Way, as requested.

Shawn Cooper - City Parks and Recreation

Fee information has been forwarded to the petitioner.

Peter Krick - City Property Agent

1. The distance has been corrected.

2. Correction has been provided.

3. Abbreviations have been added.

4. A book and page have been added.

5. Roadway widths have been added.

6. Tract A has been corrected to be permanent.

7. Tract B is dedicated to Daughtery.

8. Tract B dedication language has been revised, please review and provide specific language if
not satisfactory.

9. The 25’ easement across Mia Drive existed prior to this plat and must be shown.

10. An Improvement Survey will be submitted with the plat.

Celia Greenman - Colorado Geological Survey

A note has been added to the final plat recommending engineered foundations to analyze and
mitigate soil/foundation problems. Roadway and trench stabilization can ultimately only be
addressed during construction, however, there are recommendations within the soils report.
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15. Tianna Way is correct. Tina Way is required to change to Four Corners Drive (see Faye
Gibson comment).

16. To accurately provide maximum foundation elevations, I would need to know the exact
locations of the building footprints. This information is not available at time of grading plan
design. Maximum elevations are dependent on actual distances and setbacks determined at time
of building construction.

17. The TC elevation on Lot 1, Block 3 has been lowered 0.7’. Thank you for the observation.

18. Drainage-type details and notes have been added to the plan.

19. A drainage letter, with Bob Lee acknowledgment, has been for-warded to your office.

20. Bales have been eliminated as an option, and silt-fence is indicated around the outlet structure
on the revised drawing. This location will intercept all significant site runoff

21. A crushed-rock mud-trap is indicated on the revised drawing.

22. A riprap blanket is shown at the pond intake on the revised drawing.

DIA
1. Please provide a copy of the blank form in an electronic spreadsheet format (Excel, etc.). I
can only download a copy of the form to fill-out manually from the website.

Chuck Viedman - Bresnan Communications

Your comments have been forwarded to the petitioner.

George Miller - City Transportation Engineer

L A. Existing pavement striping, accesses, and signs along B ‘/2 Road are now shown on the
revised “utility composite”, sheet 4.
B. A bike-lane is now indicated on the typical cross-section for B ‘/2 Road, sheet 3.
C. Signs have been added, as requested, see sheet 4.
D. Signs have been added, as requested, see sheet 4.

2. “Dip” signs have been added, as requested.

3. The requested note has been added to sheets 3 and 4.
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Raymond Schuster - Orchard Mesa Irrigation

A 15 access easement with access language (regarding fences and gates) has been added to the
plat and revised plans to provide OMI access to the existing structures in the southeast corner of
Lot 4, Block 2. Sheet 131s included for your review.

Stephen LaBonde - Orchard Mesa Sanitation District

Ml comments have been addressed as requested. Notes, signature blocks, and standard detail
sheets have been revised or added, as required. The petitioner has been made aware of the
required extension agreement.

Lou Grasso - Mesa County School District

Informational comment, no response necessary.

Jim Daugherty - Ute Water

L The fire hydrant has been added, as requested.

2. The waterline connection to the existing 18 high-pressure line is noted on the revised
drawings, as discussed

Remaining notes are included in the drawings.
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RESPONSE TO REVIEW COMMENTS

CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISIOM

r 0

Alan Helmick

City Community Development

Pat Cecil
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REVIEW COMMENTS

Page 1 of 8
June 24, 2003

FILE #FP-2003-101 TITLE HEADING: Crista Lee Subdivision

LOCATION: 2933 BY2 Road

PETITIONER: Alan Helmick

PETITIONER’S ADDRESS/TELEPHONE: 721 Main Street, #4
Grand Junction, CO 81416
970-874-8913

PETITIONER’S REPRESENTATIVE: Vista Engineering Corp — Pat O’Conner
243-2242

STAFF REPRESENTATIVE: Pat Cecil

NOTE: THE PETITIONER IS REQUIRED TO SUBMIT AND LABEL A RESPONSE
TO COMMENT FOR EACH AGENCY OR INDIVIDUAL WHO HAS REQUESTED
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION OR REVISED PLANS, INCLUDING THE CITY, ON
OR BEFORE 5:00 P.M., SEPTEMBER 24, 2003.

CITY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 6/18/03
Pat Cecil 244-1439
1. It is unclear whether the 15 foot O.M. Irrigation District easement shown on Lot 4 of

Block 2 would permit access by other persons having a need to access the headgates
located in the southeast corner of that lot. Provide a copy of the proposed easement
document for review. The CC&R’s should also identify the rights of persons outside of
the subdivision to repair and maintain headgate facilities

2. The two easement deeds have “Crista” spelled differently than the plat.
3. Page 3, Section 4 makes reference to “Country Meadows” and facilities not shown on

this subdivision.
4. Page 8, Section references the R-2 zone. This zone does not exist in the City. The site is

zones RSF-4.
5. I don’t see any reference to the irrigation system and landscaping costs for Tracts A & B

in the DIA.

CITY DEVELOPMENT ENGINEER 6/16/03
Laura Lamberty 256-4155
Covenants
1. The covenants do not address the maintenance responsibility for the Storm Water Control

Pond and Facilities. The HOA is responsible for the maintenance and operation of the
pond and appurtenant facilities including the pump system. All costs including electrical
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power costs are the responsibility of the HOA. Also, the HOA is responsible to ensure
that any alterations to the pump and pond are done in conformance with the design
parameters established in the VISTA Engineering Final Drainage Report and the City’s
Storm Water Management Manual. Any alterations must be submitted to the City for
approval.

2. Article V. Section 23 states that the drainage may not be altered except by the permission
of the HOA. Include the City of Grand Junction and conformance with the current City
ordinances.

Plat/Easement
I. Spelling of the subdivision is “Christa Lee”. Is it Crista Lee - because that is what it is

everywhere else.
2. Plat notes Tract A as a Detention Area (Temporary). This is a permanent detention area.
3. Plat shall restrict below grade construction and required a Open-Excavation Foundation

Observation Report from a licensed engineer.
4. Is easement shown over Tract B to be dedicated to the City or to the owners and

successors of the Daugherty parcel (2943-293-00-118). Claris’ that this right is
conveyed even if the Daugherty parcel is ffirther subdivided.

Plan
1. Sht 3: Add Note: The Contractor shall obtain a permit for work in the right-of-way on B

½ Road from Mesa County Road & Bridge.
2. Sht 4, Note 2: Remove Grand Junction Drainage District from note as this is not in their

service district.
3. Sht 4. Note 9: Demolition is incorrectly spelled.
4. Sht 4: Chow 4” irrigation line at east end of Mia Drive in sleeve like others
5. Sht 4: Some lots have risers shown and some do not. Why?
6. Sht 5: Please show irrigation crossing in profile and note minimum cover.
7. Sht 7: Please show irrigation crossing in profile and note minimum cover.
8. Sht 5 & 7: Confirm that irrigation crossings are below roadway structural section at

gutter flowline and that they have adequate cover for loading and pipe type.
9. Check conformance with B ¼ Road plans
10. Sht 8: Taper length for 11’ shift, trailing and leading
11. Sht 8: Paved width for taper 4’ minimum. Shouldenype?
12. Sht 8: Pavement section show roadway cross section
13. Sht 8: termination of 15” HDPE
14.
15. Sht 10: Correct typo on Tina Way Centerline. Change notation from Four Corners Drive

to Tina Way.
16. Sht 11: TC elevations should have maximums as well as minimums. Suggest using a

constant amount above the minimum such as 6-9”. Anything too high makes side yard
swale hard to grade with 7’ side yard setback.

17. Sht 11: TC elevation on Lot 1 Block 3 seems high.
18. Sht 11: Note lot drainage type, in this case Type A.
19. Prior to Final Plan approval, a letter with the Sht 11 information or Sht 11 shall be

submitted to Bob Lee, Mesa County Building Official with minimum and maximum TC
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elevations. Signed acknowledgement of receipt needs to be provided to the City. Bob
Lee will also need a copy of the Final Geotechnical Report.

20. Sht 12: Where are Silt Fences and Bales installed? Also, use alternate SWPPP measures
to hay bales, if proposed to be used.

21. Sht 12, show a crushed rock pad at project entrance to prevent/mitigate tracking.
22. Sht 12: Show stormwater outlet erosion prevention such as riprap.
DIA
1. Use current City DIA form available at

http://www.gjcity.org/CityDeptWebPagesfCommunityoevelopment’DevelopmentService
s/DSFilesThatLlNKintoDWStoreHere/PDF/FormsIDIA.pdf and Exhibit B form at
http:/Iwww.gjcity.org/City’DeptWebPages/CommunityDevelopment/DevelopmentService
s/DSFilesThatLlNKintoDWStoreHere/PDF/Forms/DIA%2OEXHIBIT%20B.pdf

CITY FIRE DEPARTMENT 6/11/03
Hank Masterson 244-1414
No objections.

BRESNAN COMMUNICATIONS 6/12/03
Chuck Wiedman 263-2313
We are in receipt of the plat map for your new subdivision, Crista Lee Subdivision. I would like
to notify you that we will be working with the other utilities to provide service to this subdivision
in a timely manner.

I would like to take this opportunity’ to bring to your attention a few details that will help both of
us provide the services you wish available to the new home purchasers. There items are as
follows:
1. We require the developers to provide, at no charge to Bresnan Communications, an open

trench for cable service where underground service is needed and when a roadhore is
required. that too must be provided by the developer. The trench may be the same one
used by other utilities, however the roadbore must provide a 2” conduit for the sole use of
cable TV.

2. We require developers to provide, at no charge to Bresnan Communications, fill-in of the
trench once cable has been installed in the trench.

3. We require developers to provide, at no charge to Bresnan Communications, a 4” PVC
conduit at all utility road crossings where cable TV will be installed. The cable TV
crossing will be in the same location as power and telephone crossings. If the conduit is
not installed, we will be unable to place our lines until one is installed. This 4” conduit
will be for the sole use of cable TV.

4. Should your subdivision contain cul-de-sacs, the driveways and property lines (pins)
must be clearly marked prior to the installation of underground cable. Any need to
relocate pedestals or lines will be billed directly back to your company.

5. Bresnan Communications will provide service to your subdivision so long as it is within
the normal cable TV service area. Any subdivision that is out of the existing cable TV
area may require a construction assist charge, paid by the developer, to Bresnan
Communications in order to extend the cable TV service to that subdivision.
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6. Should Bresnan Communications be required to perform work on any existing aerial or
underground cable TV lines to provide service to the subdivision, Bresnan
Communications may require a construction assist charge, to be paid by the developer.

Should you have any other questions or concerns please feel free to contact me at any time. If!
am out of the office when you call please leave your name and phone number with out office and
I will get back in contact with you as soon as I can.

CITY TRANSPORTATION ENGINEER 6/13/03
George Miller 256-4123
1. These plans have not been completed on a number of points.

a. Several previous comments have requested detailing of existing B 1/2 Rd
striping, signing, accesses, etc along the site frontage, and for 200 each direction
beyond the frontage in each direction. This has never been provided.

b. A bike lane is required along the site frontage. This has not been detailed.
c. Stop signs were required for North and Southbound Crista Lee at B V2 and at Mia.

These have not been provided Additionally required, but not proviced, a
Northbound stop was required at Jacob, and a Southbound stop was required on
Tianna at Tina.

d. Street names will be required at the intersection of Mia and Tianna and at the Tina
/Jacob intersection.

2. The plans have changed in a variety of ways from previous issues. Plans now show
splash pans on Mia at Crista, on Jacop at Mia. and on Tina at Tianna. As requested on
earlier comment sets, advisory ‘Dip’ signs will be required on unrestricted approaches to
these pans.

3. The plan set will need to include a note, “Contact the City Traffic Operations
Supervisor(970 / 244-1573) prior to any pavement marking or signing material order,
layout, or installation.

6/17/03
256-4043

CITY ADDRESSING
Fayc Gibson
The street name of Tina Way needs to be changed
and Subdivision name is fine.

to Four Corners Drive. All other street names

PARKS & RECREATION DEPARTMENT 6/17/03
Shawn Cooper 254-3869
P&OS fees will be 21 DU @ S225/ $4725.

Parkland Dedication fees will be fee in lieu of land dedication equal to 10% of land value.
According to the appraisal, that 10% value will be $12,000.

MESA COUNTY BUILDING DEPARTMENT 5/23/03
Bob Lee 244-1656
No objections to the application.
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CITY PROPERTY AGENT 6/12/03
Peter Krick 256-4003
REVIEW COMMENTS
1. The distance used in line no. 7 of the legal description does not match the drawing.
2. Item no.3 in the Dedications should read: “All Irrigation Easements to the Ownersj,.
3. Item No. 1(j) of the City of Grand Junction Platting Standards requires a list of all

abbreviations and symbols used on the Plat.
4. Indicate the source of the right of way for 8-1/2 Road.
5. Provide right of way widths for the interior roads within the Plat.

6. Tract A is indicated on the drawing as being “temporary’ and the Dedication states that it
is a perpetual easement for the stated purposes.

7. The 30 foot ingress/egress easement within Tract B should not be dedicated to the City of
Grand Junction.

8. The Tract B dedication language should note the ingress/egress easement to the private
parties of the adjoining property.

9. Remove that portion of the 25 foot Irrigation Easement within the right of way for Mia
Drive.

10. A copy of an Improvement Survey is required with the submittal of the Plat.
11. A field inspection will be performed immediately prior to recording the Plat to verify that

corners indicated on the Plat are in place and as noted on the Plat.

COLORADO GEOLOGIC SURVEY 6/18/03
Celia Greenman 303-866-2811
The material CGS recently received on Crista Lee does not provide any more information than
the previous submittal. Therefore, there is no additional comment beyond what was stated in my
email dated December 19, 2002, when I mentioned that it would be prudent to drill some test
borings to determine post-grading conditions in the wet sections of the site--specifically to
confirm that grading and cessation of flood irrigation have improved the conditions. There
should be a contingency plan prepared if wet conditions persist.

ORCHARD MESA IRRIGATION 5/23/03
Raymond Schuster 464-7885
Orchard Mesa Irrigation District’s Mutual Mesa Flow line feed this subdivision. There are
several head gates at the southeast corner of the subdivision, which we must have access to at all
times during the irrigation season. Access without fences or access with fences without locked
gates.

The details of what is going to happened to these head gates at the southeast corner in on sheet
13 of 19 sheets. We did not receive sheet 13 so we don’t have the details. I met on the ground
with a representative of Vista Engineering Corp.. and we kicked a few clouds of dirt and
discussed a few details. I would like to see how our discussion was interpreted by seeing sheet
13.
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ORCHARD MESA SANITATION 6/19/03
Stephen LaBonde 241-7076
The following are the Orchard Mesa Sanitation District’s review comments for the proposed
Christa Lee Subdivision:
1. The note on Sheet 5 referring to the connection of the new sewerline to the District’s

existing 12-inch PVC sewerline upstream of existing MH-0M5 should be revised to
include the connection between the existing and new sewerlines is to be made with a
PVC bell-by-bell closure coupling.

2. The type of pipe for the District’s existing 12-inch sanitary sewerline along BA Road
should be called out as PVC for the Contractor’s reference.

3. A note should be added on Sheet 5 specifying the method of abandoning the existing
sewer service line connected to the Districts B’4 Road sewerline in the intersection of
Christa Lee Way. The tap is to be abandoned by cutting the existing service line at the
tap and capping it with a glue cap. A District representative will be required to inspect
the abandoned tap prior to backfill that should be noted on the Plans.

4. Several sewer service Lines are shown connecting to the proposed sewer main at locations
where concrete encasement of the sewerline is required at water line crossings. For
future maintenance reasons, these taps should be relocated. This can be accomplished by
relocating MU-B I to the west so that the sewerline in Tianna Way is located in the center
of the south bound lane; MH-B2 located further south to the center of the east bound lane
in Tina Way; and MH-D1 is located further to the south approximately 10-feet. Locating
the manholes at these locations will allow the taps to Lots 4 and 8 of Block 2 and Lot 4 of
Block 3 to connect to the sewer main outside the concrete encasements.

5. The sewerline between MH-B2 and MH-B3 should be extended further to the east so that
the sewer service lines to Lots 5 and 6 of Block 2 extend into the lot perpendicular to the
sewer main. The sewer service to Lot 5 should be redirected to this sewerline rather then
the sewerline in Jacob Way. The District requires sewer services in new developments to
be perpendicular to the sewer main for ease of future referencing, if at all possible.

6. The invert-in elevation for the proposed 8-inch sewerline at MH-A1 in Christa Lee Way
should be revised to provide a maximum fall of 0.7-feet between the invert-in and invert-
out to provide a better invert configuration rather then the I-footfall proposed.

7. The beginning and end stationing for all concrete encasements of the sewerline at water
line crossings should be specified on the Plan and Profile.

8. The invert-in elevation for the stub-out at MH-C2 should be specified on the Profile. A
note specifying the length of the stub-out and that the end be glue capped and marked
with a 2x4 post painted green should also be added.

9. The lot and block number should be shown on the plan portion of the Plan and Profile
Sheet 7 for Lots 4 and 5 of Block 2 for the District’s future reference in locating sewer
service lines.

10. The District’s Standard Notes will need to be provided on the final Plans approved for
construction that are available upon request. In addition to the District’s Standard Notes,
the following additional notes should also be included:
a) The Contractor will be required to obtain any necessary utility permits for work

within the 8½ Road right-of-way.
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b) For dead-end manholes 83 and B 1, the invert channel shall be constructed 3/4 of
the length through the manhole base to facilitate testing axtd access for the
Districts maintenance equipment.

11. The Districts approval signature blocks should be revised to;
i) Approved for construction for 1 year from the following date
ii) Initial Acceptance

12. The District’s Standard Detail Sheet will need to be included with the final Plans
approved for construction.

13. The District’s Sewerline Extension Application and Agreement will need to be executed
by the Petitioner prior to the Plans being approved for construction.

Please have the Petitioner revise the Plans to address the aforementioned comments and resubmit
them to the District for review. Vie apologize for the delay in issuing the District’s comments.

6/2/03
242-8500

MESA COUNTY SCHOOL DIST #51
Lou Grasso
Following are estimated student impacts for two developments. I have
identified the development and then listed the Program/Schedule Capacity, 2/03
enrollment and estimated student impact at the attendance area schools. Please
contact me at 242-8500 if you have questions or need additional information.

Crista Lee: MesaViewEle: 380/444/5 OM MS: 598/604/2 CHS: 1470/1652/3

UTE WATER 5/29/03
Jim Daugherty 242-7491
COMMENT
* A fire hydrant should be place at northwest corner of lot 1, block 2.
* If water line ties in to 18” in B 1/2 Rd. a pressure-regulating vault will be required at

entrance to subdivision.
* Water mains shall be C900, Class 150 PVC. Installation of pipe, fittings, valves, and

services, including testing and disinfection shall be in accordance with Ute Water
standard specifications and drawings

* Developer is responsible for installing meter pits and yokes (pits and yokes supplied by
Ute Water).

* Construction plans required 48 hours before construction begins. If plans are changed the
developer must submit a new set of plans.

* Electronic drawings of the utility composite for the subdivision, in Autocad.dwg format,
must be provided prior to final acceptance of water infrastructure.

* Water meters will not be sold until final acceptance of the water infrastructure.
* ALL FEES AND POLICIES IN EFFECT AT TIME OF APPLICATION WILL APPLY
If you have any questions concerning any of this, please feel free to contact Ute Water.

Comments not received as of 6/24/03:
City Attorney
City Police Department
City Utility Engineer
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Mesa County Public Works
Qwest
US Postal Service
XCeI
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REVIEW COMMENT RESPONSES
July 24, 2003

CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION - FINAL PLAN
File # FP-2003-10l

These responses correspond with review comments provided by the City of Grand Junction for
the above-referenced project dated June 24, 2003.

Pat Cecil - City Community Development

1. Check the dedication language on the plat. It provides access to the Districts’ “successors and
assigns” (see plat note 7 under “Description” on the right-hand side of the plat). Please provide
specific language, if this is not satisfactory. Copies of the easement documents and the revised
CC&R’s are included for your review.

2. Correct spelling of”Crista” is provided throughout.

3 & 4. A copy of the revised CC&R’s is included.

5. Landscaping costs have been added to the DIA, irrigation costs were originally included.

Laura Lamberty - City Development Engineer

Covenants
I & 2. A copy of the revised CC&R’s is included.

Plat/Easement
1. Correct spelling of”Crista” is provided throughout.

2. The plat has been corrected to denote a “permanent” detention area.

3. The plat has been corrected to include a note regarding soils conditions (note 6).

4. Dedication is to Daughtery (note 6, under “Description”).

Plans
- 12. The plans have been revised to provide the requested changes.

13. The storm sewer termination has been more clearly delineated. Mesa County will be
contacted to request extension of the B ½ Road storm sewer which is currently not proposed to
be installed in this particular location.

14. No comment provided by City.
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ORCHARD MESA SANITATION 8/7/03
Stephen LaBonde 241-7076
The following are the Orchard Mesa Sanitation District’s review comments on the resubmittal of
the proposed Christa Lee Subdivision addressing the Districts comments of June 16, 2003:
1. The invert-in elevation at MH-Al for the proposed 8-inch sewerline from the Christa Lee

Subdivision has a fall of 0.58-feet between the invert-in and invert-out. The District’s
previous comment requested a 0.7-foot fall to ensure that wastewater from the B’/2 Road
sewerline would not back up into the new sewerline. The 0.58-foot fall is acceptable that
can be field adjusted dependent on the peak flow depth in the By2 Road sewerline. A not
should be added to the Plans that the invert-in at MR-Al can be field adjusted to prevent
flow from backing up into theChrista Lee outfall sewerline.

2. The stub-out length at MR-C2 should be adjusted to 5-foot that is the maximum stub-out
length allowed by the District.

3. The District’s Standard Notes should be provided on Sheet 3 to replace the sewer notes
provided.

4. MH-A2 is incorrectly labedled in the profile on Sheet 6 and should be corrected.
S. The leader line to MH-Dl should point to the manhole rather than the concrete

encasement on Sheet 4.
6. The Districts Sewerline Extension Application and Agreement still needs to be executed

by the Petitioner that will need to be submitted prior to the Plans being approved for
construction.

Please have the Petitioner revise the Plan to address the aforementioned comments and resubmit
them to the District for final review.
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15. Tianna Way is correct. Tina Way is required to change to Four Corners Drive (see Faye
Gibson comment).

16. To accurately provide maximum foundation elevations, I would need to know the exact
locations of the building footprints. This information is not available at time of grading plan
design. Maximum elevations are dependent on actual distances and setbacks determined at time
of building construction.

17. The TC elevation on Lot 1, Block 3 has been lowered 0.7’. Thank you for the observation.

18. Drainage-type details and notes have been added to the plan.

19. A drainage letter, with Bob Lee acknowledgment, has been for-warded to your office.

20. Bales have been eliminated as an option, and silt-fence is indicated around the outlet structure
on the revised drawing. This location will intercept all significant site runoff

21. A crushed-rock mud-trap is indicated on the revised drawing.

22. A riprap blanket is shown at the pond intake on the revised drawing.

DIA
1. Please provide a copy of the blank form in an electronic spreadsheet format (Excel, etc.). I
can only download a copy of the form to fill-out manually from the website.

Chuck Viedman - Bresnan Communications

Your comments have been forwarded to the petitioner.

George Miller - City Transportation Engineer

L A. Existing pavement striping, accesses, and signs along B ‘/2 Road are now shown on the
revised “utility composite”, sheet 4.
B. A bike-lane is now indicated on the typical cross-section for B ‘/2 Road, sheet 3.
C. Signs have been added, as requested, see sheet 4.
D. Signs have been added, as requested, see sheet 4.

2. “Dip” signs have been added, as requested.

3. The requested note has been added to sheets 3 and 4.
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Faye Gibson - City Addressing

Tina Way has been changed to Four Corners Way, as requested.

Shawn Cooper - City Parks and Recreation

Fee information has been forwarded to the petitioner.

Peter Krick - City Property Agent

1. The distance has been corrected.

2. Correction has been provided.

3. Abbreviations have been added.

4. A book and page have been added.

5. Roadway widths have been added.

6. Tract A has been corrected to be permanent.

7. Tract B is dedicated to Daughtery.

8. Tract B dedication language has been revised, please review and provide specific language if
not satisfactory.

9. The 25’ easement across Mia Drive existed prior to this plat and must be shown.

10. An Improvement Survey will be submitted with the plat.

Celia Greenman - Colorado Geological Survey

A note has been added to the final plat recommending engineered foundations to analyze and
mitigate soil/foundation problems. Roadway and trench stabilization can ultimately only be
addressed during construction, however, there are recommendations within the soils report.
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Raymond Schuster - Orchard Mesa Irrigation

A 15 access easement with access language (regarding fences and gates) has been added to the
plat and revised plans to provide OMI access to the existing structures in the southeast corner of
Lot 4, Block 2. Sheet 131s included for your review.

Stephen LaBonde - Orchard Mesa Sanitation District

Ml comments have been addressed as requested. Notes, signature blocks, and standard detail
sheets have been revised or added, as required. The petitioner has been made aware of the
required extension agreement.

Lou Grasso - Mesa County School District

Informational comment, no response necessary.

Jim Daugherty - Ute Water

L The fire hydrant has been added, as requested.

2. The waterline connection to the existing 18 high-pressure line is noted on the revised
drawings, as discussed

Remaining notes are included in the drawings.
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Declaration of Covenants, conditions and Restrictions of Crista Lee Subdivision

THIS DECLARATION, made on the date here and after set forth by Alan C. Helmick her after referredto as “Declarant.” WHEREAS, Declarant is the owner of certain property in the County of Mesa, Stateof Colorado, which is more particularly described as, see attached Exhibit AA” by this referenceincorporated herein. NOW, THEREFORE, Declarant hereby declared that all the propertiesdescribed, sold and conveyed subject to the following Easements, Restrictions, Covenants andConditions which are for the purpose of protecting the value and desirability of, and which shall runwith the personal property and be binding on all parties having any right, title or interest in thedescribed properties or any part thereof, their heirs, successors and assigns, and shall insure to thebenefit of each party thereof.

THEREOF, Declarant Declares, that the property and every portion of it, is and shall be held, sold,and conveyed subject to the Covenant, conditions, Restrictions, and agreements contained in thisDeclaration, which:
“A” Are for the purpose of protecting the value and the desirability of the property;“B” Shall run with, and be a pertinent to, all of the property except as expressly stated otherwise and,“C” Shall be binding upon, and insure to the value to the benefit of all persons or entities now owningor subsequently acquiring any right, title or interest in all or any part of property together witheach of their heirs, personal representatives, successors in interest and assigns.

All of the provisions of this Declaration are in furtherance of a general plan for the benefit of all of theproperty and it’s improvements and for the benefit of each present and subsequent owner of theproperty. All of the provisions of this Declaration shall be deemed to run with the land as Covenantsrunning with the land or as equitable servatutes, as the case may be obtained.

“0” these Covenants shall be binding upon all parties and all persons claiming under then for a periodof twenty years from a date hereof at which time said covenants shall be automatically extended forsuccessive periods often (10) years unless, by vote reflected by signed documents dually recordedby the majority of the land owners, it is agreed to change that covenant in all of part.

Article I.
DEFINITIONS

Section 1. “Association” shall mean and refer to Crista Lee Homeowners Association,
Section 2. “Owner” (‘Owner’s”) shall mean and refer to the record owner, whether one or moreperson’s or entities of a fee simple title to any lot, which is a part of the subdivision, including contractsellers, excluding those having such interest merely as security for the performance of, an obligation,Multiple person’s or entities holding title to a single lot shall together constitute a single owner.
Section 3. “Subdivision” means Crista Lee Subdivision in Mesa County, Colorado, according to therecorded plat of that Subdivision, as that plat may be amended from time to time,
Section 4, ‘Common Use Area” can mean and refer to the Orchard Mesa Irrigation held by theDeclarant for the use of the Association, and any other water or water rights, ditch or ditch rights or
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easements acquired by the Association, together with any facilities, improvements, easements, or
other real or personal properties related to related to, associated with, or used in connection with any
of them, “including, for example, irrigation pumps, valves, siphons, filters, and pipeline.’

Section 5. ‘Lot” (“Lot’s’) shall mean and refer to each residential lot shown upon the recorded plat of
the subdivision, as the plat may be amended from time to time, excluding areas designated as
common area on the p1st.

Section 6. “Natural Landscaping’ shall mean and refer to landscaping that fits the natural green valleysurrounding a lot.

Section 7. “Living space” shall be deemed to Include any floor on a split-level residence, which is lessthan four feet below the grade of the structure, or any space under roof with the exception of garagearea, storage area and basement. Easement is determined by any are which is more than for feetbelow the grade of the surface of the exterior of the building, this are shall be considered BasementArea and the square footage thereof shall not be counted in determining the compliance with theforegoing restrictions.

Section 8. “Architectural Control Committee’ (“ACC’)

Section 9. “Tree” shall mean any tree that the trunk measures 12’ of diameter 6’ above the ground.

Article II.
PROPERTY RIGHTS

Section 1. Irrigation Water Delivery System. Every owner shall access and use the Irrigation WaterDelivery System located in the utUity and irrigation easement located along the boundary of each lot.‘A” The association shall have the right to charge reasonable fees for the use and maintenance of theIrrigation Water Delivery System; and the right of the association to promulgate rules,regulations and schedules related to the use of the Irrigation Water System, and,The association shall have the right to suspend the voting rights and right to use of the IrrigationWater Delivery System by an owner for any period during which any access against his lotremains unpaid; and for a period not to exceed sixty days for any infraction of it’s publishedrules and regulations as determined by the Board of Directors,

Section 2, Delegation of Use. Any owner may delegate, in accordance with the bylaws, his right ofuse to the member of his family his tenants, or contract purchasers who reside on the property.
Section3, Ownership of Irrigation Equipment. The association shall own and be responsible forthe maintenance of the Irrigation Water Lines and associated equipment and fixture. The ownersshall only be responsible for the maintenance of all irrigation lines, pumps and sprinklers locatedwithin the boundaries of the owners lot that have been installed for that lot’s sole use.
Section 4. Open Space. The association shall own and maintain all on areas d open spaceareas as designated on the plat or incorporated into the design of ountry Meadows in hiding thepedestrian pathways, entrance monuments, landscaping and co mon landscape ea ent areassuch as the 10’ of area behind the east in Subdivision.

Article Ill
&LEMBERSHIP AND VOTING RIGHTS
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Section 1. Every owner of a lot, which is subject to access, shall be a member of the Association.
Membership shall be appurtenant to and may not be separated from ownership of any lot, which is
subject to access.

Section 2. The association shall have one class of voting membership, and be all owners of lots within
Crista lee Subdivision shall be entitled to one to one vote per each lot owned. When more than one
person holds an Interest in any lot, all such persons shall be members, The vote for such shall be
exercised as they determine, but in no eveny shall more than one vote be cast with respect to any lot.

Article IV.
COVENANT FOR MAINTENANCE ASSESSMENTS.

SECTiON 1. Creation of The Lien of Personal obligation of Assessments. The Declarant for
each lot owned within the property, hereby covenants and each owner of any lot by acceptance of
deed therefore, whether or not ft shall be so expressed in such deed, is deemed to covenant and
agree to pay to the association: “1. Annual assessment or charges, and “2. Special assessments for
capitol improvement, such assessments to be established and collected as here and after provided.
The annual special assessments, together with interest, cost and reasonable attorneys fees, shall be
charged on the land and shall be a continuing lien on the property against which each such
assessment is made, Each such assessment, together with interest cost and reasonable attorneys
fees, shall also be the personal obligation of the person who was the owner of such property at the
time when the assessment fell due. The personal obligation for delinquent assessment shall not pass
to his successors in title unless it is expressly assumed by them.

Section 2. Purpose of Assessments. The assessments levied by the association, shall be to
maintain an irrigation water delivery system to the properties and to perform the maintenance
responsibilities set forth in Article II above along with any other maintenance responsibilities deemednecessary by the Board.

SectionS, Maximum Annual Assessment. Until January St. of the year immediately following theconveyance of ninety percent of the lots to non-Declarant owners the maximum annual assessmentsshall be $100 per lot
“A” From and after January St. of the year immediately following the conveyance of ninety

percent of the lots to non-Declarant owners the maximum annual assessment may beincreased each year not more than twenty-five percent above the maximum assessmentfor the previous year without a vote of the membership.
“B” From and after January 1 of the year immediately following the conveyance of ninetypercent of the lots to non- Declarant owners the maximum annual assessments may beincreased above twenty-five percent by a vote of two thirds (2/3) of the members who arevoting in person or by proxy, at a meeting dually called for this purpose.“C” The Board of Directors may fix the annual assessments at an amount not in excess of themaximum.

Section 4. Special Assessments for Capitol Improvements. In addition to the annualassessments authorized above, the association may levy, in any assessment year, a specialassessment applicable to that year only [or the purpose of deferring, in all or in part, the cost of anyreconstruction, repair of or replacement of the Irrigation Water Delivery System, including fixtures andpersonal property related there to, or for the additional construction or maintenance of pedestrianpathways or facilities constructed within the open space for the use of all owners, provided that anysuch assessment shall have the consent of two thirds (2)3) of the votes of the members who arevoting in person or by proxy at a meeting dually called for this purpose.
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Section 5. Notice in Quorum for any Action Authorized under Section a and 4. Written notice of
any meeting called [or the purposes of taking any action authorized under Section 3. Or 4. shall be
sent to all members not less than thirty days or more than sixty days in advance of the meeting. At
the first such meeting called, the presence of members or of proxies entitled to cast sixty percent
(60%) of all the votes of the membership shall constitute a Quorum. If the required Quorum is not
present, another meeting may be called subject to the same notice requirement, and the required
Quorum at the subsequent meeting shall be one half (1/2) of the preceding meeting. No such
subsequent meeting shall be held more than sixty days.

Section 6. Uninformative Assessment. Both annual and special assessments must be fixed at a
uniform rate for all lots that are owned by a non- Declarant member and assessments shall be
collected on a monthly basis.

Section 7. Date of Commencement of Annual Assessments Due Date. The Annual Assessments
provided for herein shall commence as to all lots on the first day of me month following the
conveyance of a lot to a non-Declarant owner. The first Annual Assessment shall be adjusted
according to the number of months remaining in the calendar year. The Board of Directors shall fixthe amount of Annual Assessments against each lot at least thirty days in advance of each AnnualAssessment Period. Written notice of Annual Assessment shalt be sent to every owner subiectthereto. The due dates shall be established by the Board of Directors. The association shall, upondemand, and for a reasonable charge, furnish a certificate signed by an officer of the association as tothe status of assessments on a lot and this will be binding upon the association as of its issuance,

Section 8. Effect of Non-Payment of Assessments: Remedies of the Association. Anyassessments not paid within thirty days after the due date shall bear interest from the date at the rateof eighteen percent per annum. The association may bring an action at law against the ownerpersonally obligated to pat the same, or foreclose the lien against the property. No owner may waiveor otherwise escape liability for the assessments provided for herein by non-use of the IrrigationWater Delivery System or abandonment of his lot,

Section 9. Subordination of the Lien to Mortgages. The lien of the assessments provided forherein shall be subordinate to the lien of any first mortgage. Sale or transfer of any lot shall not affectthe assessment lien. However, the sale or transfer of any lot pursuant to mortgage foreclosure or anypreceding in lieu thereof shall extinguish the lien of such assessments as to payment which becamedue prior to such sale or transfer. No sale or transfer shall relieve such lot from liability for anyassessments thereafter becoming due or from the lien thereof.

Article V.
LAND USE RESTRICTIONS

Section 1. Land Use and Building Type. No lot should be used except for residential purposes. Nobuilding should be erected, or otherwise altered, placed or permitted to remain on any lot other thancne detached single family dwelling, a private garage with not less than two cars, swimming pool, andother small outbuildings directly related to residential use. The erection of more than one dwelling perlot or the new subdivision of lots into smaller units is prohibited.

Section 2. PrefabrIcated Structures. All dwellings, garages and outbuildings constructed upon theland covered by these covenants shall be of top quality design, construction, workmanship andmaterial: in particular, no structure will be of the types known as “prebuilt, precut, modular,manufactured, or mobile homes,” regardless of it’s quality as determined by other standards, also alldwellings shall have at least eighteen hundred square feet under roof.
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Section 3. Architectural Control. All residential design and construction is subject to the approval of
the Architectural Control Committee established in these articles. Careful attention shall be given to
the ecstatic and functional consideration of any design submitted in order to enhance family type
lifestyle of the subdivision without limitation, Architectural Control Committee shall consider the
following;

“A” The overall nature or character of the appearance of the structure, including orientation with
regard to view and pricing, and quality of exterior materials, must be consistent with the
requirements for construction in this subdivision.

“B” Minimal grading of dwelling sites to preserve natural terrain and foliage is preferred.
“C” The use of earth tone colors will be encouraged, and bright colors discouraged, especially

where an owner seeks to change or alter the existing color of the structure.
“Q” Patio structures will be designed such that they will blend into and compliment the pertinent

structure; a aluminum or plastic patio roof structures are prohibited.
“E” The Architectural Control Committee will approve only residential construction which meets the

following standards: (1.) A full set of plans and specifications must be submitted (2.) siding,
stucco, masonry, roofing, gutters and trim must be colors approved by the Architectural Control
Committee. (3.) The Architectural Control Committee will designate the location for a newspaper

and other non-mail receptacles.
‘F” Architectural Control Committee shall encourage stucco, stone, or rock exteriors. Final approval of
plans shall be at the total discretion of Architectural Control Committee.

Section 4. Dwelling Size and Quality. No dwelling shall be permitted on any lot if the ground floor
area of the main structure exclusive of open porches is less than seventeen hundred square feet, by
outside measurements; provided, however, that the Architectural Control Committee may permit thefollowing exceptions.

“A” If the residence has second story the ground floor area of the main structure exclusive of openporches shall not be less than thirteen hundred square feet, by outside measurement, with a totalsquare footage on the first and second of no less that seventeen hundred square feet, by outsidemeasurement.

Section 5. New Construction. All construction within the subdivision shall be new construction, nopreviously erected building or other improvement shall be moved onto or set upon any lot of any otherlocation.

Section 6. Building Location. The Architectural Control Committee must approve the sighting of anybuilding upon a lot before any excavation begins. No building shall be located on any lot near thefront line or near the side street line, than the minimum building setback line that is required byapplicable codes, ordinances or conditions of approval by Crista Lee Subdivision and ACC. Moreover,no residences or outbuildings shall be located nearer to the front lot line, rear lot line, or interior lotline, than permitted by applicable codes or ordinances. Eaves, steps that over porches, without roofs,shall not be considered a part of the building: provided however, that this provision shall not beconstructed to permit any portion of the building on a lot to encroach onto another lot.

Section 7. Driveways. Driveways shall be composed of concrete unless otherwise approved by theACC.

Section 8. Parking. All automobiles, trailers, boats, snowmobiles, recreaticnal vehicles and othermotorized vehicles, which are not kept in the garage must be parked in the side yard of theresdence. Any such vehicles may only be parked in the street or driveway temporarily while loadingor unloading. On Street parking is prohibited. No more than five vehicles may be parked outside aresidence for a period of more than three days at any time. A natural wood fence, landscaping or
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other method approved by the ACC, must screen all recreational vehicles, boats, trailers and similar
vehicles. if parked in the side yard or rear yard of a residence on a regular basis.

Section 9. Building Plans and Materials. All plans, specifications, color selections, and samples of
exterior siding and/ or masonry materials along with roof materials samples, for any building, addition
or improvement must be submitted to the ACC for review and approval before the selection Color
Selections should be chosen that will blend into the surrounding landscape and terrain. Bright or
highly visible colors will be discouraged while natural colors will be encouraged.

Section 10. Landscaping. All front yard landscaping and any other landscaping that is visible from
any street within the project shall be a type which compliments the residential character of the
subdivision, and which is acceptable to the ACC. The landscaping plan must be submitted to the
ACC. thirty days before landscaping is to be installed which ever would come first.

Section 12. Nuisance. No obnoxious or offensive activities shall be tarried on upon any lot, nor shall
any activity be permitted which becomes an annoyance or nuisance to the neighborhood. No lot may
be used for commercial purposes, except for home occupations. ‘Home Occupation” as used in this
declaration means an occupation by the resident conducted totally not entail the employment of third
persons on the premises, this does not include the delivery of goods or services to customers upon
the lot. Any other commercial use shall be considered a nuisance within the meaning of this
declaration.

Section 13. Temporary Structures. No structure temporary In character, trailer, basement, tent,
shack, garage, barn, or other outbuilding shall be used on any lot as a residence, with the exception
of a trailer for security purposes during development, construction,

Section 14. Signs. No sign of any kind shall displayed for public view on any lot except one sign of
not more than five square feet advertising the property for sale or rent and the signs used by theDeclarant, building contractor or lender for advertising during construction and sales of the lots in thesubdivision. Signs used by the building contractors or Fenders are limited in size to the flfty-foursquare feet. Signs used by the Declarant are not nor shall they be restricted by the Home OwnersAssociation or the ACC.

Section 15. Animals. No animals can be kept in the subdivision which is a nuisance to other ownersin the neighborhood or which run at large and endanger residents in the subdivision. All animals shallbe maintained on the owner’s property, or on a leash. At the request of any owner, the Board ofDirectors of the Association shall determine whether a particular animal shall be considered anuisance or whether the number of any such animals on any lot is a nuisance. Habitually barkingand/or vicious dogs are prohibited at the sole discretion of the association. Under no circumstancesshall the commercial use of pets be allowed on any lot within the Crista Lee Subdivision.

Section 16. Variance. The ACC may grant a reasonable variance or adjustment to these conditionsand restrictions in order to overcome practical difficulties and permit unnecessary hardships arising byreason of the application of the restrictions contained herein. Such variances or adiustments shall begranted only in case the granting thereof shall not be materially detrimental or injurious to theirproperty or improvements in the neighborhood and shall not defeat the general intent in purpose ofthese restrictions.

Section 17. Utilities and Easements. Underground electrical, natural gas, telephone/cabletelevision, and irrigation shall be available to all lots and tracts in Country Meadows filing One.The utility companies furnishing these services shall have easements shown on the recorded file.No permanent structure shall be erected on any said easements neither shall the Declarant, the utilitycompany nor any entity using these easement be held liable for any damage done by either of them
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or their assigns agents or employees to shrubbery, trees, flowers, or improvements of the owner
located on the land covered by said easements. No overhead services shall be allowed to service
any lot within this subdivision.

Section 18. Limitation on Parking and Storage. No boats, trailer, buses, recreational vehicles,
inoperative private automobiles, or inoperative vehicles of any kind, camper rig off trucks, or stored
permanently or semi-permanently on any public street, right of way or driveway. Permanent or Semi
Permanent storage for such vehicles or items must be screened from public view, either in a garage
or dwelling unit. Semi-permanent storage is hereby defined to be location of one place of a period of
seventy-two hours or longer. All screens for above named items must be approved in advance by the
ACC.

Section 19, Fences, Planters and Hedges. No wall, fence, planter or hedge in excess of three feet
above ground level shall be allowed within the front yard setback. Front yard setbacks will be defined
according to the county ordinances for front setbacks in the R-2 Zone. Open type fencing such as
split rail or similar type will be required for any front yard fencing within the front yard setback areas, in
any case no fence will be allowed to be taller than six feet on any lot within the subdivision without the
express permission of the ACC. In addition all fences must be approved by the ACO before
construction.

Section 20. Site Lines on Corner Loft. No object or thing shall be placed or planted on corner lots
which unnecessarily obstruct site lines at elevators between two feet and six feet above the top pf the
street curb within a triangular area formed by the junction of the street and the curb lines and the line
connecting them at a point twenty-five feet from the junction of such streets, curb line, or extension
thereof.

Section 21. Restrictions on Storage Areas. Clotheslines, equipment, garbage cans, services yards,
brick piles or storage areas shall be adequately screened by planting or construction to conceal the
same from view of neighboring lots and streets.

Section 22. Landscaping Time Limit Requirements. Any lots where a building permit has been
issued for construction upon that lot shall submit a landscaping plan to the ACC within one hundredand eighty days of building permit issuance. Said landscaping shaH be completed and ready for awalk through inspection by the ACC within one year of building permit issuance. This clause shall
apply only to those areas of landscaping that are in the front and side yards that are visible from thestreets. In the event that weather will not permit the planting of plants, shrubs, and grass within thetime frames stated above the ACC shall grant an extension that will aflow thirty days after the plantingseason begins in the spring following the issuance of the building permit.

Section 23. Restrictions relating to Drainage. Nothing shall be done or permitted by an owner oroccupant which would block, divert or channelize the natural flow of drainage water across any lot ortract from adjacent lots or tracts as established by the original subdivision grading without specificapproval from the ACC.

Section 24. Antennas and Similar Devices. No antenna, satellite dish, or similar devices for radio,television or any other electronic transmission reception shall be placed upon or around the exterior ofany property within said subdivision unless it is specifically approved by the ACC under which case itshall be required to be screened from the view of neighbors as well as the view from the street. Nosolar panels or other apparatus shall be erected upon the roof of any structure within Crista LeeSubdivision without the prior written consent of the ACC.

Section 25. Ground Maintenance. The land covered by these covenants, and the improvementstherein shall be maintained by the owner in good condition. In the event any owner fails to maintain
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Page 1 of 4
August 11, 2003

FILE #FP-2003-101 DRM

LOCATION: 2933 WA Road

PETITIONER: Alan Helmick

PETITIONER’S ADDRESSITELEPHONE:

PETITIONER’S REPRESENTATIVE:

STAFF REPRESENTATIVE: Pat Cecil

721 Main Street, #4
Grand Junction, CO 81416
970-874-8913

Vista Engineering Corp — Pat O’Conner
243-2242

NOTE: THE PETITIONER IS REQUIRED TO SUBMIT AND LABEL A RESPONSE
TO COMMENT FOR EACH AGENCY OR INDIVIDUAL WHO HAS REQUESTED
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION OR REVISED PLANS, INCLUDING THE CITY, ON
OR BEFORE 5:00 P.M., SEPTEMBER 19, 2003.

CITY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
Pat Cecil 244-1439

CITY DEVELOPMENT ENGINEER 8/4/03
Laura Lamberty 256-4155
1 Need DIA revised to City format.
2. No other issues.

CITY TRANSPORTATION ENGINEER 8/5/03
George Miller

1. Street name and stop signs have been provided. However, no list, or table of all needed
signs has been provided.

2. Yield signs have been shown for both WBound Maya at Crista Lee and WBound Four
Corners at Tianna. Neither of these signs is needed, and should be removed, as right-of-

C 0

REVIEW COMMENTS
2nd Round

TITLE hEADING: Crista Lee Subdivision

Comments pertain to responses dated 7-24-03 and plans revised 7-25-03.
previously submitted requests for plan revisions (see comment excerpts at the bottom of these
notes, and note that some requests have been submitted several times).

Comments:

256-4123

_________

Comments will revisit

way control is otherwise provided.
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2. Yield signs have been shown for both WBound Maya at Crista Lee and WBound Four
Corners at Tianna. Neither of these signs is needed, and should be removed, as right-of-
way control is otherwise provided.

3. The Response says a Dip! advisory 15mph assembly has been provided for the splash
pan on Mia at Crista Lee. This detail cannot be found. The sign assembly is only needed
for WBound Mia, and needs to be placed on the 1st property line east of the pan.

4. Though a cross-sectional view of proposed B ‘/2 Rd asphalt and signing changes has been
provided on sheet 3, no plan view has been provided that shows existing and proposed
striping, signing, area accesses and road geometry. These proposed and existing views
are necessary to both detail and allow review of proposed changes. The details should be
provided along the site frontage, as ‘veil as a minimum of an additional 200’ beyond
frontage in both directions.

5. There is no street light shown at the Jacob/Four Corners intersection. There is no no need
for a street light at Mia and Tianna, as it is close to the Crista Lee intersection.

6. No landscaping plan has been provided, so no comment can be made as to the adherence
to sight distance requirements.

(Comments from 9-02)
I. As noted above, plans need to include all existing and proposed roadway geometry,

pavement marking, and signing on B 1/2 and Four Corners (at, and within 200’ of the
site), as well as along all internal roads of the proposal.

5. This section of B ‘/2 Rd will need to provide (at least the dedicated width for) bike lanes,
as directed by the 2001 Urban Trails Master Plan.

(Comments from 12-02)
1. Responses acknowledge that signing details (including previously unspecified “Dip” W8-

2 and advisory speed 15mph (W13-l(1 5) for the splash pan at Tanna and Four Corners)
will be detailed in a future plan generation.

Along with signing details, a table will need to provide Listing all the sign MUTCD
designations, messages, sizes, and sign facing type (high intensity). Also, there will be a
note placed by the table; “Contact the City Traffic Operations Supervisor, 970 / 244-
1573, prior to any sign material order or installation.’

2. Response acknowledges that a future plan submittal will detail all existing and future
road geometry, accesses, signing and striping within 200’ of the sites frontages on B ‘/2

and on Four Corners.
(Comments from 6-03)
1. These plans have not been completed on a number of points.

a. Several previous comments have requested detailing of existing B 1/2 Rd
striping, signing, accesses, etc along the site frontage, and for 200’ each direction
beyond the frontage in each direction. This has never been provided.

b. A bike lane is required along the site frontage. This has not been detailed.
2. The plans have changed in a variety of ways from previous issues. Plans now show

splash pans on Mia at Crista, on Jacop at Mia, and on Tina at Tianna. As requested on
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earlier comment sets, advisory ‘Dip’ signs will be required on unrestricted approaches to
these pans.

CITY ADDRESSING 7/31/03
Fave Gibson 256-4043
Corrections made are fine. Thank you.

CITY PROPERTY AGENT 7/30/03
Peter Krick 256-4003
REVIEW COMMENTS
1. Item No. 10) of the City of Grand Junction Platting Standards requires a list of au

abbreviations and symbols used on the Plat. The abbreviations contained within the
Curve Table require an listing of the abbreviations used.

2. Remove that portion of the 25 foot Irrigation Easement within the right of way for Mia
Drive. The easement becomes subordinated to the right of way for Mia Drive. If the
easement remains, the right of way for Mia Drive shall terminate at the easement line and
not at the Plat boundary.

3. A copy of an Improvement Survey is reqiLired with the submittal of the Nat.
4. All lettering appearing on the Plat shall be a minimum of 0.08”.
5. A field inspection will be performed immediately prior to recording the Plat to verify that

corners indicated on the Plat are in piace and as noted on the Plat.

CITY UTILITY ENGINEER 6/27/03
Trent Prall 244-1590
As this proposal falls within the Orchard Mesa Valley Sanitation District as well as the Ute
Water District, please contact those utilities directly for a flaIl review of proposed utilities.

COLORADO CEOLOGIC SURVEY 8/8/03
Celia Greenman 303-866-2811
CGS received the Review Comment Responses (July 24, 2003) and a Preliminary Plan (July 23,
2003), Stormwater Management Plan (May 8, 2003) and a Grading and Drainage Plan (May 8,
2003) prepared by Vista Engineering.

My letter dated September 25, 2002 commented on the poor surface and subsurface drainage at
the site. I mentioned that “consideration should be given to lining the ditches or piping irrigation
on the east and south sides of the site. The grading and drainage plan indicates the open ditch
on the south will be piped, but there is no notation for the ditch on the east. I also mentioned
that the Grand Junction Engineering Department should verify that release rates from the
detention pond would be less than historic, although this information might not be available at
this stage of the planning process.

Plat note 6 does point out low bearing strength soils and “the high potential for ground water”
(this should read “potential for high ground water”). The geotechnical report prepared by
Geotechnical Engineering (August 20, 2002) states that perimeter drains should be installed
where groundwater is present within 5 ft of the surface. To be effective, perimeter drains should
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discharge to a sump that can be pumped or to an area-wide underdrain, providing gravity
drainage is possible. Alternatively, individual sumps could pump to a gravity main located
within the roadways.

ORCHARD MESA SANITATION 8/7/03
Stephen LaBonde 241-7076
The following are the Orchard Mesa Sanitation District’s review comments on the resubmittal of
the proposed Christa Lee Subdivision addressing the District’s comments of June 16, 2003:
1. The invert-in elevation at MH-A1 for the proposed 8-inch sewerline from the Christa Lee

Subdivision has a fall of 0.58-feet between the invert-in and invert-out. The District’s
previous comment requested a 0.7-foot fall to ensure that wastewater from the BY2 Road
sewerline would not back up into the new sewerline. The 0.58-foot fall is acceptable that
can be field adjusted dependent on the peak flow depth in the BY2 Road sewerline. A not
should be added to the Plans that the invert-in at MH-A1 can be field adjusted to prevent
flow from backing up into the Christa Lee outfall sewerline.

2. The stub-out length at MH-C2 should be adjusted to 5-foot that is the maximum stub-out
length allowed by the District.

3. The District’s Standard Notes should be provided on Sheet 3 to replace the sewer notes
provided.

4. MH-A2 is incorrectly labeled in the profile on Sheet 6 and should be corrected.
5. The leader line to MH-D1 should point to the manhole rather than the concrete

encasement on Sheet 4.
6. The District’s Sewerline Extension Application and Agreement still needs to be executed

by the Petitioner that will need to be submitted prior to the Plans being approved for
construction.

Please have the Petitioner revise the Plan to address the aforementioned comments and resubmit
them to the District for final review.
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2 Round 11
Page 1 of4
August 19, 2003

FILE #FP-2003-101 TITLE HEADING: Crista Lee Subdivision

LOCATION: 2933 B’/ Road

PETITIONER: Alan Helmick

PETITIONER’S ADDRESS/TELEPHONE: 721 Main Street, #4
Grand Junction, CO 81416
970-874-8913

PETITIONER’S REPRESENTATIVE: Vista Engineering Corp — Pat O’Conner
243-2242

STAFF REPRESENTATIVE: Pat Cecil

NOTE: THE PETITIONER IS REQUIRED TO SUBMIT AND LABEL A RESPONSE
TO COMMENT FOR EACH AGENCY OR INDIVIDUAL WHO HAS REQUESTED
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION OR REVISED PLANS, INCLUDING THE CITY, ON
OR BEFORE 5:00 P.M., SEPTEMBER 19, 2003.

CITY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 8/12/03
Pat Cccii 244-1439
I. Trees must be supplied along road frontage of Tract A” and a portion of Tract “B”

(outside of sight triangles).
2. Property to the west is zoned RSF-4. Correct sheet 4 of 19.

CITY DEVELOPMENT ENGINEER 8/4/03
Laura Lamberty 256-4155
I Need DIA revised to City format.
2. No other issues.

CITY TRANSPORTATION ENGINEER 8/5/03
George Miller 256-4123
Comments pertain to responses dated 7-24-03 and plans revised 7-25-03. Comments will revisit
previously submitted requests for plan revisions (see comment excerpts at the bottom of these
notes, and note that some requests have been submitted several times).

Comments:
I. Street name and stop signs have been provided. However, no list, or table of all needed

signs has been provided.
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3. The Response says a Dip / advisory 15mph assembly has been provided for the splash
pan on Mia at Crista Lee. This detail cannot be found. The sign assembly is only needed
for WBound Mia, and needs to be placed on the 1st property line east of the pan.

4. Though a cross-sectional view of proposed B ‘/2 Rd asphalt and signing changes has been
provided on sheet 3, no plan view has been provided that shows existing and proposed
striping, signing, area accesses and road geometry. These proposed and existing views
are necessary to both detail and allow review of proposed changes. The details should be
provided along the site frontage, as well as a minimum of an additional 200’ beyond
frontage in both directions.

5. There is no street light shown at the Jacob/Four Corners intersection. There is no no need
for a street light at Mia and Tianna, as it is close to the Crista Lee intersection.

6. No landscaping plan has been provided, so no comment can be made as to the adherence
to sight distance requirements.

(Comments from 9-02)
1. As noted above, plans need to include all existing and proposed roadway geometry,

pavement marking, and signing on B 1/2 and Four Corners (at, and within 200’ of the
site), as well as along all internal roads of the proposal.

5. This section of B ‘/ Rd will need to provide (at least the dedicated width for) bike lanes,
as directed by the 2001 Urban Trails Master Plan.

(Comments from 12-02)
1. Responses acknowledge that signing details (including previously unspecified “Dip” W8-

2 and advisory speed 15mph (W13-105) for the splash pan at Tanna and Four Corners)
will be detailed in a future plan generation.

Along with signing details, a table will need to provide listing all the sign MUTCD
designations, messages, sizes, and sign facing type (high intensity). Also, there will be a
note placed by the table; “Contact the City Traffic Operations Supervisor, 970 / 244-
1573, prior to any sign material order or installation.”

2. Response acknowledges that a future plan submittal will detail all existing and future
road geometry, accesses, signing and striping within 200’ of the sites frontages on B V2
and on Four Corners.

(Comments from 6-03)
1. These plans have not been completed on a number of points.

a. Several previous comments have requested detailing of existing B 1/2 Rd
striping, signin, accesses, etc along the site frontage, and for 200’ each direction
beyond the frontage in each direction. This has never been provided.

b. A bike lane is required along the site frontage. This has not been detailed.
2. The plans have changed in a variety of ways from previous issues. Plans now show

splash pans on Mia at Crista, on Jacop at Mia, and on Tina at Tianna. As requested on
earlier comment sets, advisory “Dip” signs will be required on unrestricted approaches to
these pans.
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CITY ADDRESSING
Fan Gibson
Corrections made are fine. Thank you.

CITY PROPERTY AGENT 7/30/03
Peter Krick 256-4003
REVIEW COMMENTS
1. Item No. 10) of the City of Grand Junction Platting Standards requires a list of all

abbreviations and symbols used on the Plat. The abbreviations contained within the
Curve Table require an listing of the abbreviations used.

2. Remove that portion of the 25 foot Irrigation Easement within the right of way for Mia
Drive. The easement becomes subordinated to the right of way for Mia Drive. If the
easement remains, the right of way for Mia Drive shall terminate at the easement line and
not at the Plat boundary.

3. A copy of an Improvement Survey is required with the submittal of the Plat.
4. All lettering appearing on the Plat shall be a minimum of 0.08”.
5. A field inspection will be performed immediately prior to recording the Plat to verify that

corners indicated on the Plat are in place and as noted on the Plat.

CITY UTILITY ENGINEER 6/27/03
Trent PraIl 244-1590
As this proposal falls within the Orchard Mesa Valley Sanitation District as well as the Ute
Water District, please contact those utilities directly for a frill review of proposed utilities.

COLORADO GEOLOGIC SURVEY 8/8/03
Celia Greenman 303-866-2811
CGS received the Review Comment Responses (July 24, 2003) and a Preliminary Plan (July 23,
2003), Stormwater Management Plan (May 8, 2003) and a Grading and Drainage Plan (May 8,
2003) prepared by Vista Engineering.

My letter dated September 25, 2002 commented on the poor surface and subsurface drainage at
the site. I mentioned that “consideration should be given to lining the ditches or piping irrigation..
on the east and south sides of the site”. The grading and drainage plan indicates the open ditch
on the south will be piped, but there is no notation for the ditch on the east. I also mentioned
that the Grand Junction Engineering Department should verify that release rates from the
detention pond would be less than historic, although this information might not be available at
this stage of the planning process.

Plat note 6 does point out low bearing strength soils and “the high potential for ground water”
(this should read “potential for high ground water”). The geotechnical report prepared by
Geotechnical Engineering (August 20, 2002) states that perimeter drains should be installed
where groundwater is present within 5 ft of the surface. To be effective, perimeter drains should
discharge to a sump that can be pumped or to an area-wide underdrain, providing gravity
drainage is possible. Alternatively, individual sumps could pump to a gravity main located
within the roadways,

256-4043
7/3 1/03



Memorandum

DATE: September 17, 2003

TO: Laura Lamberty, Community Development Engineer
George Miller, Transportation Engineer
Peter Krick, Property Agent
Celia Greenman, Colorado Geologic Survey
Stephen LaBonde, Orchard Mesa Sanitation

FROM: Pat Cecil, Development Services Supervir

SUBJECT: Response to Comments — Crista Lee Subdivision
Final Plat (FP-2003-lO1).

Attached is the Response to Comments for this project. Please review and return any
further comments you have to me by Thursday, October 2, 2003.

If you have any questions please contact me at:
Phone #: 244-1439
Fax #: 256-4031
E-mail: patcgrandjct.co.us

,lttt1 AsAt



RESPONSE TO 2ND ROUND REVIEW COMMENTS

CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION

Alan Helmick

City Community Development

Pat Cecil

RECEPED

SEP 172003

COMMUNITY DEVELOi’iENT
DEPT.
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REVEEW COMMENT RESPONSES (2 Round)
September 16, 2003

CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION - FINAL PLAN
File # FP-2003-l0l

These responses correspond with review comments provided by the City of Grand Junction for
the above-referenced project dated August 19, 2003.

Pat Cecil - City Community Development

1. Trees and landscaping have been added in accordance with our conversations with you.

2. Correction has been provided.

Laura Lamberty - City Development Engineer

1. A revised DIA, in the new City format, is included.

George Miller - City Transportation Engineer

1. - 5. Signs have been shown and listed as have the existing B ¼ Road features, as discussed and
reviewed during our meeting on 9/15/03.

6. The landscaping plan has been revised and is included for your review. No features greater
than 30” in height are proposed for the sight triangles.

All other comments: Signs have been shown and listed as have the existing B ¼ Road features, as
discussed and reviewed during our meeting on 9/15/03.

TEDS Exception (requested during 9/15/03 meeting) for the existing driveway across B ‘/2 Road
(not in alignment with the proposed Crista Lee Way and closer than the required 150’ minimum):
A copy of the request is enclosed with these responses.

Faye Gibson - City Addressing

SEP 172O031\o response required.

COMMUN\4EL.



Peter Krick - City Property Agent

I. Abbreviations and symbols have been listed as requested.

2. Correction has been provided, as requested.

3. The Improvement Survey was previously provided.

4. The lettering is 0.08’ in height (capital letters) in accordance with City’ requirements.

Celia Greenman - Colorado Geological Survey

The ditch on the east is replaced by the internal piping of the proposed irrigation system. The
other ditch to the east is offsite and not within our ability to alter.
The drainage report provided to the City indicates that proposed stormwater release rates are far
below the historic rates.
Plat note 6 has been corrected, as requested.
The recommendation in the geotechnical report regarding perimeter drains needs to be considered
by all foundation designers in the project. A note on the plat recommends that the foundations be
designed by a professional in accordance with the information contained within the report.

Stephen LaBonde - Orchard Mesa Sanitation District

All comments have been addressed as requested. Notes, stub-out lengths, and drafting errors
have been revised or corrected, as required. The petitioner has been made aware of the required
extension agreement and is processing the application.
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3rd Round
Page 1 of4
October 7, 2003

FILE #FP-2003-101(3) TITLE HEADING: Crista Lee Subdivision

LOCATION: 2933 By2 Road

PETITIONER: Alan Helmick

PETITIONER’S ADDRESS/TELEPHONE: 721 Main Street, #4
Grand Junction, CO 81416
970-874-8913

PETITIONER’S REPRESENTATIVE: Vista Engineering Corp — Pat O’Conner
243-2242

STAFF REPRESENTATIVE: Pat Cecil

NOTE: THE PETITIONER IS REQUIRED TO SUBMIT AND LABEL A RESPONSE
TO COMMENT FOR EACH AGENCY OR INDIVIDUAL WHO HAS REQUESTED
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION OR REVISED PLANS, INCLUDING THE CITY, ON
OR BEFORE 5:00 P.M., OCTOBER 30, 2003.

CITY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 8/12/03
Pat Cecil 244-1439
1. Landscape plan must designate the location of each type of shrub/tree, and identify

quantities of each species.
2. No plantings should occur at the location of access to the adjacent lot on the west side of

the entrance road.
3. No indication of surface treatment (mulch) around plantings. Is this area to be grass?
3. Identify what type of grass is proposed. Is it to be seeded or is turf proposed to be used?

CITY DEVELOPMENT ENGINEER 9/18/03
Laura Lambertv 256-4155

1. No further issues.

COLORADO GEOLOGIC SURVEY 10/1/03
Ceclia Greenman 303-866-2811
With regard to the second response to comments, Plat Note 6 should be changed to read
“potential for high ground water” rather than “high potential for ground water”. (See letter dated
August 7, 2003).



Q

REVIEW COMMENTS? FP-2003-101 — PACE 2 of 2

ORCHARD MESA SANITATION 10/7/03
Stephen LaBonde 245-0033
The following are the Orchard Mesa Sanitation District’s final review comments on the Christa
Lee Subdivision.
I. The approval blocks on the Utility Composite should be the District’s Standard approval

Blocks for i) Approved for Construction for 1-year from this date and ii) Initial
Acceptance, similar to the approval blocks provided on the Plan and Profile Sheets. Only
t’Approved for Construction” is provided on the Utility Composite.

2. The sewer service reference to the northwest property corner of Lot 8 should be
referenced on Plan and Profile Sheet 6. Because the entire Lot 8 is not shown on the Plan
portion of the Plan and Profile Sheet, the reference can be shown with a broken line and
the distance from the sewer service to the property corner provided for the District’s
future reference.

Please have the Petitioner revise the Plans to address the aforementioned comments. The
District will also need three ifill sets of the approved Plans for their use during construction.



Memorandum

DATE: October 9, 2003

TO: Laura Lamberty, Community Development Engineer
Steve LaBonde, Orchard Mesa Sanitation District
Celia Greenman, Colorado Geologic Survey

FROM: Pat Cecil, Development Services Supervisor

SUBJECT: Response to Comments — Crista Lee Subdivision
Final Plat (FP-2003-101).

Attached is the Response to Comments for this project. Please review and return any
further comments you have to me by Wednesday, October 23, 2003.

If you have any questions please contact me at:
Phone : 244-1439
Fax #: 256-4031
E-mail: patc2lcrandjct.co.us



REVIEW COMMENT RESPONSES (3”' Round)
October 8, 2003

CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION - FINAL PLAN
File # FP-2003-lOl

These responses correspond with 3” round review comments provided by the City of Grand
Junction for the above-referenced project dated October 7, 2003.

Pat Cecil - City Community Development

1. Trees and shrubs have been located and identified on the plan in accordance with our
conversations with you.

2. Landscaping has been removed from the portion of the open-space area containing the access
to the adjacent lot west of the entrance road.

3. The turf-seed for the open-space was identified in the last submittal on sheet 13 of 19 (see note
to the right of Tract “A”). It is identified as “Emerald Planet” (a fescue variety) and lists a local
supplier as a source for the seed.

Laura Lamberty - City Development Engineer

1. No response required.

Celia Greenman - Colorado Geological Survey

Sony, the correction was made after your last set of comments, but the wrong mylar original was
inadvertently printed for distribution to you. We are enclosing a copy of the corrected plat/note.

Stephen LaBonde - Orchard Mesa Sanitation District

1. The approval blocks on the utility composite have been changed, as requested. Please review
and let us know Wthis was not performed as indicated.

2. The sewer service reference tie has been revised on sheet 6 to indicate distances to both
property corners for Lot 8, as requested.



City of Grand Junction
Department of community Development

Date //-2o-O3

Payee Name á16’rt d. 7J.eJ,a,cch.
Address, City, State, Zip 7O%’ /V&lfltQ_

Telephone ‘79—gqi3

Project AddressiFilelName L

* PLEASE CIRCLE ALL THATAPPLY

DESCRIPTION * j AMT AMT
DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS PERMITS

1 00-321-431 95-13-109465 (DEV) 100-32143195-1 3-124415 (PERMIT)

Rezone Temporary Use Permit

Conditional Use Floodplain Permit -—

Special Use Sign Permit (#

Major Sub-ODP, Prelim, Final Special Events Permit (4

Simple Subdivision Fence Permit (4

PDR - ODP, Prelim, Final Home Occupation Permit

ROWI Easement Vacation /OQ—//2O—4/ ?4— 20

Replat / Property Line Adj 7’ OTHER

Variance School Impact 701-905-43994 (SLD)

Site Plan Review Drainage 202-6131443995-30 (DRAIN)

Minor Change TCP 2071-6131443993-30 (TCP)

Change of Use Sign Dep 100-21090-131840 (SIGN)

PLANNING CLEARANCE (# ) Manuals, Copies,aar

100-32143195-13-124450 (PLAN) 1.00-301 13103 13-120gm (MANUAL)

Treasurer Receipt No.

_____

TOTAL $

______

(White: Customer) (Canary: Finance) (Pink: Planning) (Goldenrod: File)

cC C 0234

Better Community

- Dv



FILE NO.

PROPOSAL:
LOCATION:

fp-003-10/

ENGINEERJREPRESENTATIVE;
PETITIONER: tiLt-n-’ A!tt,,tLCk

Colorado

Parks and Recreation Department
City of Grand Junction
1340 Gunnison Avenue

Grand Junction CO 81501
(970) 244-FUNN - FAX (970) 242-1637

DV
ADDRESS: ?t* wtLQ

PHONENO.: i9-g9,?
FEE CALCULATION;

U

AMOUNT PAID $ /, 7.2-c, CO DATE //-o-o3, NITIALS_______

Lee- Jtt:4-t;-7-
2q33 $-- ,2i__ NflJ’2.i “nfl’

—‘n.j

PAID

_____UNITS

AT $ 22S /UMT = $fj
APPRAISED VALUE AT /t)

IACCOUNT NUMBER - 105792475l0:4O_OOOOO I

I

Ta-S,cD
%=‘$ )an-c0.oo

WHITE-PETITIONER; GREEN-FINANCE; YELLOW-PARKS; PINK-COMM DEVELOP; GOLDENROD-FILE
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DEED OF EASEMENT

THIS DEED OF EASEMENT, Made this

____

day of_____________ , 2003, between
ALAN C. HELMICK, 704 NuVue, Delta, CO 81416 (Grantor herein) and THE CHIUSTA LEE
HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, INC. a Colorado nonprofit corporation, 704 NuVue, Delta. CO
81416 (Grantee herein):

In exchange for good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency whereof is
hereby acknowledge, Grantor hereby grants and conveys to Grantee, its successors and assigns
forever, perpetual, non-exclusive easements in, over, upon, through and under Grantor’s parcel
located in the N 1/2 of the sw 1/4 of Section 29, Township I South. Range I East, Ute Meridian,
County of Mesa, Stale of Colorado.

These non-exclusive easements are particularly described in the plat of Crista Lee
Subdivision, filed in the records of the Mesa County Clerk and Recorder’s Office, in Pint Book

_________

at Page

________

, and identified thereon as the Irrigation Easements.

The easements are granted for the installation, operation, maintenance, and repair of
irrigation and drainage facilities and appurtenances thereto. All easements include the right of
ingress and egress on, along, over, under, through and across by the beneficiaries, their successors,
or assigns, together with the right to trim or remove interfering trees and brush; provided however,
that the beneficiaries shall utilize the same in a reasonable and prudent manner. The casements shall
not be burdened nor overburdened by erecting or placing any improvements thereon which may
prevent reasonable ingress and egress to and from the easement.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Grantor has caused its name to be hereto subscribed the day
and year first above written.

IJ F? AFt By
Alan C. [Lelmiek

State of Colorado )
) ss.

County of Mesa )

The foregoing instrument was acknowledge before me this

_____

day of , 2003,
by Alan C. Helmick

Witness my hand and official seal.

My commission expires

Notary Public



QUIT CLAIM DEED

THIS DEED, Made this

______

day of

___________________

, 2003, between the Alan C.
Helmick, 704 NuVue, Della, CO 81416 (Grantor herein):

THE CHRISTA LEE HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, INC, a Colorado nonprofit corporation,
704 NuVue, Delta, CO 81416 (Grantee herein):

of the County of Mesa, State of Colorado.

WITNESSETH, That the Grantor, for ONE DOLLAR and other good and adequate
consideration, the receipt and sufficiency which is hereby acknowledged, has remised, released, sold,
and QUIT CLAIMED, and by these presents does remise, release, sell, and QUIT CLAIM unto the
Grantee, its successors and assigns forever, all the right, title, interest, claim and demand which the
Grantor has in and to the real property together with improvements, if any, situate, lying and being
in the County of Mesa and State of Colorado, as described as:

Tract A and Tract B,
Crista Lee Subdivision,
City of Grand Junction,
County of Mesa,
State of Colorado;

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the same. together with all and singular the appurtenances and
privileges thercunto belonging or in anywise thereunto appertaining, and all the estate, right, title,
interest and claim whatsoever, of the Grantor, either in law or equity, to the only proper use, benefit
and behoofofthe Grantee, its successor and assigns forever. 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 caused its name to be hereto subscribed the day and year
first above written.

By
Alan C. Helmick

State of Colorado

) ss.
County of Mesa )

The foregoing instrument was acknowledge before me this

_____

day of , 2003,
by Alan C. 1-lelmick.

Witness my hand and official seal,

My commission expires

Notary Public
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CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION
LOCATED IN THE NE 1/4 OF THE SW 1/4

OF SECTION 29.
TOWNSHIP 1 SOUTH0 RANGE 1 EAST,

UTE MERIDIAN. MESA COUNTY, COLORADO

VISTA ENGINEERING CORP.
GRAND JUNCTION. COLORADO

SCALE JOB NO; DAIS: SHEET NO:

‘a 50’ dtTSOi—O IT—03—O3 1 of 1



Mar 26 04 1U:SSa
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WE WATER CONSERVANCY DISTRICT
56025 ROad, P.O. Box 480
Grand Junclion, CO 81502

DI!ice
Treatment Plant

Telephone: gla-242•749 I TelephOne: 910-464-5563

FAX: 970242j189 FAX: 97O484-5443

March 26, 2004

Haven Construction

RE: Cñsta Lee

Water Lines Construction

As you requested this lettc is in hidicate that the water lines for the above referenced

project wet-c installed to our specifications and have passed the tts that we require.

Final acceptance of Usc water lines and associated facilities will not be made until after

the road construction is complete. Upon final acceptance the developer will still be

responsible for correcting any problems with the watt system for a period ofone yen.

If you have any questions about this, please feet free to contact me.

Sincerely,

Edward Tolen, P.E
District Engineer
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Mar 26 04 Ot:36p 2
3-26-2004 1 t34pM FR04 WESTWATER EI’CP 9Th 241 7097 —

__

‘l1estwater Bigineettig

2616 FORESIGHT CIRCLE. II GRAMD JUNCTION, COLORADO 91505 (970) 241-7076 FEC (970) 241-7097

naflaflflflrWW flflrjwwmflW

March 26,2004

Kelly Taylor
Haven Construction Company
P.O. Box 60280
Grand Junction, CO 81506

Re: Christa Lee Subdivision

Dear Kelly:

Preliminary testing on the Christa Lee Subdivision was performed on December 11 and 12,

2003. Tcsting included air pressure. lamping and mandrel. All mandrel and pressure tests were

satisfactory. Defects in lamping were limited to work in the manholes i.e., installing missing

steps, which can be performed at any rime.

The project presently meets Orchard Mesa Sanitation Disfrict’ s standards for paving with the

exception of “redime” As-builts, which we have not yet received.

Sincerely,

A. David Rsnn
Resident Inspector

ADMp

cc: Rick Donis. City of Grand Junction
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2 ‘NestWater Engineevfrig

2516 FORESIGHT CIRCLE. *1 GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO 81505 910) 241-7076 FAX (flO) 241-7097
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_

March 26, 2004

Kelly Taylor
Haven Construction Company
P.O. Box 60280
Grand Junction, Co 81506

Re: Christa Lee Subdivision

Dear Kelly:

Preliminary testing on the Christa Lee Subdivision was performed on December 11 and 12,
2003, Testing included air pressure, lamping and mandrel. All mandrel and pressure tests were
satisfactory. Defects in lamping were limited to work in the manholes i.e., installing missing
steps, which can be performed at any time.

The project presently meets Orchard Mesa Sanitation District’s standards for paving with thc
exception of”redline” As-Wilts, which we have not yet received.

Sincerel9,

c3LQr\
A. David Rann
Resident Inspector

ADRJIp

cc: Rick Doris, City of Grand Junction
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FAX COVER SHEET

DATE: 3/26 , 2003

TO: Rick Dorris FAX/PHONE NO. 2564031

COMPANY: City of Grand Junction

FROM: Dave Rann

RE: Christa Lee Subdivision, Orchard Mesa Sanitation District

MESSAGE:

Original will be sent.

Number of Pages INCLUDING Cover Sheet: .j.



02/12/2002

BEQUEST FOR DISBURSEMENT AND APPLICATION FOR PAYMENT NO. 3

To: ‘ tr ,for work at

___________________________

(owner) (subdivision)

/xv5

accomplished through the date of ‘1 %ni%V/ by C f d c4ct.. as shown on

7 (subcontractor)

- the attached itemized list.

CONTRACTOR’S Certification:
();,4, °/ (subcontractor) certifies that all progress payments

received from OWNERS on account of Wrk done under th Work Agreement referred to above have been applied to

discharge in flaIl all obligations of

_________________________________________

(subcontractor) incurred in connection with the

Work covered by this Application For Payment Number -
inclusive; AND title to all materials and equipment

incorporated in said Work or otherwise listed in or covered by this Application For Payment will pass to OWNERS at time of

fmal acceptance of project free and clear of all liens, claims, security interests and encumbrances.

Dated

_______________________,

200_j

________________________________________

(subcontractor)

By: C

Title: lcc-/ Th /

Per paragraph 2(a) of the disbursement agreement for

________________________________

Subdivision, the signatures below

certify that all costs for which the advance is being requested have been incurred in connection with the construction of the

improvements on the Property; that all work performed and materials supplied are in accordance with the plans and

specifications submitted to and approved by the City’; that the work has been performed in a workmanlike manner; that no

funds are being requested for work not completed, nor for material not installed; the Prcect Engineer has inspected the

improvements for which payment is requested; and that such improvements have been completed in accordance with all terms,

specifications and conditions of the approved plans.

PROJECT ENGINEER/ MANAGER RECOMMENDATION: This Application (with any accompanying documentation)

meets the requirements of the Contract Documents and payment of the above Current Payment Due is recommended.

Dated

_____________________

200 Name:

__________________________________________

By:

________________________________

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION RECOMMENDATIONS: This Application (with accompanying documentation) meets the

requirements of the Development Improvements Agreement and payment of the above Current Payment Due is recommended.

Dated 3 - / , 200k CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION

/ ‘9 /
By: L

“—“--‘

Title: ‘Deue/c#i-.e-t_-1 /rc

OWNER’S ACCEPTANCE: This application (with accompanying documentation) is accepted and payment of the

above Current Payment Due is recommended, ,

,

Dated

_________________

200 Company: Yf

By & Title:

________________________________



02/12/2002

REQUEST FOR DISBURSEMENT AND APPLICATION FOR PAYMENT NO.

To:
“ F , for work at &,r /,

(owner) (subdivision)

accomplished through the date of______________ by 4’rvi2er/ as shown on

(subcontractor) -

- the attached itemized list.

CONTRACTOR’S Certification: In i ki ‘ (subconflctor) certifies that all progress payments

received from OWNERS on account of Work done under the Work Agreement referred to above have been applied to

discharge in full all obligations of -
(subcontractor) incurred in connection with the

Work covered by this Application For Payment Number

_________

inclusive; AND title to all materials and equipment

incorporated in said Work or otherwise listed in or covered by this Application For Payment will pass to OWNERS at time of

final acceptance of project free and clear of all liens, claims, security interests and encumbrances.

Dated

_______________________,

200

________________________________________

(subcontractor)

By:_________________________________

Title:______________________________________________

Per paragraph 2(a) of the disbursement agreement for

_____________________________

Subdivision, the signatures below

certify that all costs for which the advance is being requested have been incurred in connection with the construction of the

improvements on the Property; that all work performed and materials supplied are in accordance with the plans and

specifications submitted to and approved by the City; that the work has been performed in a workmanlike manner; that no

ftmds are being requested for work not completed, nor for material not installed; the Project Engineer has inspected the

improvements for which payment is requested; and that such improvements have been completed in a&ordance with all terms

specifications and conditions of the approved plans.

PROJECT ENGINEER / MANAGER RECOMMENDATION: This Application (with any accompanying documentation)

meets the requirements of the Contract Documents and payment of the above Current Payment Due is recommended.

Dated

____________________

200 Name:

_______________________________________

By:

________________________________

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION RECOMMENDATIONS: This Application (with accompanying documentation) meets the

requirements of the Development Improvements Agreement and payment of the above Current Payment Due is recommended.

Dated 3/i CIfl OF GRAND CTION

By: /4LLt ( --H
Title: OPv.€&i/Y4LP 2’ t)7A(2P-C.

OWNER’S ACCEPTANCE: This application (with accompanying documentation) is accepted and payment of the

above Current Payment Due is recommended. - I

Dated 5,4 , 2001 Company: -z ‘

By & Title:

________________________________
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DEVELOPMENT IMPROVEMENTS AGREEMENT
DISBURSEMENT LOG AND AUTHORIZATION

PROJECT; Crista Lee Subdivis Construction Costs; $289,902.78 DIA NOT RECORDED:
DEVELOPER: Alan C. Helmick 20% City Security: $57,980.56 DIA RECORDED: X

SCROW AGENCY: Grand Valley Natic’ Total DIA Amount: $347,883.34 Book -

Page -

GRADING & LANDSCAPE
DATE BY SANITARY WATER STREETS DRAINAGE and IRRI. MISC. TOTAL

Original Construction Cost Estimates By Category
17-Nov-OS $43,864.00 $45,946.00 $114,798.50 $29,180.00 j $34,640.00 $21,474.28 I $289,902.78

Disbursements
17-Nov-03 ci $15,333.00 $15,333.00
5-Dec-03 id $43,864.00 $5,652.68 $30,723.00 $3,100.00 $83,339.68
1-Mar-04 id $4,336.00 $666.70 $5,002.70

Remaining
Disbursabie
Balance $0.00 $45,946.00 $114,798.50 $3,858.32 $3,917.00 $17,707.58 $186,227.40

Total
Disbursed $43,864.00 $0.00 $0.00 S25,321 .68

The City of Grand Junction, Community Development Department hereby authorizes the Escrow Agency to release up to $103,675.38, including all
previous payments, to the Developer for work completed on the Project.

Signature: ê Date: 3 (—0 ‘-f
Lacrc C Title: DQiOPji,jLf E&wj,e.e v

$30,723.00 $3,766.70

$0.00
$0.00

$103,675.38

Name:
‘1



-a
N

-a
’

m U
,

0 0 r

I,
Q

IT
’

‘1
._

.
0—

:
&

\N
r
n

1
I’

\
J
0

a 0 ru 0 0 0 0 -a a-
,

0
’

0 a 0 -D 0 U
,

m -a U
,

C
>

r s
—

J
z

0 a
c
r

I’
,

C
,

0

c
0 K



UJ!]L!L [t\ I!!I 1L VHCORNE
. INVOICE

EQ’,,R5 Invoice No. 7135
N% W’ ‘“ Invoice Date: 211712004

OLDCASTLE SW GROUP, INC. cusZ
40

United Companies Terms: Net 30 Days

P.O. Box 3609 Due Date: 3/1 8/2004
Grand Junction! CO 81502 Application: 4

(970) 243-4900

To: Man Helmick
Job Information:

721 Main St Crista Lee Subdivision
Delta, CC. 81416

Contract contract Quantity Quantity Unit Amount Amount
item . Description Amount Quantity this Appi JTD U/M Price This Appi To-Date Comp

1- Clear& Grub 4,780.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 4,780.00 0.00 4,780.00 100.00%
2- Rough Cut 13,404.00 3,351.00 0.00 2,513.25 CY 4.00 0.00 10,053.00 75.00%
3 - Subgrade Prep 9,435 60 7,863.00 0,00 0.00 SY 1.20 0.00 0.00 0 00%
4-Class 6 35,100.00 2,70D.00 0.00 0.00 TON 13.00 0.00 0.00 0.00%
5- HBP 35,802.D0 884.00 0.00 0.00 TON 40.50 0.00 DOD 0.00%
6- Raise MI-i to Finish Grade 2,920.00 8.00 0.00 0.00 EA 365.00 0.00 0.00 0.00%
7-Raise Water Valves 1,320.00 8.00 0.00 0.00 EA 165.00 0.00 000 0.00%
8- Testing for United’s Portion 2,100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 2,100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00%
9-Traffic Control 3,600.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 3,600.00 0.00 0.00 0.00%
10- Sterilant 1,432.35 5,305.00 0.00 0.00 SY 0.27 0.00 0.00 0.00%
11 - Domestic Water 51,015.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 51,015.00 0.00 000 0.00%
12- Sanitary Sewer 44,215.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 44,215.00 0.00 44,215.00 100.00%
13- Storm Drain 4,870.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 4,870,00 0.00 0.00 0.00%
14- Irrigation System 28,595.00 0.00 0.00 000 LS 28,595.00 0.00 28,595.00 100.00%
15- Mobilization 2,000,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 2,000.00 0.00 500.00 25.00%
16- Concrete Phase 54,815.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 54,815.00 0.00 0.00 0.00%
17-CO #1 Pvc Pipe 2” to 3” 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 0.00 0.00 2,128.00 0.00%
18 - CO #2 - Pit Run 0.00 0.00 0.00 753.69 TON 0.00 0.00 5,652.68 0.00%
19- Time & Material Extra Work 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 0.00 0.00 4,880.00 0.00%
20-CO #3 - Dry Utility & Crossing 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 0.00 4,366.00 4,366.00 0.00%

Billing for Change Order #3 as follows: Electric Conduit 860 if@ S2.90/1f $2,494.00, Gas Conduit 240 lf@ $2.60 = $624.00, Phone
Conduit 240 If@ S2.60/If= $624.00, Cable Conduit 240 lf@ $2.60/lf= $624.00 for a total of $4,366.00

if you have Questions regarding this billing, please Contact Debbie Weaver at 1-970-243-4900 x 218

Payment in full is due Nct3O days following invoice date In the event payment is not made when due, reasonable collection lees, lien fees, and attorney fees with or without

suit. together with I 1/2% per month FINANCE CHARGE which is an ANNUAL PERCENTAGE RATE of] 8%. will be assessed until paid

PLEASE PAY FROM THIS INVOICE-DETACH AND RETURN WITH PAYMENT

Customer Name: Alan Helmick
Remit to: United Companies Customer No: 7528

P.O. Box 3609 Invoice Number: 7135
Grand Junction, CO 81502 Invoice Amount: 4,366.00 Amount Remitted:



Invoice No: 7135
Invoice Date: 211712004

Contract: 400721.
CustomerNo: 7528

United Companies Terms: Net 30 Days
P.O. Box 3609 Due Date: 311812004

Grand Junction, CC 81502 Application: 4
(970) 243-4900

To: Alan Helmick
Job Information:

721 Main St Crista Lee Subdivision
Delta, CO. 81416

contract contract Quantity Quantity Unit Amount Amount
Item - Description Amount Quantity this Appi JTD U/M Price This Appi To-Date Comp

Total To Date: 105,169.68
PIUS Sales Tax: 0.00
Less Retaina9e: 0.00

Less Previous Application: 130803.68
Total Due This Invoice: 4,366.00

Payment in full is due NcE3U days following invoice date In the event payment is not made l,en due, reasonable collection fees, lien fees, and attortley fees with or without
suit, logether with 11/2% per month FINANCE CHARGE which is an ANNUAL PERCENTAGE RATE o118%, will be assessed until paid

Customer Name: Alan Helmick
Remit to: United Companies Customer No: 7528

P.O. Box 3609 Invoice Number: 7135
Grand Junction, CO 81502 Invoice Amount: 4366.00 Amount Remitted:

__________________



02/12/2002

REQUEST FOR DISBURSEMENT AND APPLICATION FOR PAYMENT NO. (55 I

To: ,v ,4%Vn7 / ,for work at (%,,-% Lr
(owner) (subdivision)

accomplished through the date of /o,%V7’b9 by 1tA’,7e( 3t?.4-A teas as shown on
(subcontractor)

the attached itemized list.

CONTRACTOR’S Certification:

____________________________

(subcontractor) certifies that all progress payments
received from OWNERS on account of Wor$,4one upIer the Work Agreement referred to above have been applied to
discharge in thU all obligations of ZWtqi&rW C,.o,,c.&A—/s (subcontractor) incurred in connection with the
Work covered by this Application For Payment Number

__________

inclusive; AND title to all materials and equipment
incorporated in said Work or otherwise listed in or covered by this Application For Payment will pass to OWNERS at time of
fmal acceptance of project free and clear of all liens, claims, security interests and encumbrances.

Dated /1/11/ 200_3

By:

(subcontractor)

Title:__________________________________________________

Per paragraph 2(a) of the disbursement agreemeñtfor (?e,s2z ZEcfE Subdivision, the signatures below
certi’ that all costs for which the advance is being requested have been incurred in connection with the construction of the
improvements on the Property; that all work performed and materials supplied are in accordance with the plans and
specifications submitted to and approved by the City; that the work has been performed in a workmanlike maimer; that no
funds are being requested for work not completed, nor for material not installed; the Project Engineer has inspected the
improvements for which payment is requested; and that such improvements have been completed in accordance with all terms,
specifications and conditions of the approved plans.

PROJECT ENGINEER / MANAGER RECOMMENDATION: This Application (with any accompanying documentation)
meets the requirements of the Contract Documents and payment of the above Current Payment Due is recommended.

Dated

______________

, 200_ Name: /1//A
- By:

______________________________________

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION RECOMMENDATIONS: This Application (with accompanying documentation) meets the
requirements of the Development Improvements Agreement and payment of the above Current Payment Due is recommended.

Dated I 1 / 9 ,2003 CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION

By: 1ta..a. C 1a.JtJ,,

Title: &ucJap..asS Eey%’ieer

OWNER’S ACCEPTANCE: This application (with accompanying documentation) is accepted and payment of the
above Current Payment Due is recommended.

Dated /1/77 ,2003 Company: I

By & Title: (7 ,‘ZiC.cej’



DEVELOPMENT IMPROVEMENTS AGREEMENT
DISBURSEMENT LOG AND AUTHORIZATION

PROJECT: Crista Lee Subdivis Construction Costs: $289,902.78 DIA NOT RECORDED:
DEVELOPER: Alan C. Helmick 20% City Security: $57,980.56 DIA RECORDED: X

SCROW AGENCY: Grand Valley Natio’ Total DIA Amount: $347,883.34 Book -

Page -

GRADiNG & LANDSCAPE
DATE BY SANITARY WATER STREETS DRAINAGE and IRRI. MISC. TOTAL

Original Construction Cost Estimates By Category
17-Nov-03 I $43,864.00 I $45,946.00 I $114798.50 I $29,180.00 I $34,640.00 I $21,474.28 I $289,902.78

Disbursements
17-Nov-03 Ic)

Total
Disbursed $0.00 $0.00

Remaining
Disbursable
Balance $43,864.00 $45,946.00 $114,798.50 $13,647.00 $34,640.00 $21,474.26 $274,569.78

The City of Grand Junction, Community Development Department hereby authorizes the Escrow Agency to release up to $15,333.00, including allprevious payments, to the Developer for work completed on the Project.

Signature: ! (hi4...._L.oL_1. Date: tili 1fo3

_&L&VtA. Title: ?roIqct
Name:



__
__

__

____

INVOICEar riri n EcJ18
Invoice No: 6558\S ‘W ‘SW’

Invoice Date: 1012412003OLDCASTLE SW GROUP, INC.
CustomerNo:United Companies Terms: Net 30 DaysP.O. Box 3609 Due Date: 11/2312003Grand Junction, Co 81502 Application: I(970) 243-4900

To: Alan Helmick
Job Information:

Delta, CO. 81416 Crista Lee Subdivision

Contract Contract Quantity Quantity Unit Amount Amount
Item - Description Amount Quantity this Appi JTD UIM Price This Appi To•Date Comp

1 - Clear & Grub 4750.00 0-00 0.00 0.00 LS 4,780.00 4,78000 4,780.00 10000%
- Rough Cut 13404.00 3,351.00 2,513.25 2513.25 CI 4.00 10,053.00 10,053.00 75.00%

3- Subgrade Prep 9,435.60 786300 0.00 0.00 5’? 1.20 0.00 0.00 0.00%
I.- Class 6 35100.00 2,700.00 0.00 0.00 TON 13.00 0.00 0.00 0.00%

- HBP 35,802.00 884.00 0.00 0.00 TON 40.50 0.00 0.00 0.00%
- Raise MH to Finish Grade 2,92000 8.00 0.00 0.00 EA 365.00 0.00 0.00 0.00%

•

- Raise Water Valves 1,320.00 8.00 0.00 0.00 EA 165.00 0.00 0.00 0.00% /
- Testing for United’s Portion 2,100.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 LS 2,100.00 0.00 0.00 0,00% 4/
- Traffic Control 3,600.00 0,00 0.00; 0.00 LS 3,630.00 0.00 0.00 0.00%

- Sterilant 1,432.35 5305.00 0.00 0.00 5’? 0.27 0.00 0.00 0.00%
- OomesticWater 51,015.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 51,015.00 0.00 0.00 0.00%
- Sanitary Sewer 44,215.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 L5 44,215.00 0.00 0.00 0.00%
- Storm Drain 4570.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 LS 4,870.00 0.00 0.00 0.00%
- Irrigation System 28,595.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 28,595.00 0.00 0.00 0.00%
- Mobilization 2,000.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 2,000.00 500.00 500.00 25.00%
- Concrete Phase 54815.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 54,815.00 0.00 0.00 0.00%Progress Billing No,. I in accordance with proposal dated 9/18/03

If you have Questions regarding this bllhng, please Contact Debbie Weaver at 1-970-243-4900 x 218

Total To Date: 15,333.00Plus Sales Tax: 0.00Less Retainage: 0.00Less Previous Application: 0.00Total Due This Invoice: 15,333.00rncnt in hill is due Net3O days following invoice date In the event payment is not made when due, reasonable collection fees, lien fees, and attorney fees with or without
together with 1 1/2% per month FINANCE CHARGE which is an ANNUAL PERCENTAGE RATE o118%, will be assessed until paid

PLEASE PAY FROM THIS INVOICE-DETACH AND RETURN WITH PAYMENT

Customer Name: Alan Helmicknit to: United Companies Customer No: 7528P.O. Box 3609 Invoice Number: 6556Grand Junction, CO 81502 Invoice Amount: 15,333.00 Amount Remitteth

______________
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02/12/2002

REQUEST FOR DISBURSEMENT AND APPLICATION FOR PAYMENT NO.

To: for work at %
(owner) .

(subdivision)

accomplished through the date of S //O%( by as shown on
/

‘ (subcontractor)

- the attached itemized list.

CONTRACTOR’S Certification:

___________________________________

(subcontractor) certifies that all progress payments

received from OWNERS on account of Work done under the Work Agreement referred to above have been applied to

discharge in full all obligations of

_________________________________________

(subcontractor) incurred in connection with the

Work covered by this Application For Payment Number

_________

inclusive; AND title to all materials and equipment

incorporated in said Work or otherwise listed in or covered by this Application For Payment will pass to OWNERS at time of

final acceptance of project free and clear of all liens, claims, security interests and encumbrances.

Dated

_______________________,

200 , (subcontractor)

BZ ,7áY_-%
4 me -. w-’a0

Title:________________________________

PeL aragraph 2(a) of the disbursement agreement for

_____________________________

Subdivision, the signatures below

ceftily that all costs for which the advance is being requested have been incurred in connection with the construction of the

improvements on the Property; that all work performed and materials supplied are in accordance with the plans and

specifications submitted to and approved by the City; that the work has been performed in a workmanlike manner; that no

funds are being requested for work not completed, nor for material not installed; the Project Engineer has inspected the

improvements for which payment is requested; and that such improvements have been completed in aOcordance with all terms1

specifications and conditions of the approved plans.

PROJECT ENGINEER! MANAGER RECOMMENDATION: This Application (with any accompanying documentation)

meets the requirements of the Contract Documents and payment of the above Current Payment Due is recommended.

Dated

_____________________

, 200 Name:

__________________________________________

- By:

________________________________

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION RECOMMENDATIONS: This Application (with accompanying documentation) meets the

requirements of the Development Improvements Agreement and payment of the above Current Payment Due is recommended.

Dated 3/to , 200L[
CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION

By: áUQt (7

______

Title: V (opwtvc/ Lieuiiiee /

OWNER’S ACCEPTANCE: This application (with accompanyiag documentation) is accepted and payment of the

above Current Payment Due is recommended.

Dated

________________

, 200’ Company:

____________

By & Title:

________________________________
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VISTA ENGINEERING CORP.
CONSULTING ENGINEERS & LAND SURVEYORS

May 8, 2003

RE: Crista Lee Subdivision

C’

Ms. Laura Lamberty
City of Grand Junction - Engineering Department
Grand Junction, CO 81501

Dear Ms. Lamberty:

A Grading Plan for the above-referenced subdivision, as prepared by Vista Engineering
Corporation, with latest revisions dated May 8, 2003, has been submitted to the Mesa County
Building Department for their records and files. Information contained on this Grading Plan is also
enclosed on the attached page which provides minimum (and maximum - where applicable) “top-of
concrete” elevations (labeled “T.C.” - table dated 5/08/03) for foundations of homes constructed
within the development. It is understood that this information will be utilized by the Building
Department at the time of Building Permit execution.

Bob Lee, Mesa County Building Dept.

••

y.j
..... -.

Date

Sincerely,

Patrick M. Oconnor, P.E.
Project Manager

Acknowledged By:

1!-k cZ

RECEIVED

JUL 212003

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DEPT.

7-’o 2

2777 CROSSROADS BOULEVARD • GRAND JUNCTION, Co 81506 • (970) 243-2242 • FAx: (970) 243-3810



CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION
TOP—OF—CONCRETE ELEVATION TABULATION

5/06/03

(MINIMUM)

LOT BLOCK ADDRESS T.C. ELEV.

1 1 CRISTA LEE WAY 4673.5

1 1 M!A DRVE 4678.5

2 1 MIA DRIVE 4679.0

1 2 MIA DRIVE 4679.1

1 2 JACOB WAY 4679.1

2 2 JOCOB WAY 4679.8

3 2 JACOB WAY 468D.4

4 2 TINA WAY 4680.8

5 2 TINA WAY 4680.1

6 2 TINA WAY 4680.0

7 2 TINA WAY 4679.4

8 2 TINA WAY 4679.9

1 3 TINA WAY 4679.9

1 3 TIANNA WAY 4679.9

2 3 TIANNA WAY 4678.7

3 3 TIANNA WAY 4678.5

4 3 MIA DRIVE 4678.5

5 3 MIA DRIVE 4678.5

5 3 CRISTA LEE WAY 4678.5

1 4 MIA DRIVE 4678.5

2 4 TIANNA WAY 4678.5

2 4 TIANNA WAY 4678.6

3 4 TIANNA WAY 4679.8

3 4 TINA WAY 4679.8

4 4 TINA WAY 468D.4

4 4 JACOB WAY 4680.4

5 4 JACOB WAY 4679.6

6 4 JACOB WAY 4679.0

6 4 MIA DRIVE 4679.0



RAt 8

P.64.0.

0(EO rn
PAiD

____

VISTA ENGINEERING CORP.
C4sLtTIr’E EF4JINEESS AND LM€ SURVEYORS
3777 CA W.J.EVN • IIC J,C2IYt elt • IZ7OI 343-2242F 11A EWIR(EPd3 CVP.

ANTIETAM SUBDIVISION
PRELIMINARY PLAN

PUBLIC FACILITIES

SMCARY WEP

oAr!11C w.IER

ILy4g

CAl MID ELECTRIC

City CI G,oO ‘ni.

UI. WIin COfl6 eI. D.rscI

CASLE IV

OFIR EI.fq

QnsI

“.5-n3--,2.

•IMI 1SC
8IIOI—.r3

A A I &ooal;

AREA BREAKDOWN
RESIDEN1IAI. 1075 I25p 5.375 ACRES. 50-fl

OPEN SPACE

E5T

Lj IT

C.oi,d ArcIIr ‘-cc. OnIIIcI

INTERIOR ROADS

cM.rd Mn It. I1 D1,ICcI

2.323 ACRESt 25.fl

MESA SJODI’41510N (FUTURE)

- fl4-fll-fl-2

5._I,

5&C
2037 PAI 7 tUE
M8 Ct 81003

LOT 6
6.980 Sr

C.206 ACt

to Ito.

.3’I ACRES, i4,fl

-
I I 1015

• &DxSs,- I &I84 Act

I :1- - -
• -‘I

L
—,—,‘ jr.—

______________

a-n/f

26 1/4 P060 CZaTI044 0. 051 ACRES, 0.6%

9. ISO ACflE5, ‘00 0%

NDITCH7

r

BLO
r

L014
8.101 s.F 4

0_Its ADA

-

It

H
II — RE

T E E
r I- - - -, F - — -

LOTS Lor2
•O8I SF. 6.145 S.F.

0.186 ACt 0.187 ACt
— - — .J L — — — J

•2 It

‘-I

r
LOTI

6.05153 I
0103 ACE f.I

—
—

IL
¶

r
r

r
—I

r

LOTS
8.170 SF•

0.168 ACt I

c
r

•

-Os

flOT 7
6.170 S.F.

10166 Act

J D400FCANAL
-4J—-— OIWRSON

STRUCTURE

4/

aO2AC*(3 GETTYSBURG SMEET

i:Lt---- i r—-.flp.SpSACiI/..4_n3_._’
1014 1i

Ij LDV9.1 - II. 8050SF. 0.I8SAC± f•
I3

‘II 6.O4eIsr ii
I J O,I53AC.

0.I55C.t/
•4

/ ‘‘ °L_-._JlL___J.1 L J I
‘,-/ :ç.\r 10661SF. — — —, ./‘ .• , “S’

I 10111 “‘
.7’• .24.. ACt. LOi LOT 13 0. 8149SF

i3’3i IFeFI I 0.IB7AC± - IO.IOOACtlj

IL-;rJ -

w

i LOT8
8,70 SF
DIES ADA

—

“I

.lCINITY MAP

U,
LU
C)

LU

a

U,

C-’
0
en
C
to
C
to
0

0,

a
-J
LU

0
0,

-c

9
0
0

PlAID POOlE —
AMI IS4 COST
2— II 8/4 P040

445 C.. CO 813 738

/

z

4’-

LOT 12
8.209 S.F
0.886 ACt

L J

BULK REQUIREMENTS FOR RSF—4 zONE

FEET

L.i
Se

180 0 60 FEET

GRAPHIC SCALE
I 1404—60 rUT

I/f

‘U

8.000 S.F.

20 FEET

35 FEET

75 FEET

S Woa.O0 C

MINIMUM LOT AREA

MINIMUM STREET FRONTAGE

MAXIMUM HEIGHT OF STRUCTURES

MINIMUM LOT WIDTH

MINIMUM DE YARD SETBACK
PRINCIPAL STRUCTURE
ACCESSORY STRUCTURE (ON REAP HALF Qr PARCEL)

MINIMUM REAR YARD SETRAOI’
PRINCIPAL STRUCTURE
ACCESSORY STRUCTURE

MINIMUM FRONT YARD SETBACK
PRINCIPAL STRUCTURE
ACCESSORY STRUCTURE

MAXIMUM COWBACE OF LOT OY STRUCTURES

MAXIMUM UNITS PER GROSS ACRE
S.

4
V.

I

I.

7 FEET
3 FEET

TRACT A
OPD4 ‘AU
89.045 SF.
Z04 -ACt

I

1 0
LOT2’

I _.i I 13.7805..
I

I 0.316 AC.

— 14r —

1
S<t/7 I,

O çL\7 H NOflCflI60

u

I r.m
II 286381/4P040

I L 014410 C. 01

$

1/

___

I_
.,

4flvr
- 26 /14 k)AD

25 FEET
5 FEET

— 4410 LOItTIA tilt010
284261/4 nIt

01140 £1.. 01 cool-rn

flORa CC.
P.C. nI Ml

‘40 C.. CO 81002-026

A

20 FEET
25 FEEl

53%

0o.t

P

z
-/- N

e
p

LEGEND

0

no. I6)-64I
111 16flC4T •tAl’I

OW 884410
244 28 1/40040

014cr., CO 4263

— — — 048 — — — — —

—-a—,

A’
a

U4UILENI AS DESOR1

1MNA FLOW !CII04

PPOC SIWLT 4Q41

EXSI1NG 02ERHCAD ROWER LINE

EXISONG l8• WATER UNE. METER. MID FIRE HYDRANT

EXISTING C SMIIZMY SEWER UNE 4440 MMHOLE

PRCD C WATER ONE. 4442 FIR! HWMITV

I N WGCX’ E 127.35

PROPOSED C SMIITAPT SEWER ONE. SER&. 4440 MMINaE

OPEN SPACE 1RACT



EXHIBIT B

IN RE; Crista Lee S ulidivision
I.OC,VEION: 2933 8 t 2 Road

DUE May 08, 2003

lntcndin to be I cgally bound, Ute undenigned subdivider tetchy ;iL’rcca to provi tic tbrou4liout

this solar! iv sian as shown on the above aimed subdivision plot dated tins

______________

flay

of

_________,2003,

the followine improvements to the City of Grand Junction or special district standa

ITEM # DESCRWTION QUANITY UNITS E.SP UNITS TOTAL COST

203 Rcmove hñg. Structure 2 Es. $ 500.00 51,00000

203 Clearing and Gmhbmg I L.S. $ 2,000.00 $2,000.00

203 Embankment Material 2.380 Cu Yd $ 2.50 $5950.00

203 UclassifledExcavaUon 4,360 Cu Yd $ 2.00 $8,920.00

304 6’ A-egate Base Comae 1,632 Ton S 11.25 $11,360.00

304 Subade stabilization 100 Ton S 15.00 $1,500.00

108 3’ Bituminous Pavcment 816 Ton $ 36.00 $29376.00

603 4’ SDR-35 PVC Pipe (Service) 864 Lisa, Ft S 10.00 $8,640.00

603 8’ 50K - 35 PVC Pipe (Math) 8,289 Liii. Ft $ 14.00 $18,046.00

603 15’ HOPE storm drain 42 Li, Ft $ 25.00 $1,050.00

603 Outlet Structure I Es. $ 2,000.00 $2,000.00

603 Detention Sump-Pump & Pipe I L.S. $ 1.50000 $1,500.00

603 Storm drain inlet box I Es. 5 2,000.00 $2,000.00

603 2 ft. V-Pan (4’ thick) 190 Sq. Ft S 200 $380.00

603 6 Sidewalk Drain-Trough I Es. 5 2,000.00 $2,000.00

604 Sanitary Stwer Manhole 7 Es. $ 1,500.00 $l0,500.00

604 Coemecttoexaataan. Sewer wma! I Es. $ 3,000.00 $3,000.00

607 6’ Privacy fence 307 Lin. Ft $ 20.00 $6,140.00

607 12 foot gate I Es. 5 500.00 $500.00

608 6.S’drjveovercaebwalkw/base 2,605 Un. Ft $ t7.50 $45,587.50

608 8’ V.Pans 204 Sq. Ft. $ 3.00 $612.00

608 8’ ComerFillets and Cab Ramp 310 Sq. Ft. S 300 $930.00

614 Mailbox, gang mailbox I La. $ 500.00 $500.00

614 Street Light Standard 4 La. $ t,200 00 $4,800.00

611 Traffic alkiS and sign panels 4 La. $ 200.00 $800.00

614 Barricade, end ofroad panels I La. $ 50000 $50000

615 2’ OtTsite brig Set WI nacr 290 Lin. Ft $ 700 $2,030.00

615 4’ PVC irrigation pipe, Class 160 2,145 Lan. Ft. $ 8.00 $17,160.00

615 6’ PVC irrigation pipe, Class 160 380 Lin. Ft. $ 1000 54.80000

615 6’ Gate valve I La, $ 50000 $500.00

615 4’ BalI valve 6 La. $ 75.00 $450.00

615 2’ CR.I00 Air.Vac I La. $ 200.00 $200.00

615 Air-inpectionpoft 2 Es. $ 300.00 $600.00

615 Blow-off I La, $ 200.00 $200.00

615 8’ C.900 brig. Sleeve 95 Lin. Ft $ 15.00 $1,425.00

615 t2’ C.900 brig. Sleeve 45 Lin. Ft $ 18.00 $810.00

615 Risen, ithtion. I’ w/ ball valve 23 La. 80.00 $1,840.00

619 8’ C.900 Class 150, PVC Pipe 1,583 Lin. Ft 88.00 $28,494.00

619 Sewer line encasement 6 Es. $ 400.00 $2,400.00

619 8’ Gate Valve 9 Es. $ 550.00 54,950.00

619 Fire Hydrant 2 La. 2,350.00 $4,700.00

619 3/3’ ‘pe K copper Services 778 Lin. Ft 900 $7,002.00

6t9 Tie connection to exist. 8’ waterline I La. 500.00 $500.00

619 Landscaping I L S. $ 2,00000 $2,000.00

630 Traffic Control t L.S. $ 1,000.00 $1,000 00

SUB-TOTAL $251,652.50

SUPERVISION I L.S, 4% $10,306.10

ESTIMATED PROJECT COST 5267,958,60

PERFORMANCE BOND I AiI0%A $294,754.36

t5*1vty

, c - 13°’ lI-c



‘NestWater Engineering

2516 FORESIGHT CIRCLE, #1 GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO 81505 (970) 241-7076 FAX (970) 241-7097

March 26, 2004

V
Kelly Taylor V
Haven Construction Company
P.O. Box 60280
Grand Junction, CO 81506

Re: Christa Lee Subdivision

Dear Kelly:

Preliminary testing on the Christa Lee Subdivision was performed on December 11 and 12,
2003. Testing included air pressure, lamping and mandrel. All mandrel and pressure tests were
satisfactory. Defects in lamping were limited to work in the manholes i.e., installing missing
steps, which can be performed at any time.

The project presently meets Orchard Mesa Sanitation District’s standards for paving with the
exception of”redline” As-builts, which we have not yet received.

Sincerely,

ciQE
A. David Rann
Resident Inspector

ADRIIp

cc: Rick Doris, City of Grand Junction



TEDS DESIGN EXCEPTION REOUEST

CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION September 17, 2003
2933 B ‘/ Road - Grand Junction, CO

Proposed Design Exception:
Request to allow installation of an access roadway (Crista Lee Way - an Urban Residential Street)
with B ¼ Road (a designated Minor Arterial) which will be out of compliance with Section
6.2.8.2 of the TEDS manual given that the offset for an existing driveway on the opposite side of
B V2 Road will be within the minimum offset of 150 feet (actual offset will be approximately 60’).

Alternatives Considered:
1. Given the limited frontage of the project with B ¼ Road (approximately 115 feet) and the
number and location of existing driveways in the vicinity, it would be impossible to provide access
to the site without encroaching somewhere on the separation offsets of the TEDS manual. There
are two existing drives, approximately 40 feet apart, on the opposite side of B V2 Road and two
existing drives on the same side of B ¼ approximately 340 feet apart. This proposal attempts to
balance the offsets as much as possible by generally splitting the distance between the two drives
on the same side and aligning with one of the drives on the opposite side (the entrance to the
Orchard Mesa Canal roadway). This leaves the other existing drive (Mrs. Celia Ligrani, 2934
B V2 Road) on the opposite side within approximately 60 feet of the entrance roadway.

2. Mrs. Ligrani was contacted, in person, to discuss the problem and the potential hazards
associated with the offset. We discussed the possibility of relocating her driveway to coincide
with the location of the Orchard Mesa Canal roadway which is generally in alignment with the
proposed access roadway to Crista Lee. She was not interested in pursuing this given that her
yard was fenced and heavily landscaped along the southwestern boundary adjacent to the canal
road (containing several large trees). In addition, the entrance to the canal road is chained-off and
contains signs indicating “No Access Allowed”. It is unlikely that the canal company would be
very willing to share the drive, in our opinion, although they were not contacted given the
response from Mrs. Ligrani.

3. Moving the entrance roadway to align with the Ligrani driveway will create an offset problem
with two other existing drives (the O.M. Canal road and the Stocking’s to the east). This would
create more potential for offset hazards than the current proposal.

Impacts of Chaniie:
The impacts of this proposed change do not appear to be adverse. The other reasonable
alternatives would create additional hazards and compromises on safety.
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LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL

TO: C tTYpE6AjtJa1oJ

ATTENflON: I K 1C1L

49

SUBJECT: TEbS EvrtrInN)

TRANSMITTED ARE:

O For Approval

j.VJor Your Use

As Requested

C For Review and Comment

C Submittal Accepted

O Submittal Accepted as Noted (Resubmit)

O Submittal Returned for Revisions (Resubmit)

DATE: 9/17/
JOB NO. .0{

O Submittal Not Accepted (Submit Anew)

O Preliminary Submittal

O For Reference Only

O Distribution Copy (Previously Accepted)

0

C

C

CCPIES DATE NO. DESCRIPTION

I I 9its iXCPT)orJ Rs?MS’T
I ev 2. 1 Snn t w/ DftvtvAy LockTIoeB Bk. atN

I

REMARKS

F’LS rRocss 7MIS TE’b’S Excnip,’J ft’aRcy’ $s 4j-c Pou;&rt.

I bJAUtT 1nJ(LLLDC SMWC1 PftoiiOW Ln(lTibpj or y,’CripJt, DAwiw4v<

OJ RoAcs ( Pcno Scnm H-c mei s,eNCf!.t 1ftTW&%’).

C”kLc I VOM. vrQL&StInrJ. Oft AtflrflnAJL lrJn&MfrnIntJ.
I

1NANK wnU rbft YoMR A -

“

.
—-

r
VISTA ENGINEERING CORP.

CONSULTING ENGINEERS & LAND SURVEYORS

2777 CROSSROADS BOULEVARD
GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO 81506

(970) 243-2242
FAx: (970) 243-3810

CR’crA Ln’ t4ssthn<,or1

COPY TO

__________________________

SIGNEDTh.



DEVELOPMENT IMPROVEMENTS AGREEMENT
DISBURSEMENT LOG AND AUTHORIZATION

PROJECT: Crista Lee Subdivi Construction Costs: $289,902.78 DIA NOT RECORDED:
DEVELOPER: Alan C. Helmick 20% City Security: $57,980.56 DIA RECORDED: X

SCROW AGENCY: Grand Valley NaUci Total DIA Amount: $347,883.34 Book -

Page

F GRADING & LANDSCAPE
[ DATE BY SANITARY WATER STREETS DRAINAGE and IRRI. MISC. TOTAL
Original Construction Cost Estimates By Category

17-Nov-03 I $43,864.00 I $45,946.00 I $114,798.50 I - $29,180.00 I $34,640.00 I $21 .474.28 I $289,902.78

Disbursements
1 7-Nov-03 Id $15,333.00 $15,333.005-Dec-03 Id $43,864.00 $5,652.68 $30,723.00 $3,100.00 $83,339.68

Remaining
Disbursable
Balance $0.00 $45,946.00 $114,798.50 $8,194.32 $3,917.00 $18,374.28 $191,230.10

The City of Grand Junction, Community Development Department hereby authorizes the Escrow Agency to release up to $98,672.68, including allprevious payments, to the Developer for work completed on the Project.

Signature: 44P1tt i2 t44(U.t)
Date: z c-a;

Total
Disbursed $43,864.00 $0.00 $0.00 $20,985.68 $30,723.00 $3,100.00

$0.00
$0.00

$98,672.68

Name: LCLLtL.L4 Q LaJxrbci Title: P.f\dt1O7flaJ kntais’t-_J ‘-I



01’ 12,2002

REQUEST FOR DISBURSEMENT AND APPLICATION FOR PAYMENT NO.

To: — (1 ,%/4’ , work at ‘t?E’ ,C

(owner) (subdivision)

accomplished through the date of /Z/.0% 3’ by zcE .-C (2’O as shown on
(subcontractor)

the attached itemized list.

CONTRACTOR’S Certification: /- /fz (tJ7.t. (73 (subcontractor) certifies that all progress payments
received from OWNERS on account of Work done under the Work Agreement referred to above have been applied to
discharge in full all obligations of LI’7 Ltfl?>t EQ (subcontractor) incurred rn connection with the
Work covered by this Application For Payment Number

_________

inclusive; AND title to all materials and equipment
incorporated in said Work or otherwise listed in or covered by this Application For Payment will pass to OWNERS at time of
final acceptance of project free and clear of all liens, claims, security interests and encumbrances.

Dated

_____________________,

200

_____________________________________

(subcontractor)

/77 e)
Title:___________________________

Per paragraph 2(a) of the disbursement agreemetfor

_________________________

Subdivision, the siaWres below
certi/ that all costs for which the advance is being requested have been incurred in connection with the construction of the
improvements on the Property; that all work performed and materials supplied are in accordance with the plans and
specifications submitted to and approved by the City; that the work has been performed in a workmanlike manner; that no
hinds are being requested for work not completed, nor for material not installed; the Project Engineer has inspected the
improvements for which payment is requested; and that such improvements have been completed in accordance with all terms,
specifications and conditions of the approved plans.

PROJECT ENGINEER / MANAGER RECOMMENDATION: This Application (with any accompanying documentation)
meets the requirements of the Contract Documents and payment of the above Current Payment Due is recommended.

Dated

__________________

, 200 Name

____________________________________

By: /

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION RECOMMENDATIONS: This Application (with accompanying documentation) meets the
requirements of the Development Improvements Agreement and payment of the above Current Payment Due is recommended.

Dated - 2001) CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION

By:_______________________

Tide: OtU’t(qVw..Lid hA_yv

OWNER’S ACCEPTANCE: This application (with accompanying documentation) is accepted and payment of the
above Current Payment Due is recommended.

Dated

_____________________

, 200_ Company: . I

By & Title:a



02/12/2002

n1e.’o,ec
REQUEST FOR DISBURSEMENT AND APPLICATION FOR PAYMENT NO. 4ras

To: _L4¼ ,v J /14747 reé for work at %Z/f% z-ec
(owner) (subdivision)

accomplished through the date of 3 by 7frS//S as shown on
(subcontractor)

- the attached itemized list.

CONTCTOR’S Ceflcation:%%% ‘46/ (bcontractor) ceifles that all process payments
received from OWNERS on accoun 0 Woj)c donejpder the Work,kgreement referred to above have been applied to
discharge in flail all obligations of Al.’d’( )OO/t_2&Ts (subcontractor) incurred in connection with the
Work covered by this Application For Payment Number

_________

inclusive; AND title to all materials and equipment
incorporated in said Work or otherwise listed in or covered by this Application For Payment will pass to OWNERS at time of
final acceptance of project free and clear of all liens, claims, security interests and encumbrances.

Dated

_____________________,

200

_____________________________________

(subcontractor)

By:______________________________

Title:__________________________________________________

Per paragraph 2(a) of the disbursement agreemeñtfor

___________________________

Subdivision, the signatures below /certi& that all costs for which the advance is being requested have been incurred in connection with the construction of the
improvements on the Property; that all work performed and materials supplied are in accordance with the plans and
specifications submitted to and approved by the City; that the work has been performed in a workmanlike manner; that no
ffinds are being requested for work not completed, nor for material not installed; the Project Engineer has inspected the
improvements for which payment is requested; and that such improvements have been completed in aecordance with all tents,
specifications and conditions of the approved plans.

PROJECT ENGINEER / MANAGER RECOMMENDATION: This Application (with any accompanying documentation)
meets the requirements of the Contact Documents and payment of the above Current Payment Due is recommended.

Dated

__________________

, 200 Name: ) /
By:

______________________________________

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION RECOMMENDATIONS: This Application (with accompanying documentation) meets the
requirements of the Development Improvements Agreement and payment of the above Current Payment Due is recommended.

Dated / 2 - C ,200 S CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION

_____________

— By: 0 1it4At1l+
As 11DDI’D- c-f4(F Title: frt(cfkl&d flfi4((

OWNER’S ACCEPTANCE: This application (with accompanying documentation) is accepted and payment of the
above Current Payment Due is recommended.

Dated Company: r

By & Title

________

?



_ _ _

h

___

• s r r
OLDCASTLE SW GROUP, INC.

To: Alan Helmick
721 Main St
Delta, CO. 81416

United Companies
P.O. Box 3609

Grand Junction, CO 81502
(970) 243-4900

• INVOICE
Invoice No: 6825

Invoice Date: 1112112003
Contract: 400721.

CustomerNo: 7528
Terms:

Due Date:
Application:

Job Information:
Crista Lee Subdivision

Payment in full is due NetJO days following invoice date In the event payment is nut made when due, reasonable cullection fees, lien fees, and attorney fees with or without
suit, together with I 1/2% per month FINANCE CHARGE which is an ANNUAL PERCENTAGE RATE oft 8%, ‘will be assessed until paid

PLEASE PAY FROM THIS INVOICE-DETACH AND RETURN WITH PAYMENT

Remit to: United Companies
P.O. Box 3609
Grand Junction, CO 81502

Customer Name: Alan Helmick
Customer No:
Invoice Number:
Invoice Amount:

Net 30 Days
1212112003

2

contract contract Quantity Quantity Unit Amount Amount
Item - Description Amount Quantity this AppI JTD U/M Price This Appl To-Date Comp

1 - Clear & Grub 4,78000 0.00 000 0.00 LS 4,780.00 0.00 4,78000 10000%
2- Rough Cut 13,40400 3,351.00 0.00 2,513.25 Ci 4.00 0.00 10,053.00 75.00%
3- Subgrade Prep 9,435.60 7,863.00 0.00 0.00 SN’ 1.20 0.00 0.00 0.00%
4- class 6 35,100.00 2,700.00 0.00 0.00 TON 13.00 0.00 0.00 0.00%
5 - HBP 35,802.00 884.00 0.00 0.00 TON 40.50 0.00 0,00 0.00%
6 - Raise MN to Finish Grade 2,920.00 8.00 0.00 0.00 EA 365.00 0.00 0.00 0.00%
7- Raise Water Valves 1,320.00 8.00 0.00 0.00 EA 165.00 ‘ 0.00 0.00 0.00%
8 -Testing for United’s Portion 2,100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 2,100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00%
9 - Traffic control 3,600.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 3,600.00 0.00 0.00 0.00%
10- Sterilant 1,432.35 5,305,00 0.00 0.00 SN’ 0.27 0.00 0.00 0.00%
11- Domestic Water 51,015.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 51,015.00 0.00 0.00 0,00%
12- Sanitaiy Sewer 44,215.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 44,215.00 44,215.00 44,215.00 100.00% —

13 - Storm Drain 4,870.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 4,870.00 0.00 0.00 0.00%
14- Irrigation System 28,595.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 28,595.00 28,595.00 28,595.00 100.00%
15- Mobilization 2,000.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 2,000.00 0.00 500.00 25.00%
ie- concrete Phase 54,815.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 54,815.00 0.00 0.00 0.00%
17-co #1 Pvc Pipe t t 3” 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 0.00 2128.00 rn 9 2,128.00 0.00%
18 - CO #2 - Pit Run 0.00 0.00 753.69 753.69 TON 0.00 5,652.68 9 rá , 5,652.68 0.00%

If you have Questions regarding

Progress Billing #2

this billing, please contact Debbie Weaver at 1-970-2434900 x 218 *a

7528
6825

80,590.68 Amount Remitte&



Invoice No: 6825
Invoice Date: 11/2112003

Contract: 400721.
CustomerNo: 7528

United Companies Terms: Net 30 Days
P.O. Box 3609 Due Date; 12121/2003

Grand Junction, CD 81502 Application: 2
(970) 243-4900

To: Alan Helmick
Job Information:

721 Main St Crista Lee SubdivisionDelta, CO. 81416

Contract Contract Quantity Quantity Unit Amount Amount
Item Description Amount Quantity this Appi JTD U/M Price This Appi To-Date Comp

Change Order #1 380 if @ $5.60/if = $2,128.00
Change Order #2 753.69 tons of pit run @ $7.50/ton $5,652.68

N

Total To Date: 95,923.68
Plus Sales Tax: 0.00

Less Retainage: 0.00
Less Previous Application: 15,333.00

Total Due This Invoice: 80,590.68

Paymcnc in full is due Net3O days foliowin invoice date In the event payment is not made “hen due, reasonable collection fees, lien fees, and attorney fees with or without
[,togcther with I 1/2% per month FINANCE CHARGE which is an ANNUAL PERCENTAGE LATE ofl8%, will be assessed until paid

Customer Name: Alan Helmick
Remit to: United Companies Customer No: 7528

P.O. Box 3609 Invoice Number: 6825
Grand Junction, CO 81602 Invoice Amount: 80,590.68 Amount Remitted

_________________



Client: Haven Construction Report No: 11
Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 3-29-04

Location:
Test By RL

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GJLD Job No: 90630-GJ
TEST Nuclear (ASThS Nuclear(ASTM2922) (ASThtD-1556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:TYPE: 2922) Backseatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

-

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COKWAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR 80ThNo.
SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

57A RETEST 96 95 17.0 +-2 I12A@17.3 C
56A RETEST 96 95 17.3 +-2 1l2A@17.3 C
170 Sewer MH P2 © -2’ BSG 98 95 15.6 +-2 115.3@16.5 C
171 Sewer MEl P2 @ FSG 96 95 16.1 +-2 53@6 C

DJSTRmUnON: KEY: * Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINCOLN YORE, INC.
I-Client ‘ Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY:

1-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT
I-Wesnvater Fog. M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of ‘pit run’ or Nuclear Density Testing is ‘locations and depths identi{jed above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may requiTe performed for acceptance i !fIEf!Th’JJ; GRANDLincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined ;:%4’”’<@ JUNCTION Geotechnicaluniform mix placement and compactive efFort throughout Content, ASTM 13—4718. If soils with visual and penetration ‘ LINCOLN Engineers-the till area. contam oversize particles in excess of methods.
‘

‘ DeVORE Geologiststhe limits ofASTM 13-4718



Client United Companies Report No: 5
Project: Crjsta Lee Subdivision Date of Test 3-29-04
Location:

Test By. RL

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needei GiLD Job No: 90525-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear(ASTM 2922) (ASTh4D-1556) SPECifICATIONS: Prtject City: X County: State:TYPE: 2922) Backacatta Direct Trans. x Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COt.WAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR 501No. SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE
62 Sidewalk Crista Lee Wy., sta 0+50, (grade change) @ FG 96 95 5.5 +-2 138.7@6.l ABC
63 Sidewalk, Crista Lee Wy., sta 050, (grade change) @ FG 97 95 5.5 +-2 138.7@6.1 ABC

DISTRIBUTION: KEY: * Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION L114C0U4 DeVORE, INC.
,ZL n -1-Client “ Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY: —

S Standard Proctor ABC Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of ‘pit inn’ or Nuclear Density Testing is
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined
uniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content ASTM D4718. If soils with visual and penetration
the fill area. contain oversize particles in excess of methods.

the limits of ASTM D-4718

r

J

LINCOLN Engineers
DeVORE Geologists
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II’!&

_____ _____

-===- INVOICE
Invoice No. 7233

t “SW’ Invoice Date: 312612004

OLDCASTLE SW GROUP, INC. CusZ

United Companies Terms: Net 30 Days

P.O. Box 3609 Due Date: 4/25/2004
Grand Junction, CO 81502 Application: 5

(970) 2434900

To: Alan Helmick Job Information:
721 Main St Crista Lee Subdivision
Delta, CO. 81416

Conbact Contract Quantity Quantity Unit Amount Amount
item-Description Amount Quantity this AppI JTD JIM Price This Appi To-Date Comp

1 - Clear & Grub 4780.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 4,780.00 0.00 4,78D.0O 100.00%

2- Rough Cut 13,404.00 3,351.00 837.75 3,351.00 CV 4.00 3,351.00 13,404.00 100.00%

3 . Subgrade Prep 9,435.60 7863.00 7,863.00 7,663.D0 SY 1.20 9,435,60 9,43560 100.00%

4-Class 6 (6e..Q0’) 35,100.00 2,700.00 1,866.70 1,866.70 TON 13.00 24,267.10 24,267.10 69.14%

5. HP 35,802.00 884.00 0.00 0.00 TON 40.50 0.00 0.00 0.03%

6 - Raise MH to Finish Grade 2,920.00 8.00 0.00 0.00 EA 365.00 0.00 0.00 0.00%

7 - Raise Water Valves 1,320.00 8.00 0.00 0.00 EA 16500 0.00 0.00 0.00%

8-Testing for united’s Portion 2,100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 2,100.00 1,050.00 1,050.00 50.00%

9 - Traffic Control 3,600.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 3,600.00 0.00 0.00 0.00%

10- Sterilant 1,432.35 5,305.00 0.00 0.00 SY 0.27 0.00 0.00 0.00%

11 - Domestic Water 51,015.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 LS 51,015.00 0.00 0.00 0.00%

12- Sanitary Sewer 44,215.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 44.215,00 0.00 44,215.00 100.00%

13- Storm Drain 4,870.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 4,870.00 0.00 0.00 0.00%

14- Irrigation System 28,595.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 26,595.00 0.00 28,595.00 100.00%

15 - Mobilization 2,000.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 2,000.00 500.00 1,000.00 50.00%

16- Concrete Phase 54,815.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 54,815.00 0.00 0.00 0.00%

17- CO #1 Pvc Pipe 2” to 3 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 0.00 0.00 2,128.00 0.00%

18- CO #2 - Pit Run 0.00 0.00 0.00 753.69 TON 0.00 0.00 5,652.68 0.00%

19- Time & Material Extra Work 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 0.00 0.00 4,880.00 0.00%

20 - CO #3 - Dry Utility & Crossing 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 0.00 0.00 4,366.00 0.00%

Progress Billing #5 p / ç’

If you have Questions regarding this billing, please contact Debbie Weaver at 1-970-2434900 x218PAos

Payment in hill is due NeL3D days rollo’ving invoice date In the event payment is not made when due, reasonable collection fees, lien f!es, and attorney fees vith or without
suit, together with I 1/2% per month FINANCE CHAROE which is an ANNUAL PERCENTAGE RATE otlS%, will he assessed until paul

PLEASE PAY FROM THIS INVOICE-DETACH AND RETURN WITH PAYMENT

Customer Name: Alan HelmiCk
Remit to: United Companies Customer No: 7528

RO. Box 3609 Invoice Number: 7233
Grand Junction, CO 81502 Invoice Amount: 38603.70 Amount Remitted:

__________________



Invoice No: 7233
Invoice Date: 312612004

Contract: 400721.
CustomerNo: 7528

United Companies Terms: Net 30 Days
P.O. Box 3609 Due Date: 412512004

Grand Junction, CD 81502 Application: 5
(970) 243-4900

To: Alan Helmick Job Information:
721 Main St Crista Lee Subdivision
Delta, CO. 81416

Contract Contract Quantity Quantity Unit Amount Amount
Item - Description Amount Quantity this Appi JTD U/M Price This Appi To-Date Camp

Total To Date: 143,773.38
Pius Sales Tax: 0.00
Less Retainage: 0.00

Less Previous AppOcation: 105,169.68
Total Due This Invoice: 38,603.70

Paymenl in full is due Ncr 30 days following invoice date In the event payment is riot made when due, reasonable collection fees, lien fees, and attorney fees with or without
suit together with I /2% per month FINANCE CHARGE which is an ANNUAL PERCENTAGE RATE ofl 8%, vilI be assessed until paid

Customer Name: Alan Helmick
Remit to: United Companies Customer No: 7528

P.O. Box 3609 Invoice Number: 7233
Grand Junction, CO 81502 Invoice Amount: 38,603.70 Amount Remitted

__________________



02/12/2002

C
REQUEST FOR DISBURSEMENT AND APPLICATION FOR PAYMENT NO. 3

To: PM/i/c W660i,ce. ,for wqrk atOf1’i £%E ClÔQi’.

(owner) (subdivision)

accomplished through the date of 44? t/O by Z,4J/Z 6/21,97l//5 as shown on

(subcontractor)

- the attached itemized list.

CONTRACTOR’S Certification: ,4//7 (?eZQfl2,-%Y/, (subcontractor) certifies that all progress payments

received from OWNERS on account of Work done under the Work Agreement referred to above have been applied to

discharge in full all obligations of L/Kii% c4,n,%cfl,eEj’ (subcontractor) incurred in connection with the

Work covered by this Application For Payment Number

_________

inclusive; AND title to all materials and equipment

incorporated in said Work or otherwise listed in or covered by this Application For Payment will pass to OWNERS at time of

final acceptance of project free and clear of all liens, claims, security interests and encumbrances.

Dated

_______________________,

200

________________________________________

(subcontractor)

By:_________________________________

Title:__________________________________________________

Per paragraph 2(a) of the disbursement agreeme1t for de/74 LI%E Subdivision, the signatures below

certil& that all costs for which the advance is being requested have been incurred in connection with the construction of the

improvements on the Property; that all work performed and materials supplied are in accordance with the plans and

specifications submitted to and approved by the City; that the work has been performed in a worbnanlike manner; that no

funds are being requested for work not completed, nor for material not installed; the Project Engineer has inspected the

improvements for which payment is requested; and that such improvements have been completed in accordance with all terms,

specifications and conditions of the approved plans.

PROJECT ENGINEER / MANAGER RECOMMENDATION: This Application (with any accompanying documentation)

meets the requirements of the Contract Documents and payment of the above Current Payment Due is recommended.

Dated

_____________________

• 200 Name:

__________________________________________

By:

________________________________

N

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION RECOMMENDATIONS: This Application (with accompanying documentation) meets the

requirements of the Development Improvements Agreement and payment of the above Current Payment Due is recommended.

Dated

_______________

,200
Lf

CITY OF GRAND CTI N /1
By: JIM -

Title: Debt (11,7 Jilt

OWNER’S ACCEPTANCE: This application (with accompanying documentation) is accepted and payment of the

above Current Payment Due is recommended.

Dated

_____________________

, 200 Company:

______________________________________

By & Title:

________________________________



O2i2I2OO2’

REQUEST FOR DISBURSEMENT AND APPLICATION FOR PAYMENT NO.

_______

To: A/A/i! rc, for work at___________________________

(owner) (subdivision)

accomplished through the date of 5/’/7 41< by /év;,zYcE%,_r’c,,o..n’zzz ç as shown on
/

(subcontractor) ‘

the attached itemized list.

CONTRACTOR’S Certification: €%%‘—‘?-a/ (? (subcontractor) certifies that all progress payments

received from OWNERS on account ofW9rk don; under Work Agreement referred to above have been applied to

discharge in MI all obligations of //,vi 7’,4a/ C eJ (subcontractor) incurred in connection with the

Work covered by this Application For Payment Number

__________

inclusive; AND title to all materials and equipment

incorporated in said Work or otherwise listed in or covered by this Application For Payment will pass to OWNERS at time of

final acceptance of project free and clear of all liens, claims, security interests and encumbrances.

Dated

____________________,

2OO

__________________________________

(subcontractor)

/1t%4J
/%!‘.-.z 121 t

___________________________

Tile:______________________

Per paragraph 2(a) of the disbursement agreemeñtfor

_________________________

Subdivision, the signaftres below

certi’ that all costs for which the advance is being requested have been incurred in connection with the construction of the

improvements on the Property; that all work performed and materials supplied are in accordance with the plans and

specifications submitted to and approved by the City; that the work has been performed in a workmanlike manner; that no

funds are being requested for work not completed, nor for material not installed; the Project Engineer has inspected the

improvements for which payment is requested; and that such improvements have been completed in aácordance with all terms,

specifications and conditions of the approved plans.

PROJECT ENGINEER / MANAGER RECOMMENDATION: This Application (with any accompanying documentation)

meets the requirements of the Contract Documents and payment of the above Current Payment Due is recommended.

Dated

_________________

, 200 Name: jut’/%1

By:

________________________________

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION RECOMMENDATIONS: This Application (with accompanying documentation) meets the

requirements of the Development Improvements Agreement and payment of the above Current Payment Due is recommended.

Dated s/a 7 , 20Q CITY OF GRAND JUNCTI91’4 /
By:________

Titie:/h12TtZ/

OWNER’S ACCEPTANCE: This application (with accompanying documentation) is accepted and payment of the

above Current Payment Due is recommended.

Dated

_______________

,

200Q Company:

By & Title:

____________________________



_.__ MAY.27.2004 9:39AM HELMICK MORTGAGE . NO.926 P.1

hiL\__ b a. INVOICE‘V Invoice No: 7494
Invoice Date: 512112004

OLOCASTLE SW GROUP, INC.
I

40

United Companies Terms: Net 30 Days
P.O. Box 3609 Due Date; 6120I004

Grand Junction Co 81502 Application: 7(970) 2434900

To: Alan Kelmick
Job Information:

Delta, CO. 81416 Crista Lee Subdivision

—

tohtjaCt’t6hfrdf QUantiW Ouanbly •Aicuiir Amouvi?-’ -Itam - Description Amount Quantity this Appi JTP UIM Price This Appi To-Date Camp1 - Clew & Grub 4780.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 4,730.00 0.00 4,780.00 100.00%2- Rou9h Cut 13,404.00 3,351.00 0.00 3351.00 CY 4.00 0.00 13,404.00 100.00%3- Subgrade Prep 9,435.60 7,853.00 0.00 7,263.00 SY 1,20 0.00 9,435.60 100.00%4-Class 6 35,100.00 2,700.00 748.30 2,615.00 TON 13,00 9,727.90 . 33,995.00 96.85%5- HOP 35,802.00 884.00 784,53 754.53 TON 40.50 31,77347 31,773.47 86.76%6- Raise MH to Finish Grade 2,920.00 8.00 7.00 7,00 6k 365.00 2,555.00 2,555.00 87.50%7- RaiseWaterValves 1,320,00 8.00 8.00 8,00 ER 185.00 1,320.00 1,320.00. 100.00% /S - Tesung for Untd’s Portion 2,100.00 0.00 0,00 0.00 LS 2,100.00 1,050.00 2,100.00100.00% 79 - Traffic Control , 3,600.00 0,00 0.00 0.00 LB 1600.00 900.00 900.00 25.00%10- Sterflant 1,432.35 5,305,00 5,305.00 8,305.00 Sf 0.27 1,432.35 1,432.35 100.00%17- DomesticWater 51015.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LB 51,015.00 0.00 51,015.00 100.00%12- Sanitary Sewer 44,215.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LB 44,215.00 0.00 44,215.00 100,00%73- Storm Drain 4,870.00 0.00 0,00 0.00 LB 4,870.00 0,00 4,870.00 100,00%14- Irrigation System 25595,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 28,595.00 0,00 28.59600 100,00%15- Mobilization 2,000.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 L5 2,000.00 1,000.00 2,000.00 100.00%15-Concrete Phase 54,315.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LB 54,815.00 2,779.12 49,371.87 90.07%17-CO #1 Pvc Piper to 3” 0.00 DM0 0.00 0,00 LB 0.00 0.00 2,128.00 0.00%13 - CO #2 - Pit Run 0.00 0.00 0.00 753.69 TON 0.00 0.00 5,652.68 0.00%19- TIme & Material Cxtea Work 0.00 00O 0,00 0.00 LB 0.00 0.00 4,880.00 0.00%20- CO *3- Dry Utility & Crossing 0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LB 0.00 0.00 12,645.50 0.00%21 -COTruncted Domes 0.00 DM0 71.99 71.99 ER 0.00 2,455,00 2.485Db 0,00%

Progress, Billing #7

If you have Questions regarding this bifling, please contact Debbie Weaver at 1-970-243-4900 x 218

Payment in MI is duc Not3O days foiIowtn invoice datc In the event payment is not niadc wbcn duo, reasonable collection fees, lien fees, end attorney fees with or without‘suit, itgether wiLh 1 1/2% per month FINANCE CHARGE which is an ANNUAL PERCENTAGE RATE oflEV. Will be assessed until psia

PLEASE PAY FROM THIS INVOICE-Dn’AcH AND RETURN WITH PAYMENT

Customer Name: Nan HeimickRemit to: United Companies Customer No: 7528P.O. Box 3609 Invoice Number 7494Grand Junction, CO 81502 Invoice Amount: 55,022.84 Amount Remjtte&



MRY.2?.2004 9:3gflN HELMICK MORTGAGE NO.926 P.2

Invoice No; 7494
Invoice Date; 512112004

Contract; 400721.
CustomerNo: 7528United Companies Terms Net 30 Days

P.O. Box 3609 Due Date; 612012004Grand Junction, CC 81502 Application: 7(970) 2434900

To Alan Helmick
Job information;721 Main St
Crista Lee Subdivision

-

——tontract CdrLtracr QuantIty Quantity - “un1r Amouit Amount —
Item -Description Amount Quantity this Appi JTD U/M Price This AppI To-Date Comp

Total To Date: 309,553.47
Plus Sales Tax: OO0

Less Retainage: 0.00Less Previous Application; 254,530.63
Total Due This Invoice: 55,022.84

Payment infiuil is due NetlO days following igvoice dztc Indie eventpaymin IS notmadewhen duc, reasonable collecUon frcs, lien fees, and eflomoy Ices With or withoutsuit, together with 1 1/2% per month FiNANCE CHARGE which is an ANNUAL PERCENTAGS RATS ofi 8%, will be assessed untU paiá

Customer Name: Alan HelmickRemit to: United Companies Customer No: 7526P.O. Box 3609 Invoice Number 7494Grand Junction, CO 81502 Invoice Amount 55,022.84 Amount Remifled

________________



Escrow Agency to release up to $251,129.49, including all

Date: 527—CY
Title: v lott& ,+ En c, p

DEVELOPMENT IMPROVEMENTS AGREEMENT
DISBURSEMENT LOG AND AUTHORIZATION

PROJECT: Crista Lee Subdivis Construction Costs: $289,902.78 DIA NOT RECORDED:
DEVELOPER: Alan C. Helmick 20% City Security; $57,980.56 DIA RECORDED: X

ESCROW AGENCY: Grand Valley Natioi Total DIA Amount: $347,883.34 Book -

. Page-

GRADING & LANDSCAPE
DATE BY SANITARY WATER STREETS DRAINAGE and IRRI. MISC. TOTAL

Original Construction Cost Estimates By Category
17-Nov-03 $43,864.00 $45,946.00 I $114,798.50 I $29,180.00 $34,640.00 $21,474.28 I $289,902.78

Disbursements
17-Nov-03 cl $15,333.00 $15,333.005-Dec-03 ci $43,864.00 $5,652.68 $30,723.00 $3,100.00 $83,339.681 -Mar-04 cl $4,336.00 $666.70 $5,002.7010-Mar-04 cl $16,740.50

. $16,740.5014-Apr-04 cl $19,376.68 $19,376.681 9-May-04 Id $29,205.50 $46,592.72 $3,858.32 $579.68 $80,236.2227-May-04 id $31,100.71 $31,100.71

.- $0.00
• $0.00Total

Disbursed $43,864.00 $45,946.00 $97,070.11 $29,180.00 $30,723.00 $4,346.38 $251,129A9

Remaining
Disbursable
Balance $0.00 $0.00 $17,728.39 $0.00 $3,917.00 $17,127.90 $38,773.29

The City of Grand Junction, Community Development Department hereby authorizes the
previous payments, to the Developer for work completed on the Project.

Signature: Lcc
() £L4c4%

Name: VOL tLun



O/I2/2OO2

I
REQUEST FOR DISBURSEMENT AND APPLICATION FOR PAYMENT NO. Li

To: AP 0. 4i/t for work at O,ez)rG A:e:
(owner) (subdivision)

accomplished through the date of 41’ 34 by e/7’dc gAN ...%eAJ (3776III as shown on

(subconfractor)

- the attached itemized list.

CONTRACTOR’S Certification: C’17Y 6/ 6A’,*’Ji) ,.6,vgubcontractor) certifies that all progress payments

received from OWNERS on account of Work done under the Work Agreement referred to above have been applied to

discharge in full all obligations of di’TV oA 6t?V1’) &7h’yd#DW (subcontractor) incurred in connection with the

Work covered by this Application For Payment Number

__________

inclusive; AND title to all materials and equipment

incorporated in said Work or otherwise listed in or covered by this Application For Payment will pass to OWNERS at time of

final acceptance of project free and clear of all liens, claims, security interests and encumbrances.

Dated

_____________________

20W’

_____________________________________

(subcontractor)

By:

Title:______________________________________________

Per paragraph 2(a) of the uisbursement Subdivision, the signatures below

certify that all costs for which the advance is being requested have been incurred in connection with the construction of the

improvements on the Property; that all work performed and materials supplied are in accordance with the plans and

specifications submitted to and approved by the City; that the work has been performed in a workmanlike manner; that no

funds are being requested for work not completed, nor for material not installed; the Project Engineer has inspected the

improvements for which payment is requested; and that such improvements have been completed in aãcordance with all terms,

specifications and conditions of the approved plans.

PROJECT ENGINEER I MANAGER RECOMMENDATION: This Application (with any accompanying documentation)

meets the requirements of the Contract Documents and payment of the above Current Payment Due is recommended.

Dated

__________________

, 200 Name:

_____________________________________

- By:

________________________________

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION RECOMMENDATIONS: This Application (with accompanying documentation) meets the

requirements of the Development Improvements Agreement and payment of the above Current Payment Due is recommended.

Dated c — í ,20041 CITY 0 GRAND JUNCTIO

OWNER’S ACCEPTANCE: This application (with accompanying documentation) is accepted and payment of the

above Current Payment Due is recommended.

Dated

_____________________

, 200_ Company:

______________________________________

By&Title:

___________________________



0211212002

REQUEST FOR DISBURSEMENT AND APPLICATION FOR PAYMENT NO.

_______

To: %LNC W6zA9 ,forworkat

(owner) (subdivision)

accomplished through the date of_____________ by 6tAJ /1 - as shown on

(subcontractor)

the attached itemized list.

CONTRACTOR’S Certification: fh1/7D &A2f4WEubcontractor) certifies that all progress payments

received from OWNERS on account of Work done under the Work Agreement referred to above have been applied to

discharge in hill all obligations of CtAJi7EJ. earn p,qijj,q4 (subcontractor) incurred in connection with the

Work covered by this Application For Payment Number

_________

inclusive; AND title to all materials and equipment

incorporated in said Work or otherwise listed in or covered by this Application For Payment will pass to OWNERS at time of

final acceptance of project free and clear of all liens, claims, security interests and encumbrances,

Dated

___________________,
________________________________

(subcontractor)

V
By:_________________

Title:________________________________

Per paragraph 2(a) of the disbursement agreement for 6/j% LEE. Subdivision, the signanires below

certi& that all costs for which the advance is being requested have been incurred in connection with the construction of the

improvements on the Property; that all work performed and materials supplied are in accordance with the plans and

specifications submitted to and approved by the City; that the work has been performed in a workmanlike manner; that no

hinds are being requested for work not completed, nor for material not installed; the Project Engineer has inspected the

improvements for which payment is requested; and that such improvements have been completed in accordance with all terms,

specifications and conditions of the approved plans.

PROJECT ENGThIEER/ MANAGER RECOMMENDATION: This Application (with any accompanying documentation)

meets the requirements of the Contract Documents and payment of the above Current Payment Due is recommended.

Dated

________________

200 Name:

________________________________

- By:

________________________________

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION RECOMMENDATIONS: ThiL Application (with accompanying documentation) meets the

requirements of the Development Improvements Agreement and payment of the above Current Payment Due is recommended.

Dated / 5 , 200/ CITY OF GRAND JUNCTIOi

$191 By: C

______

As &OTa OAJL
Title:Th(W(nflfVtJ&f ac —

INSuffscii,OIrLWDSIM bilk IS .FQLcp,y
OWNER’S ACCEPTANUE. This application (with accompanying documentation) is accepted and payment of the

above Careni Payment Due is recommended.

Dated ——

___________

, 200 Company: - -

By & Title:



JM!’J [[ W!tI t& URCORNE
INVOICE

F9,,J{S Invoice No: 7278
‘% J9 Invoice Date: 412012004

OLDCASTLE SW GROUP, INC.
Cu%nc

400721.

United Companies Terms: Net 30 Days
P.O. Box 3609 Due Date: 512012004

Grand Junction, CC 81502 Application: 6
(970) 2434900

To: Alan Helmick Job Information:
721 Main St Crista Lee Subdivision
Delta, CO. 81416

Contract Contract Quantity Quantity Unit Amount Amount
item - Description Amount Quantity this Appi JTD U/M Price This AppI To-Date Comp

1 - Clear & Grub 4,780.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 4,78000 0.00 4.78000 100.00%
2-Rough Cut 13,404.00 3,351.00 0.00 3,351.00 CY 4.00 0.00 13,404.00 100.00%
3. Subgrade Prep 9,435.60 7,863.00 0.00 7,863.00 SY 1.20 0.00 9,435.60 10000%
4-class 6 35,100.00 2,700.00 0.00 1,866.70 TON 13.00 0.00 24,267.10 69.14%
5-HOP 35,802.00 88400 0.00 0.00 TON 40.50 0.00 0.00 0.00%
6- Raise MH to Finish Grade 2,920.00 8,00 0.00 0.00 EA 355.00 0.00 000 0.00%
7 - Raise Water Valves 1,320.00 8.00 0.00 0.00 EA 155.00 0.00 0.00 0.00%
8- Testing for United’s Portion 2,100,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 2,100.00 0.00 1,050.00 50.00% //

9 - Traffic control 3,600.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 3,600.00 0.00 0.00 0.00%
10- Sterilant 1,432.35 5,305.00 0.00 0.00 SY 0.27 0.00 0.00 0.00%
11- DomesticWater 51,015.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 51,015.00 51,015.00 51,015.00 100.00%
12- Sanitary Sewer 44,215.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 44,215.00 0.00 44,215.00 100.00%
13- Storm Drain 4,870.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 4,870.00 4,870.00 4,870.00 100.00%
14 - Irrigation System 28,595.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 28,595.00 0.00 26,595.00 100.00%
15- Mobilization 2,000.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 2,000.00 0.00 1,000.00 50.00%
16- Concrete Phase 54,815.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 54,815.00 46,592.75 46,592.75 85.00%
17- CO #1 Pvc Pipe 2” to 3” 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 0.00 0.00 2,1 28.00 0.00%
18- Co #2 - Pit Run 0.00 0.00 0.00 753.69 TON 0.00 0.00 5,652.53 0.00%
19- Time & Material Extra Work 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 0.00 0.00 4,880.00 0.00%
20- CO #3 - Dry Utility & Crossing 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 LS 0.00 8,279.50 12,645.50 0.00%

Progress Billing No. 6. Change Order No. 3 dated 2/4/04. Dry utilities Trenching was for2,855 LF $2.90/LF total S8,279.50.

If you have Questions regarding this billing, please contaCt Debbie Weaver at 1-970-243-4900 x 218

Payment in lull is due Net3O days following invoice date In the event payment is not made when due, reasonable collection fees, lien fees, and attorney fees with or without
suit, together with 11/2% per month FINANCE CHARGE which is an ANNUAL PERCENTAGE RATE o08%, will be assessed until paid

PLEASE PAY FROM THIS INVOICE-DETACH AND RETURN WITH PAYMENT

Customer Name: Alan Helmick
Remit to: United Companies Customer No: 7528

RO. Box 3609 Invoice Number: 7278
Grand Junction, CO 81502 Invoice Amount: 110,757.25 Amount Remitted:



Invoice No: 7278
Invoice Date: 412012004

Contract: 400721.
CustomerNo: 7528

United Companies Terms: Net 30 Days
P.O. Box 3609 Due Date: 512012004

Grand Junction, CO 81502 Application; 6
(970) 243-4900

To: Alan Helmick
Job Information:

721 Main St Crista Lee Subdivision
Delta, CO. 81416

Contract Contract Quantity Quantity Unit Amount Amount
Item - Description Amount Quantity this Appi JTD UIM Price This Appi To-Date Comp

Total To Date: 254,530,63
Plus Sales Tax: 0.00

Less Retainage: 0.00
Less Previous Application: 143,773.38

Total Due This Invoice: 110,757.25

Payment in lull is due Ne130 days following invoice date In the event payment is not made when due, reasonable collection fees, lien fees, and attorney fees with or without
suit, together with I 1/2% per month FINANCE CHARGE which is an ANNUAL PERCENTAGE RATE on 8%, will be assessed until paid

Customer Name: Alan Helmick
Remit to: United companies Customer No: 7528

P.O. Box 3609 Invoice Number: 7278
Grand Junction, CO 81502 Invoice Amount: 110,757.25 Amount Remitted

_________________



CITYOF

grand junction
c__cE— COLORADO

serving the community together

INVOICE

ACCOUNT NUMBER: @00021892 INVOICE NUMBER: 50031551

Alan Helmick INVOICE DATE: April 30, 2004

721 Main St. #4
DUE DATE: May 30, 2004

Delta CO 81416 Amount Enclosed:

_________________

Please tear and reLurn Lhis portion with payment

CHARGE PAYMENTS BALANCE
CODE DESCRIPTION AMOUNT CREDITS DUE

INSP Dcv Jnspection Fees 579.68 0,00 579.68
InspectionlEngineering Development Fees
January - March 2004
Engineer: Latin Lamberty
2561155

CHsta Lee Subdivision

TOTAL $579.68 $0.00 $579.68

jCOMMENT: 1
If you have any questions, please contact your Development Engineer.

N

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION
IN VOICE NUMBER: 50031551 250 N. 5th Street

Grand Junction, CO 81501
ACCOUNT NUMBER: @00021892 (970) 244-1581
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MaS 1? 04 Ua:49p S J Lincoin-Devore Inc. (970) 242-1561 p.1

GRAND JUNCTION
LINCOLN—DeVORE, Inc.

GEOTECHN!CAL ENGINEERS—GEOLOGISTS

1441 Motor Street TEL (970) 242—8968
Grand Junction, CC. 81505 FAX: (970) 242—1561

FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL SHEET
S-fl O/DATE;

TO: TIME:

Number

of Pages: __2
(Including this Page)

Re:

FROM:J

MESSAGE: _irt

.nloJiccLiJ
-

cuat

EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEt
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t Iird. Haien Construction Reperi S2: i3

Project Chsta Lee SubdMsion Oic of Tcsc 5-404

Location: kit 8’: RL

Rock corrccIioo .pplIed to proctor, at needed. GILD Job No: 90830-GJ

TEST Nucjcar {ASJM NucicatiASiM ASIM 015$6 SPECIFICATIONS: Pr&ect: Civ: X Coonr: Sta’e:

TYPE: 2922) Backsuaner Direct Tr&’s. x Sand Cone

Test Location ulTnt COMPACtION CO\IPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL

No. SPEC.% CONT.% SPEC.% VAlUE TYPE

173 Sewer. MH C-i, Grade Change, FSG 98 95 15.2 —-2 L15.t.7j16.5 C

174 Sewer, MH fl-i. Grade Change, FSG 97 95 15.5 ÷-2 I I5.Iii6.3 C

175 Sewer, MH 8-3. Grade Change. © FSG 93 95 15.2 t.2 I 15.1 ‘I&5 C

176 Sewer, MH 8-2. Grade Change, @ FSG 99 95 15.1 -‘-2 115.1 il&5 C

171 Sewer, MH B-I Gtade Change, © FSG 98 95 15.5 Il5.1-l6.5 C

178 Saver, MH A-2, Grade Change. © FSG 9i 95 15.9 •-2 3 15.3 I6.5 C

r9 Sewer. MH C-2. Grade Change. FSG 100 95 15.6 I 35.Il6.5 C

DISTR19UTlON KEY: • F&Iatomp.ction Spec. C Coh.,jhe GRANDJtNCTJON LTNCOIfl DeVORE. ‘C.

I-Client “ Faili Moisture Spec. NC = NonCobcsàc BY:

I-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggngate Bse FLU. DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

I-Westwater Eng. H Modified Proctor PR Pit Rum

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at LIie NuclnzDcnsity Tcitingof’pitmnor Nuclear Density Testingis -.

locations and depths identitied above. GraDdiunclion othercoanegrained soilsn.y require performed for acceptance ?-L .r GRAND
lincoln DeVorc has relied on the corrn3cloc to provide correction of Unit Weight And Watts cocuol and is combined

[‘-
Geotcdnkal

unifonnmixplaccmcnt andcompactivecffortUaDughout Conten ASIM D411S. 11 50113 :- LINCOLN Engineers

thefihlarca coaaWOtflkepidickSLntZCCss*r methoda DeVORE GIogists
the limits ofASTM D-4711
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62925%Roid.Buft.B401
A\’i’ IIF’\ COLOIADO Gmnd Jundlon, ColoisdO 81505

iwiNG, (fl241-flfl.
INC (970) 241-7713 FP3C

e-mal mddjns westcolctesUnggqwestnet

DATE:

TO; LAiL L2sbr1tf

FAX#; 9S(o LR3I

FROM:4-y\

SUBJECT: ‘ L SobS

WCT#:

NUMBER OF PAGES INCLUDING COVER SHEET: 3

o Urgent Q For ReVieW

Your Infomialion Q Please Comment

o InformatIon you requested J Please Reply

COMMENTS:



Ub/bI1UU4 USbI WSTN COLORADO TESTNG PAGE 02/05

WESTERN
COLORADO
TIMING,
INC.

HOT BITUMINOUS PAVEMENT FIELD DENSITY TESTS

Job No.: 304204

Date: 5118/04

Date: 5118104

Date: 5/24104

1. Pavenrnt *rea

2. 100% mm. ,wqd

2.95% fln. raq’d

4. 51% mm. rd

6.90% mm. raq’d

S. _% mU,. req’d

Copmsto:

Detunt Top Mt

Note: Taste reported to heemn an not pad ala
continuous man*oflng NgTn of
compaction apentton and accordingly
apply on to the actual location tested.

Client; United Companies

Project: Krista Lee Subdivision

Location: GJ, CO

Type of Material: 5X75 VirgIn, 15 Rd Pit

Source of Material: Paver Auger

ten Locations Designated 6y: -

Authorized By: Kyle Alpha

TesteWCalc’d Bye

________

Reviewed By:

U-
Test Elevation

No. Date Location of Test Hole of Test

Dahim

1 5)18/04 6’ east of canter lIne, 26’ north of south property line, Lot 1 0

2 3118104 5,5’ east of center line, IS’ north of south property line, Lot 2 0

3 5/1 1104 5’ south of Canter lin•, propetty center, Lot 1 0

4 3118104 10’ west of center line, culdesac, 5’ north of property line, Lots 3:6 0

5 5/18104 7’ south of center line, 45 west of pmpefly line, Lots 1:8 0

6 $/11104 5’ north of center line, 80’ east of property line, Lots 7:8 D

Test Max. Unit ln.Place Chamcterisflcs Relative Within

No. Weight Wet Density Compaction Specs Comments’

pci pcf

1 150.4 144.3 96 V 1,7,9,12

2 150.4 143,6 95 Y 1,7,9,12

3 150.4 145.1 98 V 1,7,9,12

4 150,4 142.4 95 Y 1,7,9,12

5 150.4 142.5 95 V 1,7,9,12

6 150.6 144.1 96 Y 1,7,9,12

7. Tested ASTM D21fl

I. Tested MTM D.fl2VASHT0 T417

9. Otter:$MltIe #1

10. Tested LocIon am Aeeompanyrg Ske Plan

11. Specifications Unknown

12. SZSC% Compaction required

FQa fl30Q42tt’Q61loldac
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S
WESTERN
COLORADO
ItMIN%
INC.

HOT BITUMINOUS PAVEMENT FIELD DENSTV TESTS

Client United Companies

Project: Krista Lee Sttdivision

Locatiom GJ, CO

Type of Material: 5X76 Virgin, IS Rd Pit

Source of Material: Paver Auger

Test Locations Designated Ry -

Authorized 8r Kyle Alpha

Testewcalc’d By:

_______

Reviewed By:
JCLr?

wcT Job No.: 304204

Date: 5118)04

Date: 5118104

Date: 5124104

Copies ta:

F2OO4 JxtX4NO42t1bt

10. Tested LorMions or Acconanylng Site Plan

11. SpecIfications Unknown

12. 52.88% compact Ion requlmd

Detunt Too Mat

Note: Tests repoited to basin eve not pad oil
cootunur monhofing progrsnoi
conadlon operations and iccotdlngly
apply only to the adud location tested.

Test Elevation

No. Date Location of Test Hole of Test

Datum

7 6118104 5’ south of center line, 20’ west of properly center, Lot S (outside) 0

8 5118104 5’ west of centerline, 55’ south of property line, Lots 4:5 (insIde) 0

9 5111104 6’ west of center line, 35’ north of property fine, Lots 4:5 (inside) 0

10 5118104 2’ east of centerline, 25’ north of prope&,r line, Lots 1:2 (outside) 0

11 Sf18104 8’ north of center lIne, 40’ west of east property line, Lot 2 (outside) 0

12 5jUl06 3’ south of center line. 15’ east of property line, Lots 1:6 (inside lots) 0

Test Max. Unit In-Place Characteristics Relative Within

No. Weight Wet Density Compaction Specs Comments’

pcf pci

7 150.4 1443 95 V 1,7,9,12

5 150.4 143.2 95 Y 1,7,9,12

9 150.4 143.9 96 V 1,7.9.12

10 150.4 141.6 94 V 1,7,9,12

11 160.4 140.6 93 V 1.7.9.12

12 150.4 144.2 96 1,7,9,12

• Co,mtenla:

1. Pivenent Aree

L106% mm. veq’d

3. 55% nun. req’d

4,15% mm. req’d

6.90% nun. nqd

S. _% ,nin. req’d

7. Tested AflM D2fl2

8. Tested ASIM D2S22IASHTO T217

tOthen sandesi
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-S
WESTWN
COLORADO
TESTING,
INC.

HOT BITUMINOUS PAVEMENT FIELD DENSITY TESTS

Client United Compaiks

Project: Krista La. Subdivision

Location: GJ, CO

Type of Material: 5X75 Virgin, 15 Rd Pit

Source of Material: Paver Auger

Tnt Locations Designated By: -

Authorized By: Kyle Alpha

TestedlCalc’d By:

________

Reviewed By: JCF%/ffZl

WCT Job No.: 304204

Date: 5118104

Date: 8(18104

Date: 5(24104

Test Elevation

No. Date Location of Test Hole of Test

Datum

13 5(18(04 1t’noñhorcent,rline1 T5’wntofpropenyllne,Lots 1:2(outside) 0

14 5118104 5’ east of center line, 300’ south of ceMer line, BVi 0

15 6(18(04 4’ west of center line, 150’ south of center line, B 3’a 0

IS 5118104 z’ west of center line, 60’ south of center line, B 34 0

Test Ma Unit In-Place Characteristics Relative Within

No. Weight Wet Density Compaction Specs Comments

pcf pd

13 150.4 144.4 96 V 1,7,9.12

14 150.4 142.5 95 Y 1,7,9,12

15 150.4 144.? 96 V 1,7,9,12

16 150.4 144.9 96 1 1,7,9,12

• Coflinwflit

1. Pavement Air.

. 100% %n. mq’d

3. 88% mm. req’d

Copesto;

F:2%4 Jobd3 47 OOeP I C4oc

4. 99% edo. reqd

8.90% nM. req’d

I. _% alA. mq’d

7. Tested ArM 0-2922

I. Tasted ASIM D4S2VASKTO 1417

9. Other SncttMI

10. Tested Locations on Aceampanylng Site Plea

11. Specifittlens Unknown

12. 9238% CondIon required

DaWm The Mat

Note: Tests repocted In herein are not pafl ala
ca.ilnuoin monitoring liawmn of
compaction operations and accc,dbaly
apply only to the adual location tested.
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e WESTERN
COLORADO
TESTINC,
INC.

PHYSICAL PROPERTIES OF

ASPHALTIC CONCRETE

SUPERPAVE Method Mix Design

Client: United Companies

Project: Kdsta lee Subdivision

Project Location:

Type of Material:

_________

Sample Location:

_________

Sample No.: I

Reviewed By:

__________

Sampled By: R

Submitted by: RO

Authorized By: Client

Source or sample: Auger

____________

Tons:

_________

Sieve Analysis ASTM C136

Extraction
% PassinG - Cumulative

Job No.: 304204

— Date: f-..26-OV

— Date: 5/18104

— Date: 5/18/04

Date: 5/18/04
Grand Junction. àö

HMA SX75 we’ virgin aggregate

Ticket No.: -

Sievt$jze

11/4*

354 Time Sampi.t 11:05

Specification

1

3/4’ 100 100

1/2’ 97 90mm

3/8 82 78-90

No. 4 60 5444

No.8 41 36-46

No.16 29 -

No. 30 22 20-28

No.50 15 -

No.100 9 -

Finer than 200 ASTM Cl 17 5.7 4.2-6.2 “

Cold Feed MoIsture Asphalt Moisture

ml Resnit Soecif,cions Test Standard

Bitumen Content, % 6.29 D2172

Oriquette Specific Gr. g/cc 2.347 CP-L 5115

Briquette Unit Weight, lbs/if 3 146.1

Maximum SpeciflcGr. g/cc 2.416 CP-L 5102

Maximum Unit Weight lbsIft3 150.4

Number of Gyrations 75 /
Air Voids, % 2.9 2.8-5.2 -

VMA,% 15.6 -

project requirements. — by weight of total sample
• Indicates nun-compliance with

S04 a



/1 SUBSTANTIAL COMPLETION INSPECTION CHECKLIST

7 (‘7
DATE: -‘

City of Grand Junction, Colorado
250 N. 5th Street

81 501-2668
FAX: (303) 244-1599

QConcrete f)ffi iI2UiV(/IEtI M,1 ‘j

w

CD

4
z

4 it;-si C t:

— (lit iiC!è7i ;•q

C Other

Inspected by:
,/
‘ IJi/ikTit)—k.

City Development Engineer

Project: t(

C Pavement

-a,

fl Manholes
0

I—
Ui

Ui

I—

0

H

C Signs

*4

—
si ( r

?//UffQ1 £I(,V
[A’

Qother

GLighting
, 4.1 •;; ,s’;d’,’iy ::Z-_- 7-

/ . . / /...flSiteGrading
‘Swr.4

‘
:/ jC(’f ‘‘/

U Water lines

‘4 ,

0
w

F-

- CC

UsewerLines c’t4

C Inlet Structures i )/
I( I” /.pr’s

-J4
—a
F-0

D

QDetention Facilities
— h

—

d’ 1 7 C ) -t t,

ë/
COutlet Structures -. (HG F P IL/lI I L

4IJ{IL — tiw ii ccer’..: MI

Developer or Representative:

:, K>
,/

/L I

Final acceptance of the Streets and Drainage Facilities will be made when the above items nave been corrected and
ispected. Please call 256-4031 when ready for final acceptance.

‘ution White to Developer Yellow to Development Engineering Pink to Engineering Lab/Inspector Goldenrod to community Development



DEVELOPMENT IMPROVEMENTS AGREEMENT
DISBURSEMENT LOG AND AUTHORIZATION

PROJECT: Crista Lee Subdivis Construction Costs: $289,902.78 DIA NOT RECORDED:
DEVELOPER: Alan C, Helmick 20% City Security: $57,980.56 DIA RECORDEL: XiSCROW AGENCY: Grand Valley Naliol Total DIA Amount: $347,863.34 Book -

Page -

GRADING& LANDSCAPEL DATE BY SANITARY WATER STREETS DRAINAGE and IRRI. MISC. j TOTAL[Original Construction Cost Estimates By Category
L 17-Nov-03 I $43,864.00t $45,946.00 I $114,798.50 I . $29,180.00 I $34,640.00 I $21,474.28 I $289,902.711

Disbursements
1 7-Nov-03 cl $15,333.00 $15,333.005-Dec-03 Id $43,864.00 $5,652.68 $30,723.00 $3,100.00 $83,339.681-Mar-04 Id $4,336.00 $666.70 $5,002.701 0-Mar-04 Id $16,740.50

$16,740.5014-Apr-04 Id $19,376.68 $19,376.681 9-May-04 (dl $29,205.50 $46,592.72 $3,85832 $579.68 $80,236.2227-May-04 Id $31,100.71 $31,100.7121-Jun-04 id $17728.39 $3,917.00 $6,193.74 $27,839.13
$0.00
$0.00Total

Disbursed $43,864.00 $45,946.00 $114,798.50 $29,180.00 $34,640.00 $10,540.12 $278,968.62

Remaining
Disbursable
Balance $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $10,934.16 $10,934.16

The City of Grand Junction, Community Development Department hereby authorizes the Escrow Agency to release up to $278,968.62, including allprevious payments, to the Developer for work tompleted on the Project.
-

Signature: Date: ó2 2 -C’ V’
Name:

Title: Lv&%’,c,nsu/ a;ec-v
(-I
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Invoice No: 7494
Invoice Date: 512112004

Contract: 400721.
CustomerNo: 7528

United Companies Terms: Net 30 Days
P.O. Box 3609 Due Date: 612012004

Grand Junction, CO 81502 Application: 7
(970) 243-4900

To: Alan Helmick
Job Information:

721 Main St Crista Lee Subdivision
Delta, CO. 81416

Contract contract Quantity Quantity Unit Amount Amount
Item - Description Amount Quantity this Appi JTD U/M Price This Appi To-Date comp

Total To Date: 309,553.47
Plus Sales Tax: 0.00
Less Retainage: 0.00

Less Previous Application: 254,530.63
Total Due This Invoice: 55,02284

Payment in full is due Net3O days folIoving invoice date In the event payment is not made when due, reasonable collection fees, lien fees, and altDrney fees with or without
suit, Logether with I 1/2% per month FINANCE CHARGE vI,ich is an ANNUAL PERCENTAGE RATE oH 8%, will be assessed unEil paid

Customer Name: Alan Helmick
Remit to: United Companies Customer No: 7528

P.O. Box 3609 Invoice Number: 7494
Grand Junction, CO 81502 Invoice Amount: 55,022.84 Amount Remitted:

__________________



___

‘NestWaler Engineering

2516 FORESIGHT CIRCLE, #1 GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO 81505 (970) 241-7076 FAX (970) 241-7097

mWWWS,flMtuWdw -

August 5, 2004

Deborah Davis
Orchard Mesa Sanitation District
240 27¼ Road
Grand Junction, CO 81503

RE: Notice of Initial Acceptance of Sewerline Extension for Crista Lee Subdivision,
Extension #0305

Dear Deborah,

This is to inform you that the sewerline extension for the Cdsta Lee Subdivision has been
completed by Haven Conslmction as a subcontractor to United Companies for Alan Helmick in
accordance with the Orchard Mesa Sanitation District’s Standards and Specifications as of
August 6, 2004. All sewerlines constructed as part of the extension have been tested and
accepted as required by the Sanitary Sewer System Extension Agreement. Alan Helmick will
warrant and guarantee for a period of one year from the above date of initial acceptance that the
sewerlines are free from all defects, and shall make any such repairs as may be necessary for
reason of said defects, including repairs of any trench settlement

Enclosed is a copy of the Sewerline Extension Agreement for the 21 lots served. The project file
including copies of the sewerline test results and soil compaction tests, will be delivered to you
at the August 17, 2004 Board meeting. A set of the as-built sewerline Plans will also be
delivered to you at that time.

Respectflilly,

Stephen T. LaBonde
District Engineer

STL/ap
End.

cc: Bret Guilloiy, City of Grand Junction
Alan Helmick, Petitioner Representative

I \ M.II\III.\I;[I’A i.



jeitt: Haven Construction
Report No: 5

Project: Grista Lee Subdivision
Date of ‘lest: 12-2-03

Location:
Test By: DA

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed,
GiLD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear :\srM Nuclear (ASUl 2922) (.-\SThl D-1536) SPECWICA’HONS: Project: CiLy: X CounLv: StateTYPE: 2922) Backseatler Direct ‘loans. X Sand Cone
-

Test Location of Test COMPACTiON COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOILNo.
% SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE 1YPE

81 Sewer MM 62 @2 BSG 96 95 17.1 +-2 109.4 a 175 C

DIS1RIBITflON: P11°c 2 of 2 KEY: Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCI1ON LINCOL Dc QRJ. C..
1-ClieTit

“ Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive

I-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT
l-Westwater Eng. M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate hi-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of ‘pIt run’ or Nuclear Density Testing is 1- &..locations and depths identified above. Grand JLulction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance 1/7.
. Qpfi4IJLincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide corrcctinn of Unit Weight And Waler control and is combined E. “, JUNCTION Geotechiticulunifonu mix placement and compactive elTort throughout Conicnt, ASTM 0-471g. If soils with visual and penetration LINCOLN Eitginecrsthe fill anrn conlam oversize particles an eNcess of methods. DeVORE Geologiststhe limits of ASTM 0-4718



Client: Haven Construction
Report No: S

Project Crista Lee Subdivision
Date of Test: 12-3-03

location:
Test By: DA

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed.
GILD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM NucLear (ASTM 2922) (ASTM I)-1556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:TYPE: 2912) llackscatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test LocaLion orTcst COMPACTION COtvWAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOD.No.
SPEC.% CONT% SPEC.% VMIW TYPE

82 Irrigation x-ing, E end of Mia St, sta 2•70 FSG 100 95 13.6 +-2 l23.31 14.6 C
83 Irrigation x-ing, Mia St.. sta 0÷50 @ FSG 98 95 I6.l +-2 I 17.B’d’lñ I C
84 Irrigation x-ing, W end of Four Corner Dr. property line @ FSG 97 95 18.4 +-2 li)TOUI9.0 C
85 Irrigation x-ing, Crista Lee Wy., sta 1+70 @ FSG 100 95 13.3 +-2 l23.3di4.6 C

GM RETEST 96 95 14.1 +-2 I 17.&ä’16.l C
66A RETEST

97 95 158 +-2 ll7.81ã16.l C
85A RETEST 96 95 15.1 +-2 I I7.Stt6.1 C
61A RETEST

98 95 15.5 +-2 I L7.8i’I6 I C
43A RETEST

97 95 20.0 +-2 l07.0älI9.O C
4Th RETEST

98 95 18.5 +-2 107.0.@19.0 C
46A RETEST 96 95 17.9 +-2 l07.OQ;19.0 C
44A RETEST

98 95 19.0 +-2 I07.0ø19.0 C
45A RETEST

96 95 — 18.9 +4 107.0@19,O C
DIS’IlUBIJ’IlON: Page 1 o12 KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNC11ON LINC9LN DCVORE, [NC.
I-Client Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive

—

I-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT
I-Westwatcr Eng. M Moditied Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of ‘pit run’ or Nuclear Density Testing islocations and depths identilied above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptancc GRANDLincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction ot Unit Weight And Waler control and is combined JUNCTION Geotechnicaltwilomi inn, placement and compactive etiort throughout Content, ASTM D-4718. If soiLs with visual and pcncu’ation .‘k LINCOLN Engineers-the till contain oversize perticles m excess of methods. 1;.. “Wt. ‘ DeVORE Geologiststhe limits of ASTM D-47l8



Client: Haven Construction
Ren No: 6

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision
Date ofTest: 12-3-03

location:
Test By: DA

Rock correction iipplied to proctor, as needed.
GJIJ) Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASThl Nuclear tAWfll 2922) (ASTSI 0-1556) SPECWICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans X Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMI’AC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCIOR SOLE.No.
SPEC % COKE. % SPEC % VAlUE TYPE

36A RETEST bit 95 175 +-2 It)7fld19O C

S

DismifilmoN: Page 2 o12 KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LçOJ)2VORE, INC.
I-Client

“ Fails Moisture Spec NC = NonCobesive BY:
I-Vista Lug. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT
1-Wesiwater Eng M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing oipit run’ or Nuclear Density Testing is
locutions and depths identified above. Grand Junction olhcrcoarse gramed soils may require performed for acceptance GRAND1.incohi DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control am] is combined JUNCTION Geotecluticaltuñfomi mix placemait and compactive etThrt throughout Content, ASTM 0-4718. If soils with visual and penetration fr LINCOLN Ettgineersthe fill area contain oversize particles in excess of methods. DeVORE Geologiststhe limits of ASTM 0-4718



Client: Haven Construction
Repoll No: 7

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision
Dale olTest: 12-10-03

Location:
Tesi Dv: RL, BK

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GJLD Job No: 90630-GJ
lEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear(. Sf1 2922) (ASTM 0-1556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:TYPC: 2922) Backseatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOILNo.
SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

86 Water main, Crista Lee Wy., sta 0+50 @ -2’ BSG 96 95 16.2 ±-2 I l7.S(ir15 6 C
87 Water main, Crista Lee Wy., sta 0+50 @ FSG 99 95 14.1 +-2 I l7.8icI5.6 C
88 Water main, Crista Lee Wy., ste 2÷50 @ -2’ BSG 99 95 14.2 -2 I 17.8a’I 5.6 C
89 Water main, Crista Lee Wy., sta 2+50 @ FSG 98 95 14.3 ±-2 I 17.R’cs 5.6 C
90 Water valves intersection of Crista Lee & Mia Dr © -2’ BSG 97 95 14.4 +-2 I 17.8Qil5.6 C
91 Water valves intersection of Crista Lee & Mia Dr © FSG 98 95 .. 14.5 +-2 I l7.X’, 5.6 C
92 Water main, Mia Dr., sta 1+00 @ -2’ BSG 99 95 “ 19.0 +-2 jc)7.tva I’It) C
93 Water main, Mia Dr., ste 1+00 @ FSG 99 95 18.9 ±-2 107.0(ó19.0 C
94 Water main, Mia Dr, ste 3+00 @ -2’ BSG 99 95 18.9 ±-2 107.Oa?19.0 C
95 Water main, Mia Dr., sta 3+00 @ FSG 99 95 18.6 ÷-2 1U7.0(d’l9.O
96 WS, Lots 4 & 5, 31k 3 © 2’ BSG 97 95 18.2 +-2 107.00:19.0 C
97 WS, Lots 4 & 5, 31k 3 @ FSG 96 95 19.5 +-2 107.W&l9.0 C
98 Water main, Tianna Wy., ste 0÷50 @ -2’ 850 96 95 — 19.9 +-2 I07A)I9.0 C

DIS1RUJU11ON: Page I o16 KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LII1C DCVPEJNC.
I-Client Fails Moisture Spec. NC NonCohesive BY: — —

—

I-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT
I-Westwater Log. M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of ‘pit am’ or Nuclear Density Testing islocations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance i<’. GRANDLincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined JUNCTION Geotechnicaluniform nux placement and cotnpactive etrort throughout Content, ASTM D47t8. If soils with visual and penetration r:, LINCOLN Engineers-the fill area. contain oversize particles in excess of methods.
‘‘ !> DeVORE Geologiststhe limits of ASTM 0-4718



Client: Haven Construction
Report No: 7

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 12-10-03

Location:
Vest By RL, BK

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GJLD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (ASTM 2922) (ASTM D-l556) SPECWJCATIONS: Project: City: X County: Stiuc:TYPE: 2922) Backseatter Direct Trans. x Sand Cone

Test Locution of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOILNo. % SPEC. % CON]. % SPEC. We VALUE TYPE
99 Water main, Tianna Wy., sta 0+50 @ FSG 97 95 19.2 +-2 107.O’ãl 90 C
100 WS, Lot 3, 81k 3 @ -2’ BSG 97 95 18.5 +-2 l07M’w19 U C
101 WS, Lot 3, 81k 3 FSG 98 95 14.0 +-2 I 17.8ñ15.6 C

102 WS. Lots 1 & 2, 81k 4 © -2’ 680 96 95 18.8 +-2 IU7.l)l9.() C

103 WS, Lots 1 & 2, 61k 4 @ FSG 96 95 19.5 +-2 l07.0uJ9.0 C
104 WS, Lots 1 & 2, SIx 3 @ -2’ 880 98 95 19.8 -2 107 Ot?l9.0 C

105 WS. Lots 1 & 2, 61k 3 © FSG 97 95 19.6 +-2 l07.1Yd119.0 C

106 Water main, Tianna Wy., sta 2÷50 © -2’ BSG 98 95 19.1 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

107 Water main, Tianna Wy., sta 2÷50 @ FSG 97 95 19.3 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

108 Water valves intersection of Tianna & Four Corners Dr © -2’ BSG 97 95 19.8 ±-2 107 U’a’l9 ti C

109 Water valves intersection of Tianna & Four Corners Dr © FSG 97 95 2t).2 +-2 107.O’a I 9.0 C

110 WS, Lots 7 & 8, 61k 2 © -2’ 880 98 95 18.6 1’-? 107.0@19 0 C

111 WS, Lots 7 & 8, 81k 2 @ FSG 97 95 — 18.7 +-2 1t17.lVh)l9 0 C

DIS’I’RIBU’l’ION: Page 2 of 6 KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNC
Of9

O12rDeV

I -Client “ Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY>%z

I-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT
I-Westwater Eng. M Modified Proctor PR Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate ia-place soil densities at the NuclearDensitylesithgofpit run’ or Nuclear Density Testing is
. i.:locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction oilier coarse pained soils may rcquire performed for acceptance Th.. fr GRAND

Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined JUNCTION Geotechaiculuniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content, ASTM 13-4718. If soils with visual and penetration LINCOLN Engineers-the fill area contain oversize particles in excess of methods.
:. fr DCVORE Geologiststhe limits of ASTM 13-4718



Client: Haven Construction Report No: 7

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 12-10-03

Location:
Test By: RL, BK

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GiLD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear(Asfl4 2922) (ASTM D-1556) SPECWICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COIvWAC11ON COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROC1OR SOILNo. SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

112 Water valve Four Corners Or, ste 400 @ -2’ 850 99 95 19.2 +-2 IOTfli1 9.0 C

113 Water valve, Four Corners Dr., sta 400 FSG 99 95 19.0 t-2 107.0@. 191) C

114 Water main, Four Corners Dr.. ste 0+50 @ -2 850 98 95 18.4 +-2 I07.0’l9.0 C

115 Water main, Four Corners Dr., sta 0+50 FSG 97 95 20.3 +-2 107.Ou?l9.0 C

116 Fl-i & valve, Four Corners Or., ste 1+50 © -2’ BSG 97 95 18.8 -2 107.tvà:19.U C

117 FH & valve, Four Corners Dr., ste 1+50 FSG 98 95 18.8 +-2 l07.02 9.0 C

118 Water main, Four Corners Dr., ste 2+50 @ -2 BSG 99 95 19.0 +-2 107.02119.0 C

119 Water main, Four Corners Dr., ste 250 FSG 99 95 18.5 +-2 l07.Oeli19.0 C

120 WS, Lot 3, Blk4 @ -2’ BSG 99 95 18.8 +-2 107.0(djt9.0 C

121 WS, Lot 3, 81k4 © FSG 98 95 19.1 +-2 l07.0@19.0 C

122 WS, Lot 4, BIk 4 © -2’ 850 98 95 19.3 +-2 ltI7.0(â)lO.0 C

123 WS, Lot 4, SIR 4 @ FSG 95 19.0 +-2 107.Ot’thI9.0 C

124 WS, Lots 5 & 6, 81k 2 @ -2’ 850 98 95 — 18.6 +-2 l07.0@l9.0 C

DIS1RIBUflON: Page 3 of 6 KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINCOLN Dcv E, INC.

I-Client Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY:

I-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT
l-Westwatcr Eng. M Modi(ied Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear DensityTcsiing of ‘pit rail or Nuclear Density Testing is
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance I GRANDLincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined JUNCTION Geotechnicaluniform mix placement and compactive ellbrt throughout Content ASTM 1)4718. If soils with visual and penetration LINCOLN Engineers-the 1111 area. contain oversize particles in excess of methods. DeVORE Geologiststhe limits of ASTM 0-4718



Client: Haven Construction Report No: 7

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date oI’Tesi: 12-10-03

location: Test Dv: RL, BK

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GiLD Job No: 90630-GJ

US’!’ Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (AsThi 2922) (ASTM D-1556) SPECWICA11ONS: Project: City: X County: State:TYPE: 2922) Backsuatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

lest Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SQLNo. SPEC. Ye CONT. Ye SPEC. % VALUE TYPE
125 WS, Lots 5 & 6, 81k 2 © FSG 99 95 190 +-2 I07.02Il9.0 c
126 Water main, Four Corners Dr., sta ?? @ -2’ BSG 97 95 19.5 t2 l07.O’a19.O C

127 Water main, Four Corners Dr., sta ??? FSG 99 95 19 I +-2 107 Wa 19.0 C

128 WS, Lot 3, 81k 2 © -2’ BSG 97 95 20.7 +-2 107.OIäil 90 C

129 WS, LotS, 81k 2 © FSG 99 95 19.2 107.O’ã!IQ.O C

130 WS, Lot 4, 81k 2 © -2’ BSG 99 95 18.3 +-2 107.0:th19.0 C

131 WS, Lot 4, 31k2 © FSG 98 95 18.7 +-2 l07.0Th.I9.0 C

132 Water main, Jacob Wy., sta 2+50 © -2’ 850 100 95 18.2 +-2 107.0@19.0 C
133 Water main, Jacob Wy., sta 2+50 @ FSG 99 95 18.1 +-2 107.0(th19.0 C
134 WS, LotS, 81k 2 © -2’ BSG 99 95 18.6 +-2 107.0!ã’IY.O C

135 WS, LotS, 81k 2 © FSG 99 95 18.9 +-2 l07.0l9.u C

136 WS, Lot 2, 81k 2 © -2’ 850 96 95 14.7 +-2 I l7.8@15.6 C

137 WS, Lot 2, 81k 2 © 95 95 — 14.4 +-2 I 17.w&15.6 C

DISTRIB(rrloN: Page 4 oft KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION WELN JjE
I-Client “ Fails Moisture Spec. NC NonCohesive

I-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT
l-Westwater Eng. M Mixlilied Proclor PR = Pit Run

NO Ii Rtsalts tnditatt in place soil dtnsities at the Nuclear Densit 1 estmg ot pit nut or Nutlear Density Tcsttng ts
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance

. GRAND
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight Md Water contml and is combined f.

. JUNCTION Geolechnicaltmil’orm mk placement and compactive eLrort throughout Content ASTM 04718. If soils with visual arid Penetration ?.; LINCOLN Eng’uieers
the fill area. contain oversize perticles in excess of methods. Jg;,’. DCVORE Geologiststhe limits of ASTM 0-4718



Client: Haven Construction
Repon No: 7

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision
Date of Test: 12-10-03

Location:
‘lest Uc: RL, BK

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed.
GThD Job No: 90630-GJ

‘VEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (.•\SflI 2922) (AST\iD-1556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. x Sand Cone

Test I.ocatiun of lest COMPACTION CONWAC. j MOISTURE I MOISTURE PROC 10k SOILNo.
SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VAI.tFF lYPE

138 WS, LosS & 6, 81k 4 @ -2’ BSG 99 95 19 I +-2 107 Va 9.0 C
139 WS, LosS & 6, BIk 4 @ FSG 99 95 19.2 +-2 107 (Ya lvi) C
140 Water main, Jacob Wy., sta 0÷50 @ -2’ BSG 99 95 18.7 +-2 107 UcrlO 0 C
141 Water main, Jacob Wy., sta 0+50 @ FSG 98 95 117 ‘1-2 107.O’a19.lJ C
142 FH & valve, Jacob Wy., sta 0÷30 © -2’ SSG 100 95 18.7 +-2 107.U(a lvi) C
143 FH e. valve, Jacob Wy sta 0÷30 @ FSG 99 95 LS.9 +-2 107 i)’dit) C
144 Water valve intersection of Jacob Wy & Mia Dr © -2’ 880 98 95 13.3 t-2 123 3’fl 139 C
145 Water valve intersection of Jacob Wy & Mia Dr © FSG 99 95 13.8 -2 I I7.8?l5.6 C
146 WS, Lot 1, 81k 1 © -2’ 8SG 100 95 13.8 --2 I 17.8215.6 C
147 WS, Lot 1, SIR 1 © FSG 99 95 13.6 ‘1-2 I l7.&dI5 6 C
148 WS, Lot 2, 81k 1 © -2’ BSG 9% 95 14.4 +-2 117 8’a95 6 C
149 WS, Lot 2, SIR 1 © FSG 99 95 14.2 +-2 I I7.8(ã15.6 C
150 Water main, Mia Dr., sta 3÷50 © -2’ 380 95 95 — 14.2 -1-2 I 17.1VdH5.6 C

I)ISThII3U]1ON: PageS of 6 KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAN9ON L 14 DeVORE. INC.
1-Clieni Fails Moisture Spec. NC NonCohesive

I-Vista Rug. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT
I -Westwater Eng. M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run
NCIVE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testtngof’pit run’ or Nuclear Density Testing is .:locations and depths identilied above. Grand Junction oilier coarse grimed soils may require performed for acceptance GRANDlincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight Md Water control and is combined E:. JUNCTION ocotecliniculirnifonu mix placanent and compactive effort throughout Content, ASTM D-47l8. If soils with visual and pefleiration , i :5; LINCOLN Engineers-the mt urea. conia’m oversize particles in excess of methods, :í’ - DeVORE Geologiststhe limits of ASTM 1>4718



Client: Haven Construction
Report No: 7

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision
Date oiTest. 12-10—03

Location:
Test By: RL, BK

Rock correction applied to proctor. us needed. GiLD Job No: 90630-GJ
TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (ASTM 2922) (ASTSII)-1556) SPECtFICA’flONS: Project: Cily: X County Slate:TYPE: 2922) flackscatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location olTest COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOILNo.
SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

151 Water main, Mia Dr., sta 3+50 © FSG 95 +-2 I I7.S’a15.6 C

DJS’l’RWUTION: Page 6 of C KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNC]10N}flJ •

I-Client
“ Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NotiCohesive

1-Visla Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT
l-Westwater Eng. M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testingof’pit fin’ or Nuclear Density Testing is .

.

y:.
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction oihcr coarse grained soils may require perlbrmed for acceptance .: ; GRANDLincoln [INure has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined : JUNCTION Geotechnicalwilfonn mix placement and compactive elTon throughout Content. ASTM D-41l8. If soils with visual and penetration LINCOLN Engineers-the fill conlain oversize particles in excess of methods. DeVORE Geologiststhe limits of ASTM 1)4718



Client: Haven Construction Report No: 8

Project: Crsta Lee Subdivision Date of Test 12-11-03

Location: Test By: RL

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GILD Job No: 9063D-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTh4 Nuclear (ASfl1 2922) (ASTht D-1556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:
TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. x Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPAniON COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SQLNo, SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

152 Sewer MH Al @4’ 855 97 95 5.0 +-2 138.9@6.9 C

153 Sewer MH Al @ -6’ BSG 98 95 5.1 +-2 138.9@6.9 C

154 SewerMHAl @4’BSG ., 96 95 5.0 +-2 138.9@6.9 C

155 Sewer MH Al @ -2’ BtL, 99 95 5.2 +-2 138.9@6.9 C

156 Sewer MH Al @FSG 95 95 55 +-2 138.9@6.9 C

157 FH & valve, Chsta Lee Wy., sta 0+50 @ -2’ BSG , , 98 . 95 13.5 +-2 118.6@15.2 C

158 FH & valve, Crista Lee Wy., ste 0÷50 @ FSG ,.

‘ 97 95 13.8 +-2 I l86l5.2 C

159 Water main, Chsta Lee Wy., sta 040 @ -2’ BSG
‘.‘ 97 95 13.5 +-2 I I8.6i%I5.2 C

160 Water main, Cdsta Lee Wy., sta 0÷40 @ FSG , 99 95 13.5 +-2 I l8.6115.2 C

DISTRffiUflQN: KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINCOLN DeVORE, INC.

1-Client Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY:
“

-

I-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY
l-Westwater Eng. M Malifled Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of’pitnm’ or Nuclear Density Testing is -, -g,, i,
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require pcrfonncd for acceptance ‘ GRAND
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined JUNCTION Geotechnical
uniform mix placement and compacüve effort throughout Ccmtcnt ASTM 04718: if soils with visual and pcnetratioo ‘. LINCOLN Engineers-
the fill area coatam ovetsiza perhcks m excess of methods. -‘ DeVORE Gtologists

the limits ofASTM 1)4718



Client: Haven Construction - Report No: 9
Project: Crista Lee Subdivision

Date of Test: 2-12-04
Location:

Test By: RL
Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. j GILD Job No: 90630-GJ
TEST Nuclear (Asni Nuclear (ASTM 2922) (ASTM D-1556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: 1< County: State:TYPE: 2922) Bnckscatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COtVWAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR 5011.No.
SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

161 Utility x-ing, Chsta LeeWy., ste 2÷20 FSG 97 95 19.0 +-2 l07.0@l9 u c
162 Utility x-ing, Mia Dr., ste 0+25 @ FSS 96 95 19.5 l07.O@l9.0 C
163 Utility x-ing, Jacob Wy., ste 0÷05 @ FSG

:
96 95 19.5 +-2 107.0@l9.0 C

164 Ut.Iity x-iny, Four Corneys, sta 535 © FSG 96 95 18.6 107.O@.l9.O C
165 Utiiay x-ing, Four Corners Dr., W end @ FSG ‘ 96 95 19.8 +-2 107.0@l9.0 C
166 Utility x-ing, Tianna Wy., ste 2+75 @ FSG 96 95 18.3 +-2 l07.0@l9.0 C

DISTRIBUTION: KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINCOLN VORE, INC.
1-Client Fails Moisture Spec. NC NonCohesive BY:

1-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT
I -Westwater Eng. M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of’pit gun’ or Nuclear Density Testing is
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance 4 GRANDLincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined i,’. JUNCTION Geotechnicaluniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content, ASTM D-4718. If soils with visual and penetration “‘1 LINCOLN Engineers-the fill area. contain oversize particles In excess of methods. ;. DeVORE Geologiststhe limits of ASTM 0-4718



—

(11cm: Haven Construction
Rcpon No: 10

‘roject: Crista Lee Subdivision
Date of Test: 3-19-04

Location:
lest By: RL

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. OJLD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear(ASTM 2922) (ASThI 114556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:TYPE: 2922) Backscattcr Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Tesi Location of Tesi COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOILNo. % SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE
167 Irrigation Crossing. Crista Lee, sta 0+25. @ I’ BSG 100 95 15.9 t-2 I I2A6il 7.3 C
166 lrngation Crossing. Crista Lee. sta 0+25. FSG I 00 95 I 5.5 +-2 I I 2ti?, I 7.3 C
169 Irrigation, Man Hole. Crista Lee. sta 0+25. ñ FSG 96 95 16.0 -2 I l2.¾117.3 C

DISTRIBUTION: KEY: • Fails Compaction C Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINCOLN DeVORE, INC.
Spec. I?

I-Client Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive

1-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT
l-Wesnvater En& M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the NuclearDensityTestingof’pitmn’ or Nuclear Density Testing is . GRAND
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse gnined sails may require performed for acceptance JUNCTION GeotechnicalLincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide tonection of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined LINCOLN Engineersunitonn mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content, ASTM D47t8. If soils withvisual and penetration

.. DeVORE Gtologiststhe fill area contain oversize paniclcs m excess of methods. ;. :. I
the limits of ASTM D-471g



Client: Haven Construction
Report No: 11

Project Crista Lee Subdivision
Dale of Test: 3-29-04

Location:
Test By: RL

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GiLD Job No: 90630-GJ
TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (ASTh! 2922) (ASTM D.1556) SPEC WICATIONS: Project City: X County: Slate:TYPE: 2922) Backscatter DirecL Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION I CONTAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOil..No. % SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE
57A RETEST 96 95 17.0 +-2 I l2.417.3 C
SBA RETEST 96 95 17.3 +-2 I l2.4@17.3 C
170 Sewer MH .42 @ -2’ 950 98 95 15.6 +-2 I 15.3@16.5 C
171 Sewer MH A2 FSG 96 95 16.1 +-2 I 5.3l6.5 C

DISTRIBUTION: KEY: * Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINCOLNJJQR, INC.
1?’- —I-Client

‘ Fails Moisture Spec. NC NonCohesive BY:

1-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT
I -Westwater Eng. M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of’pit ma’ or Nuclear Density Testing is
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse gsained soils may require performed for acceptance J,% GRANDLincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined ii. JUNCTION Geotechnicaluniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content. ASTM D-4118. If soils with visual and penetration ‘4 LINCOLN Engineers-the fill area. contain oversize particles in excess of methods.

‘ DeVORE Geologiststhe hmits ofASTM 1)4718



I Client: Haven Construction
Report No: 12

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision
Date of Test: 4-15-04

Location:
Test By: RL

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed.
GiLD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (ASTM 2922) (ASTM D-t556) I SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. x Sand Cone

Test Location of Test
COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIl.No.

% SPEC, % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE[72 Utility Crossing, Chsta Lee Entrance, © FSG 97 95 12.3 +-2 123.311:13.9 C

DISTRIBUTION: KEY: ‘ Fails Compaction C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINCOLN DeVORE, INC.Spec.
—I-Client

“ Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY:_
.

I-Vista Ene. S Standard Proctor ABC Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT
l-Westwater Eng. M Modified Proctor PR Pit Run

locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse wained soils may require perforated for acceptance JUNCTIoN GeotechnicalLincoln DeVote has relkdon the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined
i LINCOLN Entñneen

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testingofpitnm’ or Nuclear Density Testing is GRAND

uniform mix placementand compactive effort throughout Contenç ASTM D4718. If 50115 withvisualandpenetration
i DCVORE GenIo2iststhe flIt are& contain oversize particles in excess of methods.
L -the ilmits of ASTM D-47l8



Client: Haven Construction
Report No: 13

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision
Date olTest: 5-4-04

Location:
Test Dv: RL

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GiLD Job No: 90630-GJ
TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear(ASTM 2922) (ASTM D-l556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: Slate:TYPE: 2922) Backseatter Direct Trans. x Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. ) MOISTURE I MOISTURE ) PROCTOR SOil.No.
SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

173 Sewer, MH C-i, Grade Change, @ FSG 98 95 15.2 -2 I I5.ll6.5 C
174 Sewer, MH 0-I, Grade Change, FSG 97 95 15.5 ±-2 tl5.tI6.5 C
175 Sewer, MH 8-3, Grade Change, FSG 98 95 15.2 -2 I I5.Vipo.5 C
176 Sewer, MH 8-2, Grade Change, @ P33 99 95 15.1 +-2 I l5.IQrlb.5 C
177 Sewer, MH 8-1 Grade Change, FSG 98 95 15.5 +-2 1151(16.5 C

178 Sewer, MH A-2, Grade Change, © FSfl 97 95 15.9 -2 I 15.IivIô.5 C

179 Sewer, MH C-2, Grade Change, FSG 100 95 15.6 +-2 I 15.I(Th16.5 C

DISTRIBUTION: KEY: • FailsCompactionSpec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINCOLN DCVORE, I C.
I-Client Foils Moisiure Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY:

I-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

l-Westwater Eng. M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the NuclearflensityTesting of’pit run’ or Nuclear Density Testing is
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction othercoarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance I GRAND
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined ) JUNCTION Geotechnicaluniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content, ASTM D-47I8. If soils with visual andpenetration / LINCOLN Engineers-the fill area. contain oversize particles in excess of methods. DeVORE Geologiststhe timitsofASTM DA718



to $289902.78 including all

DEVELOPMENT IMPROVEMENTS AGREEMENT
DISBURSEMENT LOG AND AUThORIZATION

PROJECT: Crista Lee Subdivis Construction Costs: $289,902.78 DIA NOT RECORDED:
DEVELOPER: Alan C. Helmick 20% City Security: $57,980.56 DIA RECORDED: XSCROW AGENCY: Grand Valley Natioi Total DIA Amount: $347,883.34 Book -

Page -

GRADING & LANDSCAPE
DATE BY SANITARY WATER STREETS DRAINAGE and IRRI. MISC. TOTALOriginal Construction Cost Estimates By Category

17-Nov-03 I $43,864.00 I $45,946.00] $114,798.50 I $29,180.00 [ $34,640.00 I $21,474.28 I $289,902.78

Disbursements
17-Nov-03 cl $15,333.00 $15,333.005-Dec-03 cl $43,864.00 $5,652.68 $30,723.00 $3,100.00 $83,339.681 -Mar-04 Tel $4,336.00 $666.70 $5,002.7010-Mar-04 Id $16,740.50 $16,740.5014-Apr-04 cl $19,376.68 $19,376.6819-May-04 Id $29,205.50 $46,592.72 $3,858.32 $579.68 $80,236.2227-May-04 ci $31,100.71 $31,100.7121-Jun-04 Id $17,728.39 $3,917.00 $6,193.74 $27,839.1320-Aug-04 Id

$10,934.16 $10,934.16
$0.00Total

Disbursed $43,864.00 $45,946.00 $114798.50 $29,180.00 $34,640.00 $21,474.28 $289,902.78

Remaining
Disbursable
Balance $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

The City of Grand Junction, Community Development Department hereby authorizes the Escrow Agency to release upprevious payments, to the Developer for work complet on the Project.

Signature: ‘.2 &-C-—t.-’ Date:
Name: C

. Title:

3- o•O

Lteu.el’OpkJ fl3/’ct’-c



02/12/2002

REQUEST FOR DISBURSEMENT AND APPLICATION FOR PAYMENT NO.

_______

To: kAM C. ‘vm/c%. ,for work at {JfL5m AtE
(owner) (subdivision)

accomplished through the date of 8’ — by ee. ,ES as shown on
(subcontractor)

- the attached itemized list.

CONTRACTOR’S Certification: (C (subcontractor) certifies that all progress payments

received from OWNERS on account of Work done under the Work A reement referred to above have been applied to

discharge in flail nil obligations of d(— 1E/1112c t4/.,tJ (subcontractor) incurred in connection with the

Work covered by this Application For Payment Number

_________

inclusive; AND title to all materials and equipment

incorporated in said Work or otherwise listed in or covered by this Application For Payment will pass to OWNERS at time of

final acceptance of project free and clear of all liens, claims, security interests and encumbrances.

Dated

_______________________,

200

________________________________________

(subcontractor)

By:_________________________________

Title:__________________________________________________

Per paragraph 2(a) of the disbursement agreement for

________________________________

Subdivision, the signatures below

certify that all costs for which the advance is being requested have been incurred in connection with the construction of the
improvements on the Property; that all work performed and materials supplied are in accordance with the plans and

specifications submitted to and approved by the City; that the work has been performed in a workmanlike manner; that no
funds are being requested for work not completed, nor for material not installed; the Project Engineer has inspected the
improvements for which payment is requested; and that such improvements have been completed in aôcordance with all terms,

specifications and conditions of the approved plans.

PROJECT ENGINEER / MANAGER RECOMMENDATION: This Application (with any accompanying documentation)

meets the requirements of the Contract Documents and payment of the above Current Payment Duels recommended.

Dated

_______________________

200__ Name:

______________________________________________

By:

________________________________

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION RECOMMENDATIONS: This Application (with accompanying documentation) meets the

requirements of the Development Improvements Agreement and payment of the above Current Payment Due is recommended.

Dated 7 — P 0
, 200Y CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION

dLS4-t By: C
Title: De/opn-a--d f,win-e-’--.

OWNER’S ACCEPTANCE: This application (with accompanying documenta on) is acçe ted and payment of the
above Current Payment Due is recommended. .

Dated

______________

, 2O A C

By & Title
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) CC ENTERPRISES - Invoice Number:
TRAFFIC CONTROL SPECIALISTS, INC. 15278
830 21½ ROAD Invoice Date:GRAND JCT., CO 81505

Jul 21 2004PH. (970) 242-0669
Page:

1

Project Information
CRISTA LEE LLC
721 MAIN STREET #4 Requested By ALAN
DELTA,00 81416 PO# CRISTALEESUBDIVISION

Project PERMANENT SIGNS

V

____

..
.;

;eaYftI,t Termsjj
CRISTA I SIGHEL4O1 I NetDue Upon Receipt

Description . Unit Oty Unit Price Extension

GRDJCTSTREETSIGNS EAC[I 12.00 80.00 1 960.00
STOP 30” HIGH INTENSE I EACF 4.00 94.50 I 378.00
DIP 30 X 30080 EA 1.00 73.00 73.00
W13-1 SPEEDLIMIT ADVISORY 15 18” 080 I EACF 1_Do I 23.00 I 23.00
8’ U2 POST EACI- j 6.00 15.50 93.00
10’ U-2 POST EACF 7.00 I 30.00 I 210.00
12” CITY CAP 180 DEGREE EACF 2.00 20.00 40.00
12” CITY CAP 90 DEGREE EACF I 4.00 I 20.00 I 8Q.00
12”CITY CAP CROSSPIECE EACF 6.00 20.00 120.00
INSTALLATION LABOR HR I 5.00 I 50.00 I 250.00

P)L(iflCj

NET AMOUNT DUE 2227.00

Contractor agrees to pay CC Enterprises within seven (7) days after receipt of invoice. Interest will accrue at the rate of fifteen
(15) percent per ennum on payments not made in a timely manner. If it becomes necessary for CC Enterprises to incur collection
costs for any amount due on this invoice, the contractor promises to pay additional collection costs including reasonable attorney
fees and court costs.

FORM PW35DQ 71493
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CC ENTERPRISES -

TRAFFIC CONTROL SPECIALISTS, INC.
830 21½ ROAD
GRANDJCT.,CO 81505
PH. (970) 242-0669

0t5378invoice
Invoice Number:

15378
Invoice Date:

Aug 6, 2004
Page:

CRISTA LEE LLC
721 MAIN STREET#4
DELTA CC 81416

Requested By ALAN HELMICK

Project Information

pj CRISTALEESUBD-SIGNS
Project B 1/2 RD & 29 RD

NETAMOUNT DUE 52&OO

Contractor agrees to pay CC Enterprises within seven (7) days after mae/pt of invoice. Interest will accrue at the rate of fifteen (15)percent per annum on payments not made in a timely manner If it becomes necessaty for CC Enterprises to incur collection costsfor any amount duo on this invoke, the contractor pmmLsos to pay additional collection costs including reasonable 8ttorney fees andCourt Costs,

1

CRISTA
- (qHt4Qt_. ....i NetDueUponReceipt

/
.: - Descripton .z.

.

Unit Q - Unft Price

END OF ROAD MARKER EACF I 6.00 42.00 252,00
DIP 30X30 080 EA 1.00 73.00 73.00
ADVISORY SPEED 15” EAC[ 1.00 I 23.00 I 23.00
12’ U-CHANNEL POST #3 EACF 1.00 30.00 30.00
INSTALLATION LABOR HR 3.00 50.00 150.00

J I I
I I I

.

I I I
I I I I
I I I
I I I I
I I
I I I I
I I I
I I I I
I I I

. I 1 I I
. I I II i I IL I I

i I I I
I I

I I I. I
. I I II

f I I I
—

...

I

‘091.1 UPNZSCO 7,u



02/12/2002’

REQUEST FOR DISBURSEMENT AND APPLICATION FOR PAYMENT NO.

_______

To: ,4’d 6/Ecmic4 for work at d,4Yj7 /t JW
(owner) (subdivision)

accomplished through the date of

_________________

by V as shown on

(subcontractor)

- the attached itemized list.

CONTRACTORS Certification: L%7tLéYlV/’d,! ,PE4.Esubcontractor) cenifies that all progress payments

received from OWNERS on account 9f Work done tinder th Work Agreement referred to above have been applied to

discharge in full all obligations of V,f’LLtSY It—’JbL F2vcøS (subcontractor) incurred in connection with the

Work covered by this Application For Payment Number

_________

inclusive; AND title to all materials and equipment

incorporated in said Work or othenvise listed in or covered by this Application For Payment will pass to OWNERS at time of

final acceptance of project free and clear of all liens, claims, security interests and encumbrances.

Dated

______________________

200

_____________________________________

(subcontractor)

By:____________________________________

Title:

_______________________________________________________

Per paragraph 2(a) of the disbursement agreement for

________________________________

Subdivision, the signatures below

certify that all costs for which the advance is being requested have been incurred in connection with the construction of de

improvements on the Property; that all work performed and materials supplied ar in accordance with the plans and

specifications submitted to and approved by the City; that the work has been performed in a workmanlike manner; that no

funds are being requested for work not completed, nor for material not installed; the Project Engineer has inspected the

improvements for which payment is requested; and that such improvements have been completed in aOcordance with all terms,

specifications and conditions of the approved plans.

PROJECT ENGINEER / MANAGER RECOMMENDATION: This Application (;vith any accompanying documentation)

meets the requirements of the Contract Documents and payment of the above Current Payment Due is recommended.

Dated

______________________

• 200 Name:

___________________________________________

By:

________________________________

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION RECOMMENDATIONS: This Application (with accompanying documentation) meets the

requirements of the Development Improvements Agreement and payment of the above Current Payment Due is recommended.

Dated — t) , 20Q,,4{ CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION

_____

e
Title: A4t1_e /op -tH £3

OWNER’S ACCEPTANC : This application (with accompanying documentation) is accepted and payment of the

above Current Payment Due is recommended.

Dated

________________

, 200’4 Company:

_____________________________

By & Tftle4,



j—r hJ9 LJ1 I .JjJ utu J/ub3572 p.1

3272 F Road
Clifton, CO 81520

jpLLEYWIDE
(970) 523-8150

Fax: (970) 523-5272

CUSTOMER

CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION
ARMAND HUGHES

DANBURY CT.
PHONE 433-2056
FAX 874-3534

-j

ESTIMATE

DATE

8/4/2004

AMOUNT

1200.00

/ 220.00
0.00

__-

$1920cO

/2, 700

F

On RATE

1a50

TEM DESCRIPTION

ALEXANDRIA { 6 PRIVACY INSTALLEP. TAN

REMOVAL OF OLD FENCL.. LABOR

GATE 4 WAU<, TAN
CLIFTON SALES TAX

600! 3.00

220.00
H4.9O%
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QUIT CLAIM DEED

TillS DEED, Made this

______

day of

___________________

, 2003, between the Alan C.
Helmick. 704 NuVue, Delta, Co 81416 (Grantor herein):

TI-IE CHRTSTA LEE HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, INC, a Colorado nonprofit corporation,
704 NuVue, Delta, CO 81416 (Grantee herein):

of the County of Mesa, State of Colorado.

WITNESSETH, That the 2rantor, for ONE DOLLAR and other good and adequate
consideration, the receipt and sufficiency which is hereby acknowledged, has remised. released, sold,
and QUIT CLAIMED, and by these presents does remise. release, sell, and QUIT CLAIM unto the
Grantee, its successors and assigns forever, all the right, title, interest, claim and demand which the
Grantor has in and to the real property together with improvements, if any, situate, lying and being
in the County of Mesa and State of Colorado, as described as:

Tract A and Tract B,
Crista Lee Subdivision,
City of Grand Junction,
County of Mesa,
State of Colorado;

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the same, together with all and singular the appurtenances and
privileges thereunto belonging or in anywise thereunto appertaining. and all the estate, right, title,
interest and claim whatsoever, of the Grantor, either in law or equity, to the only proper use, benefit
and behoof of the Grantee, its successor and assigns forever. 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 caused its name to be hereto subscribed the day and year
first above written.

-‘C
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)?ecrton 2/o73
DEED OF EASEMENT

THIS DEED OF EASE&IENT, Made this) %‘ty ofA’tt’afl/ew, 2003, between

ALAN C. HELMICK, 704 NuVue, Delta, CO 81416 (Grantor herein) and

ORCHARD MESA IRRIGATION DISTRICT, 66838 Road, Palisade, CO 81526 (Grantee herein):

In exchange for good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency whereof is

hereby acknowledge, Grantor hereby grants and conveys to Grantee, its successors and assigns

forever, perpetual, non-exclusive easements in, over, upon, through and under Grantor’s parcel

located in the NE 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of Section 29, Township 1 South, Range I East, Ute Meridian,

County of Mesa, State of Colorado.

This non-exclusive easements are particularly described in the plat ofCrista Lee Subdivision,
filed in the records of the Mesa County Clerk and Recorder’s Office, in Plat Book &O at

Page S 7 , and identified thereon as the Orchard Mesa Irrigation District Easements.

The easements are granted for the installation, operation, maintenance, and repair of
irrigation facilities and appurtenances thereto. MI easements include the right of ingress and egress
on, along, over, under, through and across by the beneficiaries, theft successors, or assigns, together
with the right to trim or remove interfering trees and brush; provided however, that the beneficiaries
shall utilize the same in a reasonable and prudent manner. The easements shall not be burdened nor
overburdened by erecting or placing any improvements thereon which may prevent reasonable
ingress and egress to and from the easement.

This Deed of Easement, its obligations, terms and conditions are intended to run with the
land and be binding upon the heirs, successors and assigns of the parties. The singular number shall
include the plural, the plural the singular, and the use of any gender shall be applicable to all genders.

TN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Grantor has caused his name to be hereto subscribed the day
and year first above written.

By:_________
Man C. Helmick

State of Colorado )
) ss.

County of Mesa )

The foregoing instrument was acknowledge before me this /)W’day of Antwr%t, 2003,
by Alan C. Helmick

Witness my hand and official seal.

My commission expires

flUSAN .1. OTTMA1T
i/n/Ar - I NOTARY PUBLIC

(I (20 I STATE OF COLORADO

*CnUd. Ew 1110212005
CouaLc4 Miii

N
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DEED OF EASEMENT

THIS DEED OF EASEMENT, Made thisjgiyof2003, between
ALAN C. HELMICK, 704 NuVue, Delta, CO 81416 (Grantor herein) and

DAVID A. DAUGHERTY and CONNI B. DAUGHERTY, 2931 B.5 Road, Grand Junction, CO
81503 (Grantee herein);

In exchange for good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency whereof is
hereby acknowledge, Grantor hereby grants and conveys to Grantee, its successors and assigns
forever, perpetual, non-exclusive easement in, over, upon, through and under Grantor’s parcel
located in the NE 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of Section 29, Township 1 South, Range 1 East, Ute Meridian,
County of Mesa, State of Colorado.

This non-exclusive easement is particularly described in the plat of Crista Lee Subdivision,
filed in the records of the Mesa County Clerk and Recorder’s Office, in Plat Book 20 at
Page 37 , and identified thereon as the 30’ Ingress/Egress Easement for the benefit of David
A. and Conni B. Daugherty.

The easement is granted for ingress and egress, over, on and across Tract B, Crista Lee
Subdivision, and includes the right to maintain the easement and paving or other surface thereon.

This Deed of Easement, its obligations, terms and eoditions are intended to run with the
land and be binding upon the heirs, successors and assigns of the parties. 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 caused his name to be hereto subscribed the day
and year first above written.

By: 4i
Alan C. Helmick

State of Colorado )
) ss.

County of Mesa )

The foregoing instrument was acknowledge before me this /‘)fday of__________ 2003,
by Alan C. Helmick

Witness my hand and official seal.

My commission expires /1 /c/o,

J. OTTM,1

I NOTARY PUBLIC
STATE OF COLORADU

CCOITU*OEEWeS 1V02/20u5
Counly of Mota

Notary
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THIS DEED, Made this /9 day of________________
Helmick, 704 NuVue, Delta, CO 81416 (Grantor herein) and the

CRISTA LEE HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, a Colorado nonprofit corporation, 704 NuVue,

Delta, CO 81416 (Grantee herein):

WITNESSETH, That the Grantor, for ONE DOLLAR and other good and adequate

consideration, the receipt and sufficiency which is hereby acknowledged, has remised, released, sold,

and QUIT CLAIMED, and by these presents does remise, release, sell, and QUIT CLAIM unto

the Grantee, its successors and assigns forever, all the right, title, interest, claim and demand which

the Grantor has in and to the real property together with improvements, if any, situate, lying and

being in the County of Mesa and State of Colorado, as described as:

Tract A and Tract B,
Crista Lee Subdivision,
City of Grand Junction,
County of Mesa,
State of Colorado;

TO RAVE AND TO HOLD the same, together with Sit and singular the appurtenances and
privileges thereunto belonging or in anywise thereunto appeitabiing, and all the estate, right, title,
interest and claim whatsoever, of the Grantor, either in law or equity, to the only proper use, benefit
and behoof of the Grantee, its successor and assigns forever. 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 caused his name to be hereto subscribed the day and year
first above written.

By:___________
Man C. Helmick

State of Colorado )
)

County of Mesa )

The foregoing insthent was acknowledge before me this /ayoSc% 2003,
by Alan C. Helmick.

Witness my hand and official seal.

__________

My commission expires

_____________

&D% 3533

QUIT CLAIM DEED
/?CCy½07 2/1O78Z

____________

2003, between the Man C.

/ ESUSAN J. OUMAN
-, / ,- I NOTARY PUBLIC

/1 /c7j’J—’ STATECECOLORADO

ICamnñai Eres 11102/200e
County of Mesa

Notary
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,t’ec9,/,cn ,zo7R/
DEED OF EASEMENT

TifiS DEED OF EASEMENT, Made this /t%ay of fiot1a#t’t, 2003, between

ALAN C. HELMICK, 704 NuVue, Delta, CO 81416 (Grantor herein) and the

CMSTA LEE HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, a Colorado nonprofit corporation, 704 NuVue,

Delta, CO 81416 (Grantee herein):

In exchange for good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency whereof is

hereby acknowledge, Grantor hereby grants and conveys to Grantee, its successors and assigns

forever, perpetual, non-exclusive easements in, over, upon, through and under Grantor’s parcel

located in the NE 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of Section 29, Township 1 South, Range 1 East, Ute Meridian,

County of Mesa, State of Colorado.

These non-exclusive easements are particularly described in the plat of Crista Lee

Subdivision, filed in the records of the Mesa County Clerk and Recorder’s Office, in Plat Book

Lb at Page Y , and identified thereon as the Irrigation Easements.

The easements are granted for the installation, operation, maintenance, and repair of

irrigation facilities and appurtenances thereto. All easements include the right of ingress and egress

on, along, over, under, through and across by the beneficiaries, their successors, or assigns, together

with the right to trim or remove interfering frees and bruth; provided however, that the beneficiaries

shall utilize the same in a reasonable and prudent manner The easements shall not be burdened nor

overburdened by erecting or placing any improvements tRereon which may prevent reasonable

ingress and egress to and from the easement.

This Deed of Easement, its obligations, terms and conditions are intended to run with the
land and be binding upon the heirs, successors and assigns of the parties. The singular numbcrshall
include the plural, the plural the singular, and the use ofany gender shall be applicable to all genders.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Grantor has caused his name to be hereto subscribed the day
and year first above written.

By:___________
Man C. Helmick

State of Colorado )
) $5.

County of Mesa )

The foregoing instrument was acknowledge before me this /4bSday of -‘7tnd€’t1, 2003,
by Alan C. Helmick

Witness my hand and official seal. [iIISAN J. OUMAN
4 NOTARY PUBLIC

$TATE 0€ COLORADO

My commission expires / /SU2 w C..L.. E,q,Os tl1021201Th
Couoly ol Mn

Notary Public
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2160781 11/20/03 (‘402PM
JANICE WARD CLKREC MESA COUNTY CoDEED OF EASEMENT RECFEE $5.00 SURCHG $1.00
DpUMENTARJ FEE $EXEHPT

THIS DEED OF EASEMENT, Made this /f’ day of/VOtJa#2?, 2003, between
ALAN C. HELMICK, 704 NuVue, Delta, CO 81416 (Grantor herein) and the

CRISTA LEE HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, a Colorado nonprofit corporation, 704 NuVue,
Delta, CO 81416 (Grantee herein):

In exchange for good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency whereof is
hereby acknowledge, Grantor hereby grants and conveys to Grantee, its successors and assigns
forever, perpetual, non-exclusive easements in, over, upon, through and under Grantor’s parcel
located in the NE 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of Section 29, Township 1 South, Range I East, Ute Meridian,
County of Mesa, State of Colorado.

These non-exclusive easements are particularly described in the plat of Crista Lee
Subdivision, filed in the records of the Mesa County Clerk and Recorder’s Office, in Plat Book

..$D at Page 59 , and identified thereon as the Irrigation Easements.

The easements are granted for the installation, operation, maintenance, and repair of
irrigation facilities and appurtenances thereto. All easements include the right of ingress and egress
on, along, over, under, through and across by the beneficiaries, their successors, or assigns, together
with the right to trim or remove interfering trees and brush; provided however, that the beneficiaries
shall utilize the same in a reasonable and prudent manner. The easements shalL not be burdened nor
overburdened by erecting or placing any improvements thereon which may prevent reasonable
ingress and egress to and from the easement.

This Deed of Easement, its obligations, terms and conditions are intended to run with the
land and be binding upon the heirs, successors and assigns of the parties. The singular number shall
include the plural, the plural the singular, and the use ofany gender shall be applicable to all genders.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Grantor has caused his name to be hereto subscribed the day
and year first above written.

By:___________
Alan C. Helmick

State of Colorado

)
County of Mesa )

The foregoing instrument was acknowledge before me this /‘4day of__________ 2003,
by Alan C. Helmick

Witness my hand and official seal.

My commission expires ///7AL5

[iisAN .1. OTFMAN
NOTARY PUBLIC

STATE OF COlORADO

I4CaTwWstn Eçêts llIO2i2OLI
County ot Mct

Notary Public
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2160784 11/20/03 0%02PM
JANICE WARD CLK&REO MESA COUNTY Co

DEED OF EASEMENT RECFEE $500 BURCHG $1.00
Dci ‘JNENTARY FEE SEXEPIPT

THIS DEED OF EASEMENT, Made this,! %‘ay oc__________ 2003, between
ALAN C. HELMICK, 704 NuVue, Delta, CO 81416 (Grantor herein) and

ORCHARD MESA IRRIGATION DISTRICT, 668 38 Road, Palisade, CO 81526 (Grantee herein):

In exchange for good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency whereof is
hereby acknowledge, Grantor hereby grants and conveys to Grantee, its successors and assigns
forever, perpetual, non-exclusive easements in, over, upon, through and under Grantor’s parcel
located in the NE 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of Section 29, Township I South, Range 1 East, Ute Meridian,
County of Mesa, State of Colorado.

This non-exclusive easements are particularly described in the plat ofCrista Lee Subdivision,
filed in the records of the Mesa County Clerk and Recorder’s Office, in Plat Book 20 at
Page .9 ,and identified thereon as the Orchard Mesa Irrigation District Easements.

The easements are granted for the installation, operation, maintenance, and repair of
irrigation facilities and appurtenances thereto. All easements include the right of ingress and egress
on, along, over, under, through and across by the beneficiaries, their successors, or assigns, together
with the right to trim or remove interfering trees and brush; provided however, that the beneficiaries
shall utilize the same in a reasonable and prudent manner. The easements shall not be burdened nor
overburdened by erecting or placing any improvements thereon which may prevent reasonable
ingress and egress to and from the easement.

This Deed of Easement, its obligations, terms and conditions are intended to run with the
land and be binding upon the heirs, successors and assigns of the parties. 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 caused his name to be hereto subscribed the day
and year first above written.

By:_________
Alan C. Helmick

State of Colorado )
) ss.

County of Mesa )

The foregoing instrument was acknowledge before me this Rh’day of ,4wnrkk, 2003,
by Alan C. Helmick

Witness my hand and official seal.

My commission expires

SUSAN J. OUMAN
‘ / fri IAr NOTARY PUBLIC
/ //t’/i..’O STATE 0€ COtORADO

1 Cnflidwi EQU 11102/2005
CouaIr 04 Mesa
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2160783 11/20/03 0%02PM
JANICE WARD CLK&REO hESA COUNTY Co
RECFEE $5.99 SURCKG $1.00

DEED OF EASEMENT DOCUNENTARY FEE $Nü-ftc E ‘ Pr

THIS DEED OF EASEMENT, Made thisJViyof/a 2003, between
ALAN C. HELMICK, 704 NuVue, Delta, CO 81416 (Grantor herein) and

DAVID A. DAUGHERTY and CONNIE. DAUGHERTY, 2931 B.5 Road, Grand Junction, CO
81503 (Grantee herein):

In exchange for good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency whereof is
hereby acknowledge, Grantor hereby grants and conveys to Grantee, its successors and assigns
forever, perpetual, non-exclusive easement in, over, upon, through and under Grantor’s parcel
located in the NE 114 of the SW 1/4 of Section 29, Township I South, Range I East, IRe Meridian,
County of Mesa, State of Colorado.

This non-exclusive easement is particularly described in the plat of Crista Lee Subdivision,
filed in the records of the Mesa County Clerk and Recorder’s Office, in Plat Book 20 at
Page ‘S ,and identified thereon as the 30 Ingress/Egress Easement for the benefit of David
A. and Conni E. Daugherty.

The easement is granted for ingress and egress, over, on and across Tract B, Crista Lee
Subdivision, and includes the right to maintain the easement and paving or other surface thereon.

This Deed of Easement, its obligations, terms and conditions are intended to run with the
land and be binding upon the heirs, successors and assigns of the parties. 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 caused his name to be hereto subscribed the day
and year first above written.

By:____________
Alan C. Helmick

State of Colorado )
) ss.

County of Mesa )

The foregoing instrument was acknowledge before me this /4Mday of__________ 2003,
by Alan C. Helmick

Witness my hand and official seal.

My commission expires 1/
SU; J. DTTL

NOTARY PUBLIC
STATE OF COLORAI:

I&CounumnEcre. 11102,1Gu5
Coonly ol Mnd

Notary
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2160782 11/20/03 0402PM
QUIT CLAIM DEED JANICE WARD CLK&REC MESA COUNTY Co

REOFEE $5.00 SURCHG $1.00
DOCUMENTARY FEE $No FEE

THIS DEED, Made this /9ay of /j4vt 7dPt , 2003, between the Alan C.
Helmick, 704 NuVue, Delta, CO 81416 (Grantor herein) and the

CRISTA LEE HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, a Colorado nonprofit corporation, 704 NuVue,
Delta, CO 81416 (Grantee herein):

WITNESSETH, That the Grantor, for ONE DOLLAR and other good and adequate
consideration, the receipt and sufficiency which is hereby acknowledged, has remised, released, sold,
and QUIT CLAIMED, and by these presents does remise, release, sell, and QUIT CLAIM unto
the Grantee, its successors and assigns forever, all the right, title, interest, claim and demand which
the Grantor has in and to the real property together with improvements, if any, situate, lying and
being in the County of Mesa and State of Colorado, as described as:

Tract A and Tract B,
Crista Lee Subdivision,
City of Grand Junction,
County of Mesa,
State of Colorado;

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the same, together with all and singular the appurtenances and
privileges thereunto belonging or in anywise thereunto appertaining, and all the estate, right, title,
interest and claim whatsoever, of the Grantor, either in law or equity, to the only proper use, benefit
and behoof of the Grantee, its successor and assigns forever. 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 caused his name to be hereto subscribed the day and year
first above written.

By:___________
Alan C. Helmick

State of Colorado )
)

County of Mesa )

The foregoing instmment was acknowledge before me this /ayotf/t, 2003,
by Alan C. Helmick.

Witness my hand and official seal.

My commission expires

_________ ______________

/ , RUSANJ.OTTMAN
H NOTARYPUBLIC
I’ / C’/ STATh OF COLORADO

IcamrAsa, Ees 1110212005
County of Mesa

Notary
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RECORDING MEMORANDUM

Exhibit D

City of Grand Junction
Community Development Department Community Development

File: # rP- 2003 -/0/

This memorandum relates to and confirms that certain Development Improvements

Agreement and/or Maintenance Guarantee concerning land in Mesa County, Colorado.

The Agreement is by and between At/pn C. Ec/M?ck (Developer)

and the City of Grand Junction (City) pertairing to Crs3iC Lee S&4fl1A;Oh

(Project), located at 1793 ‘/z pq.

(Subject subdivision is more particularly depicted and described in the recording found

at Plat Book S2.ö , Pages 9 .)

The Developer of the Project was required by law to install and construct certain public

and private improvements, the completion of which was guaranteed by a Development

Improvements Agreement and/or Maintenance Guatantee. The Project is required to

be constructed in accordance with the approval by the City pursuant to and in

accordance with the Zoning and Development Code all as more fully detailed and

described in City of Grand Junction developmentjile # fP- 2OO
—

The Developer and the City of Grand Junction ‘bNNnd through the signatures of the
undersigned have determined and agreed to t’Ptà-. type, quality and amount of
improvements required and/or necessitated by the approval of the Project and that the
improvements are guaranteed by and through the Development Improvements
Agreement and /or Maintenance Guarantee. Furthermore, the Developer and the City
agree that the Development Improvements Agreement and/or Maintenance Guarthitee
are contractual in nature and that the obligations under the Development Improvements
Agreement and/or Maintenance Guarantee shall not be assigned except as provided in
the agreement(s).

By virtue of this notice being recorded in the land records of the Mesa County
Clerk and Recorder, subsequent owners and/or those that claim by, through or
under the Developer are on notice of the Developer’s obligations under the
agreement(s).

NOW THEREFORE, the Developer and an official of the City of Grand Junction, both
possessing and representing by their signatures that they possess sufficient authority,
do hereby memorialize the relative, rights and obligations contained in the Development
Improvement Agreement and/or Maintenance Guarantee herein characterized.

DEVELOPER:

By: 4%L6?9%€4% /<//‘ØJ
Date

(Print Name) st44 tJ

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION:

In accordance with the above, I hereby certify that the Development Improvement
Agreement and/or Maintenance Guarantee are made of record by this memorandum
and that the same may be inspected and/or copied at the City of Grand Junction,
Community Development Department, 250 N. 5th Street, Grand Junction Colorado.

-

/1/20%)
Community Development Department

6/10/2003
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RECORDING MEMORANDUM
Exhibit D 2160779 11/20/03 0402PM

JANICE WARD CLK&REC MESA COUNTY Co
City of Grand Junction REOFEE $5.00 SURCHG $1.00

Community Development Department Community Development
File: # FP-20d3-/p/

This memorandum relates to and confirms that certain Development Improvements
Agreement and/or Maintenance Guarantee concerning land in Mesa County, Colorado.
The Agreement is by and between ,4/on c. ikfuk (Developer)
and the City of Grand Junction (City) pertaiqing to Ct’s, be c&4Je4-r;,
(Project), located at 2.993 B Vt. Pq.

(Subject subdivision is more particularly depicted and described in the recording found
at Plat Book 20 , Pages sq .)

The Developer of the Project was required by law to install and construct certain public
and private improvements, the completion of which was guaranteed by a Development
Improvements Agreement and/or Maintenance Guarantee. The Project is required to
be constructed in accordance with the approval by the City pursuant to and in
accordance with the Zoning and Development Code all as more fully detailed and
described in City of Grand Junction development file # P- zoos — /0/.

The Developer and the City of Grand Junction by and through the signatures of the
undersigned have determined and agreed to the type, quality and amount of
improvements required and/or necessitated by the approval of the Project and that the
improvements are guaranteed by and through the Development Improvements
Agreement and for Maintenance Guarantee. Furthermore, the Developer and the City
agree that the Development Improvements Agreement and/or Maintenance Guarantee
are contractual in nature and that the obligations under the Development Improvements
Agreement and/or Maintenance Guarantee shall not be assigned except as provided in
the agreement(s).

By virtue of this notice being recorded in the land records of the Mesa County
Clerk and Recorder, subsequent owners and/or those that claim by, through or
under the Developer are on notice of the Developer’s obligations under the
agreement(s).

NOW THEREFORE, the Developer and an official of the City of Grand Junction, both
possessing and representing by their signatures that they possess sufficient authority,
do hereby memorialize the relative, rights and obligations contained in the Development
Improvement Agreement and/or Maintenance Guarantee herein characterized.

DEVELOPER:

By: %2t’tLt%
Date

(Print Name) i

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION:

In accordance with the above, I hereby certify that the Development Improvement
Agreement and/or Maintenance Guarantee are made of record by this memorandum
and that the same may be inspected and/or copied at the City of Grand Junction,
Community Development Department, 250 N. 5th Street, Grand Junction Colorado.

-

/!/4 3
Community Development Department ,Oatd

6/10/2003



RELEASE OF IMPROVEMENTS AGREEMENT & GUARANTEE
Grand Junction Community Development Department

FILE#yAg-aoOj-ocg
.

This memorandum relates to a certain recorded Improvements Agreement and Guarantee dated
7nis 7 , 2oo% (year) and recorded at Book yg3 , Page. 1-14of the land records of Mesa County, Colorado, by and between 4,’7j i—n // -.--y• ,1C 4/g/ 4,eveloper) and the City of Grand Junction (City) pertaining to

________

• thrr WILLOWc- FILIkIG 1 (Project).

Legal Description: 2160777 11/fl/OS (‘402PM
JINICE I1ARD CLK&REC MESA COUNTY Co
RECFEE $5.00 SURCHG $1.00

Whereas, Developer has installed and constructed certain public and private improvements at and forthe Project, which completion was guaranteed by the execution of an lmprovments Agreement ?fldGuarantee, and

Whereaè, the City of Grand Junctipn and all other agencies possessing regulatory authority ovei the
Project andlor the improvements have inspected the improvements and have accepted the same,

NOW THEREFORE, officials of the City of Grand Junbtion and other officials duly representing their
agencies, possessing and representing by their signatures, affixed thereto, that they possess
sufficient authority to accept improvements and release the portion of the guarantee pertaining to the
improvements under their jurisdictiàn, do accept, sign and release said improvements agreement and
guarantee. . .

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION: .

By: City Enbineer
. Date )I

City Utilities Manager Date

I /

Fire Marshall Date

UTE WATER:

OTHER:

/4
GRAND JUNCTION DRAINAGE:

1t

Date.

Date. .

In accordance with the above signatures, I hereby certify that the Improvements Agreement &
Guarantee and the recording evidencing the agreement and guarantee, at Book 3oc 3
Page I — LI . of the Mesa County land recärds, have been bompleted and
and in ±cordance with the provisions of the Grand Juqction Zoning and Development
herebS’ released, subject to the reEuired warr period.

retui f Community Devdlopment Date ///i/O3

The foregoing instrument was executed before me this

_______

day of ‘)2ov-ti.t°’—, c2 003 (year)

by R CSCJ
the City of Grand Juflction; Colorado.

Witness my hand & official seal

Notary Public

My commission expires /o/aq/1o os

Date

accepted
Code are

Dirootor. of Community Development for

I

MyCamisslon Expires 1012912005
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Xeeept7 %O777
RECORDING MEMORANDUM

Exhibit D

City of Grand Junction
Community Development Department Community Development

File: #______________

This memorandum relates to and confirms that certain Development Improvements

Agreement and/or Maintenance Guarantee concerning land in Mesa County, Colorado.

The Agreement is by and between 14k,, C. E.e/m/c k (Developer)

and the City of Grand Junction (City) pertairing to Ct131{L Lee c&s,LS;oh
(Project), located at 2.993 Vt. Pq.

(Subject subdivision is more particularly depicted and described in the recording found

at Plat Book .C , Pages T .)

The Developer of the Project was required by law to install and construct certain public

and private improvements, the completion of which was guaranteed by a Development

Improvements Agreement and/or Maintenance Guatantee. The Project is required to

be constructed in accordance with the approval by the City pursuant to and in
accordance with the Zoning and Development Code all as more fully detailed and
described in City of Grand Junction developmentfile # fP- 2061 —

The Developer and the City of Grand Junction b’,nd through the signatures of the
undersigned have determined and agreed to theN, type, quality and amount of
improvements required and/or necessitated by the approval of the Project and that the
improvements are guaranteed by and through the Development Improvements
Agreement and br Maintenance Guarantee. Furthermore, the Developer and the City
agree that the Development Improvements Agreement and/or Maintenance Guatàhtee
are contraôtual in nature and that the obligations under the Development Improvements
Agreement and/or Maintenance Guarantee shall not be assigned except as provided in
the agreement(s).

By virtue of this notice being recorded in the land records of the Mesa County
Clerk and Recorder, subsequent owners and/or those that claim by, through or
under the Developer are on notice of the Developer’s obligations under the
agreement(s).

NOW THEREFORE, the Developer and an offiqial of the City of Grand Junction, both
possessing and representing by their signature&that they possess sufficient authority,
do hereby memorialize the relative, rights and obligations contained in the Development
Improvement Agreement and/or Maintenance Guarantee herein characterized.

DEVELOPER:

By: OLi zZes ////‘%3
Date

(Print Name) /4% A-’ é

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION:

In accordance with the above, I hereby certify that the Development Improvement
Agreement and/or Maintenance Guarantee are made of record by this memorandum
and that the same may be inspected and/or copied at the City of Grand Junction,
Community Development Department, 250 N. 5th Street, Grand Junction Colorado.

___________

///4)
Community Development Department ,Oatd

6/10/2003
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The subject property is located at 2933 B½ Road, Grand Junction, Mesa County, Colorado
(the Site). The Site is situated in the northeast quarter of the southwest quarter Section 29
Township 1 South, Range 1 East of the Ute Principal Meridian and occupies six acres of land.
The Site is currently used for agriculture.

Walsh Environmental Scientists and Engineers, LLC has performed an environmental transaction
screen of the Site in conformance with the scope and limitations of AmY! Practice E-1527-OO.
This assessment has revealed that no uranium mill tailings survey was performed at the Site. A
summary of the key findings is presented here:

• Review of available federal records indicate that there are five air permits issued withinone mile of the Site. These permitted facilities are not considered likely to impact the Site.

• Review of CDPHE records reveal no mill tailings survey was performed at the Site, and no
documented landfills axe within one-half mile of the Site. No Voluntary Clean Up and
Redevelopment Act sites are located within one mile of the Site. No properties with
environmental covenants are located within one-quarter mile of the Site.

• No documented registered or leaking underground storage tanks within ½ mile of the Site
were located in Division of Oil and Public Safety records.

• Historical records and documents indicated that the Site has been used for agriculture since
at least 1937.

• A site inspection revealed the Site consists of vacant agricultural land.

• An interview with a former owner indicate that the Site has been used for agriculture for at
least ten years, and for at least more than thirty years as reported to the interviewee by the
previous owner.

• An environmental transaction screen questionnaire was completed by Mr. Man Helmick,
which identified no environmental concerns with the property.

WALSH recommends having the Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment
perform a radiation survey of the Site prior to development.

5055.010 07/16/02 iii
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ENVIRONMENTAL TRANSACTION SCREEN
2933 81/2 ROAD

GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO

I INTRODUCTION

This report presents the findings of an Environmental Transaction Screen (ETS) for 2933 B½
Road, Grand Junction, Mesa County, Colorado (the Site).

1.1 Purpose

This ETS was conducted by Walsh Environmental Scientists and Engineers, LLC (WALSH) at
the request of l’vfr. Man Helmick of Delta, Colorado. The objective of this ETS is to provide
information regarding the environmental condition of the Site prior to proposed development.

1.2 Scope-of-Work

This ES consisted of a review of available city, county, state, and federal documents;
examination of historicai aerial photographs, Sanbom fire insurance maps, and city directories;
interviews; and a visual inspection of the Site. No sampling of suspect soils, waters, or
building materials is normally included in an ETS.

The procedures used in conducting this ETS meet or exceed the American Society of Testing
and Materials (ASThI) standard E-1528-96 for performing ETSs as adopted on March 15,
1993 and modified in 1996 (ASTM, 1996).

2 SITE DESCRIPTION

2.1 Site Location and Legal Description

The Site is located approximately three miles southeast of Grand Junction, unincorporated
Mesa County, Colorado on Orchard Mesa (Figure 1). The Site is irregularly shaped and
situated on six acres in the northeast quarter of the southwest quarter, Section 29, Township 1
South, Range 1 East of the Ute Principal Meridian. The parcel number for the Site is 2943-
293-00-141. A copy of the legal description is located in Appendix B.

5055.010 07/16)02 1
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2.2 Physical Setting

2.2.1 Regional and Site Ge&ogy

The Site is located within the Grand Valley geomorphic province. The Grand Valley is
located north of the Uncompahgre Plateau and south of the Piceance Basin (Tweto, 1979).
The Uncompahgre Plateau is an uplift of primarily Mesozoic sedimentary bedrock forming an
anticline that plunges northward into the Grand Valley. The Piceance Basin is composed of
relatively flat-lying Tertiary Uintah, Green River, and Wasatch Formations. These formations
contain sandstones, siltstones, and shales including oil-bearing shales. Bedrock within the
Grand Valley is predominantly the Cretaceous Mancos Shale, a dark-gray to black soft shale
with intermittent thin sandstone beds. The upper portion of the Mancos shale grades into the
cliff-forming Cretaceous Mount Garfield Formation and Sego Sandstone which grade into the
Cretaceous Hunter Canyon Formation north of the Grand Valley (Cashion, 1973). The
Mancos Shale overlies the Burro Canyon formation, composed of sandstone and conglomerate.

2.2.2 Soils

Soil at the site is listed as Hinman clay loam, 0-5% slopes. These soils are deep and slow
draining, with medium to slow surface runoff, occasional occurrence of high water table,
moderate to slight water-holding capacity, and low to moderate erosion hazard (U.S. SCS,
1939).

2.2.3 Hydrology

Surface water flow in the area of the Site is directed into storm drainages which flow into the
Gunnison River approximately three miles west of the Site. The Gunnison River flows into
the Colorado River approximately three and one-half miles northwest of the Site. The
Colorado River is located one-half mile north of the Site. Both of these rivers are perennial
drainages which ultimately flow into the Pacific Ocean.

Groundwater in the vicinity, if present, is likely to flow perpendicularly to surface contours, or
towards the northwest. The presence of irrigation ditches near the Site may alter the seasonal
groundwater flow direction and rate. The actual groundwater flow at the Site has not been
determined in the study area, and is likely to vary depending on the season and other factors.

2.3 Current Land Use

The Site is currently used as agricultural land located in unincorporated Mesa County.

3 ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS REVIEW

A search of several pertinent environmental agency records was conducted. The search
focused on records pertaining to property within one mile of the Site. Table 1 lists the agency
records searched. A map showing the locations of selected environmental permit holders is
included in Appendix B. A summary of key findings is presented below.

5055-010 07/16/02 3
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TABLE 1 LIST OF AGENCY SOURCES

Source Categ Specific Source
F

Updated
Dtstance Source

National Priority List CERCLJS Site Event List I mile 7/02

CERCLIS CERCLIS Site Event List 1 mile 7/02

VCRA CDPHE list of private cleanup 1 mile 7/02
sites

RCRIS Generators Facility List ‘4 mile 7/02
RCRA Corrective Action Corrective Action List 1 mile 7/02
RCRA TSDs TSD Notifiers List 1 mile 7/02

Underground Storage Tank CDPHE Old List (leaks listed ½ mile 10/90
(USTs) Leaks through 9/30/90)

OPS Updated List ½ mile 7/02
OPS Open & Closed Leaking USTs ½ mile 7)02
OPS Trust Fund List ½ mile 7/02

Registered USTs OPS State UST List ¼ mile 7/02

Landfills CDPHE Current Landfills Data- ½ mile 7/02
base
CDPHE Historic Landfills ½ mile 7/02

Environmental Covenants CDPHE List ‘4 mile 7/02

ERNS Spills Federal ERNS List Site only 7)02

Notes: CERCLIS = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and liability Act (CERCLA)
Information System
VCRA = Voluntary Clean Up and Redevelopment Act
CDPHE = Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment
RCRIS = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Inventory System
ERNS = Emergency Response Notification System
TSD = Treatment, storage, and disposal
OPS = Colorado Oil and Public Safety Division

3.1 Federal Records

3.1.1 CERCLA Sites and Superfund Sites (NPL)

The Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA)
provides a system for prioritizing existing areas of known contamination for remediadon. The
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) ranks the CERCLA Information System
(CERCLIS) sites according to risk based on the Hazard Ranking Score. Higher risk sites are
placed on the National Priority List (NFL) and these sites are then considered Superfund sites.
A review of CERCUS, dated July 2002, indicates that no CERCLA sites are located within

one mile of the Site.

5055-OtO 07/16/02 4
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3.1.2 RCRA/Hazardous Waste Notifiers

The Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Notifiers List is an inventory of
transporters; burner/blenders; and large, small, and very small quantity generators of
hazardous wastes. Large quantity generators (LQGs) generate more than 1,000 kilograms
(2,205 pounds) of hazardous waste per month. Small quantity generators (SQGs) generate
between 100 and 1,000 kilograms (2,205 pounds) per month; and conditionally exempt small
quantity generators (CESQGs) generate less than 100 kilograms (220 pounds) per month.
There were no RCRA facilities located within the search distance from the Site.

3.1.3 Emergency Response Notification System (ERNS)

Spill reports received by the EPA regarding hazardous substance incidents are maintained in an
on-line database called ERNS. When a reportable quantity of a hazardous substance is
released, the National Response Center must be notified within 24 hours and these reports are
also included in ERNS. No spills were located in the database for the Site or adjacent
properties. Some of the ERNS sites are non-locatable due to insufficient data provided to the
EPA.

3.1.4 Other Environmental Records

Other EPA sources that were reviewed for this report include the National Pollution Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES), air pollution emission permit holders (MRS/AFS program),
and the Toxic Release Inventory (TRI), a list of entities that emit more than threshold levels of
certain toxic chemicals into the air.

There are no NPDES or TM facilities listed within one mile of the Site. Five air permits have
been issued for facilities within one mile of the Site. None of these emissions are likely to have
impacted the subject property because of the distance and location of these facilities. A map
showing these EPA sources is included in Appendix B.

3.2 State Agency Records

3.2.1 Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment

Uranium mill tailings were produced in Grand Junction from the 1950’s until the 1970’s.
These tailings were given away for use as fill material during that time. The Uranium Mill
Tailings Remedial Act (UMTRA) mandated that the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE)
remediate these tailings. The Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment (CDPHE),
Hazardous Materials and Waste Management Division, who maintains the records for UIvFrRA and
the Grand Junction Remedial Action Program (GJRAP), was contacted for a radiation report of the
Site. The report reveals that the Site was not inspected under either U}vfrRA or GIRAP. The
personnel at the CDPHE stated that they do not survey vacant land until the land is developed.
They recommend contacting their office to have a radiation survey performed prior to

development. A copy of the mill tailings report is included in Appendix B.

soss-oio 07/16/02 5
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3.2.2 Voluntary Cleanup Sites

The State of Colorado has a voluntary cleanup program whereby property owners can clean upunregulated sites with environmental contamination to standards that are agreed upon by theState CDPHE. A review of the VCUP list of sites in Mesa County revealed no sites withinone mile of the Site.

3.2.3 LandflulSolid Waste Activities

CDPHE records were searched for active and closed landfill locations within Mesa County andless than one mile from the Site. Of the 39 facilities listed in Mesa County, none are listed asbeing within one mile of the Site.

3.2.4 Leaking Underground and Aboveground Storage Tanks (UST/ASTs)
Lists compiled by the State of Colorado Oil and Public Safety Division (OPS) were searchedfor leaking underground storage tanks located within one-half mile of the Site. Open sites areundergoing active remediation, while closed sites have reportedly been cleaned up. Sites arenot removed from either list even if remediation has occurred and the site is no longerconsidered contaminated. There are no records of lealdng USTs reported withinapproximately one-half mile of the Site.
3.2.5 Registered Above and Underground Storage Tanks
Registered AST/UST information was obtained from the Colorado Division of Oil and PublicSafety inventory for the State of Colorado. No USTs have been registered withinapproximately one-quarter mile of the Site.
3.2.6 Environmental Covenants

Landowners and the CDPHE have been given the authority to impose environmental covenantsthat impose limitations to access or use of a property due to ongoing contamination and/orremediadon projects. No listings of properties that have environmental covenants are shownas being located within one-quarter mile of the Site.

3.3 Local Agency Records

3.3.1 Mesa County Health Department

The Mesa County Health Department was contacted to determine if they had any records ofhazardous materials releases, USTs, landfills, or other environmental concerns with theproperty. They reported that local hazardous waste records, spills, and related information aremaintained by the fire department.

3.3.2 Ownership Report

Alan C. Helmick of Delta, Colorado is shown as the current owner of the Site by the MesaCounty Assessor’s office. Real property information from the Mesa County Tax Assessor islocated in Appendix B.

5055-010 071 16/02 6
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3.3.3 Grand Junction Fire Prevention Bureau

WALSH contacted Hazardous Materials Coordinator Drew Reekie by letter to determine if
hazardous materials, incidents, spills, or fires had occurred on or near the Site (letter dated
July 2, 2002). At the time of this report Mr. Reekie had not responded to the letter. If further
information is revealed at a later time, it will be made available to the client. A copy of the
request is located in Appendix B.

3.4 Historical Use Information

Several sources of historical information were consulted to develop a history of previous uses
or occupancies of the Site and vicinity to identify potential recognized environmental
conditions associated with such uses or occupancies.

WALSH consulted Sanbom fire insurance maps, local zoning codes, city street directories, and
aerial photographs to develop a use history for this property. Although none of these sources
alone provided coverage from earliest usage through the present, the combined sources provide
an unbroken synopsis for about seventy years.

3.4.1 Aerial Photograph Review

Available historical aerial photographs were reviewed from 1937 to 2001.

The 1937 aerial photograph shows the Site as vacant agricultural land. Residences are located
near the Site along B’/2 Road. The primary use of surrounding lands appears to be
agricultural.

The 1959 photograph shows the area one-half mile west of the Site along B½ Road as slightly
more developed. No other significant findings were noted since the 1937 aerial photo.

The 1977 photograph shows development south, and west of the Site. The Site continues to be
agricultural land unoccupied by any structures. The area surrounding the Site is predominantly
used for agriculture.

The 2001 aerial photo shows the Site as unchanged since 1977 except for feral trees growing
along the ditches and the irrigation easement has been covered. There has been considerable
development surrounding the Site including a golf course east and south of the Site.

No other significant findings were made during the aerial photograph review.

3.4.2 City Directory Review

Available city directories from 1910 to 2001 were reviewed five to ten-year intervals for the
subject and surrounding properties. No references to the Site were found in any years
searched.

No industrial or commercial properties were found within approximately ‘1 mile of the Site in
any of the years searched.

5055-010 07/16/02 7
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3.4.3 Sanborn Insurance Maps

Sanbom Insurance map coverage is not available for the Site.

4 VISUAL SITE INSPECTION

WALSH inspected the Site and surrounding properties and interviewed personnel familiar with
the Site on July 11, 2002. The inspection included visual observations of the Site and
surrounding land.

4.1 Interview

Mr. Jack Cossins, a former owner of the Site, was interviewed Smith on July 11, 2002. Mr.
Cossins stated that he owned the Site approximately ten years ago and that it has only been
used for agriculture to the best of his knowledge. Mr. Cossins knows of no spills, releases,
septic tank, or AST/USTs located at the Site.

4.2 Site Inspection

The Site was inspected on July 11, 2002. The Site was accessed between 2831 and 2835 B½
Road. The Site was unoccupied during the inspection. The Site consisted of vacant
agricultural land. A buried irrigation pipe (Orchard Mesa Irrigation) is located on the
northeast and east boundaries and several irrigation and waste ditches were located within the
Site. Water was flowing in one of the on-Site ditches at the time of inspection. There was an
abandoned boat, several tree stumps, and fencing materials located on the north section of the
Site.

No evidence of underground storage tanks, spills, stored chemicals, transformers, or obvious
archeological artifacts were observed during the Site inspection on any of the parcels.

4.3 Adjacent Properties

The Site is bound on the north by B½ Road, on the south by the Loma Linda subdivision, and
on the east and west by small acreage agricultural lands and residences. No commercial or
industrial facilities were noted at adjacent properties.

S TRANSACTION SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE

Mr. Man Helmick, the Site owner, completed a detailed site questionnaire. No environmental
concerns were identified as a result of the questionnaire. This questionnaire is attached in Appendix
C. The owner stated that he has no knowledge of any environmental liens or governmental
notifications relating to past or current violations of environmental laws with respect to the
property.

5055.0(0 07116/02 8
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6 CONCLUSIONS

WALSH’s conclusions for this environmental transaction screen are based on information
obtained from available public records, discussions with selected personnel and government
agencies, and site conditions determined by a visual inspection. Environmental legislation
passed in the 1970s and l980s initiated the current practice of maintaining environmental
records and facility inspection reports. Prior to the l970s, activities may have adversely
impacted the subject area without being documented.

• Review of available federal records indicate that there are five air permits issued within
one mile of the Site. These permitted facilities are not considered likely to impact the Site.

• Review of CDPHE records reveal no mill tailings survey was performed at the Site, and no
documented landfills are within one-half mile of the Site. No Voluntary Clean Up and
Redevelopment Act sites are located within one mile of the Site. No properties with
environmental covenants are located within one-quarter mile of the Site.

• No documented registered or leaking underground storage tanks within ½ mile of the Site
were located in Division of Oil and Public Safety records.

• Historical records and documents indicated that the Site has been used for agriculture since
at least 1937.

• A site inspection revealed the Site consists of vacant agricultural land.

• An interview with a former owner indicate that the Site has been used for agriculture for at
least ten years, and for at least more than thirty years as reported to the interviewee by the
previous owner.

• An environmental transaction screen questionnaire was completed by Mr. Man Helmick
which identified no environmental concerns with the property.

7 RECOMENDATIONS

The Site was not included in the Uranium Mill Tailings Remedial Action Program. Based on
the facts gathered during this environmental transaction screen, WALSH recommends having
the Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment perform a radiation survey of the
Site prior to development.

5055-ClO 07/16/02 9
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8 QUALIFICATIONS AND LIMITATIONS

WALSH conducted this environmental transaction screen in a manner that is consistent with current
professional practices. The sources of information include documents, oral statements, and other
information from parties outside of WALSI{s control. The accuracy of the information cannot be
guaranteed by WALSH.

This assessment was limited and it did not include:

Collection, testing or chemical analysis of any samples of soil, ground water, surface water,
wastewater, building materials, or other material which was or could have been observed on-
site;

Interviews, except as specifically noted in this report, with past owners, tenants, employees, or
neighboring landowners regarding past site use, waste generation, and disposal practices
(including disposal at remote sites), or manufacturing processes which may have contributed to
environmental contamination at the property.

Evaluation of the potential risks associated with identified concerns from record searches that
could not be located in relation to the Site, or records, which were not available for review.

If additional information concerning site environmental conditions becomes available, the conclusions
and recommendations presented in this report will not be considered valid unless this information is
reviewed and the conclusions and recommendations of this report are modified and approved in writing
by WALSH. It is possible that additional reports or investigations could alter the conclusions of this
assessment.

5055-010 07/16/02 10
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APPENDIX A

AGENCY/PERSONAL CONTACT LIST

The following agencies and people have been contacted for Environmental Transaction Screen
conducted for 2933 BVi Road, Grand Junction, Colorado.

Colorado Dept. of Labor and Employment Mesa County Public Libraiy
Oil Inspection Section Main Branch
Tower 3, Suite 610 530 Grand Avenue
1515 Ampahoe Street Grand Junction, Colorado
Denver, CO 80202 (970) 243-4442
(303) 318-8500
www.oil.cdle.state.co.us Mesa State College Tomlinson Library

1200 College Place
Colorado Department of Public Health and Grand Junction, Colorado
Environment (CDPH&E) (970) 248-1244
Denver, Colorado
(303) 3314802 Mr. Drew Reelde

Fire Prevention Officer
Colorado Department of Public Health and Grand Junction Fire District
Environment (CDPH&E) 330 South 6th Street
Radiation and Hazardous Waste Division Grand Junction, CO 81501
Ms. Anna Etchart (970) 244-1400
222 S. 6th Street
Grand Junction, Colorado 81501 Mr. Jack Cossins
(970) 248-7164 2847 Hartford Avenue

Grand Junction, CO 81503
Mesa County Assessor’s office (970) 241-5883
Box 20000
Grand Junction, Colorado 81502
(970)244-1610

Mesa County Surveyor’s office
Box 20000
Grand Junction, Colorado 81502
(970) 244-1796

Mesa County Health Department
515 Patterson
Grand Junction
(970) 248-6960

5O55OlO 07/16/02
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COLORADO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH AND ENVIRONMENT

Hazardous Materials and Waste Management Division
222 S. 6th St., Rm 232, Grand Junction CO 81501-2768

(970)-248-71 64
Page 1 of 1 Date: 7/2/02

Mill Tailings Report for

Address: 02933 B 1/2 RD Location No.: 99999
2943-293-00-14 1
Orchard Mesa, Mesa County, Colorado

Requested By: STOCKTON BOB
WALSH ENVIRONMENTAL

We are unable to fulfill your request for a mill tailings report on the
above property. Our records indicate that we have not performed a
survey for that property address. Please have the owner or owners
agent call our office for procedures.



Netsearch Page 1 oIl

Mesa County
Property Search Results (Continued)

The Mesa County Assessor’s Office makes every effort to collect and maintain
accurate data. However, the Mesa County Assessor’s Office is unable to warrant any

of the information contained herein.

( Owner’s Name: j[HELMICK, ALAN C

Mailing 704 NUVUE
Address: DELTA, CO 81416

fl Parcel 2943-293-00-141

I Identifier:

Associated
Par:

Legal BEG E 87FT & S ODEGOO’I2SEC W 165FT & E 79.87FT FR CW 1/16
Description: COR SEC 29 15 IE E181.58FT N ODEGOO’I2SEC E 125FT E

113.8OFT TO A PT ON NELY BNK MESA MUTUAL CNLS
43DEG15’O5SEC E 288.32FT ALG SD BNK S ODEGOI’2ISEC W
408.IGFT TO PT ON N LILOMA LINDA SUB FIRST ADD S
89DEG57’O2SEC W 492.81 FT N ODEGOO’125EC E 493.S9FTTO POB

Property
Address:

[ighborHood:JAREA 18

Land Unit i:J
fl Schedule IRRIGATED LAND

[ Type:

r Units: [6.0

Unit_Typj{5res

______________ (Building Characteristics (Including Drawings and Information)

Tax Information

http://205. 169.141. 1 1/AssessorfDatabase/quedes/Netsearch2.DC?ParcNum=2943-293-OO- 141 7/8/02
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CD CD CD CD CD CD CD CD CD CD CD CD CD CD CD CD

Page I oil

Select one and then click on an area of the map
(I Zoom In Zoom Out r Pan r 0 Identify Parcel r Refresh

Incorporated Areas-

- Select Items to Draw:

[ ji I Ft Roads

I Draw j Instructions
I i rJ&ITLllRhlII I

New Search

Parcel Number: 2943-293-00-14 Enter a Parcel Number to view
Address: detailed information
:.View Image ófSeIectédRarceLcj )2943-293.oo.141 View

http//205 I 6’) I .11 79/scripts/esriiuap (III’naIlle=PareeIIlIap2&elnd=goparcel&parcelno=-i2943—293—O0— 14 I ‘‘ I’’’
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July 2, 2002

Mr. Drew Reekie
Environmental Specialist
City of Grand Junction Fire Department
330 S. 6th Street
Grand Junction, Colorado 81501

Re: Environmental Site Assessment
2933 B ½Road
Grand Junction, CO 81503
WALSH Project Number 5063-0 10

Dear Mr. Reekie:

Walsh Environmental Scientists and Engineers, LLC (WALSH) is conducting an Environmental
Transaction Screen for Man Helmick ofDelta, Colorado. The legal descipfion of the subject property
is included in parcel numbers 2943-29-00-141. The site consists of 6 acres of agricultural land on
Orchard Mesa. The current owner of this property is Brenda K. Trout. I would appreciate it if you
would research your records for any indications of hazardous mateñals, incidents/spills, or fires at this
or adjacent properties.

Thanks for your assistance in this matter. if you have any questions, please don’t hesitate to contact
me at (970) 2414636.

Robert A. Stockton
Environmental Scientist

Copy to: file

SVestem Slope Division:
255 Main Sreei. Grand Juncilon. Colorado. 81501-7803 . Phone (970) 2313636 FAX t970i 231.3312. wakhnvcom

Corpone 0(11cc:
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ROBERT STOCKTON
Environmental Scientist

EXPERIENCE SUMMARY

?Jr. Stockton has eighteen months of experience as an
environmental consultant. He can perform all phases
of environmental site investigations, remediation, and
waste disposal. He has installed remediation wells
and systems for the clean up of petroleinn products. In
addition, he has overseen subcontractors for the
completion of various remediation and monitoring
projects. He has supervised and managed the
environmental, health and safety issues during a
petroleum remediabon project.

Mr. Stockton’s primary responsibility at WALSH is
the installation of a complex air sparge-soil vapor
extraction system for the remethation of petroleum
products in soil and ground water.

Key Projects

En vironmental Site Remediations. Mr.
Stockton is installing an air sparging and soil vapor
extraction system for the remediation of petroleum
contaminated soil and groundwater in a high profile
location. He has also assisted on another petroleum
contaminated site with the maintenance and operation
of a soil vapor extraction and thermal oxidation
remediation system.

Environmental Site Investigations. Mr.
Stockton has performed numerous environmental site
investigations and remethation projects, including
obtaining ground water, air, surface water, soil, and
waste samples.

axmlsh

Site Clean-up. Mr. Stockton has supervised and
managed the environmental, health, and safety issues
during a hazardous spill project. Successfiil
completion of the project required that Mr. Stockton
determine transportation methods and determine
proper testing and disposal practices for potentially-
hazardous wastes.

Additional skills that Mr. Stockton posses include:

• surveying and mapping
• field documentation and instrumentation
• hazardous waste profiling and manifesting
• historical record searches
• data interpretation.

EMPLOYMENT HISTORY
WALSH, May 2000 to present
Office Depot, June 1998 to Januan’ 2000.
Sprint Express, 1993 to 1998.
US Army, 1987 to 1993.

KEY EXPERTISE EDUCATION AND CERTIFICATIONS

V Remcdiation Systems Installation B S., Environmental Restoration and Hazardous
V Soil, Ground-Water [nvestigations and Waste Management, Mesa State College, 2000

Remediation OSHA Health and Safety Training
V Data Collection and Interpretation
V Environmental Site Assessments



EDWARD M. BALTZER, CPG, CHMM
En v.’ronmenta/ Scientist/District Manager WaJsh

KEY EXPERTISE EDUCATION AND CERTIFICATIONS
“ Environmental 5te Assessments MA., Geology and Environmental Sciences
‘ Soil, Ground-Water, and Asbestos Investigations BA., Environmental Engineering

and Remethation Certified Hazardous Materials Manager (TRMM)
/ Industhal Hygiene Certified Asbestos inspector
/ Hazardous Waste Handling and Disposal Certified Professional Geologist #8861
/ Permitting Wyoming Registered Professional Geologist #3325

Colorado Oil & Public Safety Reg. Cons. #5078
OSHA 40-hour Supervisor

EXPERIENCE SUMMARY
Mr. Baltzer has 21 years of professional experience
including 10 as a soil geologist and Qiaaternaiy
tectonics specialist, and 11 as an environmental
consultant He has performed environmental and
geologic investigations on hundreds of sites, has
prepared written reports for most of these, and has
delivered oral presentations on several dozen projects.
In addition, Mr. Baltzer has been a guest and substitute
lecturer for the Mesa State College Environmental
Restoration Program since 1993.

KEY PROJECTS
Environmenta/Site Assessments. Mr. Baltzer
has produced over 200 ESAS on industrial, multi
family. retail, warehouse, vacant, and other properties.
These ESAS, which follow the American Standards for

Testing and Materials guideline, have yeafrA hidden
contamination of various types. He performs level two
site assessments and accurately quantifies
environmental contamination.

Hazardous and Special Waste Management.
?wfx. Baltzer arranges and ensures proper remediation,
handling, and disposal of hazardous wastes. Waste
removal projects have included wastes of unknown
origin and content.

Asbestos Inspections. Mr Baltzer has performed
dozens of asbestos inspections of structures strictly
following state and MERA protocols. He has
managed all types of asbestos-containing materials,
focusuig on identi.ing hazards, yet eliminating some
suspect maLenals from abatement. .k. Baltzer has
worked with CDPHE to minimize abatement costs, and
made recommendations for handling asbestos-
containing materials resulting in substantial cost
savings for his clients.

Industrial Hygiene and Health and Safety.
Mr. Baluer has performed numerous health and safety
funcuons. In addition to preparing dozens of site
specific Health and Safety Plans, he has performed or
managed health and safet projects. He performed a
sound sunev at an LTMTRA disposal cdl, and
performs air-monitoring smdies using personal and
ambient air monitors. These tests have measured

airborne lead, dust, suffithc acid, radon, mold, VOCs,
asbestos and other agents. He also has performed
exhaust gas measurements at manufacturing facilities.

Volunta.’y Cleanup. Mr. Baltzer has cleaned up
abandoned mines, spill sites, and a salvage yard under
Colorado’s Voluntasv Cleanup Program (VCUP). The
VCUPs defined remediation that was cost-effective,
thorough, and approved by the State and EPA.

Permitting. vfr. Baltzer has prepared
environmental permits for storm water discharge,
dewatering, demolition, mine reclamation, and
landfills.

Other Environmental Projects. Other projects
Mr. Baltzer has performed involve the application of
environmental regulations, geologic site investigations,
groundwater monitoring, and remote sensing
interpretations. He also conducts subsurface
investigations using exploratory excavations, drilling,
and geophysical techniques; and has operated and
maintained groundwater and soil remediation facilities.
He performs asbestos inspections and is an industrial

hygienist. He designs and installs radon mitigation
nstems. He has operated and maintained numerous
remethation systems including soil vapor extraction,
air stripping, and other technologies.

EMPLOYMENT HISTORY
District Manager. WALSH. 1993-present;

Environmental Scientist 1991-1993
Engineer, Enpro Consulting Group. Inc., 1990-1991
Geologist, StaLe University of New York 1988-1990
Geologist, Michael W. West and Assoc., 1986-1988
Geologist U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, 1981-1985

PROFESSIONAL ASSOCIATIONS
American Institute for Professional Geologists

(AIPG) Associate Editor
Vice Chair. Mesa Count Local Emergency Planning

Committee.
Member, Mesa State College Environmental

Restoration Education Advisory Committee



.WTa]sh
EnvirnnmcnL.I SciencilL: ;nd Engincen, LLC

CORPORATE CREDENTiALS

Walsh Environmental Scientists and Engineers, LLC (WALSH) is a full-service, multi-disciplinary
environmental consulting ru-rn providing environmental and analytical services nationwide.
Founded in 1979 by James P. Walsh, the firm presently employs more than 60 scientists and
engineers, including professionals with Masters Degrees and Ph.D. Degrees. With three offices in
two states, WALSH has established a reputation for quality and innovation by successfully
completing complex environmental projects.

WALSH consists of a diverse group of highly-qualified and experienced professional personnel
with advanced expertise in environmental engineering, geology, geochemistry, analytical
chemistry, hydrology, soil science, water science, industrial hygiene and safety, and computer
technology.

With thousands of clients in 21 states, and 30 foreign nations, from small business owners to major
oil companies, WALSH emphasizes personalized service provided by a highly motivated senior
professional staff.

Environmental Science and Engineering

WALSH is dedicated to accurately assessing and resolving complex environmental problems in an
efficient and cost—effective manner. Our practical approach to managing the application of
remediation technologies maximizes the company’s ability to accomplish the goais of its clients.

The company’s environmental services include:

• Phase I and Phase II Environmental Site Assessments
• “Superftmnd” and Hazardous Waste Site Investigations
• Underground Storage Tank Removal and Remediation
• Soil Boring, Logging, and Sampling
• Installation of Ground-Water Monitoring Systems
• Ground-Water and Surface Water Sampling
• Laboratory Testing of Soil and Ground-Water Samples
• Contaminant Characterization
• Solid Waste Landfill Permitting and Closure
• Computer Modeling ofEnvironmental Systems
• Environmental Impact Assessments/Statements
• Expert Witness and Litigation Support

5055-010 07/16/02
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Client: Haven Construction Report No: 1

Project: Christa Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 11-14-03

Location: Test By: RL

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GJLD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASflt Nuclear(ASTht 2922) (ASThID-1556) SPECIfiCATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:
TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL
No. % SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

1 Sewer main between MH Al & P2 @‘ BSG 98 95 12.1 +-2 124.0@13.6 C

2 Sewer main between MH Al & P2 @ -2’ BSG 95 95 12.4 +-2 124.O@l3.6 C

3 Sewer main between MH Al & A2 @ FSG 98 95 4.9 +-2 l38.9@6.9 PR

DISTESUTION: KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINCO VO INC.

1-Client Fails Moistore Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY:

S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of ‘pit mn’ or Nuclear Density Testing is
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance Jj% 4fr; GRAND
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined if!, /1 JIJI4CTION Geotechnical
uniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Contenç ASTh( 1)4718. If soils with visual and penetration LR4COIE Engineers-
the fill area. contain oversize particles in excess of methods. p 40 ‘1’ DCVORE Geologists

the limits ofASTM 1)4718



Client: Haven Construction Report No; 2

Project; Chsta Lee Subdivision Date olTest: 11-24-03

Location; Test By: RL

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GiLD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASThI Nuclear(ASTM 2922) (ASTM D-1556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County; State:

TYPE; 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR 5011.

No.
SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

4 SS, Lot 2, BIk 1 @‘ BSG 96 95 13.5 +-2 I 18.6@.15.2 C

5 88, Lot 2, 81k 1 © -2’ 850 96 95 136 +-2 I l8.6cäl5.2 C

6 55, Lot 2, 81k 1 @ FSG 97 95 13.6 +-2 118.6@15.2 C

7 Sewer main between MH Cl & C2 @ -4’ 880 99 95 13.4 +-2 I I8.6’Jl5.2 C

8 Sewer main between MH Cl & C2 @ -2’ BSG 95 95 14.0 +-2 ll8.6l5.2 C

9 Sewer main between MH Cl & C2 @ FSG 97 95 14.3 +-2 218.6@15.2 C

10 Sewer main between MH Cl @‘ BSG 97 95 13.9 +-2 l18.6@15.2 C

1 1 Sewer main between MH 3..& Cl @ -2 850 97 95 14.1 +2 11 8.6 5.2 c

12 Sewer main between MHft3&C1 @ FSG 97 95 13.7 +-2 118.6@l5.2 C

13 85, Lot I, 81k 1 @‘ BSG 99 95 13.8 +-2 118.6@15.2 C

14 SS, Lot 1, 81k 1 @ -2 850 99 95 13.4 +-2 118 6%jI5.2 C

15 58, Lot 1, BIk 1 © FSS 98 95 114 +-2 118.6@15.2 C

16 Sewer main between MH AZ..& Bi @4’ BSG 98 95 — 13.6 +-2 t18.6@I5.2 C

DISTRIBUTION: Page I of 2 KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION L COLN yORE, NC.

1-Client Fails Moisture Spec. NC NonCohesive

1-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

1-Westwater Eng. M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of ‘pit nin’ or Nuclear Density Testing is

locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance r GRAflD

Lincoln DeVore bs relied on the contractor to provide contctioa of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined 4 JUNCTION Geotechthca)

wüfonn mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content ASTM D-4718. U’ soils with visual and penetration %, LINCOLN Engineers-

the fill area. contain oversize particles in excess of methods. DeVORE Geologists

the limits ofASTM D-4718



Reporl No: 2

---F

7-
client: Haven Construction

r

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 11-24-03

Location: Test By: RL

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GJLD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (ASTM 2922) (ASTM D-1556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:
TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR 501
No. SPEC. % CONY % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

L7 Sewer main between MN Pa& 81 @ -2’ 850 9R 95 13.6 +-2 I l8.61?u}l5.2 C

lB Sewer main between MH PQ,,& 81 @ FSO 98 95 13.9 +-2 ll86@15.2 C

19 55, Lot 5, 81k 3 @-4’ BSG 98 95 13.7 +-2 I l8.6Jl5.2 C

20 SS, LotS, 81k 3 @ -2’ BSG 97 95 13.8 +-2 I 18.6@l5.2 C

21 SS, LotS, BIk 3 @ FSG 95 13.9 +-2 I 18.6@15.2 C

22 55, Lot 4, 81k 3 @ -4’ 950 97 95 14.2 +-2 I lS.6t5.2 C

23 55, Lot 4, 81k 3 @ -2’ 956 96 95 144 +-2 I 18.6@15.2 C

24 SS, Lot 4, BIk 3 © F5G 97 95 14.1 +-2 I 18.6@15.2 C

DISTRIBUTION: Page 2 of 2 KEY: ‘ Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION CO De C.

I-client Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY:

1-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

l-WestwaterEng. M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate ui-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of ‘pit run’ or Nuclear Density Testing is - ,

locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance %& GRAND
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined JUNCTION Geotechnical
uniform mix placement and compacive effort throughout Content, ASTM D-4718. If soils with visual and penetration Z4’,. LINCOLN Engineers-
the fill area. contain oversize paruclcs in excess of methods. DCVORE Geologists

tho limits of ASTM D-47l8



Client: Haven Construction Report No: 3

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 11-26-03

Location: Test By: RL

Roct correction applied to proctor, as needed. GJLD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (ASThI 2922) (ASTM D-1556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:
TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL
No. SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

25 Sewer main between MH Cl & DI @‘ 853 97 95 13.3 +-2 118.6@15.2 C

26 Sewer main between MH Cl & Dl @ -2’ 850 97 95 13.6 +-2 1 l8.6c?l5.2 C

27 Sewer main between MH Cl & Dl @ FSG 96 95 14.1 +-2 l18.6@l5.2 C

26 SS, Lot 1, 81k 2 @‘ 653 98 95 13.9 +-2 I 18.6@l5.2 C

29 55, Lot I, 81k 2 @ -2’ 653 97 95 13.9 +-2 I I8.6l5.2 C

30 SS, Lot I, 61k 2 @ FSG 97 95 13.9 +-2 lI8.6@15.2 C

31 SS, Lot 6, 61k 4 @‘ 853 98 95 14.! +-2 I 18.6cll5.2 C

32 55, Lot 6, 61k 4 @ -2’ 653 97 95 14.0 +-2 I 18.6@l5.2 C

33 SS, Lot 6, B1k4 © FSG 99 95 13.6 +-2 118.6@15.2 C

DISTRIBUTION: KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive RAND JUNCTION L DCVORE, NC.

1-Client Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY: -

I-Vista Bug. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

I-WestwaterEng. M ModifiedPmctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of’pit run’ or Nuclear Density Testing is ‘

locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grahied soils may require performed for acceptance [, 40 GRAND
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined JUNCTION Geotechnical
uniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content ASTM D471L If soils with visual and penetration 1j’;js;. J. LINCOLN Engineers-
the tin area, contain oversize particles m excess of methods. i;. /!‘ DCVORE Geologists

the limits of ASTM D-4118



Client: Haven Construction Report No: 4

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 12-1-03

Location: Test By: DA

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. Gill) Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (Asni Nuclear (A$TM 2922) (ASTM D-l 556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City X County State:
TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. X iid Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR 501
No. SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

34 SS, Lot 5, BIk 4 @2’ BSG 97 95 16.6 +-2 109.4@17.5 C

35 55, LotS, 61k 4 FSG 97 95 13.1 +-2 123.3@14.6 C

36 SS, Lot 2, 61k 2 @2’ BSG 88 95 I4.2 +-2 109.4@17.5 C

37 55, Lot 2, 91k 2 @ FSG 95 95 17.6 +-2 107.O@19.0 C

38 SS, Lot 3, BIk 2 @2’ BSG 100 95 13.3 +-2 123.3@1t6 C

39 55, Lot 3, 61k 2 @ FSG 95 95 14.4 +-2 t17.8@16.1 C

40 55, Lot 4, 61k 2 @2’ BSG 95 95 18.0 107.0@19.0 C

41 55, Lot 4, 81k 2 @ FSG 95 95 18.6 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

42 55, Lot 4, 91k 4 2’ BSG 96 95 18.1 107.0@19.0 C

43 55, Lot 4, 61k 4 @ FSG 90 95 19.1 +-2 107.O@19.0 C

44 55, LotS, 91k 2 @2’ BSG 87 95 17.7 +-2 l07.0@19.0 C

45 SS, LotS, 81k 2 @ FSG 89 95 16.2’ +-2 107.0@19.0 C

46 SS, Lot 6, 91k 2 @2’ BSG 3S 95 — 17.6 +-2 1070@19.0 C

DISTRThU1]ON: Page I of 3 KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION L111 NC.

1-Client “ Fails Moisture Spec. NC NonCohesive

1-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

l-Westwater Eng. M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of ‘pit nm or Nuclear Density Testing is
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction othercoarse grained soils may requirc performed for acceptance 4il<i GRAND
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide CorTection of Unit Weight And Water conLrol and is combined JUNCTION Geoteclmical
uniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content, ASTM 13-4718. if soils with visual and penetration ‘J. / LINCOLN Engmeers
the fill contain oversize particles in excess of methods. J’ DeVORE Geologists

the limits of ASTM 13-4718

I



r

Haven Construction
C

Crista Lee Subdivision

rrf Location: Test By: IDA

ReportNo: 4

Date of Test: 12-1 -03

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GJLD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear(ASThf 2922) (ASTMaIS56) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:

TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. x Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SQL

No. % SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

47 55, Lot 6, 51k 2 @ FSG 83* 95 15.3** +-2 107.0@19.0 C

48 Sewer main between MH 83 & 52 @ FSG 96 95 18.8 +-2 I07.0@t9.0 C

49 Sewer main between MH 83 & B2 @2’ BSG 99 95 18.5 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

50 55, Lot 7, 51k 2 FSG 98 95 17.3 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

51 55, Lot 7, B1k2 @2’ 850 96 95 19.5 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

52 55, Lot 8, 81k 2 © FSF 95 95 18.2 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

53 55, Lot 8, 81k 2 @2’ BSG 95 95 18.5 +-2 IOTO@19.0 C

54 55, Lot 1, 81k 3 © FSG 96 95 17.5 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

55 SS, Lot 1, 91k 3 @2’ 550 98 95 17.8 +-2 I07.0@19.0 C

56 j..ot-a1Btrt@-F6G-_..,,,,,, 98 95 14.1 +-2 11T8@16.1 C

—5 -sS--L0r3;B1k4@2’BSG “/Lij S 5 iiU C ,21ë/%”\5Y 93 95 16.0 +2 107.0@19.0 C
—. ..---.- —.--—----—-——-----.-—— /

58 Sewer main between MH 51 & B2 © FSG 100 95 17.0 +4 107.0@19.0 C

59 Sewer main between MH 91 & B2 © 2’ 853 99 95 — 18.0 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

DISTRIBUTION: Page 2 of 3 KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION L114 ,,_9RE INC.

I-Client ** Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive B’

1-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

I -Westwater Eng. M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Rim

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of ‘pit ron’ or Nuclear Density Testing
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grahied soils may require performed for acceptance 3% % GRAND
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined JUNCTION Geotechnical

uniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content, ASTM 1)4718. if soils with visual and penetration LINCOLN Engineers-

the ffl contain oversize particles in e,ccas of methods. p DeVORE Geologists
the limits ofASTM D-4718



,,3frHaven Construction

-‘xt Crista Lee Subdivision

Location:
p.

Report No: 4

Date of Test: 12-1-03

Test By: DA

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed.
GILD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (ASTh4 2922) (ASTM 1)4556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:

TYPE: 2922) Bacbcatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location of Test
COMPACTION CO?VWAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL

No.
% SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

60 55, Lot 2, B1k4 FSG
100 95 17.5 -‘--2 107.O@I9.O C

61 SS, Lot 2, SIR 4 @2’ BSG
92 95 19.7 +-2 I07.0@19.0 C

62 55, Lot 2, SIR 3 FSG
98 95 18.8 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

63 56, Lot 2, 51k 3 @2’ SSG
97 95 17.2 +-2 l07.0@19.0 C

64 55, Lot I, SIR 4 @2’ BSG
97 95 14.5 117.8@I6.l C

65 55, Lot 1, 51k4 FSG
97 95 14.0” +-2 107.0@I9.0 C

66 SS, Lot 3, 51k 3 @2’ BSG
86’ 95 15.8” +-2 107.0@l9.0 C

67 55, LotS, SIR 3 © FSG
89’ 95 12.0” +-2 I07.0@19.0 C

DISTRIBUTION: Page 3 of 3 KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LU1C 0 • INC.

1-Client
‘ fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive

1-Vista Bug. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FELL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

1-WestwaterEng. M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of ‘pit am’ or Nuclear Density Testing is if’

locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance f/i 1 $7 GRAND

Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Waler control and is combined . JUNCTION Geotechnical

uniform mix placanent and compactive effort throughout Content, ASTM 1)47)8. If soils with visual and peoctratict . ‘1/ LR4COU4 Engineers-

the mi
contain oversize particles in excess of methods. ‘WI DeVORE Geologists

the limits ofA8Th4 D-4718



Client: Haven Construction Report No: 5

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 12-2-03

Location: Test By DA

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GILD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (ASTM 2922) (ASTM D4556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:
TYPE: 2922) Bnckscatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location of Test I COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL
No. % SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALISE TYPE

68 Sewer MR RI @2’ BSG 98 95 16.1 +-2 109.4@17.5 C

69 Sewer MH 61 FSG 96 95 16.3 +-2 109.4@l7.5 C

70 Sewer MHA2 @2’ BSG 96 95 16.0 +-2 109.4@l7.5 C

71 Sewer MHA2@ FSG 95 95 14.5 +-2 1l7.8@l6.l C

72 Sewer MR Cl @2’ BSG 99 95 16.6 +-2 l09.4@17.5 C

73 Sewer MH Cl @ FSG 99 95 17.0 +-2 109.4@17.5 C

74 Sewer MH C2 @2’ BSG 97 95 16.1 +-2 109.4@l7.5 C

75 Sewer MH C2 FSG 99 95 17.4 +-2 109A@17.5 C

76 Sewer MR Dl @ FSG 100 95 15.7 +-2 109.4@17.5 C

77 Sewer MH Dl @2’ BSG 98 95 17.3 +-2 109.4@17.5 C

78 Sewer MR B3 © FSG 98 95 16.1 +-2 109.4@17.5 C

79 Sewer MR B3 @2’ SSG 95 95 16.8 +-2 109A@17.5 C

80 Sewer MH 62 @ FSG 95 95 — 16.2 +-2 117.8@16.I C

DISTRThUUON: Page 1 of 2 KEY: * Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION L111 LN VO ,INC.

1-Client ** Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive

I-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

1-WestwaterEng. M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate hi-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of ‘pit run’ or Nuclear Density Testing is
-,

locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance 1/4 % GRAND
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined m JUNCTION Geotechnical
uniform mix placement and compacthe effort throughout Content ASTh! 1)4718. if soils with visual and penetration LINCOLN Engineers-
the fill area contain oversize penicles in excess of methods. DeVORE Geologists

the limits of ASTh( D4718



Haven Construction Report No: 5

F

Location: Test By: DA

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GJLD Job No: 90630-GJ

Date of Test: 12-2-03
(project: Chsta Lee Subdivision

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear(AsTh1 2922) (ASThID-t556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:

TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. x Sand Cone

Test Location of Test CONWACUON COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR 801

No. SPEC. % cogr. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

81 Sewer MH 82 @2’ BSG 96 95 17.1 +-2 109.4@17.5 C

DISThIBUHON: Page 2 of 2 KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND RJNCI]ONLII4CO Dc 0

1-Client Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive

1-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSElY TEST DAILY REPORT

l-Westwata Eng. M Modified Proctor PR Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of ‘pit ma’ or Nuclear Density Testing is

locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse gmincd soils may require performed for acceptance GRAND

Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water contml and is combined 0; JUNCTION Geotechnical

uniform mix placement and compactive effort througirnut Central, AS1N 1)4718. If soils with visual and penetration i’ LNCOU3 Engineers-

the contain oversize particks in excess of methods. DeVORE Geologists
the limits ofASTM 1)4718



Client: Haven Construction Report No: 6

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 12-3-03

Location: Test By: DA

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GJLD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (ASThI 2922) (ASTM 0-1556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:
TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION CO?VWAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL
No. % SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

82 Irrigation x-ing, E end olMia St. sta 270 FSG 100 95 13.6 +-2 123.30)14.6 C

83 Irrigation x-ing, Mia St., sta 0+50 @ FSG 98 95 16.1 +-2 117.8@l6.I C

84 Irrigation x-ing, W end of Four Corner Dr., property line @ FSG 97 95 18.4 +-2 l07.o@19.o C

85 Irrigation x-ing, Crista Lee Wy., sta 1±70 @ FSG lOG 95 13.3 +-2 l23.3@il4.6 C

67A RETEST 96 95 14.1 +-2 1l7.8@16.l C

66A RETEST 97 95 15,8 +-2 1l7.8@l6.l C

654 RETEST 96 95 15.1 +-2 117.8@16.1 C

61A RETEST 98 95 15.5 +-2 I17.8@16.1 C

43A RETEST 97 95 20.0 +-2 107.0@19.O C

47A RETEST 98 95 18.5 +-2 I07.0@19.0 C

46A RETEST 96 95 17.9 +-2 l07.0@l9.0 C

44A RETEST 98 95 19.0 +-2 107.0@J19.0 C

45A RETEST 96 95 — 18.9 +-2 1o7.0@19.0 C

DISThIBUFION: Page I of 2 KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LII4C LN DCVORE, INC.

I-Client Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY:

1-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FELL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

I-Westwater Eng. M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of ‘pit ma’ or Nuclear Density Testing is

locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance GRAND
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined JUNCTION Geateclwjcaj
imifomi mix placement and compadive effort throughout Content ASTM D4718. if soils with visual and peuiebtbon LINCOLN Engineers-
the ff1 cflua oversize particles in excess of methods. DcVORE Geologists

the limits ofASTM 1)4718



e Haven Construction

project: Crista Lee Subdivision
r

Report No: 6

Date of Test: 12-3-03

Location: Test By: DA

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GJLD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (ASTM 2922) (A3Tht D-1556) SPEC WICA11ONS: Project: City: X County: Slate:
TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. x Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR Soil.
No. SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

36A RETEST 100 95 17.5 +-2 107.0@19,0 C

e

DISTRIBUTION: Page 2 of 2 KEY: * Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LII’! VORE. INC.

1-Client . Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY:

I-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSElY TEST DAILY REPORT

I-Westwater Eng. M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Rim

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing orpit ma’ or Nuclear Density Testing is
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse wabtd soib may requite performed for acceptance GRAND
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight AM Water control and is combined 4I ‘3; JUNCTION Geotechnical
imiform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Contail, A8Th4 13-4718. if soils with visual and penetration %i.. LII1COU4 Engineers-
the coatam oversize particles in excess of methods. DeVORE Geologists

the limits of ASTM 134718



• Fails Compaction Spec.

Fails Moisture Spec.

S Standard Proctor

M Modified Proctor

C = Cohesive

NC = NonCohesive

ABC = Aggregate Base

PR = PitRun

CliaI1 Haven ConsfrUctiOn --v Report No: 7

Pmject Cdsta Lee Subdivision Date of Test 12-1 0-03

TestBy RL,OK

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed, GILD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTh4 Nuclear (ASflt 2922) (ASrM D-1556 SPECIFICATIONS: Project City: X County Stale:
TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR 501
No. SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

66 Water main, Crista Lee Wy., sta 0+50 @ -2’ BSG 96 95 - 16.2 +-2 I l7.8j15.6 C

87 Water main, Crista Lee Wy., sta 0÷50 FSG 99 95 14.1 +-2 I l7.8t15.6 C

88 Water main, Crista Lee Wy., sta 250 © -2’ BSG 99 95 14.2 +-2 I 17.8@15.6 C

69 Water main, Crista Lee Wy., sta 2+50 @ FSG 98 95 14.3 +-2 I l7.8(15.6 C

90 Water valves intersection of Crista Lee & Mia Dr@ -2’ BSG 97 95 14.4 +-2 117.8@15.6 C

91 Water valves intersection of Crista Lee & Mia Dr @ FSG 98 95 14.5 +2 I 178@I 5.6 C

92 Water main, Mia Dr., sta 1÷00 @ -2’ BSG 99 95 19.0 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

93 Water main, Mia Dr., ste 1+00 @ FSG 99 95 18.9 +2 107.0@19.0 C

94 Water main, Mia Dr., sta 3.00 © -2’ BSG 99 95 18.9 +-2 107.0@19.O C

95 Water main, Mia Dr., sta 3+00 ESS 99 95 18.6 +-2 107.O@19.0 C

96 WS, Lots 4 & 5, 81k 3 @ -2’ BSG 97 95 18.2 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

97 WS, Lots 4 & 5, 81k 3 @ FSG 96 95 19.5 +-2 I07.O@19.0 C

98 Water main, Tianna Wy., sta 0÷50 @ -2’ BSG 96 95 — 19.9 +-2 107.0@J19.0 C

DISTRIBUTION:

I-Client

I-Vista Eng.

I-Westwiier Eng.

Page I of 6 KEY: GRAND JUNCTION UNC De RE INC.

BY:

FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of ‘pit nut’ or Nuclear Density Tesling is
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction oilier coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance GRAND
l.incobt DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight Md Water connol and is combined JUNCTION Geotechnical
uniform mix placement and compadive effort throughout Content ASTM 13-4718. If soils vMh visual and penetration LINCOLN Engineers
the fill area, contain oversize particles in excess of methods. DeVORE Geologists

the limits of ASTM 13-4718



Client Haven Construction

Project Crista Lee Subdivision

Report No: 7

Dale of Test: 12-10-03

Location: Test Br RL, BK

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. G,JLD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ARTM Nuclear(ASThI 2922) (ASTMD-l556 SPECWJCAUONS: Project: City; X County State:

TYPE: 2922) Backscatta Direct Trans. x Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOil.
No. SPEC. % COWL % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

99 Water main, Tianna Wy., sta 0+50 @ FSG 97 95 19.2 +-2 107.O@19.0 C

100 WS, Lot 3, 61k 3 @ -2’ SSG 97 95 18.5 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

101 WS, Lot 3, 61k 3 © FSG 98 95 14.0 +-2 117.8@15.6 C

102 WS, Lots 1 & 2, 61k 4 @ -2’ BSG 96 95 1&8 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

103 WS, Lots 1 & 2, 81k 4 © FSG 96 95 19.5 +-2 107.0@19.O C

104 WS, Lots 1 & 2, SIR 3 @ -2’ BSG 98 95 19.8 +-2 1070@19.0 C

105 WS, Lots 1 & 2, 61k 3 @ FSG 97 95 19.6 +-2 1070@19.0 C

106 Water main, Tianna Wy., sta 2+50 @ -2’ BSG 98 95 19.1 +-2 1070@19.0 C

107 Water main, Tianna Wy., sta 2+50 @ FSG 97 95 19.3 +-2 107.O@19.0 C

108 Water valves intersection of Tianna & Four Corners Dr@ -2’ SSG 97 95 19.8 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

109 Water valves intersection of Tianna & Four Corners Dr FSG 97 95 20.2 +-2 107.O@1 9.0 C

110 WS, Lots 7 & 8, 81k 2 @ -2’ 850 98 95 18.6 +-2 107.O@19.0 C

111 WS, Lots 7 & 8, 61k 2 @ FSG 97 95 — 18.7 ±-2 107.0@19.0 C

DISTRThUHON: Page 2 of 6 KEY: Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND ON DeV

1-Client “ Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY:__—

I-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregale Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

I -Westwater Eng. M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place sail densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of’pit mu’ or Nuclear Density Testing is
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse gmined soils may require performed for acceptance 4¼. GRAND
lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined j JUNCTION Geotechnical
uniform mi\ plactment and cempactue effort throu8hout Content ASTM D47 18 If soils with visual and penetration —“ / LINCOLN Engineers
the fill area, contain oversize particles rn excess of methods. DCVORE Geologists

the limits of ASTM D-4718



Client: Haven Construction Report No: 7

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 12-10-03

Location: Test By: RL, BK

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GiLD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear(ASTM 2922) (ASThID1SS6) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: Suite:
TYPE: 2922) Backscattcr Direct Trans. x Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COt&ACI1ON COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL
No. % SPEC. Ye COWl’. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

112 Water valve, Four Corners Dr., sta 4+00 @ -2’ BSC 99 95 19.2 +-2 107.0(Thl 9.0 C

113 Water valve, Four Corners Dr., sta 4+00 @ FSG 99 95 19.0 +-2 l07.0@19.0 C

114 Water main, Four Corners Dr., sta 0+50 © -2’ BSG 98 95 18.4 +-2 107.0@l9.0 C

115 Water main, Four Corners Dr., sta 0+50 © FSG 97 95 20.3 +-2 107.0@l9,0 C

116 FH & valve, Four Corners Dr., sta 1÷50 © -2’ BSG 97 95 18.8 +-2 l07.0@l9.0 C

117 Fl-i & valve, Four Corners Dr., sta 1+50 © FSG 98 95 18.8 +-2 107.o@19.o C

118 Water main, Four Corners Dr., sta 2+50 © -2’ BSC 99 95 19.0 +-2 l07.O@19.0 C

119 Water main, Four Corners Dr., sta 2÷50 © FSG 99 95 18.5 +-2 107.0@19.Q C

120 WS, Lot 3, Blk 4 © -2’ BSG 99 95 18.8 +-2 107.0@l9.0 C

121 WS, Lot 3, BIk 4 © FSG 98 95 19.1 +-2 l07.0@19.0 C

122 WS, Lot 4, BIk 4 © -2’ BSG 98 95 19.3 +-2 107.O@19.0 C

123 WS, Lot 4, BIk 4 © FSG 99 95 19.0 +-2 l07.0@19.0 C

124 WS, Lots 5 & 6, BIk 2 © -2’ BSG 98 95 — 18.6 +-2 107.0Q119.0 C

DISTRIBUTION: Pane 3 of 6 KEY: * Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNC’flOlI%PTheV , INC.

I -Client Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY:

1-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

l-WestwaterEng. M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Doisity Testing of ‘pit ma’ or Nuclear Density Testing is ij,
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse gnitrd soils may require performed for acceptance I /13 E&f. GRAND
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide conection of Unit Wcight And Water control and is combined JUNCTION Geotechnical
uniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content ASIN 0-4718. If soils with visual and penetration j/ LINCOLN Engineers-
the fill contamovenize mrbcles in excess of methods. ?., DeVORE Geologists

tho limits of ASTM 04718



Client: Haven Construction Report No: 7

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 12-10-03

Location: Test By: RL, BK

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GJLD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear(AsTht 2922) (ASTMD4S56) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:
TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL
No. % SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

125 WS Lots 5 & 6, Elk 2 @ FSG 99 95 19.0 +-2 107.0@l9.0 C

126 Water main, Four Corners Dr., sta 7?? @ -2 BSG 97 95 195 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

127 Water main, Four Corners Dr., sta 7?? FSS 99 95 19.1 +-2 107.O@19.o C

128 WS, Lot 3, Elk 2 © -2’ BSG 97 95 20.7 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

129 WS, Lot 3, Elk 2 © FSG 99 95 19.2 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

130 WS, Lot 4, 81k 2 @ -2’ BSG 99 95 18.4 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

131 WS, Lot 4, BIk 2 @ FSG 98 95 18.7 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

132 Water main, Jacob Wy., sta 2+50 © -2’ BSG 100 95 18.2 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

133 Water main, Jacob WY.. sta 2+50 © FSG 99 95 18.1 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

134 WS, Lot 3, 81k 2 © -2’ BSG 99 95 18.6 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

135 WS, Lot 3, Elk 2 © FSG 99 95 18.9 +-2 107.0@I9.0 C

136 WS, Lot 2, 81k 2 © -2’ BSG 96 95 14.7 +2 I l7.8@l5.6 C

137 WS, Lot 2, BIk 2 ci FSG 95 95 — 14.4 +-2 I 17.8(.l15.6 c

DISTRffiIXUON: Page 4 of 6 KEY: * Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND nJNCTION3..CLN J1JNC
3_ -

I-Client “ Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY_e”

I -Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

l-Westwater Eng. M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear DcnsityTesfing of ‘pit nm’ or Nuclear Density Testing is /

locations and depths identified above. (hand Junction other coarse gmhrd soils may require performed for acceptance GRANT)
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined JUNCTION Geotechnical
uniform mix placement and compacive effort throughout ConIen AS1N D471& If soils with visual and penetration LINCOLN Engineers-
the fill area. contain oversize particles m excess of methods. DeVORE Geologists

tho limits ofASTM 1)4718



- I —

Client:

42

Haven Construction Report No: 7

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 12-10-03

Location: Test By: RL, BK

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GiLD lob No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear(AsTht 2922) (ASTMD-1556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:
TYPE: 2922) Backseatter Direct Trans. X Saud Cone

Test Location of Test COtvWAC11ON COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROC’IOR SOB.No. SPEC. % CONT % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

138 WS, Los 5 & 6, 81k 4 -2’ BSG 99 95 19.1 +-2 107.0@l9.0 C

139 WS, LosS & 6, 81k 4 @ FSG 99 95 19.2 +-2 107.0@l9.O C

140 Water main, Jacob Wy., sta 0+50 @ -2’ 850 99 95 18.7 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

141 Water main, Jacob Wy., sta 0+50 @ FSG 98 95 18.7 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

142 RI & valve, Jacob Wy., sta 0+30 @ -2’ 850 100 95 18.7 +-2 I O7.0! 19.0 C

143 FH & valve, Jacob Wy., sta 0÷30 @ FSG 99 95 18.9 107.0@19.0 C

144 Water valve intersection of Jacob Wy & Mia Dr @ -2’ 850 98 95 13.3 +-2 123.3@13.9 C

145 Water valve intersection of Jacob Wy & Mia Dr @ FSG 99 95 13.8 +-2 I 17.8t)I5.6 C

146 WS, Lot 1, 81k 1 -2’ 850 100 95 13.8 +-2 1I7.8rTh15.6 C

147 WS, Lot 1, 81k 1 © FSG 99 95 13.6 +-2 I 17.8(dJl5.6 C

148 WS, Lot 2, 81k 1 @ -2’ 860 98 95 144 +-2 I 17.8@)15.6 C

149 WS, Lot2, Blkl FSG 99 95 14.2 +-2 117.8@15.6 C

150 Water main, Mia Dr., sta 3+50 @ -Z 880 95 95 14.2 +-2 I 17.8(4N5.6 C

DISTRIBUHON: Page 5 of 6 KEY: * Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND H9ON L DeVORE, INC.

1-Client Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive

I-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT
1-Westwater Eng. P M Malified Proctor PR = Pit Rim

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of ‘pit ran’ or Nuclear Density Testing is
locations and depths identified above. Grand Jtmction other coarse gisind soils may require performed for acceptance jXJ GRAND
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined lb’, ,F JUNCTION Geotechnicaluniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content ASTM D-4118. If soils with i’isual and penetration LINCOLN Engineers-the fill . coatam overnza jrtcles in excess of methods. “

DeVORE Geologiststhe limits of ASTM D-4718



struction

Project: Chsta Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 12-10-03

Test
No.

Location of Test

Report No: 7

Location: Test Byc RL, BK

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GJLD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (ASTh1 2922) (ASTM fl-I 556) SPECWICAI]ONS: Project: City: X County: State:
TYPE: 2922) Backseatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

COMPACTION
%

COMPAC.
SPEC. %

MOISTURE
CONT. %

MOISTURE
SPEC. %

PROCTOR
VALUE

SQL
TYPE

151 Water main Mia Dr., sta 3+50 @ FSG 95 +-2 I I7.&l5.6 C

DISTRffiUUON: Page 6 of 6 KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LIN C.

I-client •• Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY:

1-Vista Eng. S Stwidmil Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DALY REPORT

I-WestwatnEng. M ModifiedProctor PR = PitRun

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of ‘pit am’ or Nuclear Density Testing is
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined JUNCTION Geotechnical
unifonn mix placement and compadive effort throughout Content ASTM 13-4718. if soils with isuai and penetration LINCOLN Engineers-
the fill . contain oversize rmrticles in excess of methods. DeVORE Geotogists

the limits of ASTM 04718



Client: Haven Construction Report No: B

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 12-11-03

Location: Test By: RL

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GILD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASThI Nuclear(A8Th12922) (ASTh4D-1556) SPECWICAEHONS: Project City: X County State:
TYPE: 2922) Backscafta Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION CONWAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR 801
No. % SPEC. % COWL % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

152 Sewer MH Al @ -8’ BSG 97 95 5.0 +-2 138.9@6.9 C

153 Sewer MH Al @ -6 850 98 95 5.1 ±-2 138.9@6.9 C

154 Sewer MH Al @4850 96 95 5.0 +-2 138.9@6.9 C

155 Sewer MH Al © -2’ 850 99 95 5.2 +-2 138.9@6.9 C

156 Sewer MH Al © FSG 95 95 5.5 +-2 138.9@6.9 C

157 FH & valve, Cdsta Lee Wy., sta 0+50 © -2’ BSG 98 95 13.5 +-2 I I8.6l5.2 C

158 FH & valve, Chsta Lee Wy., sta 0+50 © FSG 97 95 13.8 +-2 118.6@15.2 C

159 Water main, Ctista Lee Wy., sta 0+40 @ -2’ BSG 97 95 13.5 +-2 I l8.6l5.2 C

160 Water main, Crista Lee Wy., sta 0+40 © FSG 99 95 13.5 +-2 I 18.615.2 C

DISTRIBUTION: KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINCOLN DeVORE, INC.

I-Client Fails Moisture Spec. NC NonCohesive BY:

1-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY PORT

l-WestwaterEng. M ModifiedPmctor PR = Pitkim

NOfl Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of ‘pit am’ or Nuclear Density Testing is t,
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse gained soils may require performed for acceptance J GRAND
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the conhtctor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined 4’: JUNCTION Geotechnical
uniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content ASThI D471& 1 Soik with vni and pciietia % LINCOLN Engineers

fill ccmtam oversize particles in excess of metho& i>. 4’ ‘ DeVORE Geologists
the limits ofASTM D-4718



S

Client: Haven Construction Report No: 9

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 2-12-04

Location: Test By: RL

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GJLD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (Asnf Nuclear (ASThI 2922) (ASTM 1)-I 556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: Slate:
TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COKWAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL
No. SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

161 Utility x-ing, Crista Lee Wy., sta 2+20 @ FSG 97 95 19.0 +-2 107.0@19.O C

162 Utility x-ing, Mia Dr., sta 0±25 @ FSS 96 95 19.5 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

163 Utility x-ing, Jacob Wy., sta 0+05 @ FSG 96 95 19.5 +-2 107.O@19.O C

164 Utility x-ing, Four Corneys, sta 6+35 @ FSG 96 95 18.6 +-2 107.O@19.0 C

165 Utility x-ing, Four Corners Dr., W end @ FSG 96 95 19.8 +-2 107.0@19.O C

166 Utility x-ing, Tianna Wy., sta 2+75 © FSG 96 95 18.3 +-2 t07.0@19.0 C

DISTRIBUTION: KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINCOLN VORE, NC.
-<-‘ ---

I-Client Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY:

1-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggrtgate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

1-Westwater Eng. M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of ‘pitnm’ or Nuclear Density Testing is i,,,
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance 4 GRAND
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined JUNCTION Geotechnicai
uniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content ASTM D-4718. If soils with ‘visual and penetration 7 LINCOLN Engineers-
the fill area. contam oveirne iarticles hi excess of methods. i. DeVORE Geologists

the limits ofASTM 1)4118



Client: Haven Construction Report No: 10

Project: Cñsta Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 3-19-04

Location: Test By: RL

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GiLD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (ASTM 2922) (ASTM D-1556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:
TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION I COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL
No. % SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

167 Irrigation Crossing, Crista Lee, sta 0+25, I’ BSG 100 95 15.9 +-2 I l2.4@I7.3 C

168 Irrigation Crossing, Crista Lee, sta 0+25, FSG 100 95 15.5 +-2 I l2.4@1 7.3 C

169 Irrigation, Man Hole, Crista Lee. sta 0+25, FSG 96 95 16.0 +-2 I 12.4@17.3 C

DISTRIBUTION: KEY: • Fails Compaction C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINCOLN DeVORE, INC.
Spec.

I-Client Pails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive

I-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

l-Westwater Eng. M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of ‘pit nm’ or Nuclear Density Testing is GRAND
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance JUNCTION Geotechnical
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined ii4 LINCOLN Engineers-
uniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content ASTM D4118. If soils with visual andpenetraflon I DeVORE Geologists
the fill area contain oversize particles in excess of methods.

the limits of ASThI D471S
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Client: United Companies Report No: 1

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 3-8-043

Location: Test By: LS, OS

GiLD Job No; 90454-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear(ASTM 2922) (ASTM 0-1556) SPECifICATIONS: Project: Cit X County: Suite:

TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location of Test DRY DENSITY MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL

No. pcf pci CONT. % SPEC. % VAI UE TYPE

1 Street, W, Chsta Lee Wy., sta 0+50 @ FSG 124.! NA 5.1 NA NA Mixed

2 Sidewalk, R, Mia Dr., sta 0+00 @ FSG 122.0 NA 4.5 NA NA Mixed

NOTE: Mixed materials, did not meet compaction.

DISThffiUflON: KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive JUNCTION 9.ICOLN De ORE. jc.

I-Cliflt Faik Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive

S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REP(F

M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of ‘pit run’ or Nuclear Density Testing is

locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse greined soils may require performed for acceptance I I ELL’1.1’i; GRAND

Lincoln DeVote has relied on the contractor to provide correcIon of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined ) JUNCTION Geotechnical

milfonn mix placement and compactive etrort throughout Content, ASTM D-4718. 11 soils with visual and penetration •. ¼: LINCOLN Engineers-

the fill area. contain oversize particles m excess of methods. ? DeVORE Geologists
the limits of ASTM D-4718



Client: United Companies Report No. 2

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 3-10-04

location: Test B: RL

Rod correction applied to proctor, as needed. GJI.D Job No: 90525-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (ASTM 2922) (ASThtD.i556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: Cit’ X County: Slate:
TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Locution of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROC’IOR 5011,
No. % SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

3 Sidewalk, Jacob Wy., sta 0.50, R FSG 97 95 10.3 +-2 121.O’ã 123 C

4 Sidewalk, Jacob Wy., sta 0÷50, L FSG 96 95 10.6 -2 121 .Od 12.3 C

5 Roadway, Jacob Wy., sta 0÷50, R @ FSG 96 95 10.8 +-2 l2IAVá 12.3 C

6 Roadway, Jacob Wy., sta 150, L FSG 100 95 10,9 +-2 121,otaI2.3 C

7 Roadway, Jacob Wy., sta 2+50, R © FSG 95 95 13.0 +-2 121.0(ã12.3 C

8 Sidewalk, Jacob Wy., sta 2÷50, R FSG 95 95 11.5 +-2 121.0(fr12 3 C

9 sidewalk, Jacob Wy, sta 2÷50, L FSG 96 95 II 7 +-2 l2I.0ThI2 .3 C

DISTRfflUflON: KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINCOLN R INC.

1-Client Fai Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY:

S Standard ProcLor ABC Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NO FE Results indicate in place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing ol pit mn or Nuclear Density Testing is
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require perfonned for acceptance J ‘ GRAND
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction ol Unit Weight Md Waler control and is combined

““

. JUNCTION Geotechnical
tuufomi mix placement and campactive effort throughout Content ASTM D-3718. If soils with visual and penetraton “:j:’ ‘ LINCOLN Encineersthe fill area, contain oversize jmflicles in excess of methods. ::<1 :“ DeVORE Geologiststhe limits of ASTM D-471S



Client: United Companies Repori No: 3

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 3-19-04

Location: Test By: RL. GS

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GiLD Job No: 90525-GJ

VEST Nuclear ASTM Nuclear (ASTM 2922) (ASTM D-1556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: N County: State:
TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. x Sand Cone

Test Location oliest COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL
No. % SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

10 Sidewalk, Four Corners Dr., sta 6+00, RT, @ FSG 96 95 17.4 +-2 I 12.4(ü17.3 C

11 Sidewalk, FourCorners Dr., sta 6+00, LT, © ESS 95 95 17.7 +-2 I 12.4@l7.3 C

12 Roadway, Four Corners Dr., sta 6+00, RTLN, © FSG 96 95 17.7 +-2 I l2.1U17.3 C

13 Roadway. Four Corners Ln., sta 5+00, RTLN, FSG 96 95 17.0 +-2 I l2.4@17 3 C

14 Roadway, Four Corners Dr., sta 4+00, RTLN, © FSG 97 95 17.2 I I 2.4@ 17 3 C

15 Sidewalk, Four Corners Dr., sta 4+00, RT, FSG 95 95 18.0 +-2 I 12.4Q?17.3 C

16 Sidewalk, Four Corners Dr., sta 4+00, LT, © FSG 96 95 17.1 ±-2 I 12.4@17.3 C

17 Sidewalk, Tianna Way, sta 3+50, RT, © FSG 95 95 18.4 *-2 112. lcñil.3 C

16 Sidewalk, Tianna Way, sta 3+50, LT, FSG 97 95 17.6 I l2.4(äI7.3 C

19 Roadway, Tianna Way, sta 3+50, RTLN, © FSG 95 95 18.1 112 4@17.3 C

20 Roadway, Tianna Way, sta 2+50, LTLN, FSG 95 95 16.7 -2 I 12.4Q1U7.3 C

21 Roadway, Tianna Way, sta 1+50, RTLN, FSG 97 95 17.1 +-2 I I2.4aI7.3 C

22 Sidewalk, Tianna Way, sta 1+50, RT, @ FSG 95 95 17.8 +-2 I 12.4@17.3 C

DISTRIBUTION: page I of 3 KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINCO DeORE, INC.
/2 -‘

I-Client Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY:
-

S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

M Modified Proctor PR Pit Ran

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the NuclearDensityTestingof’pit run’ or Nuclear Density Testing is r— — GRAND
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require perfonned for acceptance JUNCTION Geotcchnical
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction olunit Weight And Water control and is combined LINCOLN Engineers-
uniform mix placement and compactive eftbn throughout Content ASTM D-4718. II soils with visual and penetration

—i DeVORE Geologists
the fill area, contain oversize particles in excess of methods.

. -

the limits of ASTM D47I8



p L___: —-s-— — ‘ - .._J = El

client: United Companies Report No: 3

Project: Crisla Lee Subdivision Dale of Tesi: 3-19-04

Locution: Test By: RL, GS

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GiLD Job No: 90525-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear tASTM 2922) (ASTM D-t556 SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X Count: State:
TYPE: 2922) Buckscattcr Direci Trans. X Sand Cone

lest Location olfesi COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOIS[LRF PROC I OR SOIL
No. SPEC. % CONT.% SPEC. % VAIl I: TYPE

23 Sidewalk, Tianna Way, sta 1÷50, LT, FSG 96 95 17.3 —-2 II2,l 17.3 C

24 Roadway. Tianna Way, sta 1±5. LTLN, FSG 98 95 17.0 -2 112.3 ii I 7.3 C

25 Sidewalk, Mia Dr., sta 0÷50, West LT side, FSG 96 95 17.3 —-2 I 12.4â 1’.3 C

26 Sidewalk, Mia Dr., sla 0+50, West RTside, © FSG 95 95 16.5 —-2 I 12.ln 17.3 C

27 Roadway, Mia Dr., sta 0+50, West RTLN, FSG 98 95 16.7 —-2 112.11117.3 c

28 Roadway. Mia Dr., sta 0+50, East LTLN, FSG 98 95 16.5 —-2 12.3 a I 7,3 C

29 Roadway, Mia Dr., sla 1÷50, East RTLN, © FSG 99 95 16.3 —-2 112.4111 7.3 C

30 Sidewalk, Mia Dr., sta 1+50. East RT side, FSG 97 95 17.0 —-2 I 12.4ü:172 C

31 Sidewalk, Mis Dr., srn 1+50, East LT side, FSG 98 95 16.6 —-2 I I2.4:1t7.3 C

32 Roadway, Mis Dr., sta 2÷50, LTLN, © FSG 97 95 16.7 -2 I 12.4@17.3 C

33 Sidewalk, Crista Lee Way, sta 2+00, RTLN, FSG 96 95 17.3 —-2 I I2AQ 17.3 C

34 Sidewalk, Crista Lee Way. sta 2+00, LTLN, @ FSG 98 95 16.7 ‘--2 I I2.4jjI7.) C

35 Roadway, Chsta Lee Way, sta 2÷00, RTLN, FSG 98 95 — 16.4 -2 I I2.4I7.3 C

DISTRIBUTION: page 2 of 3 KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C — Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINCOLN DeORE. INC.
ZL

I-Client “ Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY:

S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggrecate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

M Modified Proctor PR — Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities ul the Nuclear Density Testing of’pit ran’ or Nuclear Density Testing is r -

GRAND
locations and depths identitied above. Grand Junction other coarse gmined soils may require performed fur acceptance ii RYNC1’ION Geotechnical
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Waler control and is combined I LINCOLN Engineers-
uniform mix placement and compactive eiYott throughrntt Content, AS1’M D-4718. If soils with visual and penetration I .4n DeVORE Geologists

the fill area, contain oversize particles in excess of methods. I ——

the limits oIASTM D—1718



LJ C C C C C C C C C C C J = C C C

Client: United Companies Report No: 3

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 3-19-04

I ocation: Test B’: RL. US

Rock correction applied to proclor, as needed. GiLD Job No: 90525-GJ

LEST Nuclear (ASTM NucIearASThI 2922) (ASTMD-]556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: C: N County: State:

TYPE: 2922) flackscatter Direct Trans. x Sand Cone

Test Location of lest COMPACTION COMPAC. I MOISTURE MOISTURE PROC foR SOIL

No. SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE rYPE

36 Roadway, Crista LeeWay Ste 1+00, LTLN, © FSG 98 95 16.6 ±-2 112.4äl7.3 C

37 Roadway, Chsta Lee Way. sta 0+50, RTLN, FSG 99 95 15.5 ±-2 I I2.4(i 17.3 C

38 Sidewalk, CriMe Lee Way. sta 050, RT. © FSG 100 95 14.6 ÷-2 I I2.4i 17.3 C

39 Sidewalk, Cnsta Lee Way. ste 050. LT, FSG IX 95 15.4 —-2 112Th 17.3 C

DlsrRIBurION: page 3 of 3 KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND Jt.Th4CTI9NJ.[NCO 0 ,INC.

I-Client Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive

S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

M Moditied Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the NuclearflensityTcstingof’pit mu’ or Nuclear Density Testing is —. -., GRAND
locations and depths identilied above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance:): JUNCTION Geotechnical

L.ineoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined LINCOLN Enuineers
uniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content, ASTM 0-4718. If soils with visual and penetration

.--—

: DeVORE Geologists

the Ill! area, contain oversize particles in excess of methods. —

the Itmits ofASTM D47I8



LJ LZ LZz C C C C CD C C CD C C CD C C
Client: United Companies Repon \o: 4

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date olTest: 3-23-04

Location: Test By: RL

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GJLD Job No: 90525-GJ

TEST Nuclcar tASTM Nuclear(ASThl 2922) (ASTM 0-1556) SPECIFICATIONS; Project: City: X County: Staic:
TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL
No. SPEC. % COST. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

40 Sidewalk. Four Corners Ln., sta 4+50, RT, @ FG 96 95 5.] +-2 138.7:116.1 ABC

41 Sidewalk, Four Corners Ln.. sta 4±50, LT, FO 96 95 5.3 —-2 138.TfffrI ABC

42 Sidewalk. Four Corners Ln. sta 6÷50, RT, @ FG 95 95 5.3 +-2 138.7 i16. I ABC

43 Sidewalk, Four Corners Ln.. sla 6÷50, LT. FG 96 95 5.5 -2 138,776.1 4BC

44 Sidewalk, Jacobs Way, sta 2÷50, RT, FG 95 95 5.5 +-2 l38.7116.I ABC

45 Sidewalk, Jacobs Way, sta 250, LT, @ FG 95 95 5.5 +-2 138.7’ü6.l ABC

46 Sidewalk, Jacobs Way, sta 0±50, RT, FG 95 95 5.6 -2 138.16.1 ABC

47 Sidewalk, Jacobs Way, sta 050, LT. FG 95 95 5.5 +2 I38.7(l6.l ABC

48 Sidewalk, Mia Dr., sta 2÷50. East RT, FG 95 95 5.6 +-2 l38.7l16.I ABC

49 Sidewalk, Mia Dr., sta 2+50, East LT, © FG 95 95 5.6 +-2 138.7(116.1 ABC

50 Sidewalk, Mia Dr., sta 0+50. East RT, FG 95 95 5.6 ±-2 I38.7’ä6.l ABC

51 Sidewalk, Mia Dr., sta 0+50, East LT, FG 96 95 5.6 +-2 138.7@6.I ABC

52 Sidewalk, Mia Dr., sta 0÷50, West RT. FG 95 — 5.9 +-2 l38.7@6.I ABC

DISTRJBU HON page I of] KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINCOLN Dc ORE1INC.
I?c_. — —- -tE -

I-Client “ Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY: -

S Standard Proctor ABC Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

M Moditied Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear DensityTestingof’pitnm’ or Nuclear Density Testing is r---.- --. GRAND
locations and depths idtrntitied above. Grand Junction other coarse gnined soils may require performed for acceptance JUNCTION Geotechnical
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined fl LINCOLN Engineers-
uniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content, ASTM 04718. If soils with visuai and penetration

‘—

/ DeVORE Geologists
the till area, contain oversize particles in excess of methods. I

the limits of ASTM D-4718
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Uctit: United Companies Report .\o: 3

Project: Cnsta Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 3-23-04

I ocation: Test B’: RL

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GiLD Job No: 9052SGJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear IASTM 2’22t (ASTMD’1556) SPECIFICA [IONS: Prolect: Cit>: X County: State:
I 11W: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test location of’l’est COMPAC [ION COMPAC. MOIStURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL
So. % SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYI’E

53 Sidewalk, Mia Dr., sta 0+50, West LT, FG 96 95 5.6 +-2 138.7 u6,l ABC

54 Sidewalk, Tianna Way. 5ta 2÷00, RT, FG 05 95 5.5 138.7 dftl ABC

55 Sidewalk. Tianna Way. sta 2÷00. LT. © FG 97 95 5.9 -2 138.7116.1 ABC

56 Sidewalk. Tianna Way, sta 3÷50, PT. © FG 95 95 5.8 +-2 138.7â6.I ABC

57 Sidewalk, Tianna Way, sta 3+50. LT, @ FG 95 95 5.6 +-2 138.7.176.1 ABC

58 Sidewalk, Crista Lee, sla 0±50, PT, © FG 95 95 5.6 +-2 138.L116.l ABC

59 Sidewalk, Crista Lee, ste 0+50, LT, © FG 96 95 5.7 +-2 l38.7,ç6.I ABC

60 Sidewalk, Crista Lee, ste 2÷00, PT, © FG 95 95 5.5 +-2 138.7i76.I ABC

61 Sidewalk, Chsta Lee, sta 2+00, LT, @ FG 97 95 6.0 138.7 i16,I ABC

DIstRIBUTIoN: pace 2 of 2 KEY: * Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINCOL C RE

I-Client “ Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY:

S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSItY TES1tDAILY REPORT

M Moditied Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of pit run’ or Nuclear Density Testing is r —
—- GRAND

locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance :: , JUNCTION Gcotechnical
lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined LINCOLN Engineers
tinitomi mix placement and compactive eflbrt throughout Content, ASTM D—17t8, If soils with visual and penetration ——m DeVORE Geologists

the till contain oversize particles in excess of methods. I
the limits of ASTM 13-1718
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Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Daw of Test: 3-19-04

C
theft: United Companies Report No: 3

Location: Test B’: RL, GS

Rock correction applied to proctor. as needed. GiLD Job No: 90525-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASThI Nuclear(ASTM 2922) (ASTM D-t556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City; X Cotint’: State:
FYI’E: 2922) Backscattcr Direct Trans. x Sand Cone

lest Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROC [OR SOIl.
No. SI’EC. % CONY. % SPEC. VA[.LE TYPE

23 Sidewalk, Tianna Way, sta 1±50, LT, © FSG 96 95 17.3 —-2 I 12.41117.3 C

24 Roadway. Tianna Way, sta 1 +5, LTLN, FSG 98 95 17.0 —-2 I t 2.4 il 17.3 C

25 Sidewalk, Mia Dr., sta 050. West LT side, FSG 96 95 I 7.3 —.2 112.4 i I 7.3 C

26 Sidewilk. Mia Or, sta 0+50, West RT side, © FSG 95 95 16.5 —-2 112.4 ‘iL7.3 C

27 Roadway, Mia Dr., sb 050. West RTLN, FSG 98 95 16.7 —-2 112.41117.3 (

28 Roadway. Mia Dr., sta 050, East LTLN, © FSG 98 95 16.5 —-2 I 12.4’iI 17.3 C

29 Roadway, Mia Dr., sta 1+50. East RTLN, © FSG 99 95 16.3 —-2 I 12.41,17.3 C

30 Sidewalk, Mia Dr., sta 1+50, East RT side, © FSG 97 95 ITO —2 I 12.¾?;I7.3 C

31 Sidewalk, Mia Dr., sta 1+50. East LT side, © FSG 98 95 16.6 —-2 I I2.4p7.3 C

32 Roadway, Mia Dr.. sta 250, LTLN, © FSG 97 95 16.7 r.2 I 12.3’2i17.3 C

33 Sidewalk, Crista Lee Way. sta 200, RTLN, © FSG 96 95 17.3 —-2 I I2.4fi 17.3 C

34 Sidewalk, Crista Lee Way. sta 2+00, LTLN. © FSG 98 95 16.7 —-2 I I2.4, 17.3 C

35 Roadway, Crista Lee Way, sta 20O, RTLN, © FSG 98 95 — 16.4 ±-2 I t2.4l7.3 C

DISTRIBUTION: page 2 of3 KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINCOLN DeYORE, INC.
gL -

I-Client Fails Moisture Spec. NC — NonCohesive BY:

S Standard Proctor AHC — Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

M Modified Proctor PR — Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicale in-place soil densities at the NuclearDensityTestingof’pitnrn’ or Nuclear Density Testing is r --. GRAND
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction olbercoarse gmined soils ma)’ require performed for acceptance JUNCTION Geotechnical
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And \Vatcr control and is combined LINCOLN Engineers-
uniform mix placement and compactive efl’oa throughotit Content. AS1’M 0-4718. If soils with visual and penetration t i ‘ DCVORE Geologists

the fill area, contain oversize particles in excess of methods. .-—. -

the limits ofASTM 0-3718



LJ C L LJ LJ LJ LJ C C C C C C C =
( lient: United Companies Report No: 3

Profrel: Crisla Lee Subdivision Dale olTest: 3-19-04

I ocation: Test B’: RL. GS

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GiLD Job No: 90525-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASrM Nuclear ASTM 2922) (ASTM 0-1556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:

TYPE: 2922) Backscatier Direul Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROC FOR SOIL

\o % SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

36 Roadway, Crista Lee WayS Sta 1±00, LTLN, FSG 98 95 16.6 ±-2 112.-Vi117.3 C

37 Roadway, Crista Lee Way. sta 0±50, RTLN, FSG 99 95 15.5 +-2 I I2.4il7.3 C

36 Sidewalk, Crista Lee Way, sta 050, RT, © FSG 100 95 13.6 ÷-2 112.47117.3 C

39 Sidewalk, Cnsta Lee Way, sta 0÷50. LT, FSG lOP 95 15.3 +-2 I I2.4i 17.3 C

DISTRIBUTION: page 3 of] KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTIO INCO Rf. INC.

I-Client Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY: —

S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicale in-place soil densities at the Nuclear DensityTcstingof’pitmn’ or Nuclear Density Testing is r GRAND

locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction othercowse grained soils may require performed for acceptance I JUNCTION Geotechnical

Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide conection of Unit Weight And \Vater control and is combined LINCOLN Engineers-

uniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content, ASTM D-4718. If soils with visual and penetration j t-r- DeVORE Geologists

the fill area, contain oversize particles in excess of methods. L —
the limits ofASTM D-4718
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Client: United Companies Report No: 4

Project: Crisis Lee Subdivision Date ol’Test: 3-23-04

Location: Test By: RL

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GiLD Job No: 90525-GJ

TEST Nuclear ASTM Nuclear(ASTM 29Th (ASTM D-i556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:
TYPE: 2922) Backscattcr Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location olTest COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL
No. % SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

40 Sidewalk. Four Corners Lit. sta 4±50, RT, © FG 96 95 5.2 +-2 138.7116.1 ABC

41 Sidewalk. Four Corners Ln., sta 4+50, LT, @ PG 96 95 5.4 +-2 138.7 i16.I ABC

42 Sidewalk, Four Corners Ln., sta 6+50, RT, FG 95 95 5.4 ±-2 138.7 d6.l ABC

43 Sidewalk, Four Corners Ln., sta 6±50, LT, @ PG 96 95 5.5 138.7 16.I ABC

44 Sidewalk, Jacobs Way, sta 2÷50, RT, @ FG 95 95 5.5 +-2 138.7@6.I ABC

45 Sidewalk, Jacobs Way, sta 2+50, LT, FG 95 95 55 +-2 I38.Tii6.l ABC

46 Sidewalk, Jacobs Way, sta 0÷50, RT, © PG 95 95 5.6 +-2 I38.7’116.l ABC

47 Sidewalk, Jacobs Way, sta 0÷50, LT, FG 95 95 5.5 l38.7i6.I ABC

48 Sidewalk, Mia Dr. sin 2+50, East RT, © PG 95 95 5.6 ÷-2 138,7116.1 ABC

49 Sidewalk, Mia Dr. sta 2+50, East LT, @ FG 95 95 5.6 138.7116.1 ABC

50 Sidewalk, Mia Dr., sta 0+50, East RT, FG 95 95 5.6 +-2 138.7116.1 ABC

51 Sidewalk, Mia Dr., sin 0+50, East LT, FG 96 95 5.6 +-2 l38.76.I ABC

52 Sidewalk, Mis Dr., sIn 0+50, West RT, © FG 95 95 — 59 ±-2 138.7@6.I ABC

DISTRiBUTION: page I of2 KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINCOLN Dc ORE INC.
,?

I-Client Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY:

S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the NuclearDensityTestingof’pit ran’ or Nuclear Density Testing is — GRAND
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance JUNCTION Geotechnieal
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined “

LINCOLN Engineers-
uniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content, ASTM D-4718. If soils with visual and penetration ‘ DeVORE Geologists

the fill urea. contain oversize particles in excess of methods.
the limits of ASTM D-4718
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L ient: Uniled Companies Report No: 3

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 3-23-04

Location: Test 1W: RL

Rocli correction applied to proctor, as needed. GiLD Job No: 90525-Gd

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (ASTM 2922) (ASTM 0-1556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: Cu’: X County: Slate:
I YPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. x Sand Cone

Tct location ollest COMPACTION CO?.IPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROC 10k SOIL
So. SPEC. % CON[. % SPEC. % VALIE TYPE

53 Sidewalk. Mia Dr., sta 0+50, West LT, © PG 96 95 5.6 4-2 138.7n6.l ABC

54 Sidewalk, Tianna Way, sta 200, PT, @ FG 95 95 5,5 1387db.) ABC

55 Sidewalk, Tianna Way, sta 200, LT, FG 97 95 5.9 +-2 1387116.1 ABC

56 Sidewalk. Tianna Way, sta 3±50, PT, PG 95 95 5.8 I 3X.7 oh. I ABC

57 Sidewalk, Tianna Way, sta 3÷50, LT, FG 95 95 5.6 +-2 I387i6.l ABC

58 Sidewalk, Crista Lee, sta 0+50, PT, @ PG 95 95 5.6 +-2 138.7 1161 ABC

59 Sidewalk, Crisla Lee, sta 0±50, LT, © FG 96 95 5.7 +2 l38.7,o.l ABC

60 Sidewalk, Chsta Lee, sla 2+00, PT, @ PG 95 95 55 -2 138.l’äó.I ABC

61 Sidewalk, Chsta Lee, sta 2÷00, LT, © FG 97 95 60 +-2 138.7 1, 6.1 ABC

DIS [RIBU [ION: pae 2 o12 KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINCOL -

I-Client — “ Falls Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY:

S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TES1tDAILY REPORT

NI Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at Ihe NuclearDensity Testingof pitmn’ or Nuclear Density Testing is ‘ GRAND
locations and depths identiFied above. Grand Junction othercoarse graincd soils may require performed for acceplance r JUNCTION Geoiechnical
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Valer control and is combined LINCOLN Engineers
unifomi mix placement and compactive elTon throughout Content ASTM 0—1718. II soils with visual and peneintion DeVORE Geologists

the till area. contain oversize particles in excess of methods.
the limits ofAS’FM D-4718 -
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Client: United Companies Repoa No: I

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 3-8-043

Location: Test By: LS, CS

GJLD Job No: 90454-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (ASflI 2922) (AS’flI D-1556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:
TYPE: 2922) Bnckscatter Direct Trans. x Sand Cone

Test Location of Test DRY DENSITY MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL
No. pcf pcf CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

1 Street, W, Crista Lee Wy., sta 0+50 FSG l24.l NA 5.4 NA NA Mixed

2 Sidewalk, R, Mia Dr., sta 0+00 @ FSG 122.0 NA 4.5 NA NA Mixed

NOTE; Mixed materials, did not meet compaction.

DISTRIBUTION: KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive JUNCTION L OLN ORE. IN

I-Client “ Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive

S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPOr

M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear DensityTesling of ‘pit run’ or Nuclear Density Testing is
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse gmined soils may require pcrfonnd for acceptance frS GRAND
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unk Weight Md Water control and is combined JUNCTION Geotechnical
intifomi mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content, ASTM D-47t& If soils with visual and penetration LINCOLN Engineers-
the fill area. coot in oversize panicles in excess of methods. DeVORE Geologiststhe limits of ASTM D-4718
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Client: United Companies Report No: 2

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 3-10-04

Location: Test By: RL

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GiLD Job No: 90525-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (ASTM 2922) (A5Th1 D-1556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: Stale:
TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. x Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION CO}VPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL
No. SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

3 Sidewalk, Jacob Wy., sta 0+50, R FSG 97 95 10.3 +-2 I21.0@12.3 C

4 Sidewalk, Jacob Wy., sta 0+50, L FSG 96 95 10.6 l2l.0øl2.3 C

5 Roadway, Jacob WY., sta 0+50, R @ FSG 96 95 10.8 +-2 12l.0@12.3 C

6 Roadway, Jacob Wy., sta 1+50, L © FSG 100 95 10.9 +-2 I2t.0@l2.3 C

7 Roadway, Jacob Wy., sta 2±50, R FSG 95 95 13.0 +-2 I21.0@l2.J C

S Sidewalk, Jacob Wy., sta 2±50, R FSG 95 95 11.5 +-2 12l.0@l2.3 C

9 Sidewalk, Jacob Wy., sta 2±50, L FSG 96 95 11.7 +-2 l2l.0c21Jl2.3 C

DISTRThUHON: KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINCOLN RE, 113 .

1-Client Fails Moise Spec. NC = NonCohive BY:

S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Resulls indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of ‘pit run’ or Nuclear Density Testing is
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance - JJJ GRAND
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight Md Water control and is combined JUNCTION Geotechnical
uniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content, ASTM 1>4718. If soils with visual and penetration l4’ji - LINCOLN Engineers-
the fill contain oversize particles in excess of methods. j;. 1f DeVORE Geologists

the limits of ASTM 1>4718
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Client: United Companies Report No: 3

- cm :io

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 3-19-04

Location: Test By: RL, GS

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GiLD Job No: 90525-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (ASTM 2922) (ASTM D-l556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:

TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. x Sand Cone

Test Location olTest COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL

No. % SPEC.% CONT.% SPEC.% VALUE TYPE

10 Sidewalk, Four Corners Dr., sta 8±00, RT, FSG 96 95 17.4 +-2 I 12.4@17.3 C

11 Sidewalk, Four Corners Dr., sta 6+00, LT, FSG 95 95 17.7 +-2 I 12.4@l7.3 C

12 Roadway, Four Corners Dr., sta 6÷00, RTLN, FSG 96 95 17.7 +-2 I l2.4@17.3 C

13 Roadway, Four Corners Ln., sta 5÷00, RTLN, © FSG 96 95 17.0 +-2 I l2,4@17.3 C

14 Roadway, Four Corners Dr., sta 4+00, RTLN, FSG 97 95 17.2 -2 I l2.4jl7.3 C

15 Sidewalk, Four Corners Dr., sta 4+00, RT, @ FSG 95 95 t&o +-2 I 12.4017.3 C

16 Sidewalk, Four Corners Dr., sta 4+00, LT, @ FSG 96 95 17.1 +-2 I I2A’iJl7.3 C

17 Sidewalk, Tianna Way, sta 3+50, RT, FSG 95 95 18.3 -2 I l2.4il7.3 C

18 Sidewalk, Tianna Way. sta 3+50, LT, © FSG 97 95 17.6 +-2 112,4@17.3 C

19 Roadway, Tianna Way, sta 350, RTLN, FSG 95 95 18.1 +-2 I I2.4tl7.3 C

20 Roadway, Tianna Way, ste 2+50, LTLN, © FSG 95 95 16.7 +-2 I 12.40jl7.3 C

21 Roadway, Tianna Way, sth 1+50, RTLN, FSG 97 95 17.1 +-2 I I2.4cI7.3 C

22 Sidewalk, Tianna Way, sta 1+50, RT, FSG 95 95 — 17.8 +-2 I I2.4t2I7.3 C

DISTRIBUTION: page I of 3 KEY: * Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINCO DçYORE, INC.
R

I-Client “ Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY:
—

S Standard Proctor ABC Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testingol’pit mn’or Nuclear Density Testing is ,.. GRAND

locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance Lz, JUNCTION Geotechnical

Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined ) LINCOLN Engineers-

uniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content, ASTM D-4718. If soils with visual and penetration DeVORE Geologists

the fill area, contain oversize particles in excess of methods. -,

the limits of ASTM D4718
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Client: United Companies Report No: 3

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 3-19-04 -

Location: Test By: RL, CS

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GJLD Job No: 90525-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (ASTM 2922) (ASTM D-1556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:
TYPE: 2922) Backscattcr Direct Trans. x Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL
No. % SPEC- % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

23 Sidewalk, Tianna Way, sta 1+50, LT, © FSG 96 95 172 +-2 I l2.4@l7.3 C

24 Roadway, Tianna Way, sta 1÷5, LTLN, @ FSG 98 95 17.0 +-2 I 12.4@I7.3 C

25 Sidewalk, Mia Dr., sta 0+50, West LT side, FSG 96 95 17.3 +-2 I 12.4iafl7.3 C

26 Sidewalk, Mia Dr., sta 0+50, West RT side, © FSG 95 95 16.5 +-2 I l2.4@l7.3 C

27 Roadway, Mia Dr., sta 0±50, West RTLN, © FSG 98 95 16.7 +-2 I l2.4@17.3 C

28 Roadway, Mia Dr., sta 0÷50, East LTLN, © FSG 98 95 16.5 ÷-2 I 12.4@17.3 C

29 Roadway, Mia Dr., sta 1+50, East RTLN, © ESC 99 95 16.3 +-2 I l2.4aI7.3 C

30 Sidewalk, Mia Dr., sta 1+50, East RT side, © FSG 97 95 17.0 +-2 I I2.4I7.3 C

31 Sidewalk, Mia Dr, sta 1+50, East LT side, © FSC 98 95 16.6 +-2 I I2.4I7.3 C

32 Roadway, Mia Dr., sta2+50, LTLN, © FSG 97 95 16.7 +-2 I12.4@17.3 C

33 Sidewalk, Crista Lee Way, sta 2+00, RTLN, © FSG 96 95 17.3 +-2 I 12.4c11J17.3 C

34 Sidewalk, Chsta Lee Way, sta 2+00, LTLN, © FSG 98 95 16.7 +-2 I I2.46I73 C

35 Roadway, Cdsta Lee Way, sta 2+00, RTLN, © FSG 98 95 — 16.4 +-2 I I 2.4@ 17.3 C

DISTRiBUTION: page 2 of 3 KEY: * Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINCOL Dc ORE, INC.

I-Client ** Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive

S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the NuclearDensityTestingof’pit run’ or Nuclear Density Testing is GRAND

locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance l<;-; JUNCTION Geotechnical

Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined LINCOLN Engineers-

uniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content, ASTM D4718. tf soils with visual and penetration DeVORE Geologists

the fill area contain oversize particles in excess of methods.
the limits of ASTM P4718
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Clieni: United Companies Report No: 3

Project: Cñsta Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 3-19-04

Location: Test By: RL, OS

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GiLD Job No: 90525-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (ASTM 2922) (ASTM 0-1556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:
TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. x Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCI’OR SOIL
No. % SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

36 Roadway. Chsta Lee Way. Ste 100, LTLN, © FSG 98 95 16.6 +-2 I12.4a117.3 C

37 Roadway, Crista Lee Way, eta 0÷50. RTLN, FSG 99 95 (5j -2 112.1017.3 C

38 Sidewalk, Crista Lee Way, sta 0+50, RT, © FSG 100 95 14.6 ±-2 i l2.4aI7.3 C

39 Sidewalk. Chsta Lee Way, stao±50, LT, © FSG 100 95 15.3 +-2 112.4017.3 C

DISTRIBUTION: page 3 of 3 KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTIO INCO Iii, INC.
2 C

—

I-Client “ Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY: —

S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate ia-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of ‘pit run’ or Nuclear Density Testing is GRAND
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance J’a3fl’ION Geotechnical
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Waler control and is combined LINCOLN Engineers-
uniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content, ASTM D47IS. If soils with visual and penetration DeVORE Geologists

the fill area, contain oversize particles in excess of methods.
the limits of ASTM 1)4718
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Client: United Companies Report No: 4

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 3-23-04

Location: Test By: RL

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GiLD Job No: 90525-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (ASTM 2922) (ASTM D-1556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:
TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL

No. % SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

40 Sidewalk, Four Corners Ln., sta45O, RT, © FG 96 95 5.2 +-2 I38.7@6.I ABC

41 Sidewalk, Four Corners Ln., sta 4+50, LT, FG 96 95 5.1 +-2 I38.7@6.I ABC

42 Sidewalk, Four Corners Ln., sta 6+50, RT, © FG 95 95 5.4 +-2 I38.7@6.I ABC

43 Sidewalk, Four Corners Ln., sta 6+50, LT, © FG 96 95 5.5 +-2 I38.7(i?6.l ABC

44 Sidewalk, Jacobs Way, sta 2+50, RT, © FG 95 95 5.5 +-2 l38.7@6.l ABC

45 Sidewalk, Jacobs Way, sta 2+50, LT, FG 95 95 5.5 -2 l38.7i6.I ABC

46 Sidewalk, Jacobs Way, sta 0+50, RT, © FG 95 95 5.6 +-2 l38,7th’6.l ABC

47 Sidewalk, Jacobs Way, sta 0+50, LT, © FG 95 95 5.5 +-2 I38.7@6.l ABC

48 Sidewalk, Mia Dr., ste 2+50, East RT, © FG 95 95 5.6 +-2 I38.7@6.I ABC

49 Sidewalk, Mia Dr., sta 2+50, East LT, © FG 95 95 5.6 +-2 I38.7@6.I ABC

50 Sidewalk, Mia Dr., sta 0+50, East RT, © FG 95 95 5.6 +-2 138.7@6.I ABC

SI Sidewalk, Mia Dr., sta 0÷50, East LT, © FG 96 95 5.6 +-2 138.70J6.l ABC

52 Sidewalk, Mia Dr., ste 0+50, West RT, © FO 95 95 5.9 +-2 I38.7@6.I ABC

DISTRIBUTION: page I o12 KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINCOLN De ORE INC.
? c..- a

I-Client • Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY:

S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the NuctearDensityTestingof’pitmn’ or Nuclear Density Testing is GRAND

locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance JUNCTION Geotechnical
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined LINCOLN Engineers-

uniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content, ASTM D47I8. If soils with visual and penetration DeVORE Geologists
the fill are& contain oversize particles in excess of methods.

the limits of ASTh4 D47l8



Client: United Companies Repon No: 3

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Dale of TesI: 3-23-04

Location: Test B’: RL

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GiLD Job No: 90525-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear(ASTM 2922) (ASTM D-I556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:

TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. x Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL

No. % SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

53 Sidewalk, Mia Dr., sta 0+50, West LT, © FG 96 95 5.6 +-2 l38.766.I ABC

54 Sidewalk, Tianna Way. sta 2±00, RT, © FG 95 95 5.5 +-2 l38.7@6.I ABC

55 Sidewalk, Tianna Way, sta 2O0, LT, @ FG 97 95 5.9 +-2 138.7@6.I ABC

56 Sidewalk, Tianna Way, sta 3±50, RT, FG 95 95 5.8 ±-2 138.7@6.l ABC

57 Sidewalk, Tianna Way, sta 3+50, LT, © FG 95 95 5.6 ±-2 138.7(g6.l ABC

58 Sidewalk, Crista Lee, sta 050, RT, FG 95 95 5.6 +-2 138.71J6.l ABC

59 Sidewalk, Cdsta Lee, sta 0+50, LT, © EG 96 95 5.7 ±-2 l38.76.I ABC

60 Sidewalk, Cñsta Lee, sta 2+00, RT, FG 95 95 5.5 +-2 138.7’i.6.l ABC

61 Sidewalk, Chsta Lee, sta 2+00, LT, @ 97 95 6.0 +-2 138.7@6.I ABC

DISTRtBUTION: page 2 of 2 KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCtION LINCOL e RE

I-Client “ Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY:

S Standard Proctor AIIC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TES1tDMLY REPORT

M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of’pit run’ or Nuclear Density Testing is —.. GRAND

locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance JUNCTION Geotechnical

Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Vater control and is combined ‘I LINCOLN Engineers-

uniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content, ASTM 0—1718. If soils with visual and penetration DeVORE Geologists

the fill contain oversize particles in excess of methods.
the limits of ASTM 04718

L LJ LJ LJ C C = C = C C Ci C C C
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Client: United Companies Report No: 5

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 3-29-04

Location:
Test By: RL

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GJLD Job No: 90525-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASThI Nuclear (ASTNI 2922) (ASThI D-1556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. X Sund Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOWNo. % SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE
62 Sidewalk, Crista LeeWy., sta 0+50, (grade change) © PG 96 95 5.5 +-2 138.7(?16.l ABC
63 Sidewalk, Crista Lee Wy., sta 0+50, (grade change) @ PG 97 95 5.5 +-2 138.R?I6. I ABC

DISThWUTION: KEY: * Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAM) JUNC11ON LINCOLN DeVORE, INC.
I-Client Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY:

S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of ‘pit ran’ or Nuclear Density Testing is
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained sails may require performed for acceptance GRANDLincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined flj I JUNCTION Geotechnicalunifonn mix placement and compadive effort throughout Content, ASTM D-4718. If soils with visual and penetration %;;; LINCOLN Engineers-the fill area. contu ovcrstzc particles m excess of methods. “U-i” DeVORE Geologiststhe limits of ASTM 1)4718



C c c
United Companies Report No: 6

C C C =

I’roject: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 5-6-04

Location: Test fly: JS

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GiLD Job No: 90525-GJ

rEsT Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear(ASTM 2922) (ASTM D-1556j SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:
TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct irans. x Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL
No. SPEC.% CONT.% SPEC.% VALUE TYPE

61 Roadway, Jacobs Way. sta 550, RH, FABC 96 95 6.8 +-2 138.7@6.I ABC

65 Roadway, Jacobs Way. sta 4+50, LH, © FABC 98 95 5.7 ±-2 138.7@6.I ABC

66 Roadway, Jacobs Way. sta 3+75, RH, © FABC 97 95 4.8 +-2 I38.7c6.l ABC

67 Roadway, Four Corners Dr., Ma 3+25, LW, FABC 97 95 6.4 +-2 I38.7’2j6.I ABC

68 Roadway, Four Corners Dr., sta 2+25, RH, @ FABC 99 95 5.5 +-2 138.7@6.1 ABC

69 Roadway, Four Corners Dr., sta 1+25, LH, © FABC 98 95 5.9 +-2 138.7Q6.I ABC

70 Roadway, Tianna Way, sta 0+50, LH, @ PARC 97 95 4.4 +-2 138.7Q16.I ABC

71 Roadway, Tianna Way, Ma 1+50, RH, Q FABC 99 95 5.5 +-2 138.7(216.! ABC

72 Roadway, Tianna Way, sta 250, LH, © FABC 99 95 5.0 138.7@6.I ABC

73 Roadway, Mia Dr., sta 3+50, RH, © FABC 97 95 6.4 +-2 138.7@6.l ABC

74 Roadway, Mia Dr., sta 4+50, LW, FABC 100 95 6.0 +-2 138.7@6.l ABC

75 Roadway, Mia Dr., sta 5+50, RH, FABC 95 95 7.0 +-2 I38.726.I ABC

76 Roadway, Mia Dr., Ma 6+00, LH, @ FABC 96 95 — 7.5 +-2 138.7@6.I ABC

DISTRIBUTION: KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive 0 IJNCrION LINCOLN NC.

I-Client * Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive :

S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base ILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

M Modifled Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of’pit ma’ or Nuclear Density Testing is GRAND

locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse gmincd soils may require performed for acceptance :Ii*:. JUNCTION Geotechnical
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined LINCOLN Engineers-
uniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content, ASTM 04718. II soils with visual and penetration DeVORE Geologists

the fill contain oversize particles in excess of methods. 1-
the limits of ASTM 04718
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Client: United Companies Report No: 7

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 5-7-04

Location: Test By: JS

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GJLD Job No: 90525-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASIM Nuclear (ASThI 2922) (ASTM DtSS6 SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:
TYPE: 2922) Backseatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL
No. % SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

77 Roadway, Crista Lee, sta 1+00, RH, © FABC 97 95 5.7 +-2 136.7@6.l ABC

78 Roadway, Crista Lee, eta 2÷00, LH, @ FABC 99 95 4.4 ±-2 138.7@6.I ABC

79 Roadway, Cñsta Lee, eta 2+40, RH! @ FABC 100 95 5.2 +2 138.7@6.l ABC

DISTRIBUTION: KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive fr,1D JUNCTION LIN LN Dc , INC.

I-Client Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive

S Standard Pmctor ABC = Aggregate Base /FILL DENStTY TEST DAILY REPORT

M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testingof’pit run’ or Nuclear Density Testing is GRAND
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse gmined soils may require performed for acceptance JUNCTION Geotechnical
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined ] LI LINCOLN Engineers-
uniform mix placement and compactive effort thmughout Content, ASTM D-4718. If soils with visual and penetration DeVORE Geologists

the fill are& contain overstze particles in excess of methods. -

the limits of ASThI D4718



Sample Origin Christa Lee Subdivision

Material Description Silty clay with sand

Soil Type CL-MI.

Test By

Test Date

Sample #

Js
1 1-8-03

1

MAXIMUM DENSITY:
OPTIMUM MOISTURE:

ROCK CORRECTION:
MAXIMUM DENSIW:

OPTIMUM MOISTURE:

TEST METHOD:
PREP. METHOD:

HAMMER:
FRACTION USED:

MOLD SIZE:

ASTM 0-698 A
MOIST
MANUAL
44
C diameter

MOISTURE - % of DRY WEIGHT

Christa Lee Subdivision

‘

Grand Junction, CO

‘r”f;: GRAND JUNCTION United Companies

:/‘ LINCOLN - DeVORE, Inc. Grand Junction, CO
:.

Geotechnioal Consultants Job No. Drawn Date
Grand Junction, Colorado 90525-GJ 8W 11-13-03
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Test By DC

Test Date 3-9-04

Sample # 2

MOISTURE - % of DRY WEIGHT

Crista Lee Subdivision

Grand Junction, CO
GRAND JUNCTION United Companies

LINCOLN - DeVORE, Inc. Grand Junction, CO
Geotechnical Consultants Job No. Drawn Date
Grand Junction, Colorado 90525-GJ BW 3-24-04

Sample Origin Crista Lee Subdivision

Material Description Sandy silt, clay

Soil Type CL-ML

-

TEST RESULTS

MAXIMUM DENSITY: 121.0 pcI
OPTIMUM MOISTURE: 12.3%

ROCK CORRECTION:
MAXIMUM DENSITY:

OPTIMUM MOISTURE:

I
I

TEST METHOD: ASTM D-696 A
PREP. METHOD:

HAMMER:
FRACTION USED:

MOLD SIZE:

MOIST
MANUAL
44
4 diameter

Sieve
Size

5,’
3”
2 1/2”
2”
1%”
1”
3/4,,
1/2’
3/8’
4
10
20
40
100
200

100

I.

Percent
Passing
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Specific Gravity:
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GRAND JUNCTION
LINCOLN DeVORE, Inc.

GEOTECIJNICALENGIN[:ERS GrOLOG1Sis

11:1 1171)) 2-42-8%S
I AX. (‘1711) 242-I

United Cos
P0 Box 3609
Atm: Dan Quililen
Grand Junction, CO l5O2

April 19, 2004

Re: Sieve Analysis, Crista Lee Subdivision. Class 6, A.B.C., Jacob Wy., sta 1+50. Grand Junction. CO

Gentlemen:

At your request personnel of Grand Junction Lincoln DeVore have completed a sieve analysis on a sample of
material which was obtained from the above-referenced site. The results follow.

Sieve No. %Finer
100

‘A” 91
3/8” 80

59
48

#16 40
#30 35
#50 26
#100 17

30-65
7i-S

#200 11.9 3-12

This sieve analysis was completed in accordance with ASTM C- 136.

If any questions arise regarding these results or if we can be of any thrther assistance to you, please do not
hesitate to contact this office at any time.

Respectftillv Submitted,

GRAND JUNCTION
LINCOLN DeVORE, Inc.

by: Edward M. Moms PE
Principal Engineer

1341 MoiorSc,
Grand JuncIi,iii. (0 S i5I)5

3/4”
Specs.
100

#4

GJLD Job No.: 90525-GJ



r

GRAND JUNCTION
LINCOLN DeVORE. Inc.

GEOThC[INICAL ENGINEERS — GEOLOGISTS

— I F I. (‘17(1) 242-SOnS
I .A \ tI7oi 212- I

April 28. 2004

United Cos
P0 Box 3609
Ann: Dan Quiflen
Grand Junction, CO 81502

Re: Sieve Analysis. Crista Lee Subdivision. Class 6. A.B.C.. Crista Lee Wy.. sta 2±00.
Grand Junction. CO

Gentlemen:

At your request personnel of Grand Junction Lincoln DeVore have completed a sieve analysis on a sample of
material which was obtained from the above-referenced site. The results follow.

Sieve No. % Finer
00

V2’ 89
3/8” 79

#8 4%
#16 40
#30
#50 25
#100

This sieve analysis was completed in accordance with ASTM C-136.

If any questions arise regarding these results or if we can be of an’ ftirther assistance to you, please do not
hesitate to contact this office at any time.

Respectftilly Submitted.

GRAND JUNCTION
L[NCOLN DeVORE, Inc.

by: Edwardti Morris PE
Principal Engineer

1441 Motor Si.
Grand )uncIon. CO 81505

3/4”
Specs
Ion

59 30-65

3-12#200
16
11.7

GiLD Job No.: 90525-GJ



Client: United Companies GiLD Job No.: 90525-Gi
Field Test By: DC

Project: Cñsta Lee Subdivision Location of Test: Sidewalk/curb, Mia Dr., N. sta
0+60

Concrete Conuactor: Cement Type:

Concrete Supplier: United Test Specs.

Truck No.: 361 Slump (ASTM c-143) 2.0 Inches

Ticket No.: 115951 Air Content (ASTM c-23t) 5.5

Date of Casting: 3-26-04 Conc. Temp. (ASTM c-1064) 66

MIN ID/Description: Class B Test Taken ¶ chute 4 Yards

28-Day Req. Strength: 3000 Water Added 5 Gal.

Aggregate Correction Factor: YES

Specimen Spec Spec. Ave. X-section Unit Total Unit Break Break Break
No.: Height Weight Diam. Area Weight Lead Stress Type Date Age

inch lbs. inch Inch pcf lbs psi

1 8.00 8.25 4.00 12.57 141.8 40800 3250 CM 4-2 7

2 8.00 8.30 4.01 12.63 142.0 53800 4260 CM 4-23 28

3 8.00 8.30 1.00 12.57 142.7 57610 4580 CM 4-23 28

4 8.00 8.35 4.01 12.63 142.8 0 Reserve

Remarks: Grand Junction Lincoin-DeVore requires a minimum
Sample Break Using Neoprene ‘Capping’ of I Working Days notice to schedule personnel for

any field testing and observations.

Specimen or Grand Junction Lincoln-DeVore cannot be
Cap Defects: responsible for any interpretations of the test results

by other than Iaboratoiy personnel.

Distribution: 1-Client Field Testing performed in substantial conformance
to appropriate ASTM Standards.
Compressive Strength Test performed in substantial
conformance to ASTM C-29.

Final Report will include data for all specimens and
will be sent after the 28-day breaks.

Does Not Meet Required Strength (if GRAND JUNCTION LINCOLN DeVORE, Inc.
Applicable)

... —Date Issued
4-23-04 ::::::tF;;:._

BY

St —

CONCRETE COMPRESSIVE TEST REPORT
cZc t:) GRAND JUNCTION

t
. LINCOLN DeVORE, Inc.

.

- GEOTECIR4ICAL ENGINF.ERS-GEoLoGIsTs
Grand Junction, Colorado



LI
Client; United Companies GJLD Job No.: 90525-GJ

Field Test By: DC, GS

Project: Cdsta Lee Subdivision Location of Test: Sidewalk/curb, SE Jacob Wv.,

sta 2+00

Concrete Contractor: Cement Type:

Concrete Supplier: United Test Specs.

Truck No.: 361 Slump (AsrM CI43) 2.25 Inches

Ticket No.: 116074 Air Content (ASTM C-231) 6.6

Date of Casting: 3-30-04 Cone. Temp. (ASTM C-1064) 64

Mix ID/Description: Class B Test Taken (ä. chute 4.5 Yards

28-Day Req. Strength: 3000 Water Added 5 Gal.

Aggregate Correction Factor: YES

Specimen Spec. Spec. Ave. X-5cction Unit Total Unit Break Break Break
No.: Height Weight Diam. Area Weight Load Stress Type Dale Age

inch lbs. inch inch pcf lbs psi

5 8.00 8.15 4.00 12.57 140.1 35720 2840 CM 4-6 7

6 8.00 8.15 4.01 12.63 139.4 55160 4370 CM 4-27 28

7 8.00 8.10 4.00 12.57 139.2 53140 4230 CM 4-27 28

8 8.00 8.10 4.00 12.57 139.2 (I Reserve

Remarks: Grand Junction Lincoln-Devore requires a minimum
Sample Break Using Neoprene ‘Capping’ of I Working Days notice to schedule personnel for

any field testing and observations.

Specimen or Grand Junction Lineoln-DeVore cannot be
Cap Defects: responsible for any interpretations of the lest results

by other than laboratorv personnel.

Distribution: I-Client Field Testing performed in substantial conformance
to appropriate ASTM Standards.
Compressive Strength Test performed in substantial
conformance to ASTM C-29.

Final Report will include data for all specimens and
will be sent afler the 28-day breaks.

• Does Not Meet Required Strength (if GRAND JUNCTION LINCOLN DeVORE, Inc.
Applicable)

Date Issued:
4-27-03

— BY:

r: CONCRETE COMPRESSIVE TEST REPORT

GRAND JUNCTION
: LINCOLN DeVORE, Inc.

.

GEOTECI INICAL ENOINEERS-GEOLOGISIS
Grand Junction, Colorado



LI Client: United Companies GiLD Job No.: 90525-GJ
Field Test By: DC, GS

Project: Cdsta Lee Subdivision Location of Test: Sidewalk/curb, S Four Corners Dr..

sta 3+75

Concrete Contractor: Cement Type:

Concrete Supplier: United Test Specs.

Truck No.: 361 Slump (ASTM c-t43) 2.0 Inches

Ticket No.: 116082 Air Content (ArM C-231) 5.9

Dale of Casting: 3-30-04 Cone. Temp. (ASTM C-t064) 60

Mix ID/Description: Class B Test Taken . clinIc 4 Yards

28-Day Req. Strength: 3000 Water Added 0 Gal.

Aggregate Correction Factor: YES

Specimen Spec. Spec. Ave. X-section Unit Total Unit Break Break Break
No.: Height Weight Diam. Area Weight Lead Stress Type Date Age

inch lbs. inch incfr pcf lbs psi

9 8.00 8.25 4(K) 12.57 141.8 41720 3320 CM 4-6 7

10 8.00 8.25 4.00 12.57 141.8 58250 4640 CM 1-27 2%

11 8.00 8.25 4.00 12.57 141.8 59720 1750 CM 4-27 2%

12 8.00 8.25 4.01 12.63 141.1 0 Reserve

Remarks: Grand Junction Lincoln-DeVore requires a minimum
Sample Break Using Neoprene ‘Capping’ of I Working Days notice to schedule personnel ror

any field testing and observations.

Specimen or Grand Junction Lincoln-DeVore cannot be
Cap Defects: responsible for attv inlerpremtions of the test results

by other than laboraton personnel.

Distribution: 1-Client Field Testing performed in substantial conformance
to appropriate ASTM Standards.
Compressive Strength Test performed in substantial
conformance to ASTM C-29.

Final Report will include data for all specimens and
will be sent after the 28-day breaks.

‘ Does Not Meet Required Strength (if GRAND JUNCTION LINCOLN DeVORE, Inc.
Applicable) ..—‘

.._‘

Date Issued:
4-27-04 —

i:;

CONCRETE COMPRESSIVE TEST REPORT

GRAND JUNCTION
LINCOLN DeVORE, Inc.

GEarECFlCAL

ENGENEERS-GEOLOOISIS
Grand Junction, Colorado



Client: United Companies GiLD Job No.: 90525-GJ
Field Test By: DC. GS

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Location of Test: Sidewalk/curb, SW corner of Four
Corners Dr & Jacob Wv

Concrete Contnctor: Cement Type:

Concrete Supplier: United Test Specs.

Truck No.: 366 Slump (ASTM C-143) 2.0 Inches

Ticket No.: 116142 Air Content (ASrM C-231) 6.1 ‘Yo

Date of Casting: 3-314)4 Conc. Temp. (.451St C-iU{,3) 62

Mic ID/Description: Class B Test Taken 21 chulc 4 Yards

28-Day Req. Strength: 3000 Water Added 2 Gal.

Aggregate Correction Factor: YES

Specimen Spec. Spec. Ave. X-section Unit Total Unit Break Break Break
No.: Height Weight Diam. Area Weight Load Stress Type Date Age

inch lbs. inch inch2 pcf lbs psi

13 8.00 8.30 4.02 12.69 131.3 39940 315(1 CM 4-7 7

14 8.00 8.30 4.03 12.76 110.6 55930 3381) CM 4-28 28

15 8.00 8.30 3.03 12.76 141t6 58650 461)0 CM 4-28 28

16 8.00 8.25 4.02 12.69 14(1.3 0 e

Remarks: Grand Junction Lincoln-DeVore requires a minimum
Sample Break Using Neoprene tapping’ of I Working Days notice to schedule personnel for

any field testing and observations.

Specimen or Grand Junction Lincoln-DeVore cannot be
ap Defects: responsible for any interpretations of the test results

by other than laboraton personnel.

Distribution: 1-Client Field Testing performed in subscaitlial confonnatice
10 appropriate ASTM Standards.
Compressive Strength Test performed in substantial
conformance to ASTM C-29.

Final Report will include data for alt specimens and
will be sent after the 2%-day breaks.

Does Not Meet Required Strength (if GRAND JUNCTION LINCOLN DeVORE, Inc.
Applicable)

;:—-Date Issued:
4-28-034

BY: -

— : ,EL=

;c:,

CONCRETE COMPRESSIVE TEST REPORT
ø: GRAND JUNCTION

LINCOLN DeVORE, Inc.

GEO1ECLINICAL

ENGtNEERS-GEOl.OGlSl.S
Grand Junction. Colorado



Client: United Companies GiLD Job No.: 90525-GJ
Field Test By: DC, GS

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Location of Test: Sidewalk/curb, SW corner of Four
Corners Dr & Jacob Wy

Concrete Contractor: Cement Type:

Concrete Supplier: United Test Specs.

Truck No.: 366 Slump (ASTM C-143) 2.0 Inches

Ticket No.: 116142 Mr Content (Asmi C-231) 6.1 %

Date of Casting: 3-31-04 Conc. Temp. (ASTM c-1o64) 62

Mix ID/Description: Class B Test Taken chute 4 Yards

28-Day Req. Strength: 3000 Water Added 2 Gal.

Aggregate Correction Factor: YES I()

Specimen Spec. Spec. Ave. X-scction Unit Total Unit Break Break Brca1
No.: Height Weight Diam. Area Weight Load Stress Type Date Age

inch lbs. inch inch pcI’ lbs psi

13 8.00 8.30 3.02 12.69 141.3 39940 3150 CM 1-7 7

14 8.00 8.30 4.03 12.76 140.6 0 4-28 28

15 8.00 8.30 4.03 12.76 140.6 I) 4-28 28

16 8,00 8.25 1.02 1269 110.4 (I Rcscn’c

Remarks: Grand Junction Lincoln-DeVore requires a minimum
Sample Break Using Neoprene ‘Capping’ of I Working Days notice to schedule personnel for

any field testing and observations.

Specimen or Grand Junction Lincoin-DeVore cannot be
Cap Defects: responsible for any interpretations of the test results

by other than laboratory personnel.

Distribution: 1-Client Field Testing performed in substantial conformance
to appropriate ASTM Standards.
Compressive Strength Test performed in substantial
conformance to ASTM C-29.

Final Report will include data for all specimens and
will be sent after the 26-day breaks.

* Does Not Meet Required Strength (if GRAND JUNCTION LINCOLN DeVORE, Inc.
Applicable)

Date Issued:

‘; :‘ CONCRETE COMPRESSIVE TEST REPORT
• %HN \ GRAND JUNCTION
tn I’ LINCOLN DeVORE, Inc.

‘ GEOTECFil’4ICAL ENGINEERS-GEOLOGISTS
Grand Junction, Colorado



Client: United Companies GiLD Job No.: 90525-CU
Field Test By: DC. OS

Project: Cnsta Lee Subdivision Location olTest: Sidewalk/curb, S Four Corners Dr.,
sta 3+75

Concrete Contractor: Cement Type:

Concrete Supplier: United Test Specs.

Truck No.: 361 Slump (ASTM 0143) 2.0 Inches

Ticket No.: 116082 Mr Content (.ASTM C-231) 5.9 %

Date of Casting: 3-30-04 Cone. Temp. (ASTM C-1064) 60

Mix ID/Description: Class B Test Taken @ chute 4 Yards

28-Day Req. Strength: 3000 Water Added 0 Gal.

Aggregate Correction Factor: YES

Specimen Spec. Spec. Ave. X-wction Unit Total Unit Break Break Break
No.: Height Weight Diam. Art Weight Load Stress Type Date Age

inch lbs. inch inch pci lbs psi

9 8.00 8.25 4.00 12.57 141.8 41720 3320 CM 4-6 7

10 8.00 8.25 4.00 12.57 141.8 0 4-27 28

11 8.00 8.25 4.00 12.57 141.8 0 4-27 28

12 8.00 8.25 4.01 12.63 141.1 0 Reserve

Remarks: Grand Junction Lincoln-DeVore requires a minimum
Sample Break Using Neoprene ‘Capping’ of 1 Working Days notice to schedule personnel for

any field testing and observations.

Specimen or Grand Junction Lincoln-DeVore cannot be
Cap Defects; responsible for any interpretations of the lest results

by ocher than laboratory personnel.

Distribution: 1-Client Field Testing performed in substantial conformance
to appropriate ASTM Standards.
Compressive Strength Test performed in substantial
conformance to ASTM C-29.

Final Report will include data for all specimens and
will be sent after the 28-thy breaks.

Does Not Meet Required Strength (if GRAND JUNCTION LINCOLN DeVORE, Inc.

Date Issued: —

r CONCRETE COMPRESSIVE TEST REPORT

t) GRAND JUNCTION
.

LINCOLN DeVORE, Inc.
GFOThCHNICAL ENGINEERS-GEOLOGISTS
Grand Junction, Colorado



Client: United Companies GILD Job No.: 90525-Ui
Field Test By: DC. GS

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Location of Test: Sidewalk/curb. SE Jacob Wy,.
sta 2—00

Concrete Contractor: Cement Type:

Concrete Supplier: United Test Specs.

Truck No.: 361 Slump (ASTM C-143) 2.25 Inches

Ticket No.: 116074 Air Content (ASTM C-231) 6.6 %

Date of Casting: 3-30-04 Conc. Temp. (ASTM C-1064) 64

Mix DlDescripUon: Class B Test Taken chute 4.5 Yards

28-Day Req. Strength: 3000 Waler Added 5 Gal.

Aggregate Correction Factor: YES

Specimen Spec. Spec. Ave. X-section Unit Total Unit Break Break Break
No.: Height Weight Diam. Area Weight Load Stress Type Date Age

inch lbs. inch inch I)C1 lbs

5 8.00 8.15 4.00 12.57 140.1 35720 2830 CM 4-6 7

6 8.00 8.15 4.01 12.63 139.3 0 4-27 28

7 8.00 8.10 4.00 12.57 139.2 0 4-27 28

8 8.00 8.10 4.00 12.57 139.2 0 Reserve

Remarks: Grand Junction Lincoin-DeVore requires a minimum
Sample Break Using Neoprene ‘Capping’ of 1 Working Days notice to schedule personnel for

any field testing and observations.

Specimen or Grand Junction Lincoln-DeVore cannot be
Cap Defects: responsible for any interpretations of the test results

by other than laboratory personnel.

Disthbution: 1-Client Field Testing performed in substantial conformance
to appropriate ASTM Standards.
Compressive Strength Test performed in substantial
conformance to ASTM C-29.

Final Report will include darn for all specimens and
will be sent after the 28-day breaks.

Does Sot M Required Sirength k’f GRAND JUNCTION LINCOLN DeVORE, Inc.

Date Issued:

I

?Thr:: CONCRETE COMPRESSIVE TEST REPORT
zrjC. GRAND JUNCTION

LINCOLN DeVORE, Inc.

GEOTECHNICAL

ENGINEERS-GEOl,OCASTS
Grand Junction, Colorado



Client: United Companies GJLD Job No. 90525-GJ
Field Test By: DC

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Location of Test: Sidcwalklcurb, Mm Dr., N. sm
0+60

Concrete Contractor: Cement Type:

Concrete Supplier: United Test Specs.

Truck No.: 361 Slump (ASTM C-143) 2.0 Inches

Ticket No.: 115951 Air Content (ASTM c-23t) 5.5 %

Date of Casting: 3-26-04 Conc. Temp. (ASTM C-1064) 66

Mix ID/Description: Class B Test Taken @ chute 4 Yards

28-Day Req. Strength: 3000 Water Added 5 Gal.

Aggregate Correction Factor: YES

Specimen Spec. Spec. Ava X-section Unit Total Unit Break Break Break
No.: Height Weight Diam. Area Weight Loud Stress Type Date Age

inch lbs. inch inch pci lbs psi

1 8.00 8.25 4.00 12.57 131.8 40800 3250 CM 4-2 7

2 8.00 8.30 4.01 12.63 142.0 0 4-23 28

3 8.00 8.30 4.00 12.57 142.7 0 4-23 28

4 8.00 8.35 4.01 12.63 142.8 0 Reserve

Remarks: Grand Junction Lincoln-DeVorc requires a minimum
Sample Break Using Neoprene ‘Capping’ of I Working Days notice to schedule personnel for

any field testing and observations.

Specimen or Grand Junction Lincoin-DeVore cannot be
Cap Defects: responsible for any interpretations of the Lest results

by other than laboratory personnel.

Distribution: 1-Client Field Testing performed in substantial confonnance
to appropriate ASTM Standards.
Compressive Strength Test performed in substantial
conformance to ASTM C-29.

Final Report will include data for all specimens and
will be sent after the 28-day breaks.

• Does Not Meet Required Strength (if GRAND JUNCTION LINCOLN DeVORE, Inc.
Applicable)

Date Issued:
4-2-04

r;:c CONCRETE COMPRESSIVE TEST REPORT

.

GRAND JUNCTION
LINCOLN DeVORE, Inc.

.

GEOThCHNICAL ENGINEERS-GLOLO(jlS ES
Grand Junction, Colorado
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Client: Haven Construction Report No: 1

Project: Christa Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 11-14-03

Location: Tesi By: RL

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GiLD Job No: 90630-Eli

TEST Nuclear (ASIM Nuclear (ASThl 2922) (ASTM D-1556) SPEC WICATIONS: Project: City: X County: Slate:
TYPE: 2922) Backscattcr Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COhWAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL
No. SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

1 Sewer main between MH Al & A2 © -4 BSG 98 95 12.1 +-2 124.O@l3.6 C

2 Sewer main between MH Al & A2 © -2 BSG 96 95 12.4 124,O@l3.6 c
3 Sewer main between MH Al & A2 © FSG 98 95 4.9 +-2 138.9@6.9 PR

;i’

DISTRIBUTION: KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LThCOLN,DeVQ.INC.

I-Client “ Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NotCohesive BY:

S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

M ModifledProctor PR = PitRun

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of pit m& or Nuclear Density Testing is .it;
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse greined soils may require performed for acceptance j%%’ ORAJJD
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined t,, : JUNCTION Geotechnicnl
uniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content, ASTM 04118: If soils with visual and penetration LINCOLN Engmeers
the fill area. contain oversize particles in excess of methods. ;. DeVORE Geologists

the limits of ASTM D47IR

a’,.’.lc
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Client: Haven Construction Report No: 2

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Dale of Test: 11-24-03

Location: Test Dy: RL

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. OSLO Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTSI Nuclear (ASTM 2922) (ASTM D-I556) SPEC WICATIONS: Project: City: X County: Slate:
TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION CO&WAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SO[L
No. SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

4 55, Lot 2, 81k 1 @-4’ 850 96 95 13.5 +-2 I 18.6@’I 5.2 C

5 55, Lot 2, 81k 1 @ -2’ 850 96 95 13.6 +-2 I 18.6(ä15.2 C

6 55, Lot 2, 81k 1 @ FSG 97 95 13.6 +-2 I 18.6€:15 2 C

7 Sewer main between MH Cl & C2 @ -4 650 99 95 13.4 +-2 I 18.&ã:l 5.2 C

S Sewer main between MI-I Cl & C2 © -2 BSG 95 95 14.0 +-2 I l8.6(iiflS.2 C

9 Sewer main between MH Cl & C2 FSG 97 95 14.3 +-2 I 18.6.I5.2 C

10 Sewer main between MH A&& Cl @ -4’ 850 97 95 13.9 +-2 I I8,6@15.2 C

11 Sewer main between MH P4& Cl @ -2 850 97 95 14.1 I t8.6I5.2 C

12 Sewer main between MH P3.& Cl @ FSG 97 95 13.7 +-2 I l8.6@I 5.2 C

13 SS, Lot 1, 81k 1 @‘ BSG 99 95 13.8 +-2 I 18.6@15.2 C

14 SS, Lot 1, 81k 1 @ -2’ BSG 99 95 13.4 +-2 I 18.6I5.2 C

15 SS, Lot 1, 81k 1 © FSG 98 95 13.4 +-2 I 18.6@l5.2 C

16 Sewer main between MH P& 81 © -4’ 850 98 95 — 13.6 +-2 I I8.6@15.2 C

DISTRfflUflON: Page 1 of 2 KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION L çOLN VORE, INC.

I-Client Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive

I-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT
l-Westwater Eng. M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of’pit run’ or Nuclear Density Testing is .

locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained ,oiIs may require perfonned for acceptance GRAND
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight Md Water control and is combined JUNCTION Geotechnical
uniform mix placement and compacive effort throughout Content. ASTM 0-4718. If soils with visual and penetration LINCOLN Engineers-
the fill area, contain oversize particles m excess of methods. f;. ‘<&iif DeVORE Geologiststhe limits of ASTM D-47l8
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Client: Haven Construction Report No: 2

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 11-24-03

Location: Test By: RL

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GJLD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (ASTNI 2922) (ASTNI D-1556) SPEC WICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:
TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC, MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR 5011..No, SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

17 Sewer main between MH Oa& 81 -2 BSG 98 95 13.6 +-2 I l8.6(ã115.2 C

IS Sewer main between MH B1 @ PSO 98 95 13.9 +-2 118 61Thl5.2 C

19 55, LotS, Blk 3 @ -4’ BSG 98 95 13.7 +-2 I 18.60)15.2 C

20 SS, LotS, 81k 3 @ -2’ BSG 97 95 13.8 +-2 118.6@l5.2 C

21 55. LotS, 81k 3 @ FSG 97 95 13.9 +2 118 6@15.2 C

22 55, Lot 4, 81k 3 @ -4’ BSG 97 95 14.2 +-2 I 18.6@I5.2 C

23 55, Lot 4, 81k 3 @ -2’ BSG 96 95 144 +-2 I 18.60)15.2 C

24 SS, Lot 4, 81k 3 @ FSG 97 95 14.1 +-2 I 18.6015.2 C

DISTRIBUTION: Page 2 of 2 KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION CO Dc C.

I-Client “ Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY: -““

I-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT
I -Wesflvater Eng. M Modified Proctor PR Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of’pit mn’ or Nuclear Density Testing is
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance

-

Lt%%%’ GRAND
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined ff: )7 JTJ’4CTIQN Geotechnicalunifomi mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content, ASTM D-4718. If soils vith visual and penetration LINCOLN Engineers-the fill area. contain oversize particles in excess of methods. DeVORE Geologiststhe limits ofASTM 13—1718
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Client: Haven Construction Report No. 3

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 11-26-03

Location: Test By: RL

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GiLD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (ASTM 2922) (ASTNI D-l556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: Suite:
TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL
No. SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

25 Sewer main between MH Cl & Dl @ -4’ BSG 97 95 13,3 +-2 I l8.6i15.2 C

26 Sewer main between MH Cl & Dl @ -2 BSG 97 95 13.6 +-2 I l8.6(ä’15.2 c

27 Sewer main between MH Cl & Dl @ FSG 96 95 14.1 +-2 l18.6@l5.2 C

28 SS, Lot 1, 81k 2 @4’ 850 98 95 13.9 1I8.6€15.2 C

29 SS, Lot I, 81k 2 @ -2’ 850 97 95 13.9 ±-2 I 18.6€ 15.2 C

30 55, Lot 1, 8tk2 © FSG 97 95 13.9 +-2 118.6iiTh15.2 C

31 55, Lot 6, 81k 4 @‘ 850 98 95 14.1 +-2 I I8.6Q15.2 C

32 55, Lot 6, 81k 4 @ -2’ 850 97 95 14.0 +-2 I l8.6(l5.2 C

33 55, Lot 6, Blk4 © FSG 99 95 13.6 +-2 l18.6@l5.2 C

DISTRThU11ON: KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive ,gRANDj3{J]ON L DeVORE, INC.

I-Client Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY: —-

1-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

I -Wcstwater Eng. M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of’pit run’ or Nuclear Density Testing is ,,;‘,

locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance r jtJLL’<ff GRAND
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Waler control and is combined ) JUNCTION Geotechmcal
uniform mix placement and compacfive effort throughout Content, ASTM 1)4718. If soils with visual and penetration

, %, LINCOLN Engineers-
the fill area, contain oversize particles m excess of methods. DeVORE Geologists

the limits of ASTM D-4718
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Client: Haven Construction Report No: 4

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 12-1-03

Location: Test By: DA

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GiLD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (ASThI 2922) (ASThI D-1556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:
TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACI1ON CONWAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL
No. SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

34 66, Lot 5, 81k 4 @2 BSG 97 95 16,6 -2 l09.4@17.5 C

35 66, Lot 5, 61k 4 @ FSG 97 95 13.1 123.3@14.6 C

36 SS, Lot 2, 61k 2 @ 2’ BSG 88’ 95 14.2” +-2 109.4@17.5 C

37 65, Lot 2, 61k 2 @ FSG 95 95 17.6 +-2 107.O(ñH9.O C

38 SS, Lot 3, 81k 2 @2’ 850 100 95 13.3 +-2 l23.3@14.6 C

39 65, Lot 3, SIR 2 FSG 95 95 14.4 +-2 I 17.8@16.L C

40 56, Lot 4, 61k 2 @2’ 850 95 95 18.0 -2 107.0@19.0 C

41 SS, Lot 4, 81k 2 @ FSG 95 95 18.6 -2 107.o@19.0 C

42 65, Lot 4, 81k 4 @2’ 850 96 95 18.1 l07.0@19.0 C

43 55, Lot 4, SIR 4 © FSG 90’ 95 19.1 +-2 107.0@19.O C

44 SS, LotS, 61k 2 @ 2’ 850 87’ 95 17.7 l07.0@19.0 C

45 66, LotS, 81k 2 @ FSG 89’ 95 16.2” +-2 107.O@l9.0 C

46 SS, Lot 6, 81k 2 @2’ 860 83’ 95 — 17.6 +-2 107.0@l9.0 C

DISTRthUHON: Page I of 3 KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION UN INC.

I-Client ** Fails Moisture Spec. NC NonCohesive

I-Vista Bog. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

l-Westwater Eng. M Modified Proctor PR Pit Run

NOTE Results rndicate in plac.e sod densities at the NuIear Density Testing ol pit run or Nuclear Density Testing is
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require perfonned for acceptance (A GRAND
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined /4 . JUNCTION Geotechnical
uniform mix placanent and compacüve effort throughout Content, AS1N 0-Ails. If soils iith üuaJ and penetration LINCOLN Engineers-
the fill area. contain oversize jmrtcles In excess of methods. DCVORE Geologists

the limits of ASTM 0-4718
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Client: Haven Construction Report No: 4

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 12-1-03

Location: Test By: CA

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GJLD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (ASTM 2922) (ASTM D-l556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: Suite:

TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. x Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURF MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL

No. % SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

47 55, Lot 6. 81k 2 @ FSG 83’ 95 153” +-2 I07.0äU9.0 C

48 Sewer main between MH 83 & 82 @ FSG 96 95 18.8 +-2 l07.Oliv19.0 C

49 Sewer main between MH 83 & 82 @2’ BSG 99 95 18.5 +-2 l07.0(ñ19.0 C

50 SS, Lot 7, Elk 2 @ FSG 98 95 17.3 +-2 107.0(ä19.O C

51 SS, Lot 7, Elk 2 @2’ 850 96 95 19.5 +-2 107.0@19M C

52 55, Lot 8, Elk 2 @ FSF 95 95 18.2 +-2 107.o@19.o C

53 55, Lots, Elk 2 @2 BSG 95 95 18.5 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

54 SS, Lot 1, Elk 3 @ FSG 96 95 17.5 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

55 55, Lot 1, BIk 3 @2’ 850 98 95 17.8 +-2 l07.O@l9.0 C

56 SS, Lot 3, 81k 4 @ FSG 98 95 14.1 +-2 I l7.8@l6.l C

57 SS, Lot 3, 81k 4 @2’ 830 93’ 95 16.0” +-2 l07.0@l9.0 C

58 Sewer main between MH 81 & 82 @ FSG toO 95 17.0 +4 I07.O@l9.0 c

59 Sewer main between MH 81 & B2 @2’ 850 99 95 18.0 +-2 107.O@19.0 C

DISTRfl3U]1ON: Page 2 of 3 KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LU’J .. RE, INC.

I-Client “ Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY:

1-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

1-Westwater Eng. M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear DcnsilyTcsting of’pit nm’or Nuclear Density Testing is

locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance )q GRAND

Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined 1: JUNCTION Geotechnical

uniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Contenç ASTM 1)4718: If soils with visual and penetration 1J.. f. LINCOLN Engineers-

the fill . contain oversize pertcles m excess of methods DeVORE Geologists
the limits ofASTM 0-4718
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Client: Haven Construction Report No: 4

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Dale of Test: 12-1-03

Locution: Test By: DA

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. OLD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASThI Nuclear (ASflI 2922) (ASThI fl-I 556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: Slate:

TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR 5011.
No. % SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

60 55, Lot 2, 81k 4 @ FSG 100 95 17.5 +-2 l07O@l9.O C

61 55, Lot 2, 81k 4 @2’ BSS 92’ 95 19.7 +-2 lO7.O@.190 C

62 SS, Lot 2, BIk 3 FSG 98 95 18.8 +-2 107.0019.0 C

63 55, Lot 2, 61k 3 @2 BSG 97 95 (7.2 +-2 107.0019.0 C

64 55, Lot 1, BIk 4 @2’ BSG 97 95 (4.5 +-2 I l7.SI6. I C

65 55, Lot 1, B1k4 @ FSG 97 95 140” +-2 107.01th19.0 C

66 SS, Lot 3, BIk 3 @2 BSG 86’ 95 15.8” +-2 107.00’l9.0 C

67 55, Lot 3, 81k 3 @ FSG 89’ 95 120” +-2 107.00j19.0 C

DISTRIBUTION: Page 3 of 3 KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINC QBE. INC.
-

I-Client “ Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY:

I-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

I-Westwater Eng. 1.1 Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of ‘pit run’ or Nuclear Density Testing is

locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance J% GRAND
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide conection of Unit Weight And Waler control and is combined JUNCTION Geotechnical

umfonu zmx placement and compachve effort throughout Content, ASIN D-47 IS If soils with visual and penetration IJNCOUJ Engineers-

the fill contain oversize particles in excess of methods. 1’ ‘‘‘ DeVORE Geologists
the limits ofASTM 1>4718
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Client: Haven Construction Report No: 5

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 12-2-03

Location: Test By: DA

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GJLD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASnI Nuclear (ASTM 2922) (ASTM D-l556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:
TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COtvWAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL
No. % SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

68 Sewer MH B1 @2’ SSG 98 95 16.1 +-2 109.4@17.5 C

69 Sewer MH 81 @ FSG 96 95 16.3 +-2 109.4@17.5 C

70 Sewer MH A2 @2’ BSG 96 95 16.0 +-2 109.4@l7.5 C

71 Sewer MHA1@ FSG 95 95 14.5 +-2 1l7.8(16.l C

72 Sewer MH Cl @2’ BSG 99 95 16.6 +-2 109.4@17.5 C

73 Sewer MH Cl @ FSG 99 95 17.0 +-2 l09.4(i’I7.5 C

74 Sewer MH C2 @2’ 850 97 95 16.1 +-2 109.4Th17.5 C

75 Sewer MH C2 @ FSG 99 95 17.4 +-2 109.4@17.5 C

76 Sewer MH Dl @ FSG 100 95 15.7 +-2 l09.4@17.5 C

77 Sewer MH Dl @2’ BSG 98 95 17.3 +-2 109.4@17,5 C

78 Sewer MH 83 @ FSG 98 95 16.1 +-2 109.4@17.5 C

79 Sewer MH 83 @2’ 880 95 95 16.8 +-2 109.4@17.5 C

80 Sewer MN 82 @ FSG 95 95 — 16.2 +-2 117.8@16.l C

DISTRIBUTION: Page I of 2 KEY: * Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION UN LN VQRE, INC.

1-Client Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY: ..

1-Vista Fag. S Standard Proctor ABC Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

l-Westwater Eng. M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of ‘pit run’ or Nuclear Density Testing is
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance GRAND
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combhied /4 JUNCTION Geotechnical
uniform mix placement and compadive effort throughout Content, ASThI D-47 18. If soils with visual and penetration JCOLN Engineers-
the fill area. contain oversize particles in excess of methods. DeVORE Geologists

the limits ofA8Th4 V.4118



Client: Haven Construction Report No: 5

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 12-2-03

Location: Test By: DA

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GJLD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (MThf 2922) (ASTM 01 556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:
TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOW
No. % SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

81 Sewer MH B2 @2’ BSG 96 95 17.1 +-2 l09.4@I7.5 C

DTSTRfflUUON: Page 2 of 2 KEY: * Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINCOL Dc 0
—

I-Client Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY: - —

I-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

I -Westwater Eng. M Modified Proctor FR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of ‘pit ma’ or Nuclear Density Testing is
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance GRAND
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined JUNCTION Geotechnical
milfonn mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content, AS1N D471g. if soils with visual and penetration LINCOLN Engineers-
the fill area contain oversize particles in excess of methods. DeVORE Geologists

the limits of ASTM D-4718

J LJ LU CJ LU LJ C C
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ClienL Haven Construction Report No: 6

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 12-3-03

Location: Test By: DA

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GiLD Job No: 90630-GJ

fl3Sr Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (ASThI 2922) (ASTM D-1556) SPECIFICATIONS: Projeel: City: X County: Stale:
TYPE: 2922) Bnckscatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Loculion of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE I’ROCFOk I SOIL
No. % SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

82 Irrigation x-ing, E end of Mia St, sta 2+70 @ FSG 100 95 13.6 I23.3il4.6 C

83 Irrigation x-ing, Mia St.. sta 0+50 @ FSG 98 95 16.1 +-2 II 7.grãu 6. I C

84 Irrigation x-ing, W end of Four Corner Dr., property line @ FSG 97 95 18.4 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

65 Irrigation x-ing, Crista Lee Wy., sta 170 © FSG ioo 95 13.3 +-2 I23.3I4.6 C

67A RETEST 96 95 14.1 +-2 I 17.8(&16 I C

66A RETEST 97 95 15.8 +-2 I 17.8(fr16.I C

GSA RETEST 96 95 15.1 +-2 I 17.8(ä16.l C

61A RETEST 98 95 15.5 +-2 I l7.81d 16.1 C

43A RETEST 97 95 20.0 +-2 l07.Oc.l9.0 C

47A RETEST 98 95 18.5 +-2 107.0(1119.0 C

46A RETEST 96 95 17.9 +-2 l07.0(ã?l9.0 C

44A RETEST 98 95 19.0 +-2 l07.0(d’19.0 C

45A RETEST 96 95 — 18.9 +-2 107.0@l9.0 C

DISTRIBUTION: Page I of 2 KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINC LN DeVORE, INC.

1-Client Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive

1-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

I -Weslwuter Eng. M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing orpit mn’ or Nuclear Density Testing is
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse groined soils may require performed for acceptance - oimn
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correclion of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined

.
JUNCTION Geotechnical

uniform nux placement and compadive effort throughout Content, ASTM 0-4718. If soils with visual and penetration LINCOLN Engineers-
the fill area. contain oversize particles in excess of methods. fr %‘j’’r DeVORE Geologists

the limits Of ASTM 0-4718

C



Client: Haven Construction Report No: 6

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 12-3-03

Location: Test By: DA

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GJLD Job No: 9D630-GJ

lEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (ASTM 2922) (ASThI D-t556) SPECWICA1]ONS: Project: City: X County: State:
TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL
No. % SPEC % COWL % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

36A RETEST 100 95 17.5 +-2 l07.0@l9.0 C

e

DISTRIBUTION: Page 2 of 2 KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LIN VORE, INC.

I-Client “ Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY:

I-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

l-Westwat& Eng. M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of ‘pit ran’ or Nuclear Density Testing is
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coane grained soils may require performed for acceptance GRAND
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined j JUNCTION Geotechitical
uniform mix placement and compacilve effort throughout Content ASTM 1)4718. If soils with visual and penetration i4.

. LINCOLN Engineers-
the fill area contain oversize penicles In excess of methods. ‘4’’ DeVORE Geologists

the limits of ASTM 1)4118

LJ LJ LJ LJ ===== C C C EZ C = C
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Cheat: Haven Construction Report No: 7

Priject: Crista Lee Subdivision Date olTest: 12-10-03

Locution: Test By: RL, BK

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GiLD Job No: 90630-GJ

lEST Nuclear (ASThI Nuclear (ASTM 2922) (ASTM D-1556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:
1YPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test I Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL
No. SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

86 Water main, Crista Lee Wy., sta 0+50 @ -2’ BSG 96 95 16.2 +-2 I 17.8a45.6 C

87 Water main, Crista Lee Wy., sta 0+50 @ FSG 99 95 14.1 +-2 I 17.SqrIS.6 C

88 Water main, Crista Lee Wy., sta 2÷50 @ -2’ BSG 99 95 14.2 +-2 I 17.tVäN5.6 C

89 Water main, Crista Lee Wy., sta 2±50 @ FSG 98 95 14.3 +-2 I 17.8l5.6 C

90 Water valves intersection of Crista Lee & Mia Dr Q -2’ BSG 97 95 14.4 +-2 I I7,81äU5.6 C

91 Water valves intersection of Crista Lee & Mia Dr @ FSG 98 95 14.5 +-2 I 17.8(i?15.6 C

92 Water main, Mia Dr., sta 1÷00 @ -2’ BSG 99 95 19.0 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

93 Water main, Mia Dr. sta 1±00 @ FSG 99 95 18.9 +-2 107.O@19 0 C

94 Water main, Mia Dr sta 3±00 -2’ BSG 99 95 18.9 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

95 Water main, Mia Dr., sta 3±00 @ FSG 99 95 18.6 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

96 WS, Lots 4 & 5, BIk 3 @ -2’ BSG 97 95 18.2 +-2 107.0(ä)l9,t) C

97 WS, Lots 4 & 5, BIk 3 FSG 95 19.5 +-2 lO7.(yiI9.0 C

98 Water main, Tianna Wy., sta 0÷50 @ -2’ BSG 96 95 — 19.9 +-2 l07.0@19.0 C

DIS1RIBUTION: Page I of 6 KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINC 13ev RE, INC.

I-Client “ Fails Moisth Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY:

I-Vista ET1g. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

l-Westwater Eng. M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of ‘pit ma’ or Nuclear Density Testing is
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse gmined soils may require perfonnod for acceptance J GRAND
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight Md Water control and is combined

. JUNCTION Geotechnical
uniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content, ASTM 1)4718. II soils with visual and penetration LINCOLN Engineers-
the fill area. contain oversize particles in excess of methods. DeVORE Geologists

the limits of ASTM D-4718



IZD 0 = OJ C 0 r -

Client: Raven Construction Report No: 7

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 12-10-03

Location: Test By: RL, UK

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GiLD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (Asmi Nuclear (ASTXI 2922) (ASTM 1>1556) SPECWICATIONS: Project: City: X County: Stale:

TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL

No. % SPEC. % CaNT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

99 Water main, Tianna Wy., sta 0÷50 @ FSG 97 95 19.2 +-2 l07.O@19.0 C

100 WS, Lot 3, 81k 3 @ -2’ 850 97 95 18.5 ‘--2 107.02119.0 C

101 WS, Lot 3, 81k 3 @ FSG 98 95 14.0 -2 I 17.8(21)15.6 C

102 WS, Lots I & 2, elk 4 @ -2’ RSG 96 95 18.8 -2 107.0Th190 C

103 WS, Lots 1 & 2, Elk 4 @ FSG 96 95 19.5 -2 I07.0@19.0 C

104 WS, Lots 1 & 2, 81k 3 @ -2’ 850 98 95 19.8 -2 107.O@l9.O C

105 WS Lots 1 & 2, Elk 3 @ FSG 97 95 19.6 +-2 107.0@l9.0 C

106 Water main, Tianna Wy., sta 2÷50 @ -2 BSG 98 95 19.1 +-2 107.0(21H9.l) C

107 Water main! Tianna Wy., sta 2+50 @ FSG 97 95 19.3 -2 I07.021’i9.0 C

108 Water valves intersection of Tianna & Four Corners Dr @ -2’ 850 97 95 19.8 -2 107.0(d’l 9.0 C

109 Water valves intersection of Tianna & Four Corners Dr @ FSG 97 95 20.2 -2 107.0’2N 9.0 C

110 WS, Lots 7 & 8, 61k 2 @ -Z 650 98 95 18.6 +-2 107.0@l9.0 C

111 WS, Lots 7 & 8, 31k 2 @ FSG 97 95 — 18.7 +-2 107.0(21)19.0 C

DISTRIBUTION: Page 2 of 6 KEY: * Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRANDON L Dcv

I-Client “ Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive BY:__—

1-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

l-Westwater Eng. M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of pit mit’ or Nuclear Density Testing is
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance GRAND

Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined JUNCTION Geotechnical

uniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content, ASTM D-47 IS. If soils with visual and penetration -‘,9 LINCOLN Engineers-

the fill area. contain oversize particles in excess of methods. ‘- DeVORE Geologists
the limits of ASTM D-4718
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Client: Haven Construction Report No: 7

Prject: Crista Lee Subdivision Dale of Test: 12-10-03

Location: Test Br RL, BK

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GILD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (ASTM 2922) (ASTM D-1556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: Stale:

TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. x Sand Cone

Test Localion of Test COMPACTION COiVWAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOil,

No. SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

112 Water valve, Four Corners Dr., sta 4+00 @ -2 BSG 99 95 19.2 +2 107.0@l 90 C

113 Water valve, Four Corners Dr., sta 4+00 © FSG 99 95 3 9.0 +-2 107iYth1 9.0 C

114 Water main, Four Corners Dr., sta 0+50 @ -2 BSG 98 95 18.4 +4 107.0@19,0 C

115 Water main, Four Corners Dr., sta 0+50 @ FSG 97 95 20.3 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

116 FH & valve, Four Corners Dr., sta 1+50 @ -2’ BSG 97 95 18.8 +-2 107.0@l9.0 C

117 FH & valve, Four Corners Dr, sta 1+50 FSG 98 95 18.8 +-2 l07.0@’l9.0 C

118 Water main, Four Corners Dr., sta 2+50 @ -2’ BSG 99 95 19.0 +4 107.0@l9.0 C

119 Water main, Four Corners Dr., sIn 2+50 @ FSG 99 95 18.5 +-2 1U7.O@19.0 C

120 WS, Lot 3, 81k 4 @ -2’ BSG 99 95 18.8 ±-2 107.O@19.0 C

121 WS, Lot 3, 81k 4 © FSG 98 95 19.1 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

122 WS, Lot 4, 81k 4 © -2 BSG 98 95 19.3 +2 107.0(Zi)19,0 C

123 WS, Lot 4, 81k 4 © FSG 99 95 19.0 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

124 WS, Lots 5 & 6, 81k 2 © -2’ BSG 98 95 — 18.6 +-2 107.0(ä)19.0 C

DIS11UBUflON: Page 3 of 6 KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION L t)eV ‘, INC.

I-Client “ Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive

I-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

l-Westwaler Eng. M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Resulls indicate in-place soil densities at the NuclcarDensityTesting of ‘pit ma’ or Nuclear Density Testing is .

locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soil, may require perfonned for acceptance GRAND

Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Waler control and is combined . JUNCTION Geotechnical

uniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content, ASTM D-4718. If soils with visual and penetration fr. LINCOLN Engineers-

the fill area. contain oversize jmrticles in excess of methods. %EI
‘ DeVORE Geologists

the limits ofASTM 1)4718
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Client: Haven Construction Report No: 7

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Dale olTest: 12-10-03

Location: Test Dy: RL, BK

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GiLD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (tSflI Nuclear (ASTh1 2922) (ASTM U)-! 556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: Cily: X County: Stale:
TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. x Sand Cane

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL

No. % SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

125 WS, Lots 5 & 6, 61k 2 FSG 99 95 19.0 +-2 107.Or?i’l9.0 C

126 Water main, Four Corners Dr., sta ??? @ -2’ BSG 97 95 19.5 +-2 107.0(ü19.0 C

127 Water main, Four Corners Dr., sta ??? @ FSS 99 95 19.1 +-2 107.0(1119.0 C

128 WS, LotS, 81k 2 @ -2’ BSG 97 95 20.7 +-2 I07.0’N9.0 C

129 WS, Lot 3, 61k 2 @ FSG 99 95 19.2 +-2 107.0(1119.0 C

130 WS, Lot 4, 61k 2 @ -2’ BSG 99 95 ISA +-2 1070(1119.0 C

131 WS, Lot 4, Elk 2 @ FSG 98 95 18.7 +-2 107.0(d 19.0 C

132 Water main, Jacob Wy., sta 2+50 © -2’ BSG 100 95 182 +-2 107.0@(9.0 C

133 Water main, Jacob Wy., sta 2+50 © FSG 99 95 18.1 +-2 l07.U@19,0 C

134 WS, Lot 3, 61k 2 @ -2’ BSG 99 95 18.6 +-2 107.0(1119.0 C

135 WS, Lot 3, 61k 2 © FSG 99 95 18.9 +-2 107.0@19.0 C

136 WS, Lot 2, 61k 2 © -2’ BSG 96 95 14.7 +-2 I I7.8thl5.6 C

137 WS, Lot 2, 61k 2 © FSG 95 95 — 14.4 +-2 1 l7.S()I5.6 C

DISTRIBU11ON: Page 4 of 6 KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTIONJ2JC6LNJYORE iNC

—
I-Client “ Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive

I-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

l-Westwater Eng. 1.1 Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of ‘pit mu’ or Nuclear Density Testing is

locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance /-i GRAND

Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight Md Water control and is combined . JUNCTION Geotechnical

uniform mix placement and compadive effort throughout Content, ASTM D-47t8. If soils with visuai and penetration
I LINCOLN Engineers-

the fill area. contain oversize particles in excess of methods. P. DeVORE Geologists
the limits of ASTM 1>4718



C C C cc •c c = C C LU

I4oject: Crista Lee Subdivision

Location:

Test
No.

19.1

19.2

18.7

18.7

18.7

18.9

13.3

13,8

13.8

13.6

14.4

14.2

14.2

Date of Test: 12-10-03

Test By: RL, BK

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed.

IIST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear(Asnt 2922) (ASflID-1556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: Stale:
TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. x Sand Cone

138

139

140

141

142

143

144

145

146

147

146

149

150

WS, Los 5 & 6, BIk 4 -2’ BBS

Location of Test

WS, Los 5 & 6, 01k 4 © FSG

Water main Jacob Wy.. sta 0÷50 @ -2’ BSG

Water main, Jacob Wy., sta 0+50 © FSG

FH & valve, Jacob Wy., sta 0+30 © -2’ BBS

FH & valve, Jacob Wy., sta 0+30 @ FSG

Water valve intersection of Jacob WY & Mia Dr © -2’ 855

Water valve intersection of Jacob Wy & Mia Dr © FSG

WS, Lot 1, elk 1 © -2’ BSG

WS, Lot 1, 01k 1 @ FSG

WS, Lot 2, 61k 1 © -2’ 855

WS, Lot 2, 01k 1 @ FSG

C0MPAfl10N COMPAC.
% SPEC,%

99

99

99

98

log

99

98

99

95

95

95

95

95

95

95

95

95

95

95

95

95

MOISTURE
CONT. %

MOISTURE
SPEC. %

GLD Job No: 90630-GJ

PROCTOR
VALUE

107.n@19.0

l070@l9.fl

l070@l9.fl

107.fl@l9.0

107 19.0

I07.0@I9.0

123 3@13.9

I 17.8@15.6

I I7.8(àl5,6

I I7.8@l5.6

I I7.8115.6

I 17.8@15.6

I 17.8@’IS.U

So’
TYPE

C

C

C

C

C

C

C

C

C

C

C

C

C

+-2

+-2

+-2

+-2

±-2

+-2

+-2

+-2

+-2

+-2

+-2

+-2

1--2

Client: Haven Construction RepodNo: 7

DISTRIBUTION: Page 5 of 6

I-Client

I -Vista Lug.

Water main, Mia Dr., sta 3+50 @ -2’ 655

I -Westwater lEng.

1(10

99

98

99

95

KEY: * Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive

“ Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive

S Standard Proctor ABC Aggregate Base

M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE. Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of’pit mn’ or Nuclear Dcnsity Tcsling is —.

locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction oilier coarse gmined soils may require performed for acceptance it GRAND
Lincoln ])eVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined JUNC11ON Geotechnical
wtilonn mis placement and compaclive effort throughoLit Content, ASTM 0-4718. If soils with visual and penetration / LINCOLN Engineers-
the fill area conlain oversize particles in excess of methods. I . DeVORE Geologists

Ihe limits of ASTM 0-4718

FiLL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT



—- ; C LJ LJ r’. C EZJ . C —, j

Client ‘Haven Construction Report No: 7

l’iajcct: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 12-10-03

Location: Test By RL, BK

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GiLD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (ASThI 2922) (ASflf D-t556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. x Sand Cone

Test Locution of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR 501No. % SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

151 Waler main, Mia Dr., sta 3+50 @ FSG 95 +-2 117.8@15.6 C

DISTRIBUTION: Page 6 of 6 KEY: * Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND 31JNCçDIN_ C.

I-Client ** FaiLs Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive

I -Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT
l-Westwater Eng, M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE Results indicate in place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Tesung of pu ma or Nuclear Density Testmg is
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse gmined soils may require performed for acceptance GRAND
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight Md Water control and is combined JUNCTION Geotcchnical
unifomi mi placement and compactive effort throughout Content, AS1N D-4718. If soils viIh sual and penetration 6. LINCOLN Engineers-
the fill j- contain oversize particles in excess of methods. DeVORE Geologists

the limits of ASTM D-4718
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Client: Haven Construction Report No; S

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 12-11-03

Location: Test By: RL

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GILD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (45131 Nuclear(ASTM 2922) (ASTM D-1556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:
TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Locution of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL
No. % SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

152 Sewer MH Al @ -8’ BSG 97 95 5.0 +-2 138.9@6.9 C

153 Sewer MH Al @8 BSG 98 95 5.1 138.9@6.9 C

154 Sewer MH Al @4’BSG 96 95 5.0 +-2 138.9@6.9 C

155 Sewer MH Al @ -2’ BSG 99 95 5.2 +-2 138.90j6.9 C

156 Sewer MH Al @ FSG 95 95 5.5 +-2 138.9@6.9 C

157 FH & valve, Chsta Lee Wy., sta 0+50 @ -2’ BSG 98 95 13.5 +-2 I l8.6@15.2 C

158 Fl-I & valve, Crista Lee Wy., sta 0+50 @ FSG 97 95 13.3 +-2 I l8.6tI5.2 C

159 Water main, Crista Lee Wy., sta 0+40 @ -2’ BSG 97 95 13.5 +-2 I I8.6tI5.2 C

160 Water main, Crista Lee Wy., sta 0+40 FSG 99 95 13.5 +-2 I I8.615.2 C

DISTRIWmON: KEY: * Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINCOLN DCVORE, INC.

1-Client Fails Moistwe Spec. NC NonCohesive BY:
‘

I-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY

l-WestwaterEng. M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of ‘pit ma’ or Nuclear Density Testing is
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse gmind soils may require performed for acceptance /0 GRAND
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined JUNCTION Geotechnical
uniform mix placement and compacthe effort throughout Conleni, ASThI D-4718. If soils with visiwl and penetration %. LINCOLN Engineers-
the fill area contain oversize perticles in excess of methods. eVORE Geologists

the limits ofASTh( D-4718
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Client: Haven Construction RepOti No: 9

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 2-12-04

Location: Test By: RL

Rock correction applied to proclor, as needed. GJLD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (ASTM 2922) .\SThl 1)1556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: Cit: X County: Stale:
TYPE: 2922) Bockscatter Direct Trans. x Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR Soft,
No. SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

161 Utility x-ing, Crista Lee Wy., sta 2+20 @ FSG 97 95 19.0 l07.0@.t9.0 C

162 Utility x-ing, Mia Dr., sta 0÷25 @ FSG 96 95 39.5 +-2 I07.0N 9.0 C

163 Utility x-ing, Jacob Wy., sta 0+05 @ FSG 96 95 19.5 +-2 lo7.o@H9.o C

164 Utility x-ing, Four Corneys, sta 6±35 @ FSG 96 95 18.6 +-2 107.0@l9.0 C

165 Utility x-ing, Four Corners Dr., W end @ FSG 96 95 19.8 l07.0@’19.0 C

166 Utility x-ing, Tianna Wy., sta 2±75 @ FSG 96 95 18.3 107.0@I9.0 C

DISTIUBUflON: KEY: • Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINCOLN VORE, INC.
C ‘Z’

I-Client “ Fails Moisture Spec. NC NonCohesive BY:

I-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSiTY TEST DAILY REPORT

l-Westwater Eng. M Modified Proclor PR = Pit Run

NOTE; Resuits indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of’pit ma’ or Nuclear Density Testing is
locutions and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse gmined soils may require performed for acceptance GRAND
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correclion of Unit Weight And Water conlmt and is combined JUNCTION Geotechnical
tuilfonn mix placement and compacilve effort througbout Content, ASTM 114718: If soils with visual and penelration LINCOLN Engineers-
the fill area, contain oversize particles m excess of methods. DeVORE Geologists

the limits of ASTM D-4718



C C LZJ C C C = C C C C C = C

Client: Haven Construction Report No: 10

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 3-19-04

Location: Test B’: RL

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GiLD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nticlcar(ASTM 2922) (ASTM D-t556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:
TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. x Sand Cone

Test Location olTest COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL
No. SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

167 Irrigation Crossing. Crista Lee. sta 0±25. I’ BSG 100 95 15.9 ±-2 I I 2.4’i 17.3 C

166 Irrigation Crossing. Crista [ce. sta 0—25. FSG 100 95 15.5 “2 I I2.¾1 7.3 C

169 Irrigation, Man Hole. Crisia Lee. sta 0+25.6: FSG 96 95 16.0 “2 I I2.3t 17.3 C

DISTRIBUTION: KEY: • Fails Compaction C Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINCOLN DeVORE, INC.

I-Client

Spec

“ Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive

I -Vista Eng. S Standard Procior ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

I-Westsvater Eng. M Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear DensityTestingofpitmn’ or Nuclear Density Testing is — -.. GRAND

locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction othercoame gnined soils may require performed for acceptance JUNCTION Geotechnical
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide cotrection of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined LINCOLN Engineers-
uniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content ASTM B—UI 8. If soils with visual and penetration DeVORE Geologists

the fill area. contain oversize particles in excess of methods. ri.?

the limits ofASTM D47IS



-- = C = 0 C

Client. Haven Construction Report No: 11

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 3-29-04

Location: Test By: RL

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GJLD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (ASTM 2922) (ASTM D1556) SPECWJCA]]ONS: Project: City: X County: State:
TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct Trans. x Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL
No. % SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

57A RETEST 96 95 17.0 +-2 1 l2.4rl7.3 C

56A RETEST 96 95 17.3 I 12.4@17.3 C

170 Sewer MH A2 @ -2’ BSG 98 95 15.6 115.3@16.5 C

171 Sewer MH A2 © FSG 96 95 16.1 I I5.316.5 C

DISTRiBUTiON: KEY: * Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINCOLN YC , INC.

1-Client “ Fails Moisture Spec. NC NonCohesive BY:

I-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

I -WesPvater Eng. 1.4 Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of ‘pit run’ or Nuclear Density Testing is
locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceplance 1ff GRAND
Lincoln DeVote has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight Md Water control and is combined JUNCTION Geotechnical
uniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content, ASTM D-4718. If soils with visual and penetration ‘/4 LINCOLN Engineers-
the fill area. contain oversize particles in excess of methods. f..Lcil’;’ DeVORE Geologists

the limits ofASTM D-47t8



L_.J L_J Ui C C C C C C C C

Zlient: Haven Construction ReponNo: 12

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test: 4-15-04

Location: Test By: RL

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GiLD Job No: 90630-GJ

TEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (ASIM 2922) (ASTNI D-1556) SPECLFICATLONS: Project: City: X County: State:
TYPE: 2922) Bacbcatter Direct Trans. X Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL
No. SPEC. % CONT. % SPEC. % VALUE TYPE

172 Utility Crossing, Crista Lee Entrance, © FSG 97 95 12.3 +-2 123.31aJ13.9 C

DISTRIBUTION: KEY: • Fails Compaction C Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINCOLN DeVORE, INC.

I-Client

Spet

‘ Fails Moisture Spec. NC = NonCohesive

I-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

l-Wespvatcr Eng. NI Modified Proctor PR = Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the NuclearDensity Testingof ‘pitnm’ or Nuclear Density Testing is r[ ;
GRAND

locations and depths identified above. Grand Junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance ; JUNCTION Geotechnical
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Water control and is combined ‘jt. LINCOLN Engineers-
uniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content. ASTM D-47t8. If soils with visual and penetration DeVORE Geologists

the fill area, contain oversize particles in excess of methods.
the limits of ASTM D47I8



C C C C C C = - = C

Client: Haven Construction Report No: 13

Project: Crista Lee Subdivision Date of Test 54-04

Localion: Test By: RL

Rock correction applied to proctor, as needed. GiLD Job No: 90630-GJ

‘LEST Nuclear (ASTM Nuclear (ASTM 2922) (ASTM D-1556) SPECIFICATIONS: Project: City: X County: State:
TYPE: 2922) Backscatter Direct ‘Earns. x Sand Cone

Test Location of Test COMPACTION COMPAC. MOISTURE MOISTURE PROCTOR SOIL
No. % SPEC.% CONT,% SPEC.% VALUE TYPE

173 Sewer, MH C-i, Grade Change, FSG 98 95 15.2 +-2 I 15.BTh16.5 C

174 Sewer, MH D-1, Grade Change, © FSG 97 95 15.5 ÷-2 115.111216.5 C

175 Sewer, MH B-3, Grade Change, © FSG 98 95 15.2 +-2 I I5.II6.5 C

176 Sewer, MH 8-2, Grade Change, FSG 99 95 15.1 +-2 I l5.Il6.5 C

177 Sewer, MH B-i Grade Change, FSG 98 95 15.5 +-2 I l5.I(I6.5 C

178 Sewer, MH A-2, Grade Change, © FSG 97 95 15,9 I l5.1l6,5 C

179 Sewer, MH C-2, Grade Change, © FSG ioo 95 15.6 +-2 I 15.111iJ’16.5 C

DISTRIBUTION: KEY: ‘ Fails Compaction Spec. C = Cohesive GRAND JUNCTION LINCOLN DeVORE, ‘C.

I-Client Fails Moisture Spec. NC NonCohesive BY:

I-Vista Eng. S Standard Proctor ABC = Aggregate Base FILL DENSITY TEST DAILY REPORT

I-Westwater Eng. M Modified Proctor PR Pit Run

NOTE: Results indicate in-place soil densities at the Nuclear Density Testing of ‘pit ran’ or Nuclear Density Tcst’rng is
locations and depths identified above. Grand junction other coarse grained soils may require performed for acceptance I it ‘Z GRAND
Lincoln DeVore has relied on the contractor to provide correction of Unit Weight And Waler control and is combined

— ) JUNCTION Geoicchn,cal
uniform mix placement and compactive effort throughout Content ASTM D—t1I8. If soils ‘wth vmual and penetration LINCOLN Engineers-

the fill area contain oversize particles in excess of methods. F; DeVORE Geologists
the limits of ASTM 0-4718



Sample Origin Crista Lee Subdivision Test By DA, JS

Material Description Sandy lean clay Test Date 12-2-03

Soil Type CL Sample #

Sieve

_______

Size

________

5”
3”
2 1/2”
2”
1W

A 1”
3/4’,

___________ ______

1/2’
3/8”
4 100
10 98
20 95
40 91
100 73

________

- 200 56.7
002

I.-—

I 0.005
4. I

I

I
T”

TEST RESULTS

107.0 pci
19.0%

MAXIMUM DENSITY:
OPTIMUM MOISTURE:

ROCK CORRECTION:
MAXIMUM DENSITY:

OPTIMUM MOISTURE:

—I

Passing

:1. a.: TESTMETHOD:

‘

PREP. METHOD:

______

HAMMER:
1 1 FRACTION USED:

Nj .f MOLD SIZE:

Ill

ASTM D-698
MOIST
MANUAL
44
4” diameter

170

160

150

140

130

120

110

100

+2
I t I t

T
It’’
I I I

4 4
I +

I I

Specific Gravity:
Liquid Limit:

Plastic Limit:
Plasiticfty Index:

I I I
Ii,
.0

:\
I I I I
I I I I

F I F
i

....I....1 I 4 I I + I I I..’-l I I
I I t I F I t liLt tI I —‘—i tti t

I I I ‘TPr TI

I [Ii Jill III 1111 L7fGs260J
I I I I I I 1.1 I I I 1,1
I I + I 4 I + I-I--I- 4 I—I I 4
I Ft t I I I t II I F I II 5250
I I I I I I I I I
I [I! [II III [ JIlt LI I Iii

if 11 1 [1I1[ II1I{IE
90

0 5 10 15

MOISTURE - % of DRY WEIGHT

20 25 30

: Crista Lee Subdivision

. Grand Junction, CO

GRAND JUNCTION Haven Construction

LINCOLN - DeVORE, Inc. Grand Junction, CO

Geotechnical Consultants Job No. Drawn Date
Grand Junction, Colorado 90630-GJ 8W 12-12-03
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CERTIFICATION

I hereby certi’ that this Final Drainage Report for Crista Lee Subdivision was prepared under
my direct supervision.

Patrick M. O’Connor, PE.
Registered Professional Engineer
State of Colorado, #20759
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FINAL DRAINAGE REPORT
CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION

1± LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

Crista Lee Subdivision contains approximately 6.00 acres (including 0.356 acres of open space) and is
located just east of the current Grand Junction city limits at 2933 B ¼ Road (south side). Proposed
development of the site shall consist of one Filing containing 21 lots for a finished density of 3.50 units per
acre. It is currently located within a Mesa County zoning district designated “RSF-R”. The City has given
the site a future land use designation of “Residential Medium-Low”, having a dwelling density of 2 to 4
units per acre. The preliminary plan shows the location of the property in relation to the surrounding
vicinity. Only one tax parcel, numbered 2943-293-00-141, is contained within the site.

Development of this site will provide improvements to drainage problems which have existed in the area
for many years. Elimination of flood-irrigation practices and creation ofa stormwater management facility
will reduce peak flows exiting the property and improve runoff conditions downstream where residents
have experienced flooding and capacity problems in the existing culverts.

Existing streets in the vicinity include B ‘/2 Road adjacent immediately to the north, 29 Road to the west,
and 29 ¼ Road to the east. Kathy Jo Lane exists in the subdivision immediately adjacent to the south, but
is not stubbed north into this proposed development. Urban residential streets are proposed to extend into
the adjacent parcels to the east and west to provide neighborhood connectivity. Ml streets and utilities will
be constructed in conformance with current City of Grand Junction Standards and Specifications. The
project will be designed to comply with the standards listed in the current City of Grand Junction Zoning
and Development Code for an “RSF-4” zoning.

The site is currently vacant and being utilized as flood-irrigated pasture. Two small independently owned
parcels exist along B ½ Road on each side of the access to the project. Other similar undeveloped parcels
surround the site. A land-use application is currently pending for the adjacent property to the west
(Preliminary Plan). Access to the project will occur mainly from the B ¼ Road entrance, but can also be
accomplished from the east and west stub streets once the adjacent parcels are developed.

Landscaping of the open space tract will consist of a low-maintenance native grass with irrigation and shall
be installed by the developer per Landscape Plans prepared during final design. Surface maintenance of
this open space tract will ultimately become the responsibility of the Homeowners Association, The
landscaping, and maintenance, of all single family lots will be the responsibility of individual lot owners.

The soils at the site have been evaluated by a geotechnical analysis included within the Preliminary
Plan and are typical for the Orchard Mesa area. The soils generally consist of Hinman Clay and
Hinman Clay Loam. These soils are categorized as hydrologic soils group “C” which have low
infiltration capability and moderate to high runoff potential. This should not pose an adverse impact to
development of the site. In addition, an “environmental transaction screen” was performed. There are
no known geological or environmental hazards at this location.



IL EXTSTING DRAINAGE CONDITIONS

MAJOR BASIN

Crista Lee Subdivision is located on Orchard Mesa within a small independent basin and, given the
close proximity of the Colorado River, is not within any identified major basin. Contours on
topographic maps of the vicinity included in the appendix show that a small drain ditch once existed
near the northeast corner of the project which drained approximately one mile to the northwest before
entering directly into the river. This ditch has apparently been covered by the Orchard Mesa Irrigation
District to accommodate installation of a large irrigation transmission pipeline and no longer functions
as a surface-flow drain path to the river.

Crista Lee Subdivision does not exist within the 100 year floodplain of the Colorado River Basin or any
other basin as delineated by the July 15, 1992 Flood Insurance Rate Maps produced by FEMA (partial
copy enclosed in the Appendix - Panel Number 080115 0490 C).

SITE

Topography of the property is relatively “flat” in nature, sloping generally north toward B ‘/ Road at an
average rate of less than one percent. Pasture grasses cover most of the site with surface ditches
providing irrigation deliveiy and tail-water collection around the perimeter. Irrigation is delivered to
the property by an Orchard Mesa Irrigation District pipeline existing in the southeast corner of the site.
Runoff from the site has historically flowed north to be collected by road ditches along B ‘/2 Road.
These ditches flow west to 29 Road, then north to the Colorado River. One ditch, along the south side
of the roadway which doubled as an irrigation conveyance, flowed along this same alignment and was
replaced with a 10’ pipeline by irrigation users. Runoff from sites along B 1/2 Road currently continues
to drain into this pipeline at several openings along the roadway. Overflows, generally created by
flood-irrigation return-flows, enter the pipeline until exceeding pipe capacity when they then spill into
the smaller swales along the road. Information provided by Jim Rooks of Orchard Mesa Irrigation
District and representatives of an informal group of homeowners in the area indicate that these
overflows have created flooding and other capacity problems downstream.

OFF-SITE EMPACTS TO THE SITE

Offsite surface runoff in the vicinity is collected and diverted away from the site by the existing
developments, properties, and ditches surrounding the project. Existing topography of the area can
been seen from maps in the appendix to drain generally north and west, toward the river. A large
subdivision exists immediately south of the site which contains and discharges runoff to the west
through its own system of streets and stormwater management.



111. PROPOSED DRAINAGE CONDITIONS

CHANGES IN DRAINAGE PATTERNS

No change in the released drainage pattern is proposed for the site. Drainage patterns within the site
will be modified to accommodate development and to better control surface flows to designated
collection areas. Development of the site will eliminate flood-irrigation practices through the
installation of a pressurized irrigation system delivering water to each lot for distribution to small
individual lawns. Upon development, runoff will flow into the streets to be collected, detained, and
released at a controlled rate from the detention facility proposed within the 13,000 square-foot Open-
Space designated in the northern portion of the site, near the entrance. This facility will consist of a
detention pond and concrete release structure (with a sump-pump) which will temporarily drain to the
existing 10’ pipeline along the south side of the roadway until improvements to B V2 Road provide a
larger storm sewer to accept runoff from the area. These improvements are currently under design at
the direction of the Mesa County Engineering staff Calculations indicate that developed rates of
release from the site have been significantly reduced from the runoff flowrates historically generated.
Discussions with representatives of the irrigation district and the area homeowners group mentioned
previously indicate a willingness to accept controlled runoff into the pipeline given that historic flooding
problems were generally associated with flood-irrigation return-flows (proposed to be eliminated by the
project) and that storm runoff would be controlled and reduced by the detention facility.

MAINTENANCE

Access to the stormwater management facility will be by platted streets and easements as required. A
Home Owners Association will be formed to provide maintenance responsibility for the surface
improvements related to the facility. Operation and maintenance of the future underground storm
sewers will ultimately be the responsibility of the City of Grand Junction.



IV. DRAINAGE DESIGN CRITERIA AND APPROACH

REGULATIONS

The City of Grand Junction and Mesa County Stormwater Management (SWM) Manual (May 1996)
was used as the basis for analysis and facility design criteria. No master drainage plan has been
completed for the area, to our knowledge. This development was designed within the guidelines of the
SWM manual to assure minimal impacts to downstream properties.

HYDROLOGICAL CRITERIA

Because the project is a residential development containing sub-basins less than 25 acres, the “Rational
Method” was used to calculate the historic and developed flow rates. As required, a minor storm is
considered to be a 2-year frequency and a major storm is considered to be a 100-year frequency event.

Runoff Coefficients and intensity-duration-frequency data used in the computations were based on the
most recent SWM Manual criteria defined above. Coefficients were assigned based on land use and
hydrologic soils group. Haestad Methods software (“Pondpack”) was used to perform the calculations.

HYDRAULIC CRITERIA

All site facilities and conveyance elements were designed in accordance with the City of Grand
Junction SWM Manual and the City of Grand Junction Design Standards and Construction
Specifications.

Open channels and pipelines were analyzed using Manning’s Equation and roughness coefficients
found in the SWM Manual. Haestad Flowmaster Software was used to perform the calculations.
Copies of these calculations are included in the appendix.



V. RESULTS AND CONCLUSION

AREAS

Site (Total) 6.00 Acres

RUNOFF COEFFICIENTS - “C”

Bare / Agricultural - 0.14 (2 yr.) 0.20 (100 yr.)
Developed (¼ ac/unit) - 0.29 (2 yr.) 0.38 (100 yr.)

TIMES OF CONCENTRATION

Historic Site - 30 minutes
Developed Site - 19 minutes

RUNOFF (Ml Flows are C.F.S.)

Historic Total Pumped Flows Future Peaks
Site (Undeveloped) Site (Developed) From Detention From Deten.

2 Year 0.45 1.22 0.10 0.20
100 Year 2.58 6.32 0.10 1.15

DETENTION INFORMATION - Crista Lee Detention Pond - Top of Pond: 4676.00

Pumped Release Future Release
Storm Vol. (ft3.) Pond Elev. Released 0 Vol. (ft3.) Pond Elev. Released p

2 Yr. 1,695 4674.22 0.10 1,546 4674.24 0.20
100 Yr. 10,456 4675.32 0.10 8,336 4675.09 1.15

CONCLUSION

The developed site (temporary pumped releases, and future releases to proposed B 1/, Road storm
sewer) will detain and discharge runoff at rates below the historic rates to assist with the
alleviation of capacity problems in the existing drain system. Runoff from the development will
generally follow the current routing, ultimately being discharged along B ‘/2 Road and into the
Colorado river, as it has historically.



APPENDIX

SITE MAPS
Crista Lee Subdivision - Grading and Drainage Plan
Crista Lee Subdivision - Stonnwater Management Plan
Vicinity Topography Map - Mesa County Mapping
1992 FEMA Flood Map (Panel # 080115 0490 C)
Major Basin Drainage Map
Soils Map

2. COEFFICIENTS
Manning’s “n” Values
“C” Values

3. TIMES OF CONCENTRATION
Summary
Existing Site (HISTORIC)
Existing Site (DEVELOPED)

4. RUNOFF

SITE - Historic - 2 Year & 100 Year
SITE - Developed - 2 Year & 100 Year
Hydrographs (Developed) - 2 Year & 100 Year

5. HYDRAULICS

Detention Pond: Stage-Volume Calculation
Pond Outlet Weir: General Data and Stage-Discharge Table
Pond Routing/Discharge - 2 Year and 100 Year Storms (50 gpm pump)
Pond Routing/Discharge - 2 Year and 100 Year Storms (gravity: future cond.)
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64 SOIL SUUVEY SEIIIKS 19411, NO. 10
GRAND SUNCTWN AREA, COLORADO 65]iicluiied willi (Ins soil are a few small strips wil.li a clay loamsurface ION I liii’. ‘Iliese strips iicljom the uglier lying Billings soitsanti were iIi’’luclecl%vitli tins (been kivc’r suit because they were toosniall to 1,1’ mopped seporat c’ly.

use and mqnuqeiuenl.—l I I hey vero properly drniiieil, nmiiiiy areasuI I his C ;[ei’il RivPI’ soil L’I)IIILI lIe iISVII for liii’ ortliinirv Iwlii crops,chiefly •‘oi’’’ alfalfa, clove,, and sugar I,eu’Is. ‘l’oiiintoes, cIllilJllge,onions, owl SOVL’rOI oilier truck crops also (‘(1111(1 ho giowil SIid_’(’eSsfLill3’.Unclraiiiecl uretis of this soil remain iii natural pasture consistingin i’gei’ of soil grass.
Green River very flue sandy loam, deep over gravel, 0 to 2 percentslopes (Oi).—’l’liis soil oc’cluis nlong Ilie (hinuuisoii and CohuiradoRivers, hut foi’ I lie most port at higher lt’vels limit the oilier Oj’eeiiRiver soils. Ils butter posilioii ninkes it. less stisceptilile (4) flootlitugoI• oc’rnsiohiiil high wnler tables. It. (‘If) be cropped snc’c’essftilly,especially all c’i it hins been ditched t° jiovitle adc’cpuiLte undeidiamuinge.
‘I’lie surface soil, a pale—hrovii oi light hrowiiisli—gray very linegaudy lu,aiui, ccmiutiiiuis uIUTiIOIOuIS siitnll frngiiii’nls of ll1ii’a. llelovd1’ mihis of II) to 12 incItes, time very the snitily loani bus a brighterpn c—brown or very pale—brown color, antI alt, depths of 24 to III iitclmosit gracic’s ilito siuiiilarly textured soii niiiftrial that. shows ligli[—grav

alit! rechuiishi—hiowii specks or ver’ sum)) spots. Below depl Its of 3 nu’4 feet tc’xtiirnl v:iria(iolls are coiliunoil, but. 11110 siiiiilv loam is tloiiiiiiiiiil.When mimoit, this soil is friable. Wi’ll—uhisseiuinateci lime is pm’esenl.froni I lie surface downward, hitil. t hit’ caganic—iamat.tc’r content is low.Workahiliti and liltli are exceptmoniilh’ favorable for irrigation oimci(‘1111 iVil hon. huil, snub places iieeil ditches that ivili lower (lie waterable. A few iiit i’iow lower lying scep’ imliac’es ale i idica I oil by sin allmarsh sni I ads on ii ue Inn p.
use and ,nu,maqu’,,ienf.—N curly 70 percent. of this soil is cult ivateulAlL I lie cli nut icallv silileci crojis, idelwlilig truck crops antI generalfield crops, pi’oclimcu’ high yields. Berries, grapes1 antI orchard fruitsalso Ilinve iii ihie iirens inst of (‘liflon, which are belier situated(‘lulilol bully.
‘Hit’ inghic’st yIelds iii’e ohtimiiietl by itiahcnmg heavy applications ofboc-nviircl lilahllin’ (II) lo I i bus an one) oi’ by using (‘oluliierc’ilLlferl ilizc’r lilwu’,cllv. l’arniers often plant. lIds soil to Lunch crops nfl erplowing out rn old sluind of alfalfa or uilfalfa and clover nuxc’cl, Oi’after they linvu’ I urned under a heavy stand of red clover or 801110 oIlierleguitnu’. Sounc’ mmmci’s use about 150 poiiiiiis of coumimerciol Iertiliv,erto I lie ii ire

Ilinman clay, 0 to 1 percent slopes (II A).—’i’his soil occupiesnearly levi’1 iirens mainly oh Orc’hiatnl Mesa. The soil uiutui’iilccuisisls largely of deposits of finer clay particles settled froiii hock—
waters clurnig former high flood st uuges of (lie (.‘oloi’aclo River. ‘l’Iiealluvium, 7 II) I (I feet or niore I lack, overlics a cobbly stratum, wInch,in I ni’ii, overlies i\taimcos shole. ‘Pin’ niiuiviiaiii is derivc’cl hi rgeiyfrom acid ignc’olis materials.

Ph ut’ S— or ¶1—i III’ Ii 511 Iface soil mi oust S of pa I e—browai •or yell owisibrown clay blinI is low iii organic’ mnl eu’. Despite (Is d’lIlt’ilrIMIuIS
1101 tilt’, I his l:iver is hiin’tl and suirnewlint blocky when dry. l’2ven i’imemisvstenmotiu’nllv ‘ralilledl, tIns layer is moore c’lothclv [hum the cori’c’spoimcl—

mg 0111’ Iim hliiiituaun cloy lonni si,ils. Al. a depth of 14 lo 16 inches, the

very pale—brown to kgb I yellowish—brown ci av ger mcmii I lv s hmows a fewfaint limy specks or a tendency toward splotclung, butt in sonic placesthese specks or splotches are not noticeable within depths of 2 to 2feet, ‘lime splotching of linty material is less pronounced than inMesa clay loam soils and generally occurs at greater depths. Belowdepths of 4 feet, the very pale-brown to yellow clay generally is morefriable when moist, even though lime splotciling is less conspicuousthan in the upper subsoil horizons. Pieces of gravel or cobblestonesin [lie soil profile are rare. At depths below 7 to 10 feet cobblestonesare more or less common, but Li to st ratun con to iii big t I tese stones isnot so thick as tim corresponding one underlying Mesa clay loamsouls.
Because this soil is non rly level a nil flim text um icc1, 811 rfa cc runoffis slow and internal drainage is very slow. A high waler table, withaccompanying slight to strong salinit. , occurs in places. l)itclnng oftIm lo ss’er lying places has gre it ly improved it rum i imuge. 1( ega rulless ofditching, however, tins soil tends to puddle or liamke afler irrigation.‘Plus adversely affects lilt h aiimi workabihi I)’.
Use and rnanaqemen&—Ahout 94 jierccn I of this soil is cropped,chiefly to pinto beans, small grains, taune hay, coi’ui, timid sugar beets.Less than 1 percent is used for orchard crops, as the soil is not perine—able enough to be well sinted to orchard fruits. Even alfalfa does notgi’ow so vigorously as on soils of coarser texture. Probably sugarbeets do as ‘veIl or better than other common held crops.
unman clay loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes (Hn).—’l’his soil occupiesnenrly level to very gently sloping areas on Orcliau’d Mesa. It differsfrom Mesa clay loom, 0 to 2 peu’cen I slopes, innimuly in lmving developedon alluvium that is deeper to time layers of gravel a ILIL cuihlflestorLes aridalso liner textured. I 4mle. splotclnng ocring at deeper hevels aiidgeriernlhy is not so coiispicumoius. ‘Chic old ullinviunu is derived from (liesame mixture of acid igneous rocks, sandstone, and shale as that forthe Mesa soil, but over it thei’e lies a comparatively recent shallowaccumulation of wash brought dowi i fi’orn h iglier posi lions.lii cultivated fields the 8— or 10—inch surface soil consists of aslightly hai’d pale—bm’own In light—brown calcareous ehmcv icinmn. ‘l’liesmuhsiu i’faco layer is nearly the smile us the surface soil. ‘l’Iie smubsoilbeginning at dep tlis below’ 12 to I S inches, is very pnle—l’rown toreuluhish—ellow, medium blocky, caleam’eoi us, heavy cl n Ion in that isha rd wheim dry. At dept his of 2 or 3 feet, the suu)lsoi I ic friable whenmoist and cxhiilmi I.s some bniy spo Es, pale streaks, cir n very slighttei md en C)’ Iowa nil splo tchm iii g.

“lie substratum, to an avemuige depth of 60 immchuu’. is very pale—brow ii to reiltl isli—yellow or v ellow Ii eavy el PV Ion ill iii n I. con liii ns
many limy specks and spots nnd some hight,—grav stuenks or poorlydefined splotches. Below’ depl hs of 60 to 00 incItes. flIers of gu’nveland cobblestones are comnion. These may vary 1m’niuu o few feet to10 to I 5 feet in II ilckn ess. ‘Cl mere are only a few ‘‘01,1 ml est ones a tidpieces of gravel ie flue soil 111’olibe, however. The liimiy subsoil issulliciently pei’rnoa)ile for root penetration amid adc’quale wider—drainage.

‘Filth is moderately gooc I despite the low orgn ilic—nu at t er con ten I.Saline nm’ens ate few, hul one along (lie highway ainmuit, I ! unIt’s smith—cast of Grand Jumncl.ion uris proved tuouiblesomuc. ltccamasu some nrpnq

I



66 SOIL SURVEY SERIES 1040, NO. 10
GRAND JUNCTION AREA, COLORADO 67of this soil ale nearly level and low, recent alluvial material washedfrom higher levels has been deposited on them. The low areas occurin assoca(ion with soils of the Geiiola series.

I nd ude I with thus soil are a few a teas, especially soii t.liwes I ofPalisa tie, I lint, Ii ave been covered Wi Eli receii I alluvial d epo.si ts lioriji allyless I tan I 4 feet thick, ‘flue areas covered with these deposits of
bum, fine sandy loam, or silly clay loaiii ale iiiulerlam by I lie cmvloam subsoil vpical of (lie lliiininii series. They are includedbecause (lie)’ coy or a sin till total a lea anti ii ave si igi ii ci Its’ 1 01agriculture.

Use Gilt? nmanugcmeiii.—Nearly 05 jlerrelit of this soil is cultivated.Of this, lens (lam 17 percent is used for onliarcl frilils, inni lv peuiclies.Ahou 3713 acres of this soii soul liwest, of Palisade is well si Inn t I’llclimatically nail is almosl emitimely in peaches. This collIrasls with (lieremaining area (about 2,320 acres), of which only 1.7 1ieree Ill is inorchard fruits.
Tame Ii ny—alfalfa ar HI red dover—— plo1 iably nLmiks ii ist ill II eren go.

Corn, onliani crops, 1)11110 beans, siiiall grains, ala! truck cropsusually follow ill the order nailled. ‘lime atmenge ill field cropsfluctuates considerably according to market comb [ions. Truckcrops consist, largely of I onlIltoes for aiinmg, melons, caxititloups,and minor ncrenges of oilier vege hi bios. ‘I’he soil is well siii ted to
sugar beets, 1)111 onl a few small areas were iii this crop wl ion [be
survey was iii progress.

Growing of dovers and alfalfa, use of nietliods to coii [rol erosion,
1111(1 practice of oilier good mmianngemen I should keep this soil productive
indefinilely.

Hinman clay loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes (IJc).—Tliis soil differsfrom lila in an clay’ Ion vi, 0 to 2 pereeii I slopes, mu iii lily in Ii a’ ing great orslopes. II is closely associal ed ivi Eli II iuniami clay loam, U to 2 perceri tslopes, and Mesa clay loam, 0 to 2 permt slopes, on Ilte high terraceson (Ii of t lie Colorado River. It varies iii depth to shale. Onthe higher positions southeast of Grand Junction the soil probably
ranges fnimit 6 lo 10 feel ileep, iimsteuitl of (lie 11) to IS feel or nioi’e for
llililmIltrm clii;’ loam, 0 to 2 pcrcllit slopes. lit(.le of time soil is uilheetcdliv saIls.

Use nut! ,nanaqenzent.—A bout 80 percent of this soil is cull ivated,and of this a pproxiniatdy 17 percent is iii oreliarti fruits. ‘l’lwcli ief field crops are alfalfa, corn, ben mms, ant I small gra illS. Smuallera creages a me imsc I for truck and ganle ii crops. ‘I’hIII ii mcli vi Ly ofthis soil dithers very little from (hat of lliiitnami clay loam, 0 to 2percent siapes, hut good soil managenien I and careful irrigation arenecessa r3 Iii nut I rol erosion.
lTack clay loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes (\ Es) .—Areas of (his soil occuron the lmigInst. mesa in (lie Grand Valley. ‘l’hiey begin al,oIlI, I milemiolili of Muck and continue iii tIn’ saute direction for approximinttelv3 miles. ‘l’lii’ northern extremity (if this nii’sa is al,oiit. ¶)i) feet nh,ovethe valli’v floor. amid, acconling ii, (lie I Tinted Stales Geological Stir—

vcV, has an elevation of 1,796 feet.. ‘l’lii’ gellL’rai slope of the Iiii’slL issouthward.
‘[‘Ins sail resemnllles (lie i\lesa soils on ()n’ltanl ?\lesa iii milost rospecisexcept 1i1’(’llt innierni!. H. has ileveluipeil oii old alluvial semliineals

derived mini lme—gnmmmied sandstone amid shale, with wlticlm semi—

molt inln I sandstone rocks Ii ave l,een mixed at I lie levels f iii’ lo witsubsoil am) substratum. ‘rho Mesa soils, ill contrast, (leVeloped (illalitivilLI sccltmiu’iits derived not. only front sniiilsti,iie antI shale bittalso front igneous and mixed igneous rock materials, awl, furtliennore,are imnderlani by a thick porous, substratum iii rounded cobblestonesand gravel. ‘l’hmms j\litck soil duirim’s from F’ruuita dliv loam, 0 hi 2percent slopes, iii lLavuimg it fmrcclonunantiv redder simrfacd soil awl aihiicku’r suh,su,il 111111 contains nmore limmie.
‘l’lie surface 8 or ID mimes, coasistumg of a ligImt—Iirowmi to lighthI isi i—brown calcareo us clay loin ii, grades ii to I igli i—b row ii to lighi Ireddisli—lirown clay loam, which shows somiii’ veu’v pale—brown topiuukisli—while limit3’ spots iii. depilis of 12 to 1C inches. Al depths ofIC to :11 inches the clay boamii is splotched and spotted, which indicatesa high concemitmation of limite. ‘Un, lower subsoil, at, (iL’IiI us tif 34 to(30 incItes consists of i ienrl’ wIil Li’, friable, very si miii igly calcareo usloam. This layer conl.ains soft, partly disintegrated sandstone frag—meits, sandstone rocks, and sandstone bommlders. The sI Olumii’ssilidleasi’s with depth. ‘l’lw nmiderlying Mancos slnile lies at depi lis

raligi mig fmoni 6 to 10 feeL
‘l’Itis soil has a low orgaiiic—mtiattir content, hut, the surface soilis friable wiLeli moist, amtd (lie subsoil is friable anil miinmderati’lv ler—mnen.lib’. ‘I’hiis assures good miioistimre relations, mnenlimmin imiterijald rid lingo, amid modera Ic penmieabil i ty to plait t roots. ‘l’lie mm ncu hi—vated part, about 100 acres, would require ptmips to elevate irrigationwater. At the highest northern part, water would have to be liftedSi) or 90 feet.
Use and man ageznen t.—’l’lie principal crops ii re corn, alfal fit, III Id

pun beaus. A few peaches are grown, bmml I tee fruits are miot so‘veIl p rot cc ted from frost as o Ii t lie Reill ands, Orchard .\ I esii, au ii (lietel auds. The soil is sui te I to a wide range of mi ps, or abo tit (liesanie crops as the I\lisa and Fruit a soils. ‘i’m’ various crops yield
a] jo LII [lie same as on the Frin t a soils

Iiayfield shaly clay loamu, 2 to 5 percent slopes (M II).—’I’hmis iiiex—teimsive soil landers tlmi inoumulaiiioiis luLmid itorllu, ni,m’Iliwesl , ensi., amid
muorihicast of Palisade. l”m’oiii pitteit to liIac tlii’ soil vmti’ies consider—
atm fly iii color, texture, slope, and del) th to the LI lit! erlvi ng sb m mile. ‘l’l to1)1 ni n areas have gentle sb mes ranging from 2 to i’ crc, iiiNorth mmd northwest of Palisade [lie soil largely comisms(s of a 10—or 12—u mcli surface layer of Ii gli t yello wisl i—I rowm i, pa I—I iro W a, or I igl LIol i ve—gm’ay si taly clay loituii (Ii at lies on successive layers of id Ins’ iii mu
reaching to dep tlis of 1 to S feel. A narrow area of 41) acres II mat
borders lAte bluffs northwest of Palisade, however, is 2 to 1 fret dm’u’p
to shale ‘PIta underlying ul liuvial aceu mulations are simn lar to t lie
surface layer in color but are extremely variable imi thickness and
tex timre. Layers of baum , Ii iie sandy loam, and Inn mu;’ sail ii ito’
represented, as well as t.himm accnmnmilalions of sill ni suit’ clay 1oaimt.‘[‘lit layers are immoderately slmmtly to very slialy and (1,111 aimi angularfragmmielits of sandstone and shale. Alomig (lie mmpper slopes bordering(hi e Go vcrmim en UI I igli Iim ic (mtm miii, (lie soil material comi taimis modern tolii fairly mtl,tm lidamml qilamilitics of flat to angular sammdslone fragnments.‘l.’Iicse fragmneiit s diminish itt size and quantily toward the lowerboii iida’ of tI ie soil area. The larger stomies have been removed.East and northeast of Palisade tJdq nI mm n,,,,l,, I. ,.,, ., tl....——_. .1 -_



SECTION 2
COEFFICIENTS



NOTE: THIS IS A REPRODUCTION OF TABLE I. APPENODCA.
‘DESIGN CHARTh FOR OPEN CHANNEL FLOW, (RIDS #3)

Manning’,
I. a..ed c,nd.l: snag.’

A. Coocita plpe......_ . 0.011-0,013
B. Conons.d.metal pip. or plpnth

1.23* by I4b.OOnuOdon (Hnhedplp.):’

0.i

1,. Paved invert (nap nluea an fort and Spt
of cfrazmfacs javed):

-) Flow fufldep&_ 0,031-0.011
(2) flow 08 depth — - 0,031-0.011
(3) YlowO.6 depth.. ..._._._..... 0.019-0.015

2. 6 by 2-in. 0InlipUon (Said bo..... 0. In
C. Vitrified clay pipe 0.012-0.014
D. Cat-lroopIp.,uncosat. 0.011
E. Steel pipt... ...._.._...._.... 0.019-0.011
F. Brick_........
U. Monolithic onneIm:

I. WOOd forms, rough, ... ,_.. 0,013.0.017
3. Wood forms, amooth —. 0.012—0.014
3. Steel forms 0,012-0.013

B. Cemented nibble masonry walJ:
1. Connote floor and top 0.017-&
3. Natural floor — 0,019-0.035

1. LamInated freste4 wou& 0.0134017
3. VItrified clay line plata o.ols

U. Opee chasieda, heed • (ataight slbcct):’
A. Conorete, with snrfa as

1. Formed, no finish — 0. 013-0.017
3. Trowel finish. .._ 0.013—0.0)4
3. float finish 0.013-0.011
4. Float finish. some gravel on bottom 0.015-0.017
5. Gunlla,goodaection 0.016-0.013
6. Ounite, nfl section 0.011-0_len

B. Conrets, bottom floes finished, elds as indItad:
1. Drased stone in mortar 0. 0)5-0.017
2. Random stone in mortar 0.0174 OZ
a. Cementrubblemasonry
4. Cement nibble merry. plastered 0. 016-0.
& Dry nibble (riprap)

C. Gravel bottom, aids as indloatod:
1. Formed oooeti — 0.0t7-t
3. Random none in mortar & flI-ê
3. Dry rubble (rlprapl , ...

D. Brick —
._. 0,014—0.017

E. A,pbalt:
1. sooth 0.051
2. Roogh Loll

1. Wood, planed, clan. 0. 011-0. 012
a. Conoreta-lbed eaanted rock:

1. Good section. 0. 017-8.fl)
1 Irregular section... 0.OZ-0.037

UI. Op.. chaaeej, canted’ (itaight allnement,i natural
lining):

A. E.flb, uniform sectlott
1. Clnn,retiyoompktad...._ .. 0.0154.011
3. Clean, after weathering 0.058-0_Ct
3, WIth abort grn, In weeds — 0. 0fl-O. 02?
4. In gravelly aoll, uniform ‘sOlon. clean 0. m0. &2S

B. Earth, fairly osifform section:
1. No vegetation 0. 0Z4. 038
I Cnn, acme weds 0.035-0.
3. Dens. weed, or aqoatic plants in deep channeh 0. Ct-0. 035
4. Sda clean, gravel bottom 0. 035-0.Ct
S. Sides clean, cobble bottom 0.030-0.040

C. Dragline e,rsvat.d or dredged:
I. No vegetation.
2. LIght brush on bank 0.035-0.05

D. Rock:
I. Based on dalgu seOlon 0.098
2. Eased on actual mean section:

a. Smooth and uniform 0.035-0.00
b. lagged and Irregular., 0.040-0.048

E. Channels not maintained, weeds and brush t:
1. Dense weed., high uflow depth - 0.09-0.15
3. Clean bottom, brush on aids 0.01-0.09
3. Clean bottom bnuh on lids, highest stag. of flow... 0. 07-0.11
4. Dense brush, lgh stage 0.10-C. II

IT. xigbnychaaadeaadanl.. with ee&aaleed nqaijea”
(nina ahon an for velodilee of; end I Lpjj:

A. Depth of flow op 0.7 foot: Manning a
I. Bemndaa, Xanmcky bloegras, buflalogras: * Tang.’

a Mow,dto3fntha — 0,074.048
b. Length 4.4inth 0.09-0_OS

I Good stand, any gras:
• Lagthaboutl2inda — 0.11-0.09
b Lgthahoot2thaa..,.,.,. ..

2. FaIr sand, any graM:
• Length about 12 incha — 0.14-0.09
b. IAnflh about 34 incha .. 0.25.0. 11

B. Depth of flow 0,7-1.5 fat:
I. Bnmudaçis, Kt,mcfl blaan, buflalogren:

• Mow o2lnrba 0.05-0.035
b.Lcgth4wfllncha 0.404

3. Ooodflon&anyn:
a. Length about 12 mela — 0. 12-0_ri
b. Length shout 24 ththa 0.234,10

3. F.fr etand, any gras:
a. Length about 11 inthat 0.10-0.09
b. Length about 24 Incha 0.17-0.09

V. 5*4 sadny
A. Connote gutter, troweled finish.,.. -.

B. Asphalt pavement:
I. Smooth tagture ..

3. Bough texture
C. Cancels gutter with asphalt pavement:

1. Smooth
2. Rough

D. Coonet. pavement:
I. Float finish
3. Broom finish.

E. For gutters with arniE slope, where sediment maya
moist., inns,. above nina ofa by

Vt Naini tm channels:’
A. Minor abeam.’ (nfsa width at flood stage lea, than IX

ft.):
1. Fairly regular sections

a. Some gram and weeds, little or no brush 0. -0. (nfl
I,. Dens, growth of wads, depth of Dow materially
te than weed belihe 0.033.4.03

t Some wads, light brush on bank 0.035-0.06
d. Some weeds, bean brush on bank 0.05-0.07
e. Some weeds, dense willows on bank 0.06-0.09
L For hen within ehannel. with bnnchn submerged

at high stag., thee.,. alt above values by 0.01-0.01
I Irregular sectIons, wIth pooh, sflgbt channel meandn

tacase nba given In la. about 0010.01
3. Mountain streams, no vegetation in chaooet banks

usually ateep, trees and brush along bank. sub
merged at blab mit:

• Bottom of graveL cobbles, and few boulders 0.04-0.01
b. Bottom of cobble, with lre boulders — 0.05-0.07

S. flood plains (adlecent to natural strums):
1. Piston, no brush:

a. Short ma 0,030-0.035
b. airman 0,035-0.05

3. Cultintod areas:
• No cop 0. 034.04
b. Maturerowcropa 0.0334043
c. Mature field anpa 0, O4- 06

3. Beafl weeds, antlered brush 0.03407
4. LIght brush and trees: N

a. Wlntor_ 0.054%
b..Bommer 0.06-0.09

5. MedIum to dense brush:”
a. Winter 0.07411
b. Summer 0. 10-0. Ii

6. Dense wUlo summer. not bent ovur by current.... 0, IS-aZ
7. Cleared land with tee stnmpa, 101-130 p.r ace:

a. No sprout 0,04-0_OS
b. With bte rowtb o(sp.outa 0.09.0.09

a. Ueav stapA ol timber, stew don tract, little under.

a. Flood depth below branaha 0.10-0.12
b. Flood depth roaches brioche, 0. 12-0.11

C. Major streams (mflaoe width at flood stage mon than
103 ft.): Rooghnen memcient l usually len than for
minor streams of similar desatption co .ont of len
rUecUn nsistanoa offend by irregular ban or vet.
mUon on bab. Values of. may be m.what ye
dooed. F000wncommends&u to puhilauan cited’
II pomibit The value of. for larger swam. of mmt
regular aedit with no bociden or brush, may be in the
rwgsoL._ ....

TYPICAL MANNING BASE Th5 VALUES TABLE “Plc.

DEC 1994

0.012

0.013
0.016

0. 013
LOIS

0.014
0. 016

0.031

F-4
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m
n
‘0
‘0
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LAND USE OR SCS HYDROLOGIC SOIL GROUP (SEE APPENDIX “C” FOR DESCRIFFIONS)SURFACE
CIIARACFERISTICS A B C D

0-2%4 2-6% 6%+ o-2%t 2-6% 6%+ 0-2% 2-6% 6%+ G.2%!jJ-6%UNDEVEI OPkD AREAS
$14 I

unwound 3I0’.20.I6-.26 .25-35 l442Th .22-30 .30-.38 .20.28 .28-36 36-44 .24i.32f1 .30-JR 40-AR-22_2Q! -fl6 i9JL 40 18 5058CuIitv.lt&Ag,aculiural 08 18 13 23 16 26 ) IS 23 21 2) 14 22 19 27 26 34 18 26 23 31 3! 39U- J&IQ_ J312 !!L2S_ flL_ 2k JJ!4 29 37 414)Pasture 1222, 2030 3040 1826 2836 3745 2432 3342 4432 303% 404X50381L15.L L2L. 2 AL JLIL 4250 60 50 58Meadow 10.20 16 26 23 35 14 22 22 30 30 38 20 28 28 36 36 44 24 32;t 30 40 48t;)4-.24 . .22-32 .30-40 12O-28.28-.36 .37-45 “.26-34 .35-43 .44-i2 ±a30.i.38j .40-48 I .50-38Point 05 I5 08 18 II 21 0?’I6 II 19 II 22 L02t8’ (3 IL 16 24 12 10’-, 16 23 20 23.O8—.lK Al -.2! .14- 21 ;1UU2n .14-.22 .18-26 Z1220 ‘. .16-.24 .20-28 %‘15-.23’ .20-28 a .25-33RES!1)hNII\I AI1EAS -.1/8 acre per unit 40 50 43 53 46 56 ‘42 50 45 53 30 38 4353. 48 36 33 61 .48—j56 3 I 59 57 65i4g;38- .32 -.62 iS -.61 1t5oj’i58’:. .34 - .62 .39 -.67 .53’t6I
.. .37 - .63 .64 -.72 36;64 .60 -.68 69 -.77I/lacrcpcrianil 27J7 31 41 34 44 129i7 31 42 38 -16 r 32 40’ 36 44 41 49 l35.43 39 47 45 53.33t45S .39-49 .42-52 3K:46- .42-.50 .47-35 %,41.49:h .43-53 .32.60 3143.51: .47-35 .57-65l/Iacrcpcrunit 22 32 26 .36 19 3) 25— )3 29 37 33 4% ,8 36 32 40 37 45 ‘-,31 39 35 43 42 30. .3n:41? .35-45 .38-48 cc33t4Itt. .38-.46 .41-50 J6-.44’ 41-.49 .48-.56 a’39..47 Al-SI .53-6!112 sac per unit 20 30 24 34 — 19 277 23 31 28 36 22 30 27 35 32 40 26—il — 30 3% 37 45

.3.i_35 .29-39 .32-42 .32-.40 .36-.44 31.39 .35-43 .42-50 $34A2 .38-46 .48-56I acre per wi,I i4- 24 19 29 22 32 17 23 2) 29 26 34 flU- 2% 25 33 31 39 121132 29 37 33 43.2231 .26-36 .29-39 .i24-.32 .28-36 34-.42 -2r,36i .32-40 .40-48 Zit31439.t. 3S..43 .46-54MIS( SUII!tflth -f-z.7frPavement and [Liolt & 94 95 93 95 93J 94 95 —
t95JK. .96 .97 Ls93$-’ .96 .97 .96 .97 .96 33lralhtntas(so,Iandvavel) 60 ?a 6474 61986 V 7V 69 71 71’%O 75 83 77 856fl30I .70-.75 .74-79 c6876r .72-80 .75-83 J.72;8or 35-83 .77- .85 c79.i7 .82-90 .84-92Oreni Ianahapii,g (lawns pvka) 10’ ao 16 26 25 35 14 22 22 30 30 38 P20 28 ‘ 28 36 36 44 24 32 30 38 40 48l424P .22-32 .30-40 202S.28-.36 37.43 -16.34i .33-43 .42-52 :30.38, .40-48 .50- 58Non grail and gra’cI IastmL.apuig 30 40; 36 46 45 55 45 f5) 42 50 50 58 R4 40 48 48 56 36 64 44 S1 50 38 nO 68::.34:44 .42-52 .50-60 t.5 60”F .48-56 .57-65 r46’t54 -: .53-63 .64-72 ;‘j0-58- .60.68 70.78Cnndcncs j4aygion,ida 20 30 r 26 36 35 45 35 45’ 32 40 40 48 r).J0 38 38 44 46 33 34 42 40 4% 30 5%,24r.34’ .32-42 .40-50 yi4oL.5Q,.; .38-46 .47-55 .36’-:44-’ 45-.53 .34-62 :?4o4H .50-58 60.68NOTES: I. Values above and below pertain to the 2-year and 1(H)-year slonmn, respectively.2. ‘I lie range of values provided 4luas fur engIneedn Judeciiiciat aistLe condItIons stick as basic shape, homogeneity t,fsiirfuct type. surface depnsslon siangr, and

.Iuni, durullolL lam gnmeni, mini lug shorter ilmmnjilo,, slonna fIr ii) umluntes), biIliIraIIoa, cupacl(y Is higher, alio.limg use of,. C” vaiue ho the low raiige. Comitenely,
fur loi,er duration stonims (Fe ) 30 minnIe,), tue a “‘C value in lime higher flange.3. Fur resldetulal developimment at less luau 1/N acre isa unlI or greater Ilimi I acre per uu,it, and also for rnuim,enial •,,,J Imidusldsil areas, use valiin wider MISC
SLJI4FA (1.5 Ii, e,Ihnnie “C” value ranges fur use.

RATIONAL METHOD RUNOFF COEFFICIENTS(Modified from Table 4, UC-I)avls, which appears lobe a mod Wicalion of work done by Rawis) ‘FABLE “fl-I”



SECTION 3
TIMES OF CONCENTRATION



Quick TR-55 Ver.5.46 S/N:
Executed: 13:57:38 04-15-2003 CRISLEE.TCT

StThThIARY SHEET FOR Tc or Tt COMPUTATIONS
(Solved for Time using TR-55 Methods)

CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION
HISTORIC AND DEVELOPED Tc’s

4/15/03

Subarea descr. Tc or Tt Time (hrs)

HISTORIC SITE Tc 0.50 r

DEVELOPED SITE Tc 0.31 r j9 rv,.jurrS



Quick TR-55 Ver.5.46 S/N:
Executed: 13:57:38 04—15—2003 CRISLEE.TCT

CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION
HISTORIC AND DEVELOPED Tc’s

4/15/0 3

Tc COMPUTATIONS FOR HISTORIC SITE

SHEET FLOW (Applicable to Tc only)
Segment ID 1
Surface description PASTURE
Manning’s roughness coeff., n 0.0300
Flow length, L (total < or = 300) ft 300.0
Two—yr 24—hr rainfall, P2 in 0.700
Land slope, s ft/ft 0.0050

0.8
.007 * (n*L)

T — hrs 0.40 = 0.40
0.5 0.4

P2 * 5

SHALLOW CONCENTRATED FLOW
Segment ID 2
Surface (paved or unpaved)? Unpaved
Flow length, L ft 380.0
Watercourse slope, s ft/ft 0.0050

0.5
Avg.V = Csf * (s) ft/s 1.1409
where: Unpaved Csf = 16.1345

Paved Csf = 20.3282

T = L / (3600*V) hrs 0.09 = 0.09

CHANNEL FLOW
Segment ID
Cross Sectional Flow Area, a sq.ft 0.00
Wetted perimeter, Pw ft 0.00
Hydraulic radius, r = a/Pw ft 0.000
Channel slope, s ft/ft 0.0000
Manning’s roughness coeff., n 0.0000

2/3 1/2
1.49 * r *

V — ft/s 0.0000
n

Flow length, L ft 0

T = L / (3600*V) hrs 0.00 = 0.00

TOTAL TIME (hrs) 0.50



Quick TR—55 Ver.5.46 S/N:
Executed: 13:57:38 04—15—2003 CRISLEE.TCT

CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION
HISTORIC AND DEVELOPED Tc’s

4/15/03

Tc COMPUTATIONS FOR: DEVELOPED SITE

SHEET FLOW (Applicable to Tc only)
Segment ID 1
Surface description LAWN
Manning’s roughness coeff., n 0.0450
Flow length, L (total < or = 300) ft 120.0
Two—yr 24—hr rainfall, P2 in 0.700
Land slope, s ft/ft 0.0100

0.8
.007 * (n*L)

T — hrs 0.20 = 0.20
0.5 0.4

P2 *

SHALLOW CONCENTRATED FLOW
Segment ID
Surface (paved or unpaved)?
Flow length, L ft 0.0
Watercourse slope, s ft/ft 0.0000

0.5
Avg.V = Csf * (s) ft/s 0.0000
where: Unpaved Csf = 16.1345

Paved Csf = 20.3282

T = L / (3600*V) hrs 0.00 = 0.00

CHANNEL FLOW
Segment ID 3
Cross Sectional Flow Area, a sq.ft 4.00
Wetted perimeter, Pw ft 24.00
Hydraulic radius, r = a/Pw ft 0.167
Channel slope, s ft/ft 0.0050
Manning’s roughness coeff., n 0.0160

2/3 1/2
1.49 * r * s

V = ft/s 1.9943
n

Flow length, L ft 800

T = L / (3600*V) hrs 0.11 = 0.11

TOTAL TINE (hrs) 0.31



SECTION 4
RUNOFF



Quick TR-55 Ver.5.46 S/N:
Executed: 14:25:26 04—15—2003

CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION HISTORIC FLOWS
ENTIRE SITE

4/15/0 3

* * * * * * SUMMARY OF RATIONAL METHOD PEAK DISCHARGES * * * * * *

Q = adj * C * * A
Where: Q=cfs, C=Weighted Runoff Coefficient, I=in/hour, A=acres

adj = ‘C’ adjustment factor for each return frequency

RETURN FREQUENCY = 2 years
‘C’ adjustment, k = 1
Adj. ‘C’ = Wtd.’C’ x 1

Subarea Runoff Area Tc Wtd. Adj. I Total Peak Q
Descr. ‘C’ acres (mm) ‘C’ ‘C’ — in/hr acres (cfs)

i-LIST. SITE 0.140 6.00

30.00 0.140 0.140 0.540 6.00 0.45



Quick TR—55 Ver.5.46 S/N
Executed: 14:25:26

CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION HISTORIC FLOWS
ENTIRE SITE

4/15/0 3

* * * * * * SUMMARY OF RATIONAL METHOD PEAK DISCHARGES * *

Q = adj * C * I * A
Where: Q=cfs, C=Weighted Runoff Coefficient, I=in/hour, A=acres

adj = ‘C’ adjustment factor for each return frequency

RETURN FREQUENCY = 100 years
‘C’ adjustment, k = 1.4286
Adj. ‘C’ = Wtd.’C’ x 1.4286

Adj. I Total
‘C’ in/hr acres

0.200 2.150 6.00

04—15—2003

Subarea Runoff Area
Descr. ‘C’ acres

141ST. SITE 0.140 6.00

Tc Wtd.
(mm) ‘C’

Peak Q
(cfs)

30.00 0.140 2.58



Quick TR-55 Ver.5.46 S/N:
Executed: 14:16:42 04—15—2003

CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION DEVELOPED FLOWS
ENTIRE SITE

4/15/03

* * * * * * SUMMARY OF RATIONAL METHOD PEAK DISCHARGES * * * * * *

Q = adj * c * * A
Where: Q=cfs, C=Weighted Runoff Coefficient, I=in/hour, A=acres

adj = ‘C’ adjustment factor for each return frequency

RETURN FREQUENCY = 2 years
‘C’ adjustment, k = 1
Adj. ‘C’ = Wtd.,’C’ x 1

Subarea Runoff Area Tc Wtd. Adj. I Total Peak Q
Descr. ‘C’ acres (mm) ‘C’ ‘C’ in/hr acres (cfs)

13EV. SITE 0.29 6.00 I
19.00 0.290 0.290 0.700 6.00 1.22



Quick TR—55 Ver.5.46 S/N:
Executed: 14:16:42 04—15—2003

CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION DEVELOPED FLOWS
ENTIRE SITE

4/15/03

* * * * * * 5tfl432Y OF RATIONAL METHOD PEAK DISCHARGES * * * * * *

Q = adj * C * I * A
Where: Q=cfs, C=Weighted Runoff Coefficient, I=in/hour, A=acres

adj = ‘C’ adjustment factor for each return frequency

RETURN FREQUENCY = 100 years
‘C’ adjustment, k = 1.3103
Adj. ‘C’ = Wtd.’C’ x 1.3103

Subarea Runoff Area Tc Wtd. Adj. I Total Peak Q
Descr. ‘C’ acres (mm) ‘C’ ‘C’ in/hr acres (cfs)

DEV. SITE 0.290 6.00

19.00 0.290 0.380 2.770 6.00 632



Quick TR-55 Ver.5.46 S/N:
Executed: 14:16:42 04—15—2003

MODIFIED RATIONAL METHOD
Graphical Summary for Maximum Required Storage

First peak outflow point assumed to occur at inflow recession leg.

CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION DEVELOPED FLOWS
ENTIRE SITE

4/15/03

** ** ** * * *************** **************** ***** **** * ***** *** *********
* RETURN FREQUENCY: 2 yr Allowable Outf low: 0.10 cfs *
* ‘C’ Adjustment: 1.000 Required Storage: 1,893 cu.ft. *
* *
* Peak Inf low: 0.59 cfs Inf low .HYD stored: CL-D2 .HYD *
**********************************************************************

Td = 60 minutes Return Freg: 2 yr
/ Approx. Duration for Max. Storage / C adj.factor: 1.00

Tc= 19.00 minutes
I = 0.700 in/hr Area (ac): 6.00

1.22 cfs Weighted C: 0.29
Adjusted C: 0.29

F
L

. I Required Storage
o . . . -— 1,893 cu.ft. Td= 60 minutes
W . 1= 0.340in/hr

xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx Q= 0.59 cfs

x x
0 Q 0.10 cfs

x 0 x (Allow.Outflow)
x . 0

Z 0 . NOTTO SCALE x
x 0 . = =

0 • X

75.79 minutes



Quick TR-55 Ver.5.46 S/N:
Executed: 14:16:42 04—15—2003

MODIFIED RATIONAL METHOD
Graphical Summary for Maximum Required Storag

First peak outflow point assumed to occur at inflow recession leg.

CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION DEVELOPED FLOWS
ENTIRE SITE

4/15/0 3

**********************************************************************
* RETURN FREQUENCY: 100 yr Allowable Outf low: 0.10 cfs *
* ‘C’ Adjustment: 1.310 Required storage: 10,679 cu.ft. *
* *
* Peak Inflow: 3.03 cfs Inflow .HYD stored: CL—D100 .HYD *
**********************************************************************

Td = 60 minutes Return Freg: 100 yr
/ Approx. Duration for Max. Storage / C adj.factor: 1.31

Tc= 19.00 minutes
I = 2.770 in/hr Area (ac): 6.00
Q = 6.32 cfs Weighted C: 0.29

•1 Adjusted C: 0.38
F
L Required Storage
o . . .—— 10,679 cu.ft. Td= 60 minutes
W . . 1= 1.330in/hr

xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx Q= 3.03 cfs

x x
0 Q 0.10 cfs

x o x (Allow.Outflow)
• x • 0

• x o . NOTTOSCALE x
• x 0

o . x

78.37 minutes



Quick TR—55 Ver.5.46 S/N:
Executed: 14:16:42 04—15—2003

CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION DEVELOPED FLOWS
ENTIRE SITE

4/15/0 3

**** Modified Rational Hydrograph *****

Weighted C = 0.290 Area= 6.000 acres Tc = 19.00 minutes

Adjusted C = 0.290 Td= 60.00 mm. 1= 0.34 in/hr Qp= 0.59 cfs

RETURN FREQUENCY: 2 year stan Adj.factar = 1.00
Output file: CL-D2 .HYD

HYDROGRAPH FOR MAXIMUM STORAGE
For the 2 Year Storm

Time Time increment = 0.017 Hours
Hours Time on left represents time for first Q in each row.

0.000 0.00 0.03 0.06 0.09 0.12 0.16 0.19
0.117 0.22 0.25 0.28 0.31 0.34 0.37 0.40
0.233 0.44 0.47 0.50 0.53 0.56 0.59 0.59
0.350 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59
0.467 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59
0.583 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59
0.700 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59
0.817 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59
0.933 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.56 0.53
1.050 0.50 0.47 0.44 0.40 0.37 0.34 0.31
1.167 0.28 0.25 0.22 0.19 0.16 0.12 0.09
1.283 0.06 0.03 0.00



Quick TR-55 Ver.5.46 S/N:
Executed: 14:16:42 04—15—2003

CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION DEVELOPED FLOWS
ENTIRE SITE

4/ 15/03

**** Modified Rational Hydrograph *****

Weighted C = 0.290 Area= 6.000 acres Tc = 19.00 minutes

Adjusted C = 0.380 Td= 60.00 mm. 1= 1.33 in/hr Qp= 3.03 cfs

RETURN FREQUENCY: 100 year storm Adj.factor = 1.31
Output file: CL—DlO0 .HYD

HYDROGRAPH FOR MAXIMUM STORAGE
For the 100 Year Storm

Time Time increment = 0.017 Hours
Hours Time on left represents time for first Q in each row.

0.000 0.00 0.16 0.32 0.48 0.64 0.80 0.96
0.117 1.12 1.28 1.44 1.60 1.76 1.92 2.07
0.233 2.23 2.39 2.55 2.71 2.87 3.03 3.03
0.350 3.03 3.03 3.03 3.03 3.03 3.03 3.03
0.467 3.03 3.03 3.03 3.03 3.03 3.03 3.03
0.583 3.03 3.03 3.03 3.03 3.03 3.03 3.03
0.700 3.03 3.03 3.03 3.03 3.03 3.03 3.03
0.817 3.03 3.03 3.03 3.03 3.03 3.03 3.03
0.933 3.03 3.03 3.03 3.03 3.03 2.87 2.71
1.050 2.55 2.39 2.23 2.07 1.92 1.76 1.60
1.167 1.44 1.28 1.12 0.96 0.80 0.64 0.48
1.283 0.32 0.16 0.00



Quick TR-55 Ver.5.46 S/N:
Executed: 14:16:42 04—15—2003

* **** *** ************ *************** ******* *** ******* * * ** * * ****** * *******
* *
* *
* MODIFIED RATIONAL METHOD *

* ———— Grand Summary For All Storm Frequencies —-—— *
* *
* *

************************************************************************

First peak outflow point assumed to occur at inflow recession leg.

CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION DEVELOPED FLOWS
ENTIRE SITE

4/15/03

Area = 6.00 acres Tc = 19.00 minutes

VOLUMES
Frequency Adjusted Duration Intens. Qpeak Allowable Inflow Storage

(years) ‘C’ minutes in/hr cfs cfs (cu.ft.) (cu.ft.)

2 0.290 60 0.340 0.59 0.10 2,130 1,893
100 0.380 60 1.330 3.03 0.10 10,916 10,679



SECTION 5
HYDRAULICS



POND—2 Version: 5.21
S/N:

CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION
DETENTION POND

4/15/03

CALCULATED 04—15—2003 17:49:20
DISK FILE: CRSLEE .VOL

Planimeter scale: 1 inch = 10 ft.

*
Elevation Planimeter Area A1+A2+sqr(A1*A2) Volume Volume Sam

(ft) (sq.in.) (sq.ft) (sq.ft) (cubic—ft) (cubic—ft)

4,674.00 70.56 7,056 0 0 0
4,675.00 81.98 8,198 22,860 7,620 7,620
4,676.00 94.17 9,417 26,401 8,800 16,420

* Incremental volume computed by the Conic Method for Reservoir Volumes.

Volume = (1/3) * (EL2—EL1) * (Areal + Area2 + sq.rt.(Areal*Area2))

where: ELi, EL2 = Lower and upper elevations of the increment
Areai,Area2 = Areas computed for ELi, EL2, respectively
Volume = Incremental volume between ELl and EL2



Weir Calculator

Given Input Data:
Weir Type Triangular
Solving for Angle
Flowrate 2.0000 cfs
Depth of Flow 24.0000 in
Coefficient 0.5830
Height 36.0000 in

Computed Results:
Angle 16.1357 deg
Full Flow 5.5114 cfs
Velocity 3.5274 fps
Crest length 6.8040 in
Area 0.8505 ft2
Perimeter 72.7197 in
Wet Perimeter 48.4798 in
Wet Area 0.5670 ft2
Percent Full 66.6667 *

Units=Structura1 Dimensions, in Flowrate,cfs
Rating Curve Rating Curve Data
Wepth - in Flowrate - cfs

0.00000000, 0.00000000
1.20000000, 0.00111803
2.40000000, 0.00632454
3.60000000, 0.01742837
4.80000000, 0.03577698
6.00000000, 0.06249981
7.20000000, 0.09858976
8.40000000, 0.14494351
9.60000000, 0.20238516

10.80000000, 0.27168143
12.00000000, 0.35355232
13.20000000, 0.44867864
14.40000000, 0.55770791
15.60000000, 0.68125871
16.80000000, 0.81992433
18.00000000, 0.97427562
19.20000000, 1.14486332
20.40000000, 1.33222012
21.60000000, 1.53686227
22.80000000, 1.75929103
24.00000000, 1.99999392
25.20000000, 2.25944578
26.40000000, 2.53810970
27.60000000, 2.83643788
28.80000000, 3.15487234
30.00000000, 3.49384559
31.20000000, 3.85378122
32.40000000, 4.23509442
33.60000000, 4.63819245
34.80000000, 5.06347513



POND-2 Version: 5.21 S/N: Page 1
EXECUTED: 04—15—2003 18:03:46

* *

* CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION - 2 YEAR STORM *

* DETENTION POND *

* 50 GPM DISCHARGE (PUMPED) *

* 4/15/03 *

* *
*********************************************

Inflow Hydrograph: CL-D2 .HYD
Rating Table file: CRSLEE .PND

—---INITIAL CONDITIONS----
Elevation = 4673.50 ft
Outflow = 0.00 cfs
Storage = 0 cu—ft

INTERMEDIATE ROUTING
GIVEN POND DATA COMPUTATIONS

ELEVATION OUTFLOW STORAGE 2S/t 2S/t + 0
(ft) (cfs) (cu—if) (cfs) (cfs)

4673.50 0.0 0 0.0 0.0
4674.00 0.1 50 1.7 1.8
4675.00 0.1 7,620 253.9 254.0
4676.00 0.1 16,420 547.2 547.3

Time increment (t) = 0.017 hrs.



POND—2 Version: 5.21 S/N:
EXECUTED: 04-15—2003

Pond File:
Inflow Hydrograph:
Outf low Hydrograph:

INFLOW HYDROGRAPH

TIME INFLOW
(hrs) (cfs)

0.000 0.00
0.017 0.03
0.033 0.06
0.050 0.09
0.067 0.12
0.083 0.16
0.100 0.19
0.117 0.22
0.133 0.25
0.150 0.28
0.167 0.31
0.183 0.34
0.200 0.37
0.217 0.40
0.233 0.44
0.250 0.47
0.267 0.50
0.283 0.53
0.300 0.56
0.317 0.59
0.333 0.59
0.350 0.59
0.367 0.59
0.383 0.59
0.400 0.59
0.417 0.59
0.433 0.59
0.450 0.59
0.467 0.59
0.483 0.59
0.500 0.59
0.517 0.59
0.533 0.59
0.550 0.59
0.567 0.59
0.583 0.59
0.600 0.59
0.617 0.59
0.633 0.59
0.650 0.59
0.667 0.59
0.683 0.59
0.700 0.59
0.717 0.59
0.733 0.59

18:03:46
Page 2

ROUTING COMPUTATIONS

11+12 25/t - 0 25/t + 0 OUTFLOW ELEVATION
(cfs) (cfs) (cfs) (cfs) (ft)

0.0

0.0 0.00 4673.50
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 4673.51
0.1 0.1 0.1 0.01 4673.53
0.2 0.2 0.3 0.01 4673.57
0.2 0.4 0.4 0.02 4673.62
0.3 0.6 0.7 0.04 4673.69
0.4 0.8 0.9 0.05 4673.77
0.4 1.1 1.2 0.07 4673.85
0.5 1.4 1.6 0.09 4673.94
0.5 1.7 1.9 0.10 4674.00
0.6 2.1 2.3 0.10 4674.00
0.7 2.6 2.8 0.10 4674.00
0.7 3.1 3.3 0.10 4674.01
0.8 3.6 3.8 0.10 4674.01
0.8 4.3 4.5 0.10 4674.01
0.9 5.0 5.2 0.10 4674.01
1.0 5.8 6.0 0.10 4674.02
1.0 6.6 6.8 0.10 4674.02
1.1 7.5 7.7 0.10 4674.02
1.2 8.4 8.6 0.10 4674.03
1.2 9.4 9.6 0.10 4674.03
1.2 10.4 10.6 0.10 4674.03
1.2 11.4 11.6 0.10 4674.04
1.2 12.4 12.6 0.10 4674.04
1.2 13.3 13.5 0.10 4674.05
1.2 14.3 14.5 0.10 4674.05
1.2 15.3 15.5 0.10 4674.05
1.2 16.3 16.5 0.10 4674.06
1.2 17.3 17.5 0.10 4674.06
1.2 18.2 18.4 0.10 4674.07
1.2 19.2 19.4 0.10 4674.07
1.2 20.2 20.4 0.10 4674.07
1.2 21.2 21.4 0.10 4674.08
1.2 22.2 22.4 0.10 4674.08
1.2 23.1 23.3 0.10 4674.09
1.2 24.1 24.3 0.10 4674.09
1.2 25.1 25.3 0.10 4674.09
1.2 26.1 26.3 0.10 4674.10
1.2 27.1 27.3 0.10 4674.10
1.2 28.0 28.2 0.10 4674.10
1.2 29.0 29.2 0.10 4674.11
1.2 30.0 30.2 0.10 4674.11
1.2 31.0 31.2 0.10 4674.12
1.2 32.0 32.2 0.10 4674.12
1.2 32.9 33.1 0.10 4674.12

CRS LEE
CL-D2
CR5 LEE

PND
HYD
HYD



Page 3POND—2 Version: 5.21 S/N:
EXECUTED: 04—15—2003

INFLOW HYDROGRAPH

TIME INFLOW
(hrs) (cfs)

0.750 0.59
0.767 0.59
0.783 0.59
0.800 0.59
0.817 0.59
0.833 0.59
0.850 0.59
0.867 0.59
0.884 0.59
0.900 0.59
0.917 0.59
0.934 0.59
0.950 0.59
0.967 0.59
0.984 0.59
1.000 0.59
1.017 0.56
1.034 0.53
1.050 0.50
1.067 0.47
1.084 0.44
1.100 0.40
1.117 0.37
1.134 0.34
1.150 0.31
1.167 0.28
1.184 0.25
1.200 0.22
1.217 0.19
1.234 0.16
1.250 0.12
1.267 0.09
1.284 0.06
1.300 0.03
1.317 0.00

18:03:46

ROUTING COMPUTATIONS

11+12 2S/t - 0 2S/t + 0 OUTFLOW ELEVATION
(cfs) (cfs) (cfs) (cfs) (ft)

1.2 33.9 34.1 0.10 4674.13
1.2 34.9 35.1 0.10 4674.13
1.2 35.9 36.1 0.10 4674.14
1.2 36.9 37.1 0.10 4674.14
1.2 37.8 38.0 0.10 4674.14
1.2 38.8 39.0 0.10 4674.15
1.2 39.8 40.0 0.10 4674.15
1.2 40.8 41.0 0.10 4674.16
1.2 41.8 42.0 0.10 4674.16
1.2 42.7 42.9 0.10 4674.16
1.2 43.7 43.9 0.10 4674.17
1.2 44.7 44.9 0.10 4674.17
1.2 45.7 45.9 0.10 4674.17
1.2 46.7 46.9 0.10 4674.18
1.2 47.6 47.8 0.10 4674.18
1.2 48.6 48.8 0.10 4674.19
1.2 49.6 49.8 0.10 4674.19
1.1 50.5 50.7 0.10 4674.19
1.0 51.3 51.5 0.10 4674.20
1.0 52.1 52.3 0.10 4674.20
0.9 52.8 53.0 0.10 4674.20
0.8 53.4 53.6 0.10 4674.21
0.8 54.0 54.2 0.10 4674.21
0.7 54.5 54.7 0.10 4674.21
0.7 54.9 55.1 0.10 4674.21
0.6 55.3 55.5 0.10 4674.21
0.5 55.7 55.9 0.10 4674.21
0.5 55.9 56.1 0.10 4674.22
0.4 56.1 56.3 0.10 4674.22
0.4 56.3 56.5 0.10 4674.22
0.3 56.4 56.6 0.10 4674.22
0.2 56.4 56.6 0.10 4674.22
0.2 56.3 56.5 0.10 4674.22
0.1 56.2 56.4 0.10 4674.22
0.0 56.0 56.2 0.10 4674.22

Pond File: CRSLEE .PND
Inf low Hydrograph: CL-D2 .HYD
Outf low Hydrograph: CRSLEE .HYD



POND-2 Version: 5.21 S/N: Page 4
EXECUTED: 04-15-2003 18:03:46

****************** SUMNARI OF ROUTING COMPUTATIONS ******************

Pond File: CRSLEE .PND
Inflow Hydrograph: CL-D2 .HYD
Outflow Hydrograph: CRSLEE .HYD

Starting Pond W.S. Elevation = 4673.50 ft

***** Summary of Peak Outflow and Peak Elevation *****

Peak Inflow
Peak Outflow = 0.10 cfs
Peak Elevation = 4674.22 ft

Initial Storage
Peak Storage From Storm =

= 0.59 cfs

***** Summary of Approximate Peak Storage *****

0 cu—ft
1,695 cu—ft

Total Storage in Pond = 1,695 cu—ft



POND—2 Version: 5.21 S/N: Page 1
EXECUTED: 04—15—2003 18:01:44

* *

* CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION *

* DETENTION POND *

* 50 GPM DISCHARGE (PUMPED) *

* 4/15/03 *

* ICc ft. foft.r’\ *

* * ** *** ** ** * *** *** * * * * *** *** * * *

Inflow Hydrograph: CL-D100 .HYD
Rating Table file: CRSLEE .PND

—---INITIAL CONDITIONS----
Elevation = 4673.50 ft
Outflow = 0.00 cfs
Storage = 0 cu-ft

INTERMEDIATE ROUTING
GIVEN POND DATA COMPUTATIONS

ELEVATION OUTFLOW STORAGE 2S/t 25/t + 0
(ft) (cfs) (cu—ft) (cfs) (cfs)

4673.50 0.0 0 0.0 0.0
4674.00 0.1 50 1.7 1.8
4675.00 0.1 7,620 253.9 254.0
4676.00 0.1 16,420 547.2 547.3

Time increment (t) = 0.017 hrs.



POND—2 Version: 5.21 S/N: Page 2
EXECUTED: 04—15—2003 18:01:44

Pond File: CRSLEE .PND
Inflow Hydrograph: CL-D100 .HYD
Outflow Hydrograph: CRSLEE .HYD

INFLOW HYDROGRAPH ROUTING COMPUTATIONS

TIME INFLOW 11+12 25/t — 0 25/t + 0 OUTFLOW ELEVATION
(hrs) (cfs) (cfs) (cfs) (cfs) (cfs) (if)

0.000 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 4673.50
0.017 0.16 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.01 4673.55
0.033 0.32 0.5 0.6 0.6 0.04 4673.68
0.050 0.48 0.8 1.2 1.4 0.08 4673.88
0.067 0.64 1.1 2.1 2.3 0.10 4674.00
0.083 0.80 1.4 3.4 3.6 0.10 4674.01
0.100 0.96 1.8 4.9 5.1 0.10 4674.01
0.117 1.12 2.1 6.8 7.0 0.10 4674.02
0.133 1.28 2.4 9.0 9.2 0.10 4674.03
0.150 1.44 2.7 11.5 11.7 0.10 4674.04
0.167 1.60 3.0 14.4 14.6 0.10 4674.05
0.183 1.76 3.4 17.5 17.7 0.10 4674.06
0.200 1.92 3.7 21.0 21.2 0.10 4674.08
0.217 2.07 4.0 24.8 25.0 0.10 4674.09
0.233 2.23 4.3 28.9 29.1 0.10 4674.11
0.250 2.39 4.6 33.3 33.5 0.10 4674.13
0.267 2.55 4.9 38.0 38.2 0.10 4674.14
0.283 2.71 5.3 43.1 43.3 0.10 4674.16
0.300 2.87 5.6 48.5 48.7 0.10 4674.19
0.317 3.03 5.9 54.2 54.4 0.10 4674.21
0.333 3.03 6.1 60.0 60.2 0.10 4674.23
0.350 3.03 6.1 65.9 66.1 0.10 4674.26
0.367 3.03 6.1 71.8 72.0 0.10 4674.28
0.383 3.03 6.1 77.6 77.8 0.10 4674.30
0.400 3.03 6.1 83.5 83.7 0.10 4674.32
0.417 3.03 6.1 89.3 89.5 0.10 4674.35
0.433 3.03 6.1 95.2 95.4 0.10 4674.37
0.450 3.03 6.1 101.1 101.3 0.10 4674.39
0.467 3.03 6.1 106.9 107.1 0.10 4674.42
0.483 3.03 6.1 112.8 113.0 0.10 4674.44
0.500 3.03 6.1 118.6 118.8 0.10 4674.46
0.517 3.03 6.1 124.5 124.7 0.10 4674.49
0.533 3.03 6.1 130.4 130.6 0.10 4674.51
0.550 3.03 6.1 136.2 136.4 0.10 4674.53
0.567 3.03 6.1 142.1 142.3 0.10 4674.56
0.583 3.03 6.1 147.9 148.1 0.10 4674.58
0.600 3.03 6.1 153.8 154.0 0.10 4674.60
0.617 3.03 6.1 159.7 159.9 0.10 4674.63
0.633 3.03 6.1 165.5 165.7 0.10 4674.65
0.650 3.03 6.1 171.4 171.6 0.10 4674.67
0.667 3.03 6.1 177.2 177.4 0.10 4674.70
0.683 3.03 6.1 183.1 183.3 0.10 4674.72
0.700 3.03 6.1 189.0 189.2 0.10 4674.74
0.717 3.03 6.1 194.8 195.0 0.10 4674.77
0.733 3.03 6.1 200.7 200.9 0 10 4674.79



POND—2 Version: 5.21 s/N: Page 3
EXECUTED: 04—15—2003 18:01:44

Pond File: CRSLEE .PND
Inflow Hydrograph: CL-D100 .HYD
Outflow Hydrograph: CRSLEE .1110

INFLOW HYDROGRAPH ROUTING COMPUTATIONS

TIME INFLOW 11+12 2S/t - 0 2S/t + 0 OUTFLOW ELEVATION
(hrs) (cfs) (cfs) (cfs) (cfs) (cfs) (ft)

0.750 3.03 6.1 206.5 206.7 0.10 4674.81
0.767 3.03 6.1 212.4 212.6 0.10 4674.84
0.783 3.03 6.1 218.3 218.5 0.10 4674.86
0.800 3.03 6.1 224.1 224.3 0.10 4674.88
0.817 3.03 6.1 230.0 230.2 0.10 4674.91
0.833 3.03 6.1 235.8 236.0 0.10 4674.93
0.850 3.03 6.1 241.7 241.9 0.10 4674.95
0.867 3.03 6.1 247.6 247.8 0.10 4674.98
0.884 3.03 6.1 253.4 253.6 0.10 4675.00
0.900 3.03 6.1 259.3 259.5 0.10 4675.02
0.917 3.03 6.1 265.1 265.3 0.10 4675.04
0.934 3.03 6.1 271.0 271.2 0.10 4675.06
0.950 3.03 6.1 276.9 277.1 0.10 4675.08
0.967 3.03 6.1 282.7 282.9 0.10 4675.10
0.984 3.03 6.1 288.6 288.8 0.10 4675.12
1.000 3.03 6.1 294.4 294.6 0.10 4675.14
1.017 2.87 5.9 300.1 300.3 0.10 4675.16
1.034 2.71 5.6 305.5 305.7 0.10 4675.18
1.050 2.55 5.3 310.6 310.8 0.10 4675.19
1.067 2.39 4.9 315.3 315.5 0.10 4675.21
1.084 2.23 4.6 319.7 319.9 0.10 4675.22
1.100 2.07 4.3 323.8 324.0 0.10 4675.24
1.117 1.92 4.0 327.6 327.8 0.10 4675.25
1.134 1.76 3.7 331.1 331.3 0.10 4675.26
1.150 1.60 3.4 334.3 334.5 0.10 4675.27
1.167 1.44 3.0 337.1 337.3 0.10 4675.28
1.184 1.28 2.7 339.6 339.8 0.10 4675.29
1.200 1.12 2.4 341.8 342.0 0.10 4675.30
1.217 0.96 2.1 343.7 343.9 0.10 4675.31
1.234 0.80 1.8 345.3 345.5 0.10 4675.31
1.250 0.64 1.4 346.5 346.7 0.10 4675.32
1.267 0.48 1.1 347.4 347.6 0.10 4675.32
1.284 0.32 0.8 348.0 348.2 0.10 4675.32
1.300 0.16 0.5 348.3 348.5 0.10 4675.32
1.317 0.00 0.2 348.3 348.5 0.10 4675.32



POND—2 Version: 5.21 S/N: Page 4
EXECUTED: 04—15—2003 18:01:44

****************** SUMMARY OF ROUTING COMPUTATIONS ******************

Pond File: CRSLEE .PND
Inf low Hydrograph: CL-D100 .HYD
Outflow Hydrograph: CRSLEE .HYD

Starting Pond W.S. Elevation = 4673.50 ft
— —

***** Summary of Peak Outflow and Peak Elevation *****

Peak Inflow = 3.03 cfs
Peak Outflow = 0.10 cfs
Peak Elevation = 4675.32 ft

***** Summary of Approximate Peak Storage *****

Initial Storage = 0 cu—ft
Peak Storage From Storm = 10,456 cu—ft

Total Storage in Pond = 10,456 cu—ft



Page 1POND-2 Version: 5.21 S/N
EXECUTED: 05—02—2003 14:40:08

* *** * * * * *********** ****** ***** ****** ** ****
* *
* CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION *
* DETENTION POND - 2 YEAR STORM
* V-NOTCH DISCHARGE (FUTURE CONDITION) *
* 4/30/03 *
* *
* * * * * * ** ** ** * * * * * * **** ** **** * * ** * * ** * * * * * *

Inflow Hydrograph: CL-D2 .HYD
Rating Table file: CRSLEE2 .PND

----INITIAL CONDITIONS----
Elevation = 4673.50 ft
Outflow = 0.00 cfs
Storage = 0 cu-ft

GIVEN POND DATA

ELEVATION OUTFLOW STORAGE
(ft) (cfs) (cu—ft)

4673.50 0.0 0
4674.00 0.1 50
4674.50 0.4 3,120
4675.00 1.0 7,620
4675.50 2.0 11,760
4676.00 3.5 16,420

104.0 104.3
253.9 254.9
391.9 393.9
547.2 550.7

INTERMEDIATE ROUTING
COMPUTATIONS

2S/t
(cfs)

0.0
1.7

2S/t + 0
(cfs)

0.0
1.7

Time increment (t) = 0.017 hrs.
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Pond File: CRSLEE2 .PND
Inf low Hydrograph: CL-02 .HYD
Outflow Hydrograph: CRSLEE .HYD

INFLOW HYDROGRAPH ROUTING COMPUTATIONS

TIME INFLOW 11+12 2S/t - 0 2S/t + 0 OUTFLOW ELEVATION
(hrs) (cfs) (cfs) (cfs) (cfs) (cfs) (if)

0.000 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.00 4673.50
0.017 0.03 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 4673.51
0.033 0.06 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.00 4673.53
0.050 0.09 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.01 4673.58
0.067 0.12 0.2 0.4 0.5 0.02 4673.63
0.083 0.16 0.3 0.7 0.7 0.02 4673.70
0.100 0.19 0.4 0.9 1.0 0.03 4673.79
0.117 0.22 0.4 1.2 1.3 0.05 4673.89
0.133 0.25 0.5 1.6 1.7 0.06 4674.00
0.150 0.28 0.5 2.0 2.1 0.06 4674.00
0.167 0.31 0.6 2.5 2.6 0.06 4674.00
0.183 0.34 0.7 3.0 3.1 0.06 4674.01
0.200 0.37 0.7 3.6 3.7 0.07 4674.01
0.217 0.40 0.8 4.2 4.3 0.07 4674.01
0.233 0.44 0.8 4.9 5.0 0.07 4674.02
0.250 0.47 0.9 5.7 5.8 0.07 4674.02
0.267 0.50 1.0 6.5 6.6 0.07 4674.02
0.283 0.53 1.0 7.4 7.5 0.08 4674.03
0.300 0.56 1.1 8.3 8.5 0.08 4674.03
0.317 0.59 1.2 9.3 9.5 0.08 4674.04
0.333 0.59 1.2 10.3 10.5 0.08 4674.04
0.350 0.59 1.2 11.3 11.5 0.09 4674.05
0.367 0.59 1.2 12.3 12.5 0.09 4674.05
0.383 0.59 1.2 13.3 13.5 0.09 4674.06
0.400 0.59 1.2 14.3 14.5 0.10 4674.06
0.417 0.59 1.2 15.3 15.5 0.10 4674.07
0.433 0.59 1.2 16.2 16.5 0.10 4674.07
0.450 0.59 1.2 17.2 17.4 0.10 4674.08
0.467 0.59 1.2 18.2 18.4 0.11 4674.08
0.483 0.59 1.2 19.1 19.4 0.11 4674.09
0.500 0.59 1.2 20.1 20.3 0.11 4674.09
0.517 0.59 1.2 21.1 21.3 0.12 4674.10
0.533 0.59 1.2 22.0 22.2 0.12 4674.10
0.550 0.59 1.2 22.9 23.2 0.12 4674.10
0.567 0.59 1.2 23.9 24.1 0.12 4674.11
0.583 0.59 1.2 24.8 25.0 0.13 4674.11
0.600 0.59 1.2 25.7 26.0 0.13 4674.12
0.617 0.59 1.2 26.6 26.9 0.13 4674.12
0.633 0.59 1.2 27.5 27.8 0.13 4674.13
0.650 0.59 1.2 28.5 28.7 0.14 4674.13
0.667 0.59 1.2 29.4 29.6 0.14 4674.14
0.683 0.59 1.2 30.3 30.5 0.14 4674.14
0.700 0.59 1.2 31.1 31.4 0.14 4674.14
0.717 0.59 1.2 32.0 32.3 0.15 4674.15
0.733 0.59 1.2 32.9 33.2 0.15 4674.15
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Pond File: CRSLEE2 .PND
Inf low Hydrograph: CL-D2 .HYD
Outflow Hydrograph: CRSLEE .HYD

INFLOW HYDROGRAPH ROUTING COMPUTATIONS

TIME INFLOW 11+12 25/t - 0 2S/t + 0 OUTFLOW ELEVATION
(hrs) (cfs) (cfs) (cfs) (cfs) (cfs) (if)

0.750 0.59 1.2 33.8 34.1 0.15 4674.16
0.767 0.59 1.2 34.7 35.0 0.15 4674.16
0.783 0.59 1.2 35.5 35.8 0.16 4674.17
0.800 0.59 1.2 36.4 36.7 0.16 4674.17
0.817 0.59 1.2 37.3 37.6 0.16 4674.17
0.833 0.59 1.2 38.1 38.4 0.16 4674.18
0.850 0.59 1.2 39.0 39.3 0.17 4674.18
0.867 0.59 1.2 39.8 40.1 0.17 4674.19
0.884 0.59 1.2 40.6 41.0 0.17 4674.19
0.900 0.59 1.2 41.5 41.8 0.17 4674.20
0.917 0.59 1.2 42.3 42.6 0.18 4674.20
0.934 0.59 1.2 43.1 43.5 0.18 4674.20
0.950 0.59 1.2 43.9 44.3 0.18 4674.21
0.967 0.59 1.2 44.8 45.1 0.18 4674.21
0.984 0.59 1.2 45.6 45.9 0.18 4674.22
1.000 0.59 1.2 46.4 46.7 0.19 4674.22
1.017 0.56 1.2 47.1 47.5 0.19 4674.22
1.034 0.53 1.1 47.8 48.2 0.19 4674.23
1.050 0.50 1.0 48.5 48.9 0.19 4674.23
1.067 0.47 1.0 49.1 49.5 0.19 4674.23
1.084 0.44 0.9 49.6 50.0 0.20 4674.24
1.100 0.40 0.8 50.0 50.4 0.20 4674.24
1.117 0.37 0.8 50.4 50.8 0.20 4674.24
1.134 0.34 0.7 50.7 51.1 0.20 4674.24
1.150 0.31 0.7 51.0 51.4 0.20 4674.24
1.167 0.28 0.6 51.2 51.6 0.20 4674.24
1.184 0.25 0.5 51.3 51.7 0.20 4674.24
1.200 0.22 0.5 51.4 51.8 0.20 4674.24
1.217 0.19 0.4 51.4 51.8 0.20 4674.24
1.234 0.16 0.4 51.3 51.7 0.20 4674.24
1.250 0.12 0.3 51.2 51.6 0.20 4674.24
1.267 0.09 0.2 51.0 51.4 0.20 4674.24
1.284 0.06 0.2 50.7 51.1 0.20 4674.24
1.300 0.03 0.1 50.4 50.8 0.20 4674.24
1.317 0.00 0.0 50.1 50.5 0.20 4674.24
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****************** SUNMARY OF ROUTING COMPUTATIONS ******************

Pond File: CRSLEE2 .PND
Inf low Hydrograph: CL-D2 .HYD
Outf low Hydrograph: CRSLEE .HYD rLflkft (oNbITIo

TN WIftStarting Pond W.S. Elevation = 4673.50 ft
To

***** Summary of Peak Outflow and Peak Ele io **

Peak Inf low = 0.59 cfs
Peak Outflow = 0.20 cfs
Peak Elevation = 4674.24 ft

***** Summary of Approximate Peak Storage *****

Initial Storage 0 cu—ft
Peak Storage From Storm = 1,546 cu-ft

Total Storage in Pond = 1,546 cu-ft
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Page 1

* *
* CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION *
* DETENTION POND - 100 YEAR STORM
* V-NOTCH DISCHARGE (FUTURE CONDITION)
* 4/30/03 *
* *
* ** * * **** * * * * * * * ** *************** * *** * * ** *

Inflow Hydrograph: CL-D100 .HYD
Rating Table file: CRSLEE2 .PND

——-—INITIAL CONDITIONS----
Elevation = 4673.50 ft
Outflow = 0.00 cfs
Storage = 0 cu—ft

GIVEN POND DATA

ELEVATION OUTFLOW STORAGE
(ft) (cfs) (cu—ft)

4673.50 0.0 0
4674.00 0.1 50
4674.50 0.4 3,120
4675.00 1.0 7,620
4675.50 2.0 11,760
4676.00 3.5 16,420

104.0 104.3
253.9 254.9
391.9 393.9
547.2 550.7

*

*

INTERMEDIATE ROUTING
COMPUTATIONS

25/t 2S/t + 0
(cfs) (cfs)

0.0 0.0
1.7 1.7

Time increment (t) = 0.017 hrs.
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INFLOW HYDROGRAPH

TIME INFLOW
(hrs) (cfs)

0.000 0.00
0.017 0.16
0.033 0.32
0.050 0.48
0.067 0.64
0.083 0.80
0.100 0.96
0.117 1.12
0.133 1.28
0.150 1.44
0.167 1.60
0.183 1.76
0.200 1.92
0.217 2.07
0.233 2.23
0.250 2.39
0.267 2.55
0.283 2.71
0.300 2.87
0.317 3.03
0.333 3.03
0.350 3.03
0.367 3.03
0.383 3.03
0.400 3.03
0.417 3.03
0.433 3.03
0.450 3.03
0.467 3.03
0.483 3.03
0.500 3.03
0.517 3.03
0.533 3.03
0.550 3.03

0.567 3.03
0.583 3.03
0.600 3.03
0.617 3.03
0.633 3.03
0.650 3.03
0.667 3.03
0.683 3.03
0.700 3.03
0.717 3.03
0.733 3.03

14:36:58
Page 2

ROUTING COMPUTATIONS

11+12 2S/t - 0 2S/t + 0 OUTFLOW ELEVATION
(cfs) (cfs) (cfs) (cfs) (ft)

0.0

0.0 0.00 4673.50
0.2 0.1 0.2 0.01 4673.55
0.5 0.6 0.6 0.02 4673.68
0.8 1.3 1.4 0.05 4673.90
1.1 2.3 2.4 0.06 4674.00
1.4 3.6 3.7 0.07 4674.01
1.8 5.2 5.4 0.07 4674.02
2.1 7.1 7.3 0.08 4674.03
2.4 9.4 9.5 0.08 4674.04
2.7 11.9 12.1 0.09 4674.05
3.0 14.8 15.0 0.10 4674.06
3.4 17.9 18.1 0.11 4674.08
3.7 21.4 21.6 0.12 4674.10
4.0 25.1 25.3 0.13 4674.12
4.3 29.1 29.4 0.14 4674.13
4.6 33.4 33.7 0.15 4674.16
4.9 38.1 38.4 0.16 4674.18
5.3 43.0 43.3 0.18 4674.20
5.6 48.2 48.5 0.19 4674.23
5.9 53.6 54.1 0.21 4674.25
6.1 59.2 59.7 0.22 4674.28
6.1 64.8 65.3 0.24 4674.31
6.1 70.4 70.9 0.26 4674.34
6.1 75.9 76.4 0.27 4674.36
6.1 81.4 82.0 0.29 4674.39
6.1 86.8 87.4 0.30 4674.42
6.1 92.3 92.9 0.32 4674.44
6.1 97.7 98.3 0.33 4674.47
6.1 103.0 103.7 0.35 4674.50
6.1 108.3 109.1 0.37 4674.52
6.1 113.6 114.4 0.39 4674.53
6.1 118.9 119.7 0.41 4674.55
6.1 124.0 124.9 0.43 4674.57
6.1 129.2 130.1 0.46 4674.59
6.1 134.3 135.3 0.48 4674.60
6.1 139.4 140.4 0.50 4674.62
6.1 144.4 145.4 0.52 4674.64
6.1 149.4 150.4 0.54 4674.65
6.1 154.3 155.4 0.56 4674.67
6.1 159.2 160.4 0.58 4674.69
6.1 164.1 165.3 0.60 4674.70
6.1 168.9 170.1 0.62 4674.72
6.1 173.7 174.9 0.64 4674.73
6.1 178.4 179.7 0.66 4674.75
6.1 183.1 184.5 0.68 4674.77

Pond File: CRSLEE2 .PND
Inf low Hydrograph: CL—D100 .HYD
Outf low Hydrograph: CRSLEE .HYD
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Pond File: CRSLEE2 .PND
Inf low Hydrograph: CL—DlOO .HYD
Outflow Hydrograph: CRSLEE .HYD

INFLOW HYDROGRAPH ROUTING COMPUTATIONS

TINE INFLOW 11+12 2S/t - 0 2S/t + 0 OUTFLOW ELEVATION:
(hrs) (cfs) (cfs) (cfs) (cfs) (cfs) (ft)

0.750 3.03 6.1 187.8 189.2 0.70 4674.78
0.767 3.03 6.1 192.4 193.8 0.72 4674.80
0.783 3.03 6.1 197.0 198.4 0.74 4674.81
0.800 3.03 6.1 201.5 203.0 0.76 4674.83
0.817 3.03 6.1 206.0 207.6 0.78 4674.84
0.833 3.03 6.1 210.5 212.1 0.79 4674.86
0.850 3.03 6.1 214.g 216.6 0.81 4674.87
0.867 3.03 6.1 219.3 221.0 0.83 4674.89
0.884 3.03 6.1 223.7 225.4 0.85 4674.90
0.900 3.03 6.1 228.0 229.8 0.87 4674.92
0.917 3.03 6.1 232.3 234.1 0.88 4674.93
0.934 3.03 6.1 236.6 238.4 0.90 4674.95
0.950 3.03 6.1 240.8 242.6 0.92 4674.96
0.967 3.03 6.1 245.0 246.8 0.94 4674.97
0.984 3.03 6.1 249.1 251.0 0.95 4674.99
1.000 3.03 6.1 253.2 255.2 0.97 4675.00
1.017 2.87 5.9 257.1 259.1 1.00 4675.02
1.034 2.71 5.6 260.7 262.7 1.03 4675.03
1.050 2.55 5.3 263.8 265.9 1.05 4675.04
1.067 2.39 4.9 266.6 268.8 1.07 4675.05
1.084 2.23 4.6 269.1 271.2 1.09 4675.06
1.100 2.07 4.3 271.1 273.4 1.11 4675.07
1.117 1.92 4.0 272.9 275.1 1.12 4675.07
1.134 1.76 3.7 274.3 276.6 1.13 4675.08
1.150 1.60 3.4 275.4 277.7 1.14 4675.08
1.167 1.44 3.0 276.1 278.4 1.14 4675.08
1.184 1.28 2.7 276.6 278.9 1.15 4675.09
1.200 1.12 2.4 276.7 279.0 1.15 4675.09
1.217 0.96 2.1 276.5 278.8 1.15 4675.09
1.234 0.80 1.8 275.9 278.2 1.14 4675.08
1.250 0.64 1.4 275.1 277.4 1.14 4675.08
1.267 0.48 1.1 274.0 276.2 1.13 4675.08
1.284 0.32 0.8 272.5 274.8 1.12 4675.07
1.300 0.16 0.5 270.8 273.0 1.10 4675.07
1.317 0.00 0.2 268.8 271.0 1.09 4675.06
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****************** SUMMARY OF ROUTING COMPUTATIONS ******************

Pond File: CRSLEE2 .PND

RTL.tnx CoNrnaN:

GRa.vF/ FLow7Nftr0

Starting Pond W.S. Elevation = 4673.50 ft

***** Summary of Peak Outflow and Peak Elevation *****

Peak Inflow = 3.03 cfs
Peak Outflow = 1.15 cfs
Peak Elevation = 4675.09 ft

***** Summary of Approximate Peak Storage *****

Initial Storage 0 cu-ft
Peak Storage From Storm = 8,336 cu—ft

Total Storage in Pond = 8,336 cu—ft
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SCOPE

This report presents the results of our Geotechnical Investigation for the

proposed Christa Lee Subdivision to be located at 2933 B ¼ Road, in Grand

Junction, Colorado. Our investigation was conducted to explore subsurface

conditions and provide pavement section and foundation recommendations for the

proposed residences. The report includes descriptions of subsoil and groundwater

conditions found in eight exploratory test pits, recommended pavement design and

construction recommendations, recommended foundation systems and allowable

design soil pressures, and design and construction criteria for details influenced by

the subsurface conditions. This investigation was performed in general

conformance with our Proposal No. 02-156 dated July 2, 2002. Foundation

recommendations for each lot were requested (during a telephone conversation

with Mr. Helmick July 10, 2002) as additional services to proposal No. 02-1 56.

The report was prepared from data developed during our field exploration,

laboratory testing, engineering analysis and experience with similar conditions. A

brief summary of our conclusions and recommendations follows. Detailed criteria

are presented within the report.

Chrfl [so Subdivision
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SUMMARY OF CONCLUSIONS

1. Subsoils found in the eight exploratory test pits consisted of silty,
sandy clay to the maximum depths explored of 10 feet below the
ground surface. Sandy, silty gravel was encountered at a depth of 6
feet and 5 feet in test pits TP4 and TP-6, respectively. Water was
encountered at 6.5 feet to 8 feet below the ground surface the day of
excavation and at 6.5 feet and 7 feet in test pits TP4 and TP-7 when
checked five days later.

2. We identified variable groundwater and relatively soft soil conditions
across the site. We anticipate soil instability concerns may be an
issue during development and construction. We believe control and
containment of irrigation water and ceasing irrigation on site may
help mitigate potential problems.

3. We believe shallow, footing or turned down slab foundations can
perform satisfactorily for the proposed residences. Soil stabilization
may be necessary prior to foundation forming. A discussion,
including detailed design and construction criteria are included in the
text of the report.

4. We believe slab-on-grade construction supported by the soils
encountered has low potential for movement. We recommend
structurally supported floors in all finished living areas. Non-
structural, slab-on-grade construction should be limited to flatwork
and garage areas.

5. Very soft to medium stiff clays were encountered in the pavement
area test pits. Stabilization may be necessary during utility
construction and during pavement consturction. A full depth
asphalt thickness of 5.0 inches asphalt or 3.0 inches of asphalt and
6.0 inches of base course is recommended for residential interior
streets, EDLA = 5 areas. Additional pavement section alternatives
are presented in the text of the report.

6. Surface drainage should be designed for rapid runoff of surface
water away from the proposed residences.

Chflsta Lee SubdIvision
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SITE CONDITIONS

The subject site was located at 2933 B % Road in Grand Junction,

Colorado. A vicinity map is included as Fig. 1. The subject site was a vacant,

basically fiat and nearly level parcel. The ground surface was grass covered with

scattered trees. Scattered irrigation ditches noted across the site. The ditches

had water in them but did not appear to be flowing. Standing water was observed

at various locations across the site. B V2 Road was north. A subdivision was

south. A single family residence and vacant pasture were east. Vacant land and a

single family residence were west. The vicinity sloped down toward the north and

west, towards the Colorado River, at slopes of approximately 1 percent or less

(USGS Clifton, Colorado topographical quadrangle, 1962, photorevised 1973).

PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION

We understand 21 lots are proposed for development and single family

residence construction. We anticipate the residences to be one or two story

structures with no below grade construction. Site grading will be minimal (less

than 1 foot cut or fill). We anticipate foundation loads of 1,000 pounds per lineal

foot of foundation wall. We understand there will be approximately 1,400 lineal

CMsta Leo Subdivision
GEG Job No. 1j33



feet of interior streets. Buried utilities will be installed in street right-of-way areas.

We understand there will be a detention pond on Tract A of the proposed

subdivision. No other improvements, on or off site, are anticipated. If proposed

construction, is different than what is described above, we should be notified so

that we can re-evaluate the recommendations given.

GEOLOGIC HAZARDS

We visited the site, observed eight (8) test pit excavations and reviewed

documents from our library to investigate potential geologic hazards at the subject

site. We reviewed the “USGS Grand Junction, Colorado” topographic quadrangle

dated 1962, photo revised 1973 and “Geological Map of Colorado”, by Tweto,

dated 1979. The USGS topographic map identified the site as located on a high

terrace, known locally as Orchard Mesa, near the confluence of the Colorado and

Gunnison River. The Colorado River is approximately 0.4 miles north of the

subject site. The Gunnison River is approximately 1.3 miles southwest of the

subject site. The geologic map indicated the site is located on Quafternary alluvial

terrace gravels; however the field investigation encountered alluvial sands overlain

by clay and silt soils within 10 feet of the ground surface. Bedrock was not

encountered to the maximum depth explored of 5 to 10 feet. The nearest fault we

Chdsta Leo SubdivIsion
4GEG Job No. 1,133



identified was about 8 miles west/southwest of the subject site. In our experience,

cobbly, gravelly day deposits and I or Mancos Shale generaNy underlie the surficial

clay soils at depth.

A site inspection was also performed to investigate physical evidence of

geologic hazards. The subject site is located within an area classified as Zone 1

for earthquake potential by the Uniform building Code (Volume 2, “Structural

Engineering Design Provisions,” Chapter 16, page 241, 1994) indicating a low

probability of earthquake occurrence. Excavation depths should be limited as

much as practical due to underlying soft soils and potential groundwater. Based

on results of this investigation, we believe development of the subject site for the

proposed use is feasible.

SUBSURFACE CONDITIONS

Subsurface conditions at the site were investigated by observing and

sampling eight exploratory test pits. Locations of test pits are shown on Fig. 2.

Graphic logs of the soils found in the exploratory test pits and field penetration

resistance tests are presented on Figs. 3 through 5. Subsurface conditions

encountered in the exploratory test pits consisted of silty, sandy clay to the

CMsta Lee SubdvIsIon
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maximum depths explored of 10 feet below the ground surface. Sandy, silty gravel

was encountered at a depth of 6 feet and 5 feet in test pits TP4 and TP-6,

respectively.

The silty, sandy clay had sandy, clay and clayey sand lenses, was very soft

to very stiff, dry to wet, brown and tan with a slight porous fabric noted and mottling

noted. The sandy, silty gravel was medium dense, moist to wet with depth and

brown with cobbles noted. Seven clay samples tested had moisture contents of

11.0 percent to 25.9 percent. Four clay samples had dry dens iDes of 97 pcf to 111

pcf. Two clay samples were tested for Afterberg limits. These samples had liquid

limits of 26 and 48, plasticity indices of 10 and 23 and 67 and 80 percent passing

the No. 200 sieve (silt and clay sized particles), respectively. Four clay samples

were tested for one dimensional swell / consolidation characteristics. These

samples ranged from compressing 2.5 percent to swelling 2.8 percent when

wetted under a confining pressure of 500 or 1,000 psf. Two sand samples tested

had moisture contents of 16.4 and 24.3 percent, exhibited liquid limits of 27 and

29, plasticity indices of 11 and 13 and 43 percent and 48 percent passing the No.

200 sieve (silt and clay sized particles), respectively. Two gravel samples tested

had moisture contents of 10.9 and 9.8, 43 and 56 percent retained on the No. 4

sieve (gravel sized particles) and 16 and 13 percent passing the No. 200 sieve (silt

and clay sized particles), respectivley. Water was encountered at 6.5 feet to 8 feet
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below the ground surface the day of excavation and at 6.5 feet and 7 feet in test

pits, TP-4 and TP-7 when checked five days later. Standing water was observed

in various locations across the site. We believe control and containment of

irrigation water and ceasing irrigation on site may help mitigate potential water

related problems. Results of laboratory testing are included in Figs. 6 through 9

and summarized on Table I.

RESIDENCE FOUNDATIONS

This investigation indicates subsurface conditions at foundation levels

consisted of variable, very soft to stiff, silty, sandy clay. A slight porous fabric was

identified at varying depth in the test pits. A porous fabric is indicative of

settlement potential. Lenses of soils with low swell potential were also identified.

In our opinion, expansive soils are not a major concern due to the relatively thin

lenses and elevated groundwater levels identified. We recommend that

foundations bear as high as practical to help mitigate potential soft soils concerns.

We understand that turned down slab and footing foundations are desired. In our

experience, shallow foundations have been used in this area with satisfactory

performance for conditions similar to those identified at this site. Footings

generally offer better performance than turned down slabs because the floor would
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be structurally supported and therefore isolated from differential ground

movements. Turned down slabs would likely be less expensive to install. Due to a

slight porous fabric noted across the site and to provide a more uniform foundation

subgrade, the subgrade should be scarified, moisture conditioned and

recompacted. Areas of soft and wet soil conditions were encountered.

Stabilization may be necessary in areas across the site. In our experience the

termination of irrigation has helped mitigate very soft conditions on other sites.

We present design and construction criteria for both foundation types below

in an order of decreasing attractiveness. These criteria were developed from

analysis of field and laboratory data and our experience. The additional

requirements (if any) of the structural engineer and structural warrantor should also

be considered.

Spread Fooling Foundations

1. Footing foundations, bearing on well compacted soils, can be
designed for a maximum soils bearing pressure of 1,000 psf. Loose
soils should be completely removed from foundation bearing areas,
prior to placing concrete.

2. The completed excavation, within 2 feet horizontally of bearing
areas, should be scarified 10 inches, moisture conditioned to within 2
percent of optimum moisture content and compacted to at least 95
percent of standard Proctor maximum dry density (ASTM D698).

Chrlsta Lee Subdivision
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Our representative should be called to test compaction of subgrade
soils prior to forming.

If soft or yielding conditions are encountered then additional
stabilization may be required. Our representative can also make
stabilization recommendations at the time of our site visit, where
applicable.

3. We recommend a minimum width of 16 inches for continuous
footings. Isolated pads should be at least 30 inches by 30 inches.
Foundation walls should be well reinforced top and bottom. We
recommend reinforcement sufficient to span an unsupported
distance of at least 12 feet. Reinforcement should be designed by
the structural engineer.

4. Exterior walls must be protected from frost action. We understand 2
feet for frost cover is typically assumed in the Mesa County area.

5. The completed foundation excavation should be observed by our
representative prior to placing forms, to verify the foundation
bearing conditions and test compaction.

Turned Down Slabs

1. Turned down portions, bearing on well compacted soils, can be
designed for a maximum allowable soil bearing pressure of 1,000
pounds per square foot (psf). Loose soils should be completely
removed from foundation bearing areas, prior to placing concrete.

2. The completed excavation, within 2 feet horizontally of bearing
areas, should be scarified 10 inches, moisture conditioned to within
2 percent of optimum moisture content and compacted to at least
95 percent of standard Proctor maximum dry density (ASTM D698).
Our representative should also be called to test compaction of

subgrade soils prior to forming.

If soft or yielding conditions are encountered then additional
stabilization may be required. Our representative can also make

Chdsta Lee Subdivision
9GEG Job No. 1,133



stabilization recommendations at the time of our site visit, where
applicable.

3. We recommend thickened slab portions be at least 16 inches wide
continuous, where required. Perimeter foundations should be well
reinforced both top and bottom so that they will span an
unsupported distance of at least 12 feet.

4. The soils under footings should be protected from freezing. The
depth of frost protection usually assumed in the Mesa County area
is 2 feet.

5. Completed excavations should be inspected by a representative of
our firm, prior to forming, to confirm that the soils are as anticipated
from test pits and to test compaction.

FLOOR SYSTEMS — Spread Footing Foundations

We believe the near-surface soils which will support slab-on-grade floors

exhibited low movement potential. However, some movement must be assumed

from an increase in moisture by residential development and associated

landscaping and irrigation. To our knowledge, the only reliable solution to control

floor movement is the construction of a structurally supported floor with at least a

12-inch air space between the floor and subgrade. In our opinion, structural floors

should be used in all finished living areas. Structurally supported floors are

normally not used in garage areas. A slab-on-grade floor can be used in garages

provided the builder and owner is aware of and accepts risk of potential
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movement. Driveways, sidewalks and exterior patio slabs are also constructed as

slabs-on-grade.

We recommend the following precautions for construction of slabs-on-grade

at this site. These precautions will not prevent movement in the event the

underlying soils become wetted; they tend to reduce damage if movement occurs.

1. Slab-on-grade construction should be limited to areas such as
garage and exterior fiatwork.

2. Slab subgrade areas should be scarified, moisture conditioned and
compacted as described earlier in the FOUNDATION1 section of
this report.

3. Slabs should be separated from exterior walls and interior bearing
members with a slip joint which allows for free vertical movement of
slabs.

4. The use of slab-bearing partitions should be minimized. Where
such partitions are necessary, a slip joint allowing at least 1.5 inches
of free vertical slab movement should be used. The home owner
should be advised of potential movement and re-establish this void
if it closes. Doorways and stairwells should also be designed for
this movement. Sheetrock should not extend to slab-on-grade
floors.

5. Underslab plumbing should be eliminated where feasible. Where
such plumbing is unavoidable, it should be thoroughly pressure
tested during construction for leaks and should be provided with
flexible couplings. Gas and water lines leading to slab-supported
appliances should be constructed with flexibility.

6. Plumbing and utilities which pass through slabs should be isolated
from the slabs. Heating and air conditioning systems supported by
the slabs should be provided with flexible connections capable of at
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least 1.5 inches of vertical movement so that slab movement is not
transmitted to the duct work.

7. Frequent control joints should be provided to reduce problems
associated with shrinkage and curling. The American Concrete
Institute (ACI) and Portland Cement Association (PCA) recommend
a maximum panel size of 8 to 15 feet depending upon concrete
thickness and slump, and the maximum aggregate size. We
advocate additional control joints 3 feet off and parallel to grade
beams and foundation walls.

8. Exterior patio and porch slabs should be designed to function as
independent units. Movement of slabs-on-grade should not be
transmitted directly to the residence foundations. Stucco finish (if
any) should terminate at least 6 inches above any flatwork.

FLOOR SLABS — Turned Down Slab-Type Foundations

As proposed, floor slabs may be constructed as a portion of the foundation

system. Where building loads are supported by the slab, thickened portions and

heavy slab reinforcing may be required. Hair pin type reinforcing should be

avoided where possible. If hair pin type reinforcing can not be avoided, it should be

carefully designed by the structural engineer to consider differential movements

and effects on floor slab cracking and damage. A joint should be installed in these

areas to control areas of likely cracking. Plumbing and utilities which pass through

the slabs should be isolated from the slab. Slabs should be well reinforced to

function as rigid bodies. Frequent control joints should be provided to reduce

Chdsta Lee Subdivision
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problems associated with shrinkage and curling. We recommend 8 to 15 foot joint

spacing, depending on slump, aggregate size and slab thickness.

BELOW-GRADE CONSTRUCTION

No below-grade construction is anticipated at this site. Typically, foundation

drains are not required for construction of this type. Shallow groundwater was

identified on the site. There has been recent concern with moist to wet conditions

in crawl spaces. Although this is not generally a concern structurally, it is

considered undesirable to the homeowner. The cost to install a perimeter drain at

the time of construction is significantly less than one installed after construction.

Where groundwater exists within 5 feet of the surface, we recommend a perimeter

drain be installed at the time of construction to help mitigate the potential moisture

in the crawl space areas at this site. Crawl space areas should also be sloped so

that potential moisture will not collect in these areas, but flow out of the crawl

space. Crawl space areas should also be well ventilated to mitigate potential

musty odors. Typical foundation drain details are presented on Fig. 10.
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DETENTION POND

We understand there will be a detention pond in the north east portion of

the site (tract A). We visited the subject site and sampled a test pit (TP4) in the

location of the proposed detention basin (Fig. 1). The soils encountered in the test

pit included 6.5 feet of silty, sandy clay underlain by sandy, silty gravel to the

maximum depth explored of 10 feet below the ground surface. A relatively

undisturbed sample was obtained from a depth of approximately 2 feet below the

existing grade and tested for hydraulic conductivity using a flexible wall

permeameter (ASTM D5084). The sample tested exhibited a hydraulic

conductivity (k) of 2.2x107 cm/sec. Ground water was encountered at 7 feet below

the ground surface at the time of excavation and when checked 5 days later.

CONCRETE

One soils sample (TP-1 through TP-3 at 0 to 5 foot depth) tested had a

water soluble sulfate concentration of 790 ppm. Sulfate concentrations in this

range are considered to have a moderate effect on concrete which comes into

contact with the soils. We recommend a modified Type II (sulfate resistant)
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cement be used for concrete that comes into contact with the subsoils. In addition,

concrete should have a maximum water-cement ratio of 0.5.

UTILITY INSTALLATION

We believe utility installation in the natural clays can be accomplished

using conventional excavation equipment. Utility trenches should be sloped or

shored to meet local, State and Federal safety regulations. Based on our

investigation, we believe soils at this site may be classified as either Type B or

Type C, based on OSHA standards. Excavation slopes specified by OSHA are

dependent upon types of soils and groundwater conditions encountered.

Contractors should identify the conditions encountered in the excavation and

refer to OSHA standards to determine appropriate slopes.

Water and sewer lines will be constructed beneath pavements.

Compaction of trench backfill can have a significant effect on the life and

serviceability of pavements. We recommend trench backfill be placed in thin,

loose lifts, moisture conditioned to within 2 percent of optimum moisture content

and compacted to at least 95 percent of standard Proctor maximum dry density

(ASTM D 698). The placement and compaction of utility trench backfill should

Chdst Lee 5ubdIvaIon
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be observed and tested by a geotechnical engineer during construction.

Groundwater found during this investigation indicates up to 6 feet of

below-grade construction may be made without requiring dewatering. We

anticipate groundwater levels may fluctuate. As a result, there may be

groundwater concerns during construction, which were not identified by this

investigation. We did identify relatively soft soils at typical utility depths.

Stabilization requirements are anticipated. Immediately ceasing irrigation may

help mitigate stabilization requirements. Our representative should be called to

observe actual conditions at time of utility construction and provide stabilization

alternatives at that time.

PAVEMENT

We tested samples obtained from the test pits, TP-1 through TP-3 at 0 to 5

depth. The samples were visually classified and combined. The subgrade soils

generally included very soft to medium stiff silty, sandy clay. The sample was

tested in our laboratory for Atterberg limits, gradation, standard Proctor and

California Bearing Ratio (CBR). The laboratory testing indicated low plasticity

clays with relatively moderate pavement support characteristics. Laboratory

testing indicated a CBR value of 8.9. We used a CBR value of 5.0 for design

Chñsk Lee SubdivIsion
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calculations. The results of laboratory testing are presented in Appendix A and

summarized on Table I.

Our designs are based on the AASHTO design method and our experience.

We understand pavements will be for interior streets only. We assumed an

Equivalent Daily Load Application (EDLA) of 5 for the interior streets that serve

less than 80 residences. We used a regional factor of 2.0, a design serviceability

index of 2.0 and a design period of 20 years. Pavement design calculations are

included in Appendix A. Table A below shows our recommendations.

The pavement subgrade

conditioned and compacted

maximum dry density.

representative should be

subgrade preparation, fill

should be scarified at least

to at least 95 percent standard

Soft areas will likely require

called to test compaction and / or

placement and prior to pavement

1 0-inches, moisture

Proctor (ASTM D698)

stabilization. Our

stabilization during

construction. We
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TABLE A

SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDED PAVEMENT SECTIONS

Anticipated Asphaltic Asphalt and Portland Cement
Traffic Type Concrete Aggregate Concrete

Base Course

Interior Street 5.0” 3.0” + 6.0” 5.0”
EDLA= 5
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should observe a proof roll performed by a heavy pneumatic tired vehicle, such as

a loaded water truck, to help identify areas requiring stabilization and to make

specific recommendations. Experience suggests Portland cement concrete slabs

can perform better than asphalt where vehicles turn at slow speeds such as

entrance aprons.

The design of a pavement system is as much a function of paving materials

as supporting characteristics of the subgrade. The quality of each construction

material is reflected by the strength coefficient used in the calculations. If the

pavement system is constructed of inferior material, then the life and serviceability

of the pavement will be substantially reduced.

The asphalt component of the pavement was designed assuming at least

1,650 pounds Marshall stability. Normally, an asphaltic concrete should be

relatively impermeable to moisture and should be designed with a well-graded

sand/gravel mix. The oil content, void ratio, flow and gradation need to be

considered in the design. We recommend a job mix design be performed and

periodic checks be made to verify compliance with these specifications.

If construction materials cannot meet the above requirements, then the

pavement design should be evaluated based upon available materials. We

Chrtsta Lee SubdIvIsIon is
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recommend the materials and placement methods conform to the requirements

listed in the Colorado Department of Transportation “Standard Specifications for

Road and Bridge Construction”. All materials planned for construction should be

submitted and tested to confirm their compliance with these specifications.

A primary cause of early pavement deterioration is water infiltration into the

pavement system. The addition of moisture usually results in softening of

untreated base course and subgrade and eventual failure of the pavement. We

recommend drainage be designed for rapid removal of surface runoff. Curb and

gutters should be backfilled and the backfill compacted to reduce ponding adjacent

to pavements. Final grading of the subgrade should be carefully controlled so that

design cross-slope is maintained and low spots in the subgrade which could trap

water are eliminated. Seals should be provided between curb and pavement and

at all joints to reduce moisture infiltration. Landscaped areas and detention ponds

in pavements should be avoided.

We have included recommendations for flexible and rigid pavement

construction in Appendix 8. Routine maintenance, such as sealing and repair of

cracks annually and overlays at 5 to 7-year intervals, are necessary to achieve the

long-term life of an asphalt pavement system. If the design and construction

CMsta Lee Subdivision
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recommendations cannot be followed or anficipated traffic loads change

considerably, we should be contacted to review our recommendations.

SURFACE DRAINAGE

Performance of foundations and concrete flatwork is influenced by surface

moisture conditions. Risk of wetting foundation soils can be reduced by carefully

planned and maintained surface drainage. Surface drainage should be designed

to provide rapid runoff of surface water away from the proposed residences. We

recommend the following precautions be observed during construction and

maintained at all times after the construction is completed.

1. The ground surface surrounding the exterior of the residences
should be sloped to drain away from the residence in all directions.
We recommend a slope of at least 12 inches in the first 10 feet
around the residences, where possible. In no case should the slope
be less than 6 inches in the first 5 feet. The ground surface should
be sloped so that water will not pond adjacent to the residences.

2. Backfill around foundation walls should be moistened and
compacted.

3. Roof downspouts and drains should discharge well beyond the limits
of all backfill. Splash blocks and downspout extenders should be
provided at all discharge points.

4. Landscaping should be carefully designed to minimize irrigation.
Plants used close to foundation walls should be limited to those with
low moisture requirements; irrigated grass should not be located
within 5 feet of the foundation. Sprinklers should not discharge
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within 5 feet of foundations. Irrigation should be limited to the
minimum amount sufficient to maintain vegetation; application of
more water will increase likelihood of slab and foundation
movements.

5. Impervious plastic membranes should not be used to cover the
ground surface immediately surrounding the residences. These
membranes tend to trap moisture and prevent normal evaporation
from occurring. Geotextile fabrics can be used to limit the weed
growth and allow for evaporation.

CONSTRUCTION MONITORING

Geotechnical Engineering Group, Inc. should be retained to provide general

review of construction plans for compliance with our recommendations.

Geotechnical Engineering Group, Inc. should be retained to provide construction

monitoring services during all earthwork and foundation construction phases of the

work. This is to observe the construction with respect to the geotechnical

recommendations, to enable design changes in the event that subsurface

conditions differ from those anticipated prior to start of construction and to give the

owner a greater degree of confidence that the structures and pavements are

constructed in accordance with the geotechnical recommendations.
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LIMITATIONS

Eight exploratory test pits were observed, spaced across the subject site.

The test pits are representative of conditions encountered only at the exact test pit

locations. Variations in the subsoil conditions not indicated by the exploratory test

pits are always possible. Our representative should observe open foundation

excavations and test soil subgrade compaction to confirm soils are as anticipated

from the test pits and foundation soils are prepared as recommended herein. We

should also be retained to test utility trench backfill compaction and pavement

constuction.

We befleve this investigation was conducted in a manner consistent with

that level of care and skill ordinarily used by geotechnical engineers practicing in

this area at this time. No other warranty, express or implied, is made. If we can be

of further service in discussing the contents of this report or the analysis of the

influence of the subsurface conditions on the design of the residences, please call.
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Sincerely,
GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEERING GROUP, INC.

Sreory G. Poeft* .E.
Project En

GGP:JPW:cd
(2 copies sent)

I cc: Vista Engineering Corporation
Mr. Pat O’Conner
777 Crossroads Boulevard
Grand Junction, CO 81506
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7
John P. Withers, P..
Principal Engineer
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2933 B 1/2 Road
Grand Junction, Colorado
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Note: This figure was prepared based on a
computer file provided by Vista Engineering
Corporation.
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t TBM: Property Pin, approximately
180’ east of northwest property pin
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Legend

V2 Clay, silty, sandy, clay, sandy, and sand, clayey lenses noted,
very soft to very stiff, dry to moist with depth, brown, tan, slight
porous fabric noted, mottling noted (CL,SC)

Gravel, sandy, silty, medium dense, moist to wet with depth, brown,
cobbles noted (GM)

Indicates location of penetration test. The symbol 42/12 indicates that
L 42 blows of a 15 pound hammer falling 26 inches were required

to drive a 1.0 inch diameter penetrometer 12 inches. The symbol
HD indicates hand drive using modified California (2.0-inch O.D.) liner.

Indicates free water level. Numeral indicates number of days
after drilling that measurement was taken.

Indicates location of bulk sample collected from test pit walls.

Notes

1. Test pits were observed and sampled July 19, 2002.

2. Elevations of test pits were determined using an automatic level
and the temporary benchmark (TBM) shown on Fig. 2.

3. These logs are subject to the explanations, limitations and
conclusions as contained in this report.

Legend of Logs of
Job No. 1,133 Exploratory Test Pits Fig. 5
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Note:
Drain should be at least 20 inches
below bottom of void and footing at
the highest point and slope downward
to a positive gravity ouUet or to
a sump where water can be
removed by pumping.

Provide positive slip joint
[between slab and wall.

Encase pipe in washed concrete

aggregate (ASTM C33, No. 67).

Extend gravel laterally to void

and as high as possible up the

side of void (1 to 2 inches) if

pads or interrupted footings
are used.

Slope per report

8acill

Below grade wall

Slope per’
Reinforcing steel

OSHA L per structural drawir>

Footing or pad

Job No. 1,133

4’,

f
Mm. or beyond
1:1 slope
from bottom
of footing.
(Whichever is
greater).

20 Minimum

4-inch diameter perforated drain
pipe. The pipe should be placed
in a trench with a slope ranging
between 1/8-inch and 1/4-inch
drop per foot of drain.

I & Minimum

Interior Foundation Wall Drain Fig. 10
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TABLE I

SUMMARY OF LABORATORY TEST RESULTS

JOB NO. 1133
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790 Clay. silty, sandy (CL)

Gravel, sandy, silty (GM)

Clay, sandy (CL)

Gravel, sandy, silty (GM)

Atterberg Limits Swell / Consolidation PASSING WATER
HOLE DEPTH NATURAL DRY LIQUID PLASTICITY CONFINING NO. 200 SOLUBLE SOIL TYPE

MOISTURE DENSITY LIMIT INDEX SWELL PRESSURE SIEVE SULFATES
(FEET) (%) (PCF) (%) (%) (%) (PSF) (%) (ppm)

TP-8 2 14.6 100 +2.8 500 Clay, silty, sandy (CL)
4 24.3 — 29 13 48 Sand, clayey (SC)

4
6

11.1
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Clay, silty, sandy (CL)
Clay, silty, sandy (CL)

TP-l through 3,
Bulk Combined

TP-2

TP-3

TP-4

TP-5

TP-6

TP-7
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Geotechnical Engineering Group, Inc.
Ii Moisture- Density Relationship

Project Name: Chsta Lee Subdivision

Sample Location: TP-1 through 3 @ 0 to 5 feet,
bulk combined

Sample Description: Clay, silty, sandy (CL)

Test Method: ASTM D698, method A

Maximum Dry Density: 113.5 pcf

Optimum Moisture: 14.5 %

Liquid Limit: 26

Plasticity Index: 10

I I

Sand: 31 %

I j I K

!

ob No. 1,133

Moisture Content -

Fig. A-i
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PenetratIon (Inch)

Geotechnical
Engineering

Group, Inc.

CBR §0.1” Penetration
CBR § 0.2” Penetration
Maximum Dry Density (pcf)
Optimum Moisture Content (%)
Dry Density (pci)
Dry Density (% Maximum)
Surcharge Weight (Ibs)
Swell (%)
Before Soaking Moisture Content
After Soaking Moisture Content:

8.9

7.7

113.5

14.5

107.9

95.0

10.0

0.5

14.2

17.8
18,0

California Bearing Ratio

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6

Top Inch
Average

Job No. 1,133 Fig. A-2
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DESIGN CALCULATIONS
Residential Street

EDLA = 5

DESIGN DATA

Estimated Daily Load Application (EDLA) = 5
California Bearing Ratio (CBR) = 5
Weighted Structural Number (WSN) = 1.85 (from Fig. A-i)

DESIGN EQUATION

SN=C1D1 + C2D2

C1 = 0.40 - Strength Coefficient - Hot Bituminous Asphalt
C2 = 0.12 - Strength Coefficient - Aggregate Base Course

D1 = Depth of Asphalt (inches)
D2 = Depth of Base Course (inches)

FOR FULL DEPTH ASPHALT SECTION

= (1.85)/0.40 = 4.6 inches of Full Depth Asphalt

FOR ASPHALT + AGGREGATE BASE COURSE SECTION:

= ((1.85)— (3)(0.40))/0.12 = 5.4 inches of Aggregate Base Course

RECOMMENDED SECTIONS:

i. 5.0 inches of Full Depth Asphalt, or
2. 3.0 inches Asphalt + 6.0 inches Aggregate Base Course.

Job No. 1,133 Fig. A-5



APPENDIX B

CONSTRUCTION RECOMMENDATIONS
FOR FLEXIBLE AND RIGID PAVEMENT



RIGID PAVEMENT CONSTRUCTION RECOMMENDATIONS

Rigid pavement sections are not as sensitive to subgrade support characteristics
as flexible pavement. Due to the strength of the concrete, wheel loads from traffic are
distributed over a large area and the resulting subgrade stresses are relatively low. The
critical factors affecting the performance of a rigid pavement are the strength and quality
of the concrete, and the uniformity of the subgrade. We recommend subgrade
preparation and construction of the rigid pavement section be completed in accordance
with the following recommendations:

1. Subgrade areas should be stripped of organics and deleterious materials.
The pavement subgrade shall be compacted within 2% of optimum
moisture content to at least 95% of maximum standard Proctor dry density
(ASTM D 698). Moisture treatment and compaction recommendations also
apply where additional fill is necessary.

2. The resulting subgrade shall be checked for uniformity and all soft or
yielding materials should be replaced prior to paving. Concrete should not
be placed on soft, spongy, frozen, or otherwise unsuitable subgrade.

3. The subgrade shall be kept moist prior to paving.

4. Concrete should not be placed in cold weather nor on frozen subgrade.

5. Curing procedures should protect the concrete against moisture loss, rapid
temperature change, freezing, and mechanical injury for at least 3 days
after placement. Traffic should not be allowed on the pavement for at least
one week.

6. A white, liquid membrane curing compound, applied at the rate of 1 gallon
per 150 square feet, should be used.

7. Construction joints, including longitudinal joints and transverse joints,
should be formed during construction or should be sawed shortly after the
concrete has begun to set, but prior to uncontrolled cracking. All joints
should be sealed.

8. Construction control and inspection shall be carried out during the
subgrade preparation and paving procedures. Concrete shall be carefully
monitored for quality control. The additional requirements of the City of
Grand Junction and Colorado Department of Transportation Specifications
should apply.

9. Deicing salts should not be used for the first year after placement.

Job No. 1,133 Fig. B-2
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DRAINAGE AND IRRIGATION CHECK SHIiET
/

Applicant: RI%N HaricK 7a1 MR.ST. S Ost-rA, °‘j9-1
(9]N 7t9I3

Location of site: ]AxS1.4L 9t3 - a- DO- rn-i (a93 3 B-. Roc

Size(Acres): &,.oo Acews

DRAINAGE INFORMATION

-> APPLICANT’S POR flOATS

Where is the inigation water drain?

_____________________________________________

How will drainage or runoff water be conveyed?
S Existing underground pipeline C Existing concrete ditch
o Pipeline to be installed 0 Concrete ditch to be installed

% Other (Please explain): 7mrc,RfttL1 eMPa fte,r bttw,a7I3

&Or.J TO RAc I tstflZr’1t LINYW tft.n\-EWR

Va AVAdL4e,Lt IN B&RoAs, (rurugcw ln1rftovi”n By

->REVIEWAGENCYPORTION

1. Drainage water crosses through other property? Yes No

2. if YES, are easements or rights-of-way recorded? Yes No —

3. Wastewater/Tailwater is. delivered to:
C Natural wash or drainage
o Name of organized or engineered drainage district/system:

_________

Person/Entity responsible for maintenance of tailwater system:

___________________

May2002 XI-2a

I



0
r_DRAINAGE AN]) IRRIGATION CHECK SHKET

.1 DRAINAGE INFORMATION

—>APPLICANTS PORTION

1. How will irrigation water be deliverd to each lot?
U Existing underground pipeline U Existing concrete ditch

.Pipeline to be installed C Concrete ditch to be installed
C Other (please explain):

2. Irrigation on parcel will be:
SpHnkler
C Surface system (ditches, grated pipeline)

-*REVIE WA GENCY PORTION

1. Is irrigation water historically availabe on each lot? Yes — No —

2. Canal Company (Name):

3. Lateral (Name or Number):

4. Headgate Number:

5. Turnout Number:

6. Headgate is: Shared Individual

7. Headgate Organized/Incorporated: Yes_____ No

If YES, contact personlagent:

8. Water rights for this parcel go with the land: Yes No

9. The amount for this parcel (complete all three items):
Shares
Gallons per minute (gpm)
Cubic fee per second (cfs)

10. Can more irrigation water be purchased? Yes No

11. Irrigation water is available:
C Anytime (on demand)
C Only at certain times (rotation)

12. Irrigation water crosses through other property? Yes No

S

May 2002 )a-2b



0. 0•

E_DRAINAGE
AM) IRRIGATION CHECK SKEET

—*REJ’TEWAGENCYPORTION (continued)

13. If YES, are there recorded rights-of-way or easements?
C There are no existing easements

. C There are recorded rights-of-way or easements

14. Is a measuring device in place? Yes No

15. thigafionwater is paid:
C Per share to the irrigation company
C Tax assessment
C Other

16. Average annual cost of irrigation water:
$___________

17. Person/entity responsible for maintenance of irrigation water:

May 2002 )G-2c
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DRAINAGE AND IRRIGATION CHECK SHEET

/

COWD{ENTS

NOTE: MI irrigation/drainage to be located on final plat.

Above information to be provided to each new lot or parcel owner,

Ml permissions, easements, or rights-of-way must be obtained for
irrigation water and drainage/tailwater if not already in place.

Irrigation Company Comments

Drainage Entity Comments

Other Comments

Canal Company Representative Drainage Entity

Landowner / Developer Soil Conservation District

WR7WRIP3._SCNSCMLW_JU- Rt

____________________

rm rMTL*&E H.O.A. Pftic-ro

__________________________

May 2002 )G-2d



‘[HE FOLLOWING AGENCIES ARE AVAILABLE TO

ASIST YOU IN COMPLETING TifiS CHECMJIST

•DeBeque-Plateau Valley Soil Conservation District 970-242-4511
2754 Compass Drive, Suite 170, Grand Junction CO 81506

4 Grand Juction Drainage District 970-242-4343
722 —23 Road, Grand Junction, CO 81505

+ Grand Valley Irrigation Company 970-242-2762
688—26 Road, Grand Junction, CO 81506

• Grand Valley Water Users Association 970-242-5065
1147—24 Road, Grand Junction, CO 81505-9639

+Mesa County Irrigation District 970-464-5209
Ditch Rider

•Mesa Soil Conservation District 970-242-4511
2754 Compass Drive, Suite 170, Grand Junction, CO 81506

+ Orchard Mesa Irrigation District 970-464-7885
668 —38 Road, Palisade, CO 81526

•Palisade Irrigation District 970-250-2404
Ditch Rider — Spencer Bain

•Redlands Water and Power Company 970-243-2173
2518 Monument Road, Suite C, Grand Junction, CO 81503

FOR LAND OWNERSmP INFORMATION:

•Mesa County Assessor’s Office 970-244-1610
Court House Annex — 241 North 6th Sheet, Grand Junction, CO 81501

This is only a partial listing. Other organizations existfor the DeBeque, Gateway,
Plateau Valley and Whitewater/Kannah Creek areas ofMesa County.

Please contact the entity in your area.

May2002 )G-2e
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City of Grant’incdon-J

Fire Department
New Development Fire Flow

tnstrdctiOas To process the application, the developer/applicant’s engineer should first fill out all items in
Section A, and then deliver/mail this form to the appropriate water purveyor.1 Once the water supplier has
signed and given the required information, deliver/mail the completed and ftilly signed form to the Fire
Department. -

-

SECTION A

Date: August 16; 2002
ProjectName: Crista Lee Subdivision
Projectstreetaddress: 2933 B 1/2 Road
Assessor’s Tax Parcel Number: 2943—293—00—141
PropertyOwnername: Alan Helmick
City’s project file #: .

NameofWaterPurveyor: Ute Water

1. If the project includes one or more one or two-family dwelling(s):
a. The maximum fire area’ for each one or two family dwelling will be 3LOO square feet.
b. All dwelling units Will , will not ‘include an approved automatic sprinkler system.
Comments:

If the project includes a building other than one and two-family dwelling(s): N/P.,
a. List the fire area and type of constructiqn for all buildings used to determine the minimum fire flow

requirements: .

b. List each building that will be provided with an approved fire sprinkler system:____________________

List the minimum fire flow required for this project (based on Appendix B and C): boo

Comments:

Note: Fire Flow Rule: The City’s Fire Code3 sets minimmu fire flows for all structures and new development.
Ih general, for single family dwellings, at least 1000 g.p.m at 20 p.s.i. residual pressure must be continuously
available at each structure. Duplex, other residential and all non-residential uses must have more fire flows in
order to fight fires. Inadequate fire flows are normally due to water supply pipeà that are too small or too Little
water pressurebor a combination of both.

Note for the Applicant/Project engineer: Refer to Appendix B and C, ffC 2000, to determine the minimum fire
flow required for this project, based on the Water Purveyor’s information (i.e., location, looping and size of
water [ines; water pressure at the site, etc.) and the type, density and location of all structures. Base your
professional judgnent on the City approved utility plans and Water provider information shown on this Form.
Each time the utility plans/other information relating to treated water changes, resubmit this form just as you dic
the first time.

(E ad of Section A. Section B Continues on the reverse side of this pagej

Fire area is defined on page 357 of the C.
,n/romiz/rreflowiontJmod(ffed
3/21/01

7

3.
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0 0

[ DRAINAGE AM) IRRIGATION CH[CK SIJEET1
Applicant: ELAN HicK 7a1

(9ioN ?7’t’I3

Location of site: civ# a9-3-a-co-vfi (ri B-R)

Size(Acres): <2.OO Acen

DRAINAGE INFORMATION

—* APPLICANT’S FORlYON-

Where is the irrigation water drain?

_____________________________________________

How will drainage or runoff water be conveyed?
0 Existing underground pipeline 0 Existing concrete ditch0 Pipeline to be installed C Concrete ditch to be installed.W Other (Please explain): e,nptt PRocr.. flT)J
Po,os - %Rcib IRA1C./bRRinj LflRAL t4NrIL SToeft-cWft
1% A.JllcAe,tX jp B’Roø.r, (rtr Em y

-REVIEWA GENCYFORTION

1. Drainage water crdsses through other property? Yes No j(
2. 11 YES, are easements or rights-of-way recorded? Yes No
3. Wastewater/Tailwater isdelivered to:

C Natural wash or drainage
0 Name of organized or engineered drainage district/system:

Person/Entity responsible for maintenance of taliwater system:

___________________

May 2002
. XI-2a



0 0
AND IRRIGATION CHECK SHEET

1

DRAINAGE INFORMATION

->APPLICANTS PORTION

1. How will irrigation water be deliverd to each lot?
0 Existing underground pipeline C Existing concrete ditch
. Pipeline to be installed C Concrete ditch to be installedo Other (please explain):

________________________________________

2. Irrigation on parcel will be:
Spdn1der
o Surface system (ditches, grated pipeline)

-÷REVIE WA GENCYPORTION

1. Is irrigation water bistoricafly availabe on each lot? Yes .)L No —

2. Canal Company (Name): OECPA’rn ‘,csA /Ee/ñnm’.’v
3. Lateral (Name or Number): tm ti- L yri ES% I rc cAL.
4. Headgate Number: 9
5. Turnout Number: 9
6. Headgate is: Shared Individual K
7. Headgate Organized/Incorporated: Yes______ No K

If YES, contact person/agent:

________________________________________

S. Water rights for this parcel go with the land: Yes 7 No
9. The amount for this parcel (complete all three items):q Shares

4qg, v9 Gallons per minute (gpm)
o,1o9 Cubic fee per second (cfs)

10. Can more irrigation water be purchased? Yes

_____

No X
11. Irrigation water is available:

$‘Anytime (on demand)
o Only at certain times (rotation)

12. Irrigation water crosses through other property? Yes X No

May 2002
M-2b
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DRAINAGE MN]) IRRIGATION CHECK SHEET

->REVIE WA GENCYPORTION (continued)

13. U’YS, are there recorded rights-of-way or easements?
There are e existing easements
C There are recorded rights-of-way or easements

14. Is a measuring device in place? Yes

_____

No

15. lifigafionwater is paid:
C Per share to the irrigation company
Tax assessment
Ci Other

16. Average annual cost of iffigaffon water: $ p gç 4,,,is.

17. Person/entity responsible for maintenance of irrigation water: L#’v ynwN

May2002 )G-2c



C) S
DRAINAGE AND IRRIGATION CRECK SKEET

COMMENTS

NOTE: All irrigadom’drainage to be located on final plat.

Above information to be provided to each new lot or parcel owner.

AM permissions, easements, or rights-of-way must be obtained for
irrigation water and drainage/tthlwater if not already in place.

trwation Company Comments

Drainaee Entity Comments

Other Comments

Canal Company Representative Drainage Entity

Landowner / Developer Soil Conservation District
wan ,re_SCM10L4LW_nfltj. RW

______________________

r-nc rwflA,s .o.A. pRj=e-ro

____________________

_____________
_____

May 2002



0 0
TUE FOLLOWING AGENCIES ARE AVAILABLE TO

ASSIST YOU N COMPLEWG ‘lifiS CHECKLIST

•DeBeque-Plateau Valley Soil Conservation District 970-242-4511
2754 Compass Drive, Suite 170, Grand Junction CO 81506

•Grand Suction Drainage District 970-242-4343
722—23 Road, Grand Junction, CO 81505

eGraud Valley Irrigation Company 970-242-2762
688—26 Road, Grand Junction, CD 81506

+ Grand Valley Water Users Association 970-242-5065
1147—24 Road, Grand Junction, CO 81505-9639

+ Mesa County Irrigation District 970-464-5209
Ditch Rider

+ Mesa Soil Conservation District 970-242-4511
2754 Compass Drive, Suite 170, Grand Junction, CO 81506

• Orchard Mesa Irrigation District 970-464-7885
668—38 Road, Palisade, CD 81526

•Pallsade Irrigation District 970-250-2404
Ditch Rider — Spencer Bain

•Redlands Water and Power Company 970-243-2173
2518 Monument Road, Suite C, Grand Junction, CO 81503

FOR LAND OWNERSHIP JIFORMATION:

•Mesa County Assessor’s Office 970-244-1610
Court House Annex —241 North 6th Street, Grand Junction, CO 81501

This is only a partial listing. Other organizations existfor the Delleque, Gateway,
Plateau Valley and Whitewater/Kannah Creek areas ofMesa County.

Please contact the entity in your area.

May2002 )G2e



C
B&B APPRAISAL, INC

715 HORIZON DRIVE, SUITE 330, GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO 81506

APPRAISAL OF

LOCATED AT:

2933 B1/2 ROAD
GRAND JUNCTION, CO. 81503

NO LENDER/ALAN C. HELMICK
PURPOSE: CITY PARK FEE

BORROWER:

AS OF:

April 29. 2003

MARY JANE BROOM. MAI, SRA
CERTIFIED GENERAL APPRAISER

‘t

Purpose: City Park Fee
File No. 031147

715 Horizon Drive, Suite 330, Grand Junction, CO 81506



B & B APPRAISAL, INC.

LAND APPRAISAL REPOnr
?pty Address 2933 B1/2 ROAD Census Tract 13 MSA2995 LENDER DISCRETIONARY USE
çyj3RAND JUNCTION County MESA Slate CO p Code 81503 Sale Price $
Leqal saipn LENGTHY - SEE AHACHED PER ASSESSOR’S RECORDS Date
Owner/Occepant ALAN C. HELMICK / VACANT Map Reference B&B 6 Mortgage Armunt $
Sale Price $ N/A Date of Sale N/A Property Rights Appraised Mortgage Type
Loan &arqes/cencessions to be paid by seller $ 0.00 Ij] Fee Simple Discount Points and Other Concessions
R.E.Taxes$ 289.00 TaxYear 2002 HOA$IM. 0.00 Leashold PaidbySeller $
Lender/Client NO LENDER / ALAN C. HELMICK Condominium (HUDNA)
PURPOSE: CITY PARK FEE H PUD Source
LOCATION Iflan Subtiban [ Reral NEIGHBORHOOD ANALYSIS -- AV •n

BUILT UP H Over 75% [jj] 25-75% Under 25% Ewplowent Stabilty H 1I H H
GROWTH RATE H Rapid Stable Slow Convenience to Employment LI 1i] H H
PROPERTY VALUES H Inaeasing [j] Stable H Dedining Convenience to Shpir H 1l H H
DEMAND/SUPPLY H Shortage In Balance H Over Supply Convenience to Sdiods LI LI LI
MARKETING TIME H Under 3 Mos. Ii] 3-6 Mos. fl Over 6 Mos. Adequacy of Public Transportation [] [] (J [3
PRESENT LAND USE % LAND USE CHANGE PREDOMINANT n.EFPMLYI-flSNG Reaeation Fadlities H H H
Single Fanily 62°A Not Likely H OCCUPANCY PRICE AGE Adequacy of Faclities H H H
24 Family 2°A Likely [j] Oveier [j) 5(000) (ym) Property Compatibility H [K] H H
Mult-Fanily l°A In process H renant H 80 Low 0 Protection from Dekimental Cond. H [K] H H
Commercial 5°A To: CRISTA LEE Vacant (0-5%) 250 High 50 Police & Fire Protection H 1K] H H
Indusbial 0°X SUBDIVISION Vacant (over 5%) H PredorNnant General Appearance of Prop&ies H [K] H H
Vacant 30°A 120- 15 AepealtoMarket H [K] H H
Note; Race or the racial composition of the neighborhood are not considered reliable appraisal factors. COMMENTSCOLO RIVER (N), GUNNISON RIVER
(S&W), 32 RD (AKA HWY 141) (E). ORCHARD MESA IS SOUTH OFCENTRAL GRAND JUNCTION.35% TN CITY LIMITS. COMMERCIAL ARTERIES: HWY
50 & UNAWEEP AVE. 6 X 3 MILES. AVG TO GOOD QUALITY HOMES BUILT 19405 TO PRESENT ON 1/4 TO 1 ACRE. NEW CONSTRUCTION EVIDENT
AND OF BETTER QUALITY. MID PRICE RANGE. QUIET, GENTLY ROLLING TERRAIN, GOOD VIEWS TYPICAL WITH SOME OVERLOOKING
GUNNISON OR COLO RIVERS.
Dimensions IRREGULAR SHAPE - SEE PLAT MAP Topoaphy GENERALLY LEVEL
Site kea 6 ACRES - PER COUNTY Corner Lot NO Size TYPICAL FOR AREA
Zoning aasfcation RSF-4/CNTY/RESIDENTIAL SGL FAM Zoning Compliance YES Shape IRREGULAR
HIGHEST & BEST USE: Present Use X Other Use aine APPEARS ADEQUATE
UTILITIES Public Other SITE IMPROVEMENTS Type Public Pftvate View GOOD VIEW OF MTNS
Electhdty Skeet ASPHALT [K] H Landscaping FARM LAND
Gas [K] CurWGuller NPN H Dilveway NONE
Water [K] Sidewalk q_ H Apparent Easements NO ADVERSE KNOWN
Sanitary Sewer [j] Skeet Lights NONE H FEMA Rood Hazard Yes No X
Storm Sewer F] Ailey NONE H FEMA’ Map/Zone 080114 0490 C 7/15/92
Comments (Apparent adverse easements, encroachments, special assessments, slide areas, etc.); IRRIGATION WATER: SPECIAL ASSESSMENT
$22848/YEAR LAND IS IN PASTURE. NATURAL GAS IS AVAILABLE. WE WERE NOT PROVIDED A SURVEY, NO ADVERSE EASEMENTS
APPARENT. 81/2 ROAD IS A SEMI BUSY 2 LAND EASTmEST ROAD. LOMA LINDA SUB SOUTH. CHIPETA GOLF COURSE EAST.

The undea signed has recIted three necent sales nO pooperlin, most simIlise and pno,imale In suble;I arid has considered these in the nankel analysis. The drnnlptlon includes a dollar
adlustmenl, i ellectl a gmarke I lea :lion 1° those i lema oF al grill cani canal ion be lwee,s the eubiect and camp ar able propel tie, II a at gniti cart lena In the comparable propeily a aupeliol
to, or more favor able than. I he aubject plope’ ly, a minua (.) adju stnenl i a made, I huar educing the mdi cated value oF aubjeci. If a signiFicant item In ‘he compal able a Inferior to.
a’ lest favorable than, he subject property. • plus (t) adjuatmenl a ma de. boa i flu as slag he indic ated ealue oF the aublect

ITEM SUBJECT COMPARABLE NO. 1 COMPARABLE No.2 COMPARABLE NO. 3
2933 51/2 ROAD 2825 B 1/2 RD 2857 UNAWEEP 2757 CHEYENNE DRIVE

Address GRAND JCT 81503 GRAND JCT 81503 MLS#993905 GRAND JCT 81503 MLS#022059 GRAND JCT 81503
Proximity to Sut4ect 1 MILE WEST 1 MILE NORTHWEST 1 1/2 MILES NORTHWEST
Sales Price $ N/A $ 150,000 $ 756,000 $ 130,000
Pric& ACRE $ 0 $ 14,3120 $ 21,9960 $ 12,0340
Data Source INSP/COUNTY AGENT/CLSG OFF/WLS AGENT/CLSG OFF/filLS MLS/COUNTY/EXTERIOR
VALUEADJUSU&NTS DESCRIPTION DESCRIPTION s.iyiaeni DESCRIPTION nSA*sne DESCRIPT1ON] N-*atiim4

Saios or Finar&g CASH/NO SELLER ‘ CONV/NO SELLER CASHJNO SELLER
Concessions CONCESSIONS CONCESSIONS I_________ CONCESSIONS
DateolSaleffine 01/31/2002 +9,000 02103/2003 12117/2002
Location ORCH MESA/AVG ORCH MESA/AVG ORCH MESA/AVG ORCH MESA/AVG
SiteMew AVG/RES/MTNS AVG/ RES/ LAND AVG/RESILAND •_________ AVG/RES/LAND j
SITE SIZE S ACRES 10.48 ACRES +/- -55,000 34.37 ACRES -600,000 7.11 ACRES -12,000
DAYS ON MARKET 691 DAYS 14 DAYS N/A
UTILITIES ALL, CLOSE ALL, CLOSE ALL, CLOSE ALL, CLOSE
ACCESS GOOD AVG- DITCH NOR +15,000 GOOD , GOOD
NetAdj.(total) H [K]- ‘S 31,000 H. [K]- $ 600,000 Fit Lxi- $ 12,000
Indicated Vue Gross: 52.7 G’oss: 79.4 Gross; 9.2
of Subied Net: -20.7 5 119,000 Net: -79.4 $ 156.000 Net: -9.2 $ 118,000
Comments of Sales Comparison: COMP #1 HAD LARGER ACREAGE, BUT AN OLDER SALE AT $14,312/ACRE, NOW ARROWHEAD ACRES. COMP #2
MUCH LARGER ACREAGE IN THE UNAWEEP REALIGNMENT PROJECT. NOW UNAWEEP HEIGHTS SUBDIViSION. COMP #3 LARGER SITE.
SLIGHTLY BETTER LOCATION, NOW EAGLE SUBDIVISION-BUYER PAID ALL COSTS RELATED TO SUBDIVtSION DEVELOPMENT.
Comments and Conditions of Appraisal; FOR CITY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PARK FEES. REPORT “AS IF RAW LAND’, BEFORE SUBDIVISION
APPROVALS”. SUBJECT SOLD 5/9/02 $120,000 AS RAW LAND.
Final Reconciliation: NO MEANINGFUL INCOME CAN BE DERIVED FROM LAND LIKE THE SUBJECT & COMPARABLES, SO INCOME APPROACH ISNT
APPLICABLE. NO IMPROVEMENTS TO LAND- COST & SALES COMPARISON APPROACH THEREFORE YIELD IDENTICAL FIGURES IN VALUATION.
M.J. BROOM, MAI, SRA IS CURRENTLY CERTIFIED UNDERTHE CONTINUING EDUCATION PROGRAM OF THE APPRAISAL INSTITUTE.
I (WE) ES1IMATETHE MARKET VALUE, AS DEFINED, OF THE SUBJECT PROPERTY AS OF April 29, 2003 to be $ 120,000
I (We) certify; that to the best of my (our) knowtede and belief, the facts and data used herein are true and correct; that I (we) personally inspected the subject property
and inspected all campy ble sales cited in this report; and that I (we) have no undisdosed interest, present or prospective therein.

Appraiser(s) -—

Purpose: City Park Fee File N. 031147

MARY JANE BROOM, MAl, SRA
Proçnietey b Fan seat pnnnd,s*ig Pdeoid Oid tdttsa mhewe. 234 tIc! werdeddhwa an

Review Appraiser
(it applicable)

Ho HoidNot
Inspect Property

B & B Appraisal, Inc.



B & B APPRAISAL, INC.
MULTI-PURPOSE SUPPLEME AL ADDENDUM

Purpose: Crty Park Fee
FOR FEDERALLY RELATED TRANSACTIONS (FIRREA) 031147

Borrower/Client NO BORROWER

Properly Address 2933 51/2 ROAD
City GRAND JUNCTION County MESA State CO Zip Code 61503
Lender NO LENDER (ALAN C. HELMICK

This Multi-Purpose Supplemental Addendum for Federally Related Transactions was designed to provide the appraiser with a con
venient way to comply with the current appraisal standards and requirements of the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation (FDIC),
the Office of the Comptroller of Currency (0CC), The Office of Thrift Supervision (OTS), the Resolution Trust Corporation (RTC)
and the Federal Reserve.

This Multi-Purpose Supplemental Addondum is for use with any appraisal. Only those
statoments which have boon checked by the appraiser apply to the property being appraised.

fl PURPOSE & FUNCTION OF APPRAISAL

The purpose of the appraisal is to estimate the market value of the subject property as defined hereIn, The function of the appraisal is
to assist the above-named Lender In evaluating the subject property for lending purposes. This is a federally related transaction.

fl EXTENT OF APPRAISAL PROCESS

The appraisal is based on the information gathered by the appraiser from public records, other identified sources, inspection of the
subject property and neighborhood, and selection of comparable sales within the subject market area. The original source of the corn
parables is shown In the Data Source section of the market grid along with the source of confirmation, If available. The original source
is presented first. The sources and data are considered reliable, when conflicting information was provided, the source deemed most
reliable has been used. Data believed to be unreliable was not included in the report nor used as a basis for the value conclusion.

The ReproductIon Cost is based on

_________________________________________________________________________________________

supplemented by the appraiser’s knowledge of the local market.

Physical depreciation is based on the estimated effective age of the subject property. Functional and/or external depreciation, if
present, Is specifically addressed In the appraisal report or other addenda. In estimating the site value, the appraiser has relied on
personal knowledge of the local market. This knowledge is based on prior and/or current analysis of site sales and/or abstraction of site
values from sales of Improved properties.

The subject property is located in an area of primarily owner-occupied single family residences and the Income Approach is not consI
dered to be meaningful. For this reason, the Income Approach was not used.

E1 The Estimated Market Rent and Gross Rent MultiplIer utilized in the Income Approach are based on the appraiser’s knowledge of the
subject market area. The rental knowledge is based on prior and/or current rental rate surveys of residential properties. The Gross Rent
Multiplier Is based on prior and/or current analysis of prices and market rates for residential properties.

E1 For Income producing properties, actual rents, vacancies and expenses have been reported and analyzed. They have been used to pro
ject future rents, vacancies and expenses.

fl SUBJECT PROPERTY OFFERING INFORMATION

According to MLS/COUNTY/AGENTIOWNER the subject property;
has not been offered for sale th the past 12 months or 1 years.

[EEl Is currently offered for sale for $

______________________

El was offered for sale within the past months or years.

El Offer’ng information wa, considered in the final reconciliation of value.

EEl Offering information was not considered in the final reconciliation of value,

EEl Offering information was not available. The reasons for unavailability and the steps taken by the appraiser are explained later In
this addendum.

fl SALES HISTORY OF SUBJECT PROPERTY

According to COUNTY RECORDS/MLS
. the subject property;

IE1 ha! not transferred in the past 12 months or 1 yeaTs.

El ha! transferred in the past months or years.
All prior sales which have occurred rn the past monlhs or

_________

years are listed below and reconciled to the
appraised value, either in the body of the report or in the addenda.
Date Sales Price Document # Seller Buyer

0519102 5120,000 3oa3!I66 TROUT HELMICK

fl FEMA FLOOD HAZARD DATA

Iii Subject property is not located in a FEMA Special Flood Hazard Azea.

El Subject property Is located in a FEMA Special Flood Hazard Area.
Zone FEMA MaplPanol# Map Data Name of Community

X 080114 0490 C 7/15/92 MESA COUNTY

El The community doe! not participate in the National Flood Insurance Program.
L1 The community doe! participate in the National Flood Insurance Program,

El it is covered by a regular program.

It Is covered by an emergency program,
Ft’1tM rote,, & Worm. Inc., 315 WhItney Ave. New Haven, CT 05511 All Rights Reserved
Decembe 1992 lbs lye ,eptjefl.o c.,ewt, e, bt CCI ,.r,v R,pFer3 sytIr.Tr*VI 2N STfl



Purpose: City Park Fee
B & B APPRAISAL, INS. 031147

fl CURRENT SALES CONTRACT

EKIThe subject property is currently not under contract.
The contract andlor escrow instruclions were not available for revIew. rhe unavailability of the contract is explained laler in the

addenda section.
The contraci andlor escrow instructions were reviewed. The following summarizes the contract:

Contract Date Amendment Date Contract Price Seller

EElThe contract indicated that personal property was not Included in the sale.
The contract indicated that personal property was Included. It consisted of

___________________________
__________________________________________________________________

Estimated contributory value is $
LKlPersonal property was not Included in the final value estimate.

Personal property was Included in the final value estimate.

x The contract indicated no financing concessions or other incentives.
The contract indicated the following concessions or incentives:

______________________________________

JIf concessions or incentives exist, the comparabies were checked for similar concessions and appropriate adjustments were made, if
applicable, so that the final value conclusion is in compliance with the Market Value defined herein.

fl ADDITIONAL CERTIFICATION

The Appraiser certifies and agrees that
(1) Their analyses, opinions and conclusions were developed, and this report was prepared, in conformity with the Uniform Standards of

Professional Appraisal Practice (USPAP), and in accordance with the regulations developed by the Lenders Federal Regulatory
Agency as required by FIRREA, except that the Departure Provisions of the USPAP do not apply.

(2) Their compensation is not contingent upon the reporting of predetermined value or direction in value that favors the cause of the
client, the amount of the value estimate, the attainment of a stipulated result, or the occurrence of a subsequent event.

(3) This appraisal assignment was not based on the requested minimum valuation, a specific valuation, or the approval of a loan.

fl ADDITIONAL (ENVIRONMENTAL) LIMITING CONDITIONS

The value estimated is based on the assumption that the property is not negatively affected by the existence of hazardous substances or
detrimental environmental conditions unless otherwise stated in this report. The appraiser is not an expert in the identification of
hazardous substances or detrimental environmental conditions. The appraiser’s routine inspection of and inquiries about the subject
property did not develop any information that indicated any apparent significant hazardous substances or detrimental environmental
conditions which would affect the property negatively unless otherwise slated in this report it is possible that tests and inspections made
by a qualified hazardous substance and environmental expert would reveal the existence of hazardous substances or detrimental
environmental conditions on or around the property that would negatively affect its value.

• ADDITIONAL COMMENTS

• CO-SIGNING APPRAISER’S CERTIFICATION

lEiThe co-signing appraiser has personally Inspected the subject property, both inside and out, and has made an exterior inspection of all
comparable sales listed In the report. The report was prepared by the appraiser under direct supervision of the co-signing appraiser.
The co-signing appraiser accepts responsibility for the contents of the report including the value conclusions and the limiting condi
tions, and confirms that the certifications apply rutty to the co-signing appraiser

The co-signing appraiser has not personally Inspected the interior of the subject property and:
has not Inspected the exterior of the subject property and alt comparable sales listed in the report.

Rhas Inspected the exterior of the subject property and all comparable sales listed in the report.
The report was prepared by the appraiser under direct supervision of the co-signing appraiser. The co-signing appraiser accepts
responsibility for the contents of the report, including the value conclusions and the limiting conditions, and confirms that the
certifications apply fully to the co-signing appraiser with the exception of the certification regarding physical inspections. The above
describes a level of inspection performed by the co-signing appraiser.

jjjThe co-signing appraiser’s level of inspection, involvement in the appraisal process and certification are covered elsewhere in the
addenda section of this appraisat.

fl CO-SIGNING APPRAISER’S SIGNATURE & LICENSEICERTIFICATION

Appraiser’s Signature .JZJ,J_j,9 ElTrainee EEl Review [EEl Other
Appraiser’s Name (print) RNDAL S.1’ERRY 55 fi

_________________

State CO JLicense El Certified Residential Certification It AR40029832

rW-IOM
Oeca,mar 1a92

fl MARKET OVERVIEW Include an explanation of current market conditions and trends.

3-6 months is considered a reasonable marketing period for the subject property based on MLS DATA

Appraiser’s Signature C

fl APPRAISER’S SIGNATURE & LICENSE!CERTIFICATION

Appraiser’s Name (print) AARY JANE BROOM. MAI,SRA Phone # (970
State COLORADO EEl License I,J Residential Certification Certilication # CG01313418

Effective Date APRIL 29.2003 Date Prepared

243-0250

Tax ID fl 84-1032770

Form, A Worms inc., 315 Whitney Ave. New Haven, crossii All Rights Reserved
ffi’ In ,ep,dtnl we peei.ai cntheACI Oc-*1w,,e,iRspdFr, ,ye.m (icc)
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Property Search Results

The Mesa County Assessor’s Office makes every effort to collect and maintain
accurate data. However, the Mesa County Assessor’s Office is unable to warrant any

of the information contained herein.

Parcel . . Actual Map
Number Name Address Legal Description Value It
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For more information, double click on the underlined text.
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Page Design Las! Modjfied: 03 Jan 2003
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SUBJECT PROPERTY PHOTO ADDENDUM
Borrower: NO BORROWER File No.: 031147
Property Address: 2933 B1/2 ROAD Case No.: Purpce: City Park Fee
City: GRAND JUNCTION State: CO Zip: 81503
Lender: NO LENDER / ALAN C. HELMICK

FRONT VIEW OF
SUBJECT PROPERTY

Appraised Date: April24, 2003

Appraised Value: $ 120,000

REAR VIEW OF
SUBJECT PROPERTY

STREET SCENE



COMPARABLE PROPERTY PHOTO AflDENDUM
Borrower: NO BORROWER File No.: 031147
Properly Address: 2933 81/2 ROAD Case No.: Purpose: City Park Fee
City: GRAND JUNCTION State: Co ZiD: 81503
Lender NO LENDER) ALAN C. HELMICK

COMPARABLE SALE #1

2825 B 1/2 RD
GRAND JCT 81503 MLS#993905
Sale Date: 01/31)2002
Sate Price: 5150000

COMPARABLE SALE #2

2857 UNAWEEP
GRAND JOT 81503 MLS#022059
Sale Date: 02)03/2003
Sale Price: $ 756,000

COMPARABLE SALE #3

2757 CHEYENNE DRIVE
GRAND JCT 81503
Sale Date: 12)17/2002
Sale Price: $ 130,000

tr r



LOCATION MAP
Borrower: NO BORROWER File No.: 031147
Property Address: 2933 B1!2 ROAD Case No.: Purpose: City Park Fee
City: GRAND JUNCTION State: cc Zip: 61503
Lender:_NO_LENDER I ALAN C._HELMICK
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QIJALII’JCA lIONS 01’
MARY JANE BROOM, MA! ‘A

715 ilarizon Drive, Suite 330, Grand Junction, CO 81506
(970) 243-0250 Fax (970) 243-1721

email: WBroombbgj. coin
- PROFESSION:

Real Estate Appraiser and Consultant

- MEMBERSIHPS:
Member, Appraisal Institute, (MAI) and Senior Residential Appraiser (SRA) in the Appraisal Institute.
Certified General Appraiser in Colorado - CGO 1313418. License expires December31, 2003.

- EDUCATION:
Bachelor of Ads, College of Journalism, Marquette University, Milwaukee, Wisconsin.

As of the date of this report, Mary Jane Broom has completed the requirements under the continuing education program of
the Appraisal Institute.

Successful completion of Litigation Valuation through the Appraisal Institute, Residential Appraisal (101), Commercial
Appraisal (201), Narrative Report Seminar, and R-2 exam through the Society of Real Estate Appraisers, and Case Studies
iii Real Estate Valuation, Valuation Analysis and Report Writing, Capilalization Theory and Techniques Pads 1, 11 and Ill,
Introduction to Real Estate Investment Analysis, and Standards of Pmfcssional Practice through the American Institute of
Real Estate Appraisers. Introduction to Real Estate, Appraisal I and Appraisal II through the University of Colorado.

Seminars completed in the last five years:
2001: Standards of Professional Appraisal Prnctice43O (Appraisal Institute)
2001: Appraisal Trends in Colorado Ski Areas
2001: Role of Water in Geologic Hazards of Mesa County (Mesa County Water Association)
1999: The FRA and the Appraisal Process (Appraisal Institute)
1998: Introduction to Review Appraisal (McKissock Data Systems - MDS)
1998: Introduction to Environmental Considerations for the Appraiser (MDS)
199%: Income Capitalization MDS)
1998: Uniform Slandards of Professional Appraisal Practice) (MDS)
1997: Appraisal License Review (Appraisal Institute)

- REAL ESTATE EXPERIENCE:
Co-owner of B & B Appraisal, Inc., in Grand Junction, Colorado. Founded in 1983. Have been appraising real estate
since 1975, beginning in the Boulder County Assessor’s office. Prior to that, researched commercial and vacant land sales
and trends in the Denver area for the Rocky Mountain Research Institute. Appraised residential properties for First Federal
Savings in Denver from 1977 to 1979. Was independent fee appraiser for fiber & Co., Inc. in Grand Junction from 1979
to 1983. On the HUD fee panel since 1979 and am crnrently approved for FHA reports. On VA panel 1979 to 1993.

- APPRAISAL EXPERIENCE:
Appraisal assignments encompassing single-family and multi-unit dwellings, proposed residential and commercial
subdivisions, townhomes, condominiums, and projects of each; plus existing and proposed commercial and industrial
properties; vacant land; farms arid ranches.

- EXPERT WITNESS:
Qualified as an expert witness in Federal District Court and in Mesa County and Garfield County District Courts.

- WESTERN COLORADO CITIES I HAVE WORKED IN:
Clifton Mesa Whutewater Glade Park Rangely Battlement Mesa
Aspen Delta Lake City Ouray Rifle Glenwood Springs
Fniila Meeker Palisade Telludde Collbran Loma
Montrose Parachute Craig Grand Junction Nucla

- SAMPLING OF CURRENT CLIENTS:
Alpine Bank and Mortgage Fannie Mae Mesa County
Batik of Grand Junction Fidelity Mortgage Mesa National Banks and Mortgage
Banker’s Mortgage Corporation First National Bank of the Rockies Pacific American Mortgage
Chesapeake Appraisal Service GMAC Mortgage Corporation RES DirecUValuelT
Colorado Federal Mortgage Grand Valley National Bank STARS Appraisal Service
Commercial Federal Bank Home Loan and Investment U.S. Bank
Countrywide Home Loan LandSafe Appraisal Service Wells Fargo Bank and Mortgage
Department of Justice Lender’s Service Inc., - LSI Vectra Banks
Numerous attorneys, real estate ornees, investors, and individual property owners.

I - —- 2/02
‘tute of GIn1rnabotIo

No. Board of Real Estate Appraisers 2003
CGOlSl34lçç0,
CERTIFIED EWL. APPRAISER
NARY JANWBSN*4.
715 HO STE 330

CC 61506

is duly enmiled as noted above.’Witness by my hand and
P official seal at Denver, Colorado this 1 et day
ç Januavq 2001

Program Administrator



B & B APPRAISAL, INC.

USPAP COMPLIANCE ADbSANDUM
File No. 031147

• Borrower NO BORROWER Order II
Property Address 2933 BI12 ROAD
City GRAND JUNCTION County MESA State CO Zip Code 81503

• 1.ender/Client NO LENDER / ALAN C. HELMICK ClienI Reference II Purpose: City Park Fee

Onls’ those items checkedI9 below app/i’ to this teflon.

PURPOSE,
FUNCTION AND INTENDED USE OF THE APPRAISAL

The purpose of (lie appraisal is to provide an opinion of market value of the subject property as defined in tins report. on behalf of rite appraisal
company fncililaiing the assignment for the referenced client as the intended user of ike report. [he oil/I function of Ihe appraisal is to assist the
client mentioned in tins report in evaluating the subject properly for lending purposes. The use of tins appraisal by anynne other than the staled
intended user, or for ally other use than the stated intended use, is prohibited.

fl ‘[he purpose of the appraisal is to provide an opinion tif market vatue of the subject property, as defined in this report, on behalf of tile appraisal
conipany facilitating the assignment for the referenced client as the intended user of this report. The ools function of the appraisal is to assist the
client menlinned in this report in evaluating tile subjeel property Real [state Owned (RED) purposes. The use of this appraisat by anyone
other tIiaii the stated intended user. nr for any oilier use than the slated intended use, is prohibited.

j ‘File purpose of this appraisal isto ESTIMATE MARKET VALUE , on behalf of the appraisal company facilitating the assignnient for
the referenced client as the intended user of tins report. ‘[lie oiil’ function of tile appraisal is to assist the client mentioned in tins report in
evaluating the suhject property for CITY PARK FEES . The use of this appraisal by anyone other titan the stated intended
user, or for any other use than the stated intended Lise is prohibited.

Name: MAR ANE BROOM, MAI, SRA

Date the Report was Signed: 04/29/2003
State Certification Ii:

or Stale License II:

______________________________

Slale: COLORADO

Expiration Date of Certification or License: 12131/2003

Signal lire:

Name:

Date the Report was Signed:

State Certification #

or State license #:

Stale:

Expiration Date of Certification or l.icensc: —

H Did inspect subject property Inspected Comparahles

[3 interior & Exterior [3 Interior & Exterior
Exterior only IEI Exterior only

TYPE OF APPRAISAL AND APPRAISAL REPORT

This is a COMPLETE Appraisal written in a SUMMARY Report format and the L’SPAP Departure Rule has jgf been invoked.

[3 This is a Limited Appraisal written in a Report format and the ItSPAP Departure Rule j1 been invoked as disclosed in
the body or addenda of tlte report. The client has agreed that a Linuled Appraisal is sufficient for its ptirpnses.

LSOPE (EXTENT) OF REPORT

(J ‘[he appraisal is based on the information gathered by the appraiser from public records, oilier identified sources, inspection of the subject
property and neighborhood, and selection of comparable sales, listings, and/or rentals within the subject market area. The original source of the
comparables is shown in 11w Data Source section (If the market grid along with ttie source of confirmation, if available. The original source is
presented first. [tie sources and data are considered reliable. When conflicting information was provided, the source deemed most reliable has
been used. Dal a believed to he unreliable was not included in (lie report nor Lised as a basis fnr the val lie conclusion. ‘[he extent of anaivsis
applied to this assignment may he further imparted w itlun the report, the Appraiser’s Certification below and/or any oilier Statement of Limiting
Conditions and Appraiser’s Certification such as may he utilized within the Freddie Mae form 439 or Fannie Mae form l0(l3h (dated 6/93). silten
applicable.

MARKETING TIME AND EXPOSURE TIME FOR THE SUBJECT PROPERTY

A reasonable marketing tune for the subject property is 120 day(s) utilizing market conditions pertinent to the appraisal assignment.
A reasonable exposure time for the stihject property is 120 day(s).

APPRAISER’S CERTIFICATION

t certify that, to the best of lily knowledge and belief:

- The statements of fact contained in tIns report are trtie and correct.
— ‘[he reported analyses. opinions, and conclustions are limited only by the reported assumptions and limiting conditions, and are my personat,

iniparlial. and unbiased professional analyses, opinions, and ennclusinns.
— I have no present or prospective interest in the property that is the subject of this report. and no personal interest with respect to the parties

involved, unless otherwise stated within the report.
— I have no bias with respect to the property that is the subject of this report or to the parties involved with this assignment.
— Mv engagement iii this assignment was not contingent tipon developing or reporting predeterniincd results.
- My conipensation for completing this assignment is not contingent upon the development or reporting of a predetermined value or direction in

vaitte thai favors the cause of the client. the ansount of ihe value opinion, the attainment of a slipttiated result. or the occurrence of a subsequent
event directly related to Ilie intended use of Ibis appraisal.

- My analyses, opinions, and conclusions were developed, and this report has been prepared, in conformity with the Uniform Standards of
Professional Appraisal Practice.

— I have or have not [3 made a personal inspection of the properly that is the subject of tins report. (if more titan one person sigtis tins report.
this certification must clearly specify wisicis individuals did and which individuals did not make a peTsonal inspection of the appraisal properly.)

— No one provided significant professional assistatiee to the person signing ibis report. (lftlwre are exceptions. the name of each individual
providing significant professional assislonce niusi be stated.)

NOTE: In the case ofany conflict irith a client provided certification (i.e., Fannie I/ac or Freddie iliac), I/us revised certification shall lake
precedence.

- Supervisory Appraisers Certification: if a supervisory appraiser signed the appraisal report, he or she certifies and agrees that: I directly
supervise the appraiser svito prepared the appraisal report. have reviewed the appraisal report. agree with the statements and conclusions of
the appraiser, agree to he botsnd by the appraiser’s certifications numbered 2-7 and 9 on Ihe second page of Freddie Nine Form 339 6-93/Fannie
Mae Form t 004B 6-93, or the third page of Foria 2055, and am taking full responsibility for the appraisal report.

I APPRAISEWS AND SUPERVISORY APPRAISER’S SIGNATURE

:PPRAlSEil: SLlVER’ISOR’ API’RAISER (only if requirctl):

USPAP Csr4iaace Addendum. 4)89 I of I
Puoójced un,9 Pd Oig4niSMie,. mftne. 234 l72Tmpdddfem, v



City of Grand Junction
Page 1

EXHIBIT B

IMPROVEMENTS COST ESTIMATE

15-Sep-03
NAME:________________ Crista Lee Subdivision

__________________________

2933 8 1/2 Road

OF PERSON PREPARING:. PATRICK M. O’CONNOR

A.

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8

SANITARY SEWER

8” PVC Sanitary Sewer Main
“ PVC Sanitary Sewer Main
“ PVC Sanitary Sewer Main

Sewer services
Sanitary Sewer Manhole
Sanitary Sewer Drop Manhole
Connection to Existing Manhole
Concrete Encasement

LF
LF
LF
LF
EA
EA
EA
LF

Subtotal Part A Sanitary Sewer

DOMESTIC WATER

1289
/

864
7

I
120

$ 16.00

$ 10.00
$ 1,500.00

$ 500.00
S 30.00

5 20,624.00
S
s
S
S
S
S
S

8,640.00
10,500.0

500.00
3,600.00

$ 43,864.00

Item # Item Description Unit Quantity Unit Extended
Price Price

1 8” PVC Water Main LF 1583 $ 18.00 $ 28,494.00

2 _Z’ PVC Water Main LF $ -

3 “ PVC Water Main LF $ -

4 8” Gatevalve EA 9 $ 550.00 $ 4,950.Q0

5 “ Gatevalve EA $ -

6 “ Gatevalve EA $ -

7 Water Services LF 778 $ 9.00 $ 7,002.00

8 Connect to Existing Water Line EA 1 $ 500.00 $ 500.00

9 Fire Hydrant with Valve EA 2 $ 2,350.00 $ 4,700.00

10 Utility Adjustments EA $ -

11 Blowoff EA 1 $ 300.00 $ 300.00
$
$
$

Subtotal Part B - Domestic Water $ 45,946.00

B.

DATE:_
DEVELOPMENT
LOCATION:
PRINTED NAME

9/24/03



Purpose: City Park Fee

File No. 031147
DEFINITION OF MARKET VALUE: The most probable price which a property should bring in a competitive and open market
under all conditions requisite to a fair sale, the buyer and seller, each acting prudently, knowledgeably and assuming the price is not
affected by undue stimulus. Implicit in this definition is the consummation of a sale as of a specified date and the passing of title from
seller to buyer under conditions whereby: (1) buyer and seller are typically motivated; (2) both parties are well informed or well advised,
and each acting in what he considers his own best interest; (3) a reasonable time is allowed for exposure in the open market; (4) payment
is made in terms of cash in US. dollars or in terms of financial arrangements comparable thereto; and (5) the price represents the normal
consideration for the property sold unaffected by special or creative financing or sales concessions granted by anyone associated with the
sale.

‘Adjustments to the comparabtes must be made for special or creative financing or sales concessions. No adjustments are necessary for
those costs which are normally paid by sellers as a result of tradition or law in a market area; these costs are readily identifiable since the
seller pays these costs in virtually all sales transactions. Special or creative financing adjustments can be made to the comparable property
by comparisons to financing terms offered by a third party institutional lender that is not atready involved in the property or transaction. Any
adjustment should not be calculated on a mechanical dollar for dollar cost of the financing or concession but the dollar amount of any
adjustment should approximate the market’s reaction to the financing or concessions based on the Appraisers judgment.

STATEMENT OF LIMITING CONDITIONS AND APPRAISER’S CERTIFICATION

CONTINGENT AND LIMITING CONDITIONS: The appraiser’s certification that appears in the appraisal report is subject to the
following conditions:

1. The appraiser will not be responsible for matters of a legal nature that affect eilher the property being appraised or the title to it. The
appraiser assumes that the title is good and marketable and, therefore, will not render any opinions about the title. The property is appraised
on the basis of it being under responsible ownership.

2. The appraiser has provided a sketch in the appraisal report to show approximate dimensions of the improvements and the sketch is
inctuded only to assist the reader of the report in visualizing the property and understanding the appraiser’s determination of its size.

3. The appraiser has examined the available flood maps that are provided by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (or other data
sources) and has noted in the appraisal report whether the subject site is located in an identiFied Special Flood Hazard Area. Because the
appraiser is not a surveyor, he or she makes no guarantees, express implied, regarding this determination,

4. The appraiser will not give testimony or appear in court because he or she made an appraisal of the property in question, unless specific
arrangements to do so have been made beforehand.

5. The appraiser has estimated the value of the land in the cost approach at its highest and best use and the improvements at their
contributory value. These separate valuations of the land and improvements must not be used in conjunction with any other appraisal and
are invalid if they are so used.

6. The appraiser has noted in the appraisal report any adverse condilions (such as, needed repairs, depreciation, the presence of hazardous
wastes, toxic substances, etc. ) observed during the inspection of the subject properly or that he or she became aware of during the normal
research involved in performing the appraisal. Unless otherwise stated in the appraisal report, the appraiser has no knowledge of any hidden
or unapparent conditions of the property or adverse environmental conditions (including the presence of hazardous wastes, toxic
substances, etc. ) that would make the property more or less valuable, and has assumed that there are no such conditions and makes no
guarantees or warranties, express or implied, regarding the condition of the property. The appraiser will not be responsible for any such
conditions that do exist or for any engineering or testing that might be required to discover whether such conditions exist. Because the
appraiser is not an expert in the field of environmental hazards, the appraisal report must not be considered as an environmental assessment
of the properly.

7. The appraiser obtained the information, estimates, and opinions that were expressed in the appraisal report from sources that he or she
considers to be reliable and believes them to be true and correct. The appraiser does not assume responsibility for the accuracy of such
ilems that were furnished by other parties.

B. The appraiser will not disclose the contents of the appraisal report except as provided for in the Uniform Standards of Professional
Appraisal Practice.

9. The appraiser has based his or her appraisal report and valuation conclusion for an appraisal that is subject to satisfactory completion,
repairs, or alterations on the assumption that completion of the improvements will be performed in a workmanlike manner.

10. The appraiser must provide his or her prior written consent before the lender/client specified in the appraisal report can distribute the
appraisal report (including conclusions about the property value, the appraiser’s identity and professional designations, and references to
any professional appraisal organizations or the firm with which the appraiser is associated ) to anyone other than the borrower; the
mortgagee or its successors and assigns; the mortgage insurer; consultants; professional appraisal organizations; any state or federally
approved financial institution; or any department, agency, or instrumentality of the United States or any state or the District of Columbia;
except that the lender/client may distribute the property description section of the report only to data collection or reporting service(s)
without having to obtain the appraiser’s prior written consent. The appraiser’s writlen consent and approval must also be obtained before
the appraisal can be conveyed by anyone to the public through advertising, public relations, news, sales, or other media.

Vacant Land Page I of 2



Purpose: City Park Fee
File No. 031147

APPRAISERS CERTIFICATION: The Appraiser certifies and agrees that:

I. I have researched the subject market area and have selected a minimum of three recent sales of properties most similar and proximate
to the subject property for consideration in the sales comparison analysis and have made a dollar adjustment when appropriate to reflect the
market reaction to those items of significant variation. If a significant item in a comparable property is superior to •or more favorable than,
the subject property, I have made a negative adjustment to reduce the adjusted sales price of the comparable and, if a significant item in a
comparable property is inferior to, or less favorable than the subject property, I have made a positive adjustment to increase the adjusted
sales price of the comparable.

2. I have taken into consideration the factors that have an impact on value in my development of the estimate of market value in the
appraisal report. I have not knowingly withheld any significant information from the appraisal report and I believe, to the best of my
knowledge, that all statements and information in the appraisal report are true and correct.

3. I stated in the appraisal report only my own personal, unbiased, and professional analysis, opinions, and conclusions, which are subject
onty to the contingent and Limiting Conditions specified in this form.

4. I have no present or prospective interest in the property that is the subject to this report, and I have no present or prospective personal
interest or bias with respect to the participants in the transaction. I did not base, either partially or completely, my analysis and/or the
estimate of market value in the appraisal report on the race, color, religion, sex, handicap, familial status, or national origin of either the
prospective owners or occupants of the subject property or of the present owners or occupants of the properties in the vicinity of the
subject property.

5. I have no present or contemplated future interest in the subject property, and neither my current or future employment nor my
compensation for performing this appraisal is contingent on the appraised value of the property.

6. I was not required to report a predetermined value or direction in value that favors the cause of the client or any related party,
the amount of the value estimate, the attainment of a specific result, or the occurrence of a subsequent event in order to receive my
compensation andlor employment for performing the appraisal. I did not base the appraisal report on a requested minimum valuation, a
specific valuation, or the need to approve a specific mortgage loan.

7. I performed this appraisal in conformity with the Uniform Standards of Professional Appraisal Practice that were adopted and
promulgated by the Appraisal Standards Board of The Appraisal Foundation and that were in place as of the effeclive date of this appraisal,
with the exception of the departure provision of those Standards, which does not apply. I acknowledge that an estimate ol a reasonable
time for exposure in the open market is a condition in the definition of market value and the estimate I developed is consistent with the
marketing time noted in the neighborhood section of this report, unless I have otherwise stated in the reconciliation section.

8, I have personally inspected the subject property and the exterior of all properties listed as comparables
in the appraisal report. I further certify that I have noted any apparent or known adverse conditions in the subject improvements, on the
subject site, or on any site within the immediate vicinity of the subject property of which lam aware and have made adjustments for these
adverse conditions in my analysis of the property value to the extent that I had market evidence to support them. I have also commented
about the effect of the adverse conditions on the marketability of the subject property.

9. I personally prepared all conclusions and opinions about the real estate that were set forth in the appraisal report. If I relied on
significant professional assistance from any individual or individuals in the performance of the appraisal or the preparation of the appraisal
report, I have named such individual(s) and disclosed the specific tasks performed by them in the reconciliation section of this appraisal
report. I certify that any individual so named is qualified to perform the tasks. I have not authorized anyone to make a change to any item in
the report; therefore, if an unauthorized change is made to the appraisal report, I will take no responsibility for it.

SUPERVISORY APPRAISER’S CERTIFICATION: If a supervisory appraiser signed the appraisal report, he or she certifies
and agrees that: t directly supervise the appraiser who prepared the appraisal report, have reviewed the appraisal report, agree with the
statements and conclusions of the appraiser, agree to be bound by the appraiser’s certifications numbered 4 through 7 above, and am taking
full responsibility for the appraisal and the appraisal report.

ADDRESS OF PROPERTY APPRAISED: 2933 B1/2 ROAD. GRAND JUNCTION, CO. 81503

APPRAISER: SUPERVISORY APPRAISER (only if required)

Signature: 7tt,_ EEEE Signature:

___________________________________________

Name: MAR JANE BROOM, MAI, SRA Name:

__________________________________________

Date Signed: 04/29/2003 Date Signed:

___________________________________________________

State Certification #:

_____________________________________________

State Certification #:

______________________________________________

or State License It:

___________________________________________________

or Slate License It:

____________________________________________________

State: COLORADO State:

__________________________________________________

ExpWation Date of Certification or License: 12131/2003 Expiration Date of Certification or License:

________________________

fl Did Did Not Inspect Property

CERTIFIED GENERAL APPRAISER

Vacant Land Page 2 of 2
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DEVELOPMENT EMPROVEMENTS AGREEMINT

1. Parties: The parties to this Development Improvements Agreement (‘the Agreement”or “Agreement”) are AL.SN F1aMit.
(“the Developer) and THE CITY OF GR&ND JUNCTION, Colorado (‘the City” or “City”).

FOR valuable consideration, the receipt and adequacy of which is acknowledged, theParties agree as follows:

2. Effective Date: The Effective Date of the Agreement will be the date that thisagreement is signed which shall be no sooner than recordafion of the final plat or fmal planapproval whichever fast occurs.
RECITALS

The Developer seeks permission to develop property within the City to be known asC I0 ‘.3
which property is more particularly described on Exhibit A attached and incorporated by thisreference (“the Property” or ‘Property”). The City seeks to protect the health, safety and generalwelfare of the community by requiring the completion of various improvements in the Property andlimiting the hannffil effects of substandard developments. The purpose of this Agreement is toprotect the City from the cost of completing necessary improvements itself and is not executed forthe benefit of materialmen, laborers, or others providing work, services or material to the Developerand/or the Property or for the benefit of the owners, purchasers or users of the Property. The mutualpromises, covenants, and obligations contained in this Agreement are authorized by state law, theColorado Constimtion and the City’s land development ordinances.

DEVELOPER’S OBLIGATION

3. Improvements: The Developer will desigu, consflct and install, at its own expense,those on-site and off-site improvements listed on Exhibit B attached and incorporated by thisreference (“the Improvements” or “Improvements”). The Developer agrees to pay the City forinspection services performed by the City, in addition to amounts shown on Exhibit B. The hourlyrate of “in-house” City inspection services is S45.OO per hour. The scope of this project is such thatthe City may have to engage independent consultant(s) to adequately provide inspection services;Developer agrees to pay such costs, in addition to all others for which Developer is responsiblehereunder. The Developer’s obligation to complete the improvements is and will be independent ofany obligations of the City contained herein.

4. Security: To secure the performance of its obligations under this Agreement theDeveloper shall supply a guarantee in a form and with terms acceptable to the City. A copy ofwhich or a memorandum thereof is attached as Exhibit C.

5. Standards: The Developer shall constrict the Improvements according to thestandards and specifications required by the City Engineer or as adopted by the City.

05/04/0 I
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6. Warranty: The Developer warrants that the improvements, each and every one of
them, will be free from defects for a period of twelve (12) months from the date that the City
Engineer accepts or approves the last Improvement completed by the Developer.

7. Commencement, Compledbn and Abandonment Periods: The Developer will
commence work on the Improvements within 14 days from the Effective Date of this Agreement

_______

(set date) (“the Commencement Period”) and the Improvements, each and every one of
them, shall be completed by the end of the L.1R month from the Effective Date of this Agreement

____________(set

date) (the “Completion Period’). The Developer shall not cease construction
activities for any period of more than 60 consecutive days (“the Abandonment Period”).

8. Compliance with Law: The Developer shall comply with all applicable federal, stateand local laws, ordinances and regulations in effect at the time of final approval when flilfilhing itsobligations under this Agreement. \Then necessary to protect the public health, safety or welfare,
the Developer shall be subject to laws, ordinances and regulations that become effective after finaldevelopment approval.

9. Notice of Defect: The Developer’s Engineer shall provide timely notice to theDeveloper, contractor, issuer of security and the City Engineer whenever inspection reveals, or theDeveloper’s Engineer otherwise has Imowledge, that an improvement does not conform to Citystandards and any specifications approved in the development application or is otherwise defective.
The Developer will have thirty (30) days from the issuance of such notice to correct the defect.

The City may grant reasonable extensions.

10. Acceptance of Improvements: The City’s final acceptance and1or auproval ofImprovements will not be given or obtained until the Developer presents a document or documents,
for the benefit of the City, showing that the Developer owns the Improvements in fee simple or asaccepted by the City Attorney and that there are no liens, encumbrances or other restrictions otherthan those that have been accepted by the City Attorney on the Improvements. Approval and/oracceptance of any Improvements does not constitute a waiver by the City of any tights it may have
on account of any defect in or failure of the Improvement that is detected or which occurs after
approval and/or acceptance.

11. Reduction of Security: After the acceptance of any Improvement, the amount which
the City is entitled to draw on the guarantee will be reduced by an amount equal to 90 percent of the
estimated cost of such Improvement as shown in Exhibit B. At the written request of theDeveloper, the City will execute a certificate verifying the acceptance of the Improvemeat andwaiving its tight to draw on the guarantee to the extent of such amount. A Developer in defaultunder this Agreement will have no right to such certification. Upon the acceptance of all of theImprovements the remaining balance that may be drawn under the guarantee shall be available to
the City for 90 days after the expiration of the warranty period.

05/04/01 2
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12. Use of Proceeds: The City will use fluids deposited with it, drawn or guaranteedpursuant to any written agreement entered into between the parties only for the purpose ofcompleting the improvements or correcting defects in or failure of the Improvements.

13. Events of Default: The following conditions, occurrences or actions will constitute adefault by the Developer during the Completion Period:

a. Developer’s failure to complete each portion of the Improvements in conformance
with the time schedule provided in paragraph number seven (7.), above;

b. Developer’s failure to demonstrate reasonable intent to correct defective
construction of any Improvement within the applicable correction period;

c. Developer’s insolvency, the appointment of a receiver for the Developer or the
filing of a voluntary or involuntary petition in banlo-uptcy respecting the Developer;
in such event the City may immediately declare a default without prior notification
to the Developer;

d. Notification to the City, by any lender with a lien on the property, of a default on an
obligation; the City may immediately declare a default without prior notification to
the Developer;

e. Initiation of any foreclosure action of any lien or initiation of mechanics lien(s)
procedure(s) against the Property or a portion of the Property or assiment or
conveyance of the Property in lieu of foreclosure; the City may immediately
declare a default without prior notification to the Developer.

Unless specifically provided herein the City may not declare a default until written notice has beensent to the Developer at the address on file with the development application. Notice is and shall bedeemed effective two calendar days after mailing thereof by first class United States mail, postag&prepaid.

14. Measure of Damages: The measure of damages for breach of this Agreement by theDeveloper will be the reasonable cost of satisfactorily completing the Improvements plusreasonable City administrative expenses. Administrative expenses may include but are not limitedto contracting costs, collection costs and the value of planning, engineering, legal andadministrative staff time devoted to the collectionlcompletion of the Improvements. ForImprovements upon which construction has not begun, the estimated costs of the Improvements asshown on Exhibit B will be prima fade evidence of the minimum cost of completion, however,neither that amount or the amount of a letter of credit, the subdivision improvements disbursementagreement or cash escrow or other guarantee establish the maximum amount of the Developer’sliability.

05/04/Ot 3
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15. City’s Rights Upon Default: \Then any event of defauLt occurs, the City may draw onthe letter of credit, escrowed collateral, or proceed to collect any other security to the extent of theface amount of the credit or full amount of escrowed collateral, cash, or securit less ninety percent(90%) of the estimated cost (as shown on Exhibit B) of all Improvements previously accepted bythe City or may exercise its rights to disbursement of loan proceeds or other Rinds under theimprovements disbursement agreement. The City will have the right to complete Improvements itself or it may contract with a third party for completion, and the Developer grants to the City, itssuccessors, assigns, agents, contractors, and employees, a nonexclusive right and easement to enterthe Property for the purposes of constructing, reconstructing, maintaining and repairing suchImprovements. Alternatively, the City may assign the proceeds of the letter of credit, theimprovements disbursement a-eement, the escrowed collateral, cash, or other Rinds or assets to asubsequent developer (or lender) who has acquired the Property by purchase, foreclosure orotherwise who will then have the same rights of completion as the City if and only if the subsequentdeveloper (or lender) agrees in writing to complete the unfinished Improvements and provides tothe City reasonable security for the obligation. In addition, the City may also enjoin the sale,transfer, or conveyance of lots within the development, until the Improvements are completed oraccepted. These remedies are cumulative in nature and are in addition to any other remedies theCity has at law or in equity.

16. Indemnification: The Developer expressly agrees to indemnit5r and hold the City, itsofficers, employees, agents and assigns harmless from and against all claims, costs and liabilities ofevery kind and nature, for injwy or damage received or sustained by any person or entity inconnection with, or on account of the performance or non-performance of work at the Property orthe Properly being developed pursuant to this Agreement. The Developer flinher agrees to aid anddefend the City in the event that the City is named as a defendant in an action concerning theperformance or non-performance of work pursuant to this Aeement. The Developer fimhera’ees to aid and defend the City in the event that the City is named as a defendant in an actionconcerning the performance of work pursuant to this Agreement except where such suit is brouthtby the Developer against the City. The Developer is not an agent or employee of the City.

17. No Waiver: No waiver of any provision of this Agreement by the City will be deemedor constitute a waiver of any other provision, nor will it be deemed or constitute a continuingwaiver unless expressly provided for by a written amendment to this Agreement signed by both theCity and the Developer; nor will the waiver of any default under this Aeement be deemed awaiver of any subsequent default or defaults of the same type. The City’s failure to exercise anyright under this Agreement will not constitute the approval of any wronfiil act by the Developer orthe acceptance of any Improvement.

18. Amendment or Modification: The parties to this Agreement may amend orthe Aeement only by tvritten instrument executed on behalf of the City by the City Manager or hisdesignee and by the Developer or his authorized officer. Such amendment or modification shall beproperLy notarized before it may be deemed effective.
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19. Attorney’s Fees: Should either party be required to resort to litigation to enforce theterms of this .Aeement, the prevailing party, plaintiff or defendant, will be entitled to costs,including reasonable attorney/s fees and expert witness fees, from the opposing party. if relief isawarded to both parties, the attorneys fees may be equitably divided between the parties by thedecision maker.

20. Vested Rights: The City does not warrant by this Agreement that the Developer isentitled to any other approval(s) required by the City, if any, before the Developer is entitled tocommence development or to transfer ownership of the Property being developed.

2i. Integration: This Aeement, together with the exhibits and attachments theretoconstitutes the entire agreement between the parties and no statement(s), promise(s) orinducement(s) that is/are not contained in this Agreement will be binding on the parties.

22. Third Party Rights: No person or entity who or which is not a party to thisAgreement will have any right of action under this Agreement.

23. Time: For the purpose of computing the Abandonment and Completion Periods, andtime periods for City action, such times in which war, civil disasters, or acts of God occur or existwill not be included if such times prevent the Developer or City from performing its obligationsunder the Areement.

24. Severability: If any pan, term, or provision of this Agreement is held by a court orcourts of competent jurisdiction to be illegal or otherwise unenforceable, such illegality oruneniorceabiliw will not affect the validity of any other part, term, or provision and the Hthts of theparties will be construed as if the part, term, or provision was never part of the Agreement.

25. Benefits: The benefits of this Agreement to the Developer are personal and may not beassigned without the express written approval of the City. Such approval may not be unreasonablywithheld, but any unapproved assignment is void. Notwithstanding the foregoing, the burdens o€’this Agreement are personal obligations of the Developer and also will be binding on the heirs,successors and assigns of the Developer and shall be a covenant(s) running with the Property.There is no prohibition on the right of the City to assign its rights under this Agreement. The Citywill expressly release the original Developers guarantee or obligations if it accepts new securiwfrom any developer or lender who obtains the Property, however, no other act of the City willconstitute a release of the original Developer from his liability under this Agreement. When theImprovements are completed and approved by the City, the City agrees to state same in writing,with appropriate acknowledgments. The City will sign a release only after all warranty periods, asextended by litigation, repair or alteration work, have expired.

26. Notice: Any notice required or permitted by this Agreement will be deemed effectivetwo calendar days after deposit with the United States Postal Service, first class, postage prepaidand addressed as follows:

05,04101
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If to Developer: AL’N j1amicx.
721 MAIn’sn,taT1Sarrct
bCtTA Ct ‘ltI’

If to City: City of Grand Junction
Community Development Director
250 N. 5th Street
Grand Junction, Colorado 81501

27. Recordahon: Developer will pay for all costs to record this Agreement or aMemorandum thereof in the Clerk and Recorder’s Office of Mesa County, Colorado.

28. Immunity: Nothing contained in this Agreement constitutes a waiver of the City’ssovereign or other immunity under any applicable law.

29. Personal Jurisdiction and Venue: Personal jurisdiction and venue for any actioncommenced by either party to this Agreement whether arising out of or relating to the Agreement,letter of credit, improvements disbursements agreement, or cash escrow agreement or any action tocollect security will be deemed to be proper only if such action is commenced in Mesa County,Colorado. The Developer expressly waives his right to bring such action in or to remove suchaction to any other court whether state or federal.

30. a. Conditions of Acceptance: The City shall have no responsibility or liabilitywith respect to any street, or other improvement(s), notwithstanding the use
of the same by the public, unless the street or other improvements shall havebeen finally accepted by the City.

b. Phased Development: if the City allows a street to be constructed in stages, theDeveloper of the first one-half street opened for traffic shall construct the adjacent”curb, gutter and sidewalk in the standard location and shall construct the requiredwidth of pavement from the edge of gutter on his side of the street to enable aninitial two-way traffic operation without on-street parking. That Developer is alsoresponsible for end-transitions, intersection paving, drainage facilities, andadjustments to existing utilities necessary to open the street to traffic.

c. Prior to requesting final acceptance of any street, storm drainage facility, or otherrequired improvement(s), the Developer shall: (i) famish to the City engineer as-built drawings in reproducible form, blueline stamped and sealed by a professionalengineer and in computer disk form and copies of results of all construction controltests required by City specification; (ii) provide written evidence to the CityEngineer under signature of a qualified expert that the earth, soils, lands andsurfaces upon, in and under which the improvements have been constructed, orwhich are necessary for the improvements, are free from toxic, hazardous or other
05/04/01 6
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reguLated substances or materials: (iii) provide written evidence to the CityAttorney that the title to lands underlying the improvements are free and clear fromall liens and encumbrances, except those items and encumbrances which may beapproved in writing by the City Attorney.

City of Grand Junction
250 North Fifth Street
Grand Junction CO sisoi

Director of Community Development date

Attest:

City Clerk date

By:
Developer date

Name (printed): ALAN HLLVILI(

Its (position):

Attest:

Secretary date

05/04/0 t 7
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TYPE LEGAL DESCRIPTION BELOW, USING ADDITIONAL SHEETS AS NECESSARY.USE SINGLE SPACING WITH A ONE INCH MARGIN ON EACH SiDE.

EXHIBIT A

A parcel of land situated in the N ½ SW ¼ of Section 29, Township I South, Range I East of theUte Meridian, a portion thereof being recorded in Book 1672 at Page 812 of the records of theCounty Clerk and Recorder, being more particularly as Follow:

Commencing at the found Mesa County Survey Monument for the CW 1/16 corner of saidSection 29, the basis of bearing being South 90° 00’OO” East along the North line of said SW ¼ adistance of 87.00 feet;
thence South 00°00’12” -West 165.00 feet;
thence South 90°00’OO” East 79.78 feet to the point of beginning;thence South 90°00’OO” East 181.58 feet;
thence North 00°00’ 12” East 125.00 feet;
thence South 90°OO’OO” East 113.8 feet to a point on the northeasterly bank of the Mesa MutualCanal;
thence South 43°15’05” East 288.32 feet along said northeasterly bank:thence South 00°0 1 ‘21” West 408.16 feet along the easterly bank of said canal to a point on theNorth line of Loma Linda Subdivision First Addition;
thence South 89°57’02” West 492.81 feet along said subdivision;thence North 00°00’ 12” East 493.59 feet to the point of beginning.

MESA COUNTY, COLORADO

05)04101 8
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EXHIBIT B

IN RE: CrisIi Leo Subdivision
[.QC.VflON: 29338 l’2 Road
DATE: May 08, 21103

[ntcndi n to he legally hound, the undenigned subdivider It rel,y agrees to provide tlirou elw it

this subdivision as shown on the above n:Lmed subdivia on pI it dated [Ii is Day
of .20113, the foIIoing improv:ments to the City ofFrjita or peoi:il disthot sh:indartti.

ITEM H DESCRWTION QUA,NITY GNUS &SP Ur,TrS TOTAL COST
203 RemOve 1mg. Suuctwe 2 La. 50000 $1,000.00
203 Cleanog and Grubbing L S $ 2000 00 5200000

03 EmbanbnentMatenal 2,380 Cu ‘Cd $ 250 55,95000

203 Uclassified Excavation 4,460 Cu ‘Cd $ 200 $8,920.00
304 6’ Aggreatc Base Course 1.632 Ton $ 1125 $18,360.00
303 Subade stabilization 100 Ton $ 1500 S 500 00
31)1 3’ Bituminous Pavement 8t6 Ton 5 3600 $29,376.00
&)3 4’SR.35PVCPipeIS’.’;cc2 364 L:rtFt. 5 1000 s8,6.rnoo
603 5’ SDR-35 PVC Pipe (Main) 1.219 Un Ft $ 300 $15,025 00
503 15’ FPE storm dnm 32 Lm. Ft. $ 25.00 $ [.050.00
0J Otnlct &nacturr I La, $ 2,000 00 52,000 00
623 Det=uonsurnp’Purnp&P:pc I 1,5 5 1.50000 $150000
603 Storm dram mlii box I Es. $ 2000.00 52.00000
603 2 IL V-Pan (3’ thick) 190 Sq. Ft. $ 200 $380.00
603 6’ Sidewalk Dram’Trough I La. $ 2,000.00 $2,000.00
604 Saeritasy Sewer Manhole 7 Es. $ 1.500,00 $10,500.00
604 Connect to exist ant. Sewer wtW{ I La, $ 3,000.00 $3000.00
507 6 Privacy fence 307 Lot Ft. $ 20.00 $6,140.00
607 I2footgate I Li $ 500.00 $503.00
608 6.5’driveoverewtwa&w;baac 2.605 Lisa. Ft 5 17.50 $35587.50

608 8’ V.Pans 204 Sq. Ft $ 3.00 561100
608 rCcmaFitletsandCmbR=np 310 Sq.Ft $ 3.00 $930.00
614 Mailbox,gaeigmailbox I La, 5 500.00 $500.00

614 Street Light Standard 4 La. S 1,200.00 54,800,00

614 Traffic sias and sia panels 4 La, $ 200.00 $800.00
614 Barricade. end of road panels I La, $ 500.00 $500.00
615 2’ GlThite 1mg. Sea’ W/ riser 290 Lisa. Ft. $ 7.00 $2,030.00

615 3’ PVC mgauon pipe. Class 160 2,135 Un. Ft. $ 800 $17,160.00

615 6’PVCimgauonppe.Cass 160 350 Un Ft S 1000 54,80000
615 6’ Gate valve I En $ 50000 5500.00
615 4’ Bail valve 6 La $ 7500 $45000
515 ‘CR.l’XAwVac I Es 5 20000 520000
615 Air.mjeciion port 2 La $ 30000 $600.00

615 Blow.off I En. $ 200.00 $200.00

615 8’ C’900 1mg. Sleeve 95 Un. Ft. $ 1500 $1,425.00

615 12’ C-900 [trig. Sleeve 45 Un. Ft. $ 18.00 581000

615 Risen, irrigation’ I’ w/ ball valve 23 La. $ 80.00 $1,840.00

619 8’ C.900 Class ISO, PVC Pipe 1,583 Liii. Ft. $ 1800 $28,494.00
619 Sewerleserncnstment 6 La $ 30000 $2,48ê00

619 8’ Gate Valve 9 La $ 55000 $4,950.00

619 FireHydrant 2 La. $ 2.35000 54,70000

619 3.4’ type K copper Sa’ar VS Un. Ft $ 9.00 $100200
6t9 Tiecotmecuontnccistl’watedine t La. 5 50000 5500.00

630 Traffic Control I L.S. $ 1,000.00 $1,000.00

SUB’TOTAL 5255,652.50

SUPERVISION I L.S. 4% $10,226.10

ESTIMATED PROJECT COST $265,878.60
PERFORMANCE BOND 180% $292,366.46
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liiciit(iiir in lie ley:iUv sound. U. undcnienc,( auhdit tIer Oerri,v :Içcei to provide throiirii,’iit
(ii, ,iii, ii ‘‘:11, in ta ahown in the above narneLt uhdiv,a ion p( it tLiLcd tho Diii’

.21(13. th tbU,sivn improverncr.ts to Ott: City of’ Fmiti or peci:i( district st.ii:d:irti,

if EM DESCRIPTION QUANITY UNITS E.A.P UNITS TOTAL COST
203 Rernevo br Strucrnrc La. $ 50000 5(00000
203 (2c.w. rig and Grithng ( L S S 1000 00 52.000 CC
203 Embankment .‘fatcia( 2.380 Cu Id 5 2.50 55950.00
203 L’classm±icd E’ccntuon 4,360 Cu Id 5 2.00 53,920 00
3i)4 6’ ,3eegate Bane Course (.632 Ton S ( 25 5(3.36000
304 Subçade atabiltution 000 Ton $ 1500 55.50000
301 3 Bicummous Pavement 316 Ton $ 3600 529.37600
603 4’ SCR-35 PVC Pipe (Service) 864 Liii Ft S 10.00 53.63000
.;fl5 c SDR .35 PVT Pipe (Main) (.289 Liii. Ft S 1400 5(324600
b03 15’ DPE staLin ilpm 42 Lin. Ft 5 25.00 51,050.00
603 OuUet Swjctjre . I La. $ 2,000 00 52,000 00
603 Oc(enion Swnp’Pump & Pipe I L S S 1500.00 51.50000
603 Storm drain inlet box 1 La. $ 2.000 00 52.000 00
603 2 ft. V-Pan (4’ tiunir) (20 Sq. Ft. S 2.00 $38000
603 5’ SidewaLk Dram-Trough I Es. S 2000.00 $200000
603 SaraiamvsewerMaahcle 7 La. 5 (.50000 510.50000
603 Connect to exist san. Sewer w,?.1 I En. $ 3,00000 53,000.00
607 6’ Privacy fence 307 Liii. FL 5 20.00 56(40.00
607 2 foot gate I Es. 5 500.00 550000
603 65’dneii’.crctobwa1kw;bast 2.505 LaFL 5 (7.50 545.51750
SOS rV.Prj 203 Sa.Ft S 300 $6100
608 8 Corner Fillets and Curb Ramp 310 Sq. FL. 5 3.00 5930.00
6(3 \failbcc gang mailbox ( La. 5 50000 550000
6(4 Street Light Standard 4 La 5 (.200.00 54.30000
604 Tn0lcsremsandaicapwa 4 La 5 200.00 550000
513 Barricade, end airesd panels I La. $ 50000 550000
6(5 2’ Othite lm See. WI nsa 290 La. Ft. 5 7.00 52.03000
6(5 4’ PVC irrigation pipe. CLass (60 2.135 Liii. Ft. $ 00 5:7.16000
515 6 PVC ealcation pipe, Class 160 450 Liii. Ft $ 10.00 53,50000
615 6 Gate valve I La. S 500.00 $50000
655 4’ BaiL valve 6 La. S 7500 535000
6(5 2’ CR-lOb Air-Vac I Es $ 20000 520000
6(5 Air.in(eciicn pan 2 La. 5 30000 560000
6(5 Blow-all I Es. S 20000 520000
6(5 S’C.G001rn.Sleeve 75 Lrn.FL 5 2300 51.42500
6(5 (2’C.900tung.Sleeve 45 Lin.R .5 (300 58(000
6(5 Risers. mngaticn. 1’ w/ bail valve 23 La S 8000 5(34000
6(9 8’ C.900 Class (50. PVC Pipe 1.583 Liii. Ft 5 (300 523,49400
5(9 Sewer(merncascrnent 6 La 5 .43000 52.40000
6(9 roateValve 9 En. 5 550CM 53,95000
6(9 Fire Hydrant 2 La. 5 2.3501)0 51,700 0’)
6(9 3/3’ type K copper Semvic 773 Liii. Ft 5 9.00 57.t102,1WJ
6(9 Tie connection In existS’ waterline I La. $ 50’) 00 $5”2 00
630 TenlUcConunt I LS S 1,00000 S1.00M00

SUB-TOTAL 5255,652.50
SUPERV(SFON ( L.S. 4% 5(0.226(0
ESTIMATED PROJECT COST s:6srs.6o
PERFOR.MANCE BOND ttI) 5292.366.46
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TOTAL UNIT TOTAL
UTh11FS QTh. PRICE AMOUNT

10. Bonds

________ ________ ________ _________

11. Newsletters

__________ __________ __________ __________

12. General Construction Supervision

________ ________ ________ ________

13. Other

__________________________
________ ________ ________ ________

14. Other

_________________________
________ ________ ________ ________

TOTAL ESTDvIAThD COST OF vtPROVE?vE7S: S ,‘t’ /t

SCHEDULE OF fl’vIPROVE?vIENTS:

Ii SAN1TARYSEWER tThtSg&öt>

II. DOMESTIC WATER * ‘tt &‘t4..OO

III. STREETS

W.LM’4DSCAFtNG

V.MISCELLANEOUS C7 %3

I have reviewed the estimated costs and time schedule shown above and based on the plans and the
current costs of const-uction aee to construct and install the Improvements as required above.

SIGNATURE OF DEVELOPER date
(If corporation, to be signed by president and attested
to by secretary together with the corporate seals.)

Reviewed and approved.

CITY ENGINEER date

CO?vIIVRTNTfl’ DEVELOPMENT date

05104101 11
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EXTUELT C

________

(Bank Name)

Grand Junction, Colorado

Date:

IRREVOCABLE LETTER OF CREDIT

Dear Sirs:

We hereby open our irrevocable credit in your favor available by your draft(s) at sight on us for a
sum not exceeding S_ for the account of

________________

(“Developer”), to be
accepted by your signed statement that drawing is due to default or failure to perform by Developer
with respect to Improvements required on or before

________________

) a development occurring
within the City of Grand Junction, Colorado. Acting through the City Attorney you will noti’ us
when either:

1. The Improvements have been timely completed and the warranty period has terminated
and the credit may be released; or

2. The Developer has failed to perform or is in default. Notice shall be sied by the City
Attorney or the Attorney’s designee. Proof of default of a statement from any other party
shall not be required.

MI drafts drawn hereunder must be by sight draft marked: “Drawn under (bank name),
Credit No._ ___, dated

____________

The original of the credit must be presented along with any such draft.

The amount of any draft drawn under this credit must, concurrently with negotiation, be endorsed
on the reverse side hereof and the presentment of any such draft will be a warranty by the
negotiating bank that such endorsement has been made and that document(s) have been forwarded
as herein required.

Except so far as otherwise expressly stated herein, this credit is subject to the Uniform Customs and
Practices for Commercial Documentary Credits fixed by the 13th Congress of the International
Chamber of Commerce.

O5/0410t 12
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We hereby agree with the drawers, endorsers and bona fide holders of drafts under and in
compliance with the terms of this credit that the same will be duly honored and payment made no
later than 3 (three) days after due presentation of the credit and delivery of document(s) as specified
on or before the date written in the first paragraph above or as the same may be extended.

________________(Bank

Name)

by:________________________
Authorized Officer Signature

Attest:

by:_______________________
Authorized Officer Signature (Corporate Seal)

05/04/01 13



2srtuuid Va/ky /V’ätional Bank
B

925 NORTH SEVENTH STREET • (970) 241-4400

* FAX (970) 241-3039 TOLL FREE 1-877-859-6040
RO. BOX 848 GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO 81501-0848

www.grandvaUeybank.com

January 6, 2005

Laura Lamberty
City of Grand Junction
250 N 5th st.
Grand Junction, CO 81501

Re: Alan Helmick
Crista Lee Sudivision
FP-2003-l01

Dear Laura,

The Bank currently has a cash balance of $42,910 in a deposit account that is restricted
and pledged to secure Mr. Helmick’s Crista Lee Subdivision Maintenance Guarantee
Agreement. Procedures are in place to withhold $3,865 from the sale of each of the
remaining eleven lots that are secured by our Deed of Trust until the required $57,980.56
balance is ffilfilled.

This letter confirms that these deposits are pledged to secure the Maintenance Guarantee
Agreement to the City of Grand Junction.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any further questions.

Sincerely,

B. Skalicky
Senior Vice-President
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MAINTENANCE GUARANTEE

1. Parties: The paies to t[s Maintenance Guarantee (“the Guarantee” or
“Guarantee”) are At/VU e€ dhtfr1/CQ’the Developer”) and the City of Grand
Junction, Colorado (“the City” or “City”). Collectively the Developer and the
CITY may be referred to as the Parties,

FOR valuable consideration, the receipt and adequacy of which is
acknowledged, the Parties agree as follows:

2, Effective Date: The Effective Date of the Guarantee will be The date that It is
signed and accepted by the City,

RECITALS

The Developer has constructed, installed and is required to warrant and
maintain certain improvements (“Improvements” or “the Improvements”) which
were made necessary by virhe of development on properly within the City. The
Properly, known as d,eisrp i-a ü6&W/5/o&) has been reviewed and /approved under Community Development file # F?- zooY-/0f and as
necessary or required to construe This guarantee, That file(s) is incorporated by
this reference,

The City seeks to protect the health, safely and general welfare of the
community by requiring that the Improvements, once constructed, be
maintained. The purpose of this guarantee Is to protect the City from having to
repair the Improvements at Its cost. The Agreement is not executed for the
benefit of materialmen, laborers or others providing work, services or material to
the Developer and/or the Property or for the benefit of the owners, purchasers.
or users of the Property. The mutual promises, covenants and obligations
contained in this guarantee are authorized by law, the Colorado Constitution,
the Charter and the City’s ordinances.

DEVELOPER’S OBLIGATION

3. Improvements: The Developer or its successor(s) or assign(s) shall maintain
and guarantee the Improvements, at his/her/its own expense, against defects In
workmanship and materials for a period of one year from the date of City
acceptance of the Improvements. The Developer’s obligation is and will be
independent of any obligations of the City.
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4. Security: To secure the performance of its obfl9ations the Developer is
required to post sécurily in an amount of $ 57, 9R0 (Line G2, Exhibit B,
City Security).

4a. The Developer has posted security to guarantee the Improvements in an
amount form and with terms acceptable to the Oily.

4b. In addition to that security all warranties and/or guarantees (those incident
to construction or as provided by the contractor and/or manufacturer of
installed equipment) are hereby assigned to the Oily.

4c. The Developer shall to the extent necessary or required by the City take
whatever action is necessary or required to assign all warranfles and/or
guarantees (those incident to construction or as provided by the contractor
and/or manufacturer of installed equipment) to the Oily. A copy of those
warranties or a memorandum of the same is attached as Exhibit A.

4d. The Developer for itself, its successors and assigns agrees that if the
Improvements are not maintained to City standards That the Oily shall notify the
Developer in writing of the defect(s) in, accordance with paragraph 8 hereof, /
5. Standards: The Developer shall maintain the Improvements according to the
standards and specifications required by The Oily or as otherwise established by
the City Engineer.

6. Warranty: The Developer hereby warrants that the Improvements, each and
every one of them, will be maintained In accordance with the Standards In
paragraph 5 for the period of This guarantee.

7, Compliance with Law: The Developer shall comply with all applicable federal,
state and local laws, ordinances and regulations in effect at the time of final”
approval when fulfilling its obligations under this guarantee. When necessary to
protect the public health, safely or welfare, the Developer shall be subject to
laws, ordinances and regulations That become effective after acceptance of
the Improvements.

3, Notice of Defect/Default: The CIty shall provide timely notice to the Developer
whenever routine inspection reveals that an Improvement and/or maintenance
of the same does not conform to City standards and any specifications
approved or required in or by the development or that an Improvement(s) is
otherwise defective,

8a. As provided herein the Oily shall provide wriffen notice to the Developer at
the address stated in paragraph 22. Notice is and shall be deemed effective

2



Q.
Iwo calendar days after mailing thereof by first class United States mail, postage
p repaid.

8b. The Developer will have Iwelve (12) calendar days from the date of the
notice to correct the defect,

8c. The Oily may grant reasonable extensions in writing to the time for correction
of defect(s), however, it is not obligated to do so nor is it obligated to provide
any notice of a defect(s) if it becomes aware of the defect(s) in or during an
emergency. Furthermore, the City is not obligated to inspect the Improvements
but may do so as it would any other improvement.

9. Acceptance: Prior to acceptance of any Improvement(s), the Developer shall
demonstrate in writing to the satisfaction of the City Altorney that it owns the
Improvements in fee simple or that there are no liens, encumbrances or other
restrictions other than those that have been accepted by the Oily Afforney on
the Improvements. Approval and/or acceptance of any Improvements does
not constitute a waiver by the City of any rights it may have on account of any
defect in or failure of the Improvement or maintenance of the same that is
detected or which occurs after approval and/or acceptance. All warranties
and/or guarantees shall be for a periàd of no less than 12 monThs from The date
of acceptance of the Improvements,

10. Funds: Funds drawn, guaranteed or collected by the City under this
agreement shall be used for the purpose of correcting defects in and/or
repairing or replacing failure(s) of the Improvement(s).

ii. Defect/Default Events: The following conditions, occurrences or actions will
constitute a defect and/or default:

ha. Developer’s failure to maintain each and every one of the Improvements’
in conformance with this guarantee and/or as required by code, law, rule,
ordinance or regulation:

ii b. Developer’s failure to correct defective construcflon of any Improvement
within the applicable guarantee period:

1 ic. Developer’s failure to maintain security in a form and amount
required/provided by this guarantee.

lid. As provided herein the City shall provide wriffen notice to the Developer at
the address on file with the development application. Notice is and shall be
deemed effective iwo calendar days after mailing thereof by first class United
States mall, postage prepaid.

3
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15. No Waiver: No waiver of any provision of this Agreement by the City will be
deemed to or constitute a waiver of any other provision, nor will it be deemed
to or constitute a continuing waiver unless expressly provided for by a written
amendment to this Agreement signed by both the Oily and the Developer; nor
will the waiver of any defect or default under this guarantee be deemed a
waiver of any subsequent defect(s) or default(s) of the same type. The C[t’y’s
failure to exercise any right under this Agreement will not constitute the approval
of any wrongful act by the Developer or the acceptance of any defect(s),
defaults(s) or Improvement(s).

16. Amendment or Modification: The Parties may amend or modify the
Agreement only by written instrument executed on behalf of The Oily by the
Public Works and Utilfties Director or his designee and by the Developer or his
authorized officer, Such amendment or modification shall be properly notarized
before it may be deemed effective.

17. Attorney’s Fees: Should either party be required to resort to litigation to
enforce the terms of This guarantee, the prevailing party, plaintiff or defendant
will be entitled to costs, including reasonable attorney’s fees and expert witness
fees, from the opposing party. If relief is awarded to both parties, the attorney’s
fees may be equitably divided between the parties by the’ decision-maker. The
value of the Oily’s in-house legal counsel is agreed to be $125.D0 per hour,

18. Integration: This guarantee, together with the exhibits and attachments
Thereto constitutes The entire agreement between the Parties and no
statement(s), promise(s) or inducement(s) that Is/are not contained in this
agreement will be binding on the parties.

19. Third Party Rights: No person or entity who or which is not a party to this
agreement will have any right of action under this agreement.

20, Severability: If any part term or provision of this guarantee Is held by a court
or courts of competent jurisdiction to be illegal or other-wise unenforceable, such
illegality or unenforceability will not affect the validity of any other part term, or
provision and The right of the parties will be construed as if the part term or
provision was never part of the agreement.

21. Benefits: The benefits of this agreement to the Developer are personal and
may not be assigned without the express written approval of the Oily. Such
approval may not be unreasonably withheld, but any unapproved assignment is
void. Notwithstanding the foregoing, the burdens of This agreement are

5
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personal obligations of the Developer and also will be binding on the heirs,
successors and assigns of the Developer and shall be a covenant(s) running with

the Property. There is no prohibition on the City to assign its rights under thi
agreement The Oily will expressly release the original Developer’s guarantee or
obligations if it accepts new security from any Developer or lender who obtains
the Property; however, no other act of the City will constitute a release of the
original Developer from his liability under this agreement.

22. Notice: Any notice required or permitted by this Agreement will be deemed
effective two calendar days after deposit wiTh the United States Postal Service,
first class, postage prepaid and addressed as follows:

If to Developer: Ckiim LEA L/. Name -Developer/Company
45i?6’k /€O%b Address (Street and Mailing)—
%il Mit’S a - 2&7fl Cd V/4’/6 -

&Llt13 OZCA/&?&V Co Oily, State & Zip Code
(9O)) 979iS ‘ Telephone and Fax Numbers
(910)179 -JisI• Heon,ce1q d-4’dWE7E-malI

If to Oily: Office of the City Attorney
250 North 5th Street
Grand Junction, 00 81501

Oc: Public Works and Utilities Department
250 North 5th Street
Grand Junction, 00 81501

23. Recordation: Developer will pay for all costs to record a memorandum of
this guarantee in The Clerk and Recorder’s Office of Mesa County, Oolorado.

24. Immunity: Nothing contained in this agreement constitutes a waiver of the
City’s sovereign or other Immunity under any applicable law.

25, Personal Jurisdiction and Venue: Personal jurisdiction and venue for any
action commenced by either party to this agreement whether arising out of or
relating to the agreement will be deemed to be proper only if such action is
commenced in Mesa County, Colorado. The Developer expressly waives his
right to bring such action in or to remove such action to any other court whether
state or federal.

a
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A DEVELOPMENT IMPROVEMENTS AGREEMENT

1. Partieft: The paçfie to this Development Improvements Agreement (“Agreement”)
are ,47n,yO. W&-/nnh, (“Developer”) and the City of Grand Junction, Colorado
(‘‘City’’)

For valuable consideration, the receipt and adequacy of which is acknowledged, the
Parties agree as follows:

2. Effective Date: The Effective Date of the Agreement shall be the date that it is
signed by the Community Development Director, which shall be no sooner than
recordation of the final plat or final plan approval whichever first occurs.

RECITALS

The Developer seeks permission to develop property, described on Exhibit A attached
and incorporated by this reference (“the Property” or “Property”). The Property,
known as C’R16T4 LI-if SuiJo,vísic,’J .—SrbeNreviewed and approved
under Community Development file #/4P-2003 It! )“Development” or “the
Development”).

The City seeks to protect the health, safety and general welfare of the community by
requiring the completion of various improvements to the Property and limiting the
harmful effects of substandard development.

A further purpose of this Agreement is to protect the City from the cost of completing
necessary improvements itself; this Agreement is not executed for the benefit of
materialmen, laborers or others providing work, services or material to the Developer
and/or the Property or for the benefit of the owner(s), purchaser(s) or user(s) of the
Property.

The mutual promises, covenants and obligations contained in this Agreement are
authorized by state law, the Colorado Constitution and City’s land development
ordinances and regulations.

DEVELOPER’S OBLIGATION

3. Improvements: The Developer shall design, construct and install, at its own expense,
those on-site and off-site improvements listed on Exhibit B attached and incorporated
by this reference (“Improvements” or “the Improvements”).

3a. On and after the Effective Date of this Agreement the Developer agrees to pay
the City for its Administration and Inspection of the Development. The hourly rate for
those services is $45.00/hour. Administration and Inspection includes but is not limited
to the time expended by the City’s planner, engineer, construction inspector and
attorney in directing, advising, correcting and enforcing by means other than
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A litigation, this agreement and/or the approved development plan. Making
disbursements and calling/collecting Guarantees are Administration and Inspection
services and shall be charged at $45.00/hour. See, paragraph 19 concerning
attorneys’/ litigation fees.

3b. The scope of this project is such that the City may have to engage independent
consultants(s) to adequately provide inspection services; Developer agrees to pay
such costs, in addition to all others for which Developer is responsible hereunder.

3c. The Developer’s obligation to complete the Improvements is and shall be
independent of any obligations of the City contained herein.

4. Security: To secure the performance of its obligations under this Agreement the
Developer shall supply a guarantee. The Developer is required to post security in an
amount of $31’2,1Sq,3q (120% of the amount for the Improvements) in a form
and with terms acceptable to the City (“Guarantee”). The Guarantee shall be in the
form of a cash deposit made to the City, a letter of credit or a disbursement
agreement in a form and with content approved by the City Attorney. The
Guarantee specific to this Agreement is attached as Exhibit C and is incorporated by
this reference as if fully set forth.

Select one: Cash Letter qf Credit (LOC)

____

Disbursement Agreemeni”

5. Standards: The Developer shall construct the Improvements according to the City’s
standards and specifications.

6. Warranty: The Developer shall warrant the Improvements for one year following
Acceptance by the City. “Warrant” or “Warranty” as used herein means the
Developer shall take such steps and incur such costs as may be needed so that the
Improvements or any portion or phase thereof as repaired and/or replaced, shall
comply with the Development’s construction plans and/or site plan, City standards
and specifications at the end of the warranty period. The Developer shall warrant
each repaired and/or replaced Improvement or any portion or phase thereof for one
year following Acceptance of such repair and/or replacement.

6a. Upon Acceptance the Developer shall provide a Maintenance Guarantee in an
amount of $ 37 9ro.-’f% (Line G2, Exhibit B, City Security).

6b. The Maintenance Guarantee shall be secured by a letter of credit, cash escrow or
other form acceptable to the City.

7. Commencement, Completion and Abandonment Periods: The Developer shall
commence work on the Improvements within 30 days from the Effective Date of this
Agreement; that date is known as the “Commencement Date,”
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• 7a. The Developer shall complete the Improvements by the end of the twelfth month
from the Effective Dote of this Agreement; that dote is known as the “Completion
Date.”

7b. The Developer shall not cease construction for any period of more than 60
consecutive days. If construction is ceased for 60 or more consecutive days the
Director may deem the Development abandoned (“the Abandonment Period”).

7c. The Commencement date and the Completion Date are as follows:

Commencement Date: 3
Completion Date:

______________________

8. Compliance with Law: The Developer shall comply with all applicable federal, state
and local laws, ordinances and regulations when fulfilling its obligations under their
Agreement. When necessary to protect the public health, safety or welfare, the
Developer shall be subject to laws, ordinances and regulations that become effective
after the Effective Date.

9. Notice of Defect: The Developer by and through his/her/its engineer shall provide
timely written notice to the issuer of the Guarantee and the Director when the
Developer and/or his/her/its engineer has knowledge, that an Improvement or any
part or portion of any Improvement either does not conform to City standards or is
otherwise defective.

9a. The Developer shall correct all non-conforming construction and/or defects within
thirty (30) days from the issuance of the notice by his/her/its engineer of a/the defect.

10. Acceptance of Improvements: The City shall not accept and/or approve any or
all of the Improvements until the Developer presents a document or documents for the
benefit of the City showing that the Developer owns the Improvements in fee simple,
or as accepted by the City Attorney, and that there are no liens, encumbrances or
other restrictions on the Improvements other than those that have been accepted by
the City Attorney.

iDa. Approval and/or acceptance of any Improvement(s) does not constitute a
waiver by the City of any right(s) that it may have on account of any defect in or
failure of the Improvement that is detected or which occurs after approval and/or
acceptance.

lob. Acceptance by the City shall only occur when the City Engineer, sends a writing
to such effect (“Acceptance”).

11. Reduction of Security: Upon Acceptance of any Improvement(s) the amount
which the City is entitled to draw on the Guarantee shall be reduced by an amount of
$______

(Line G1, Exhibit B, Total Improvement Costs).
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•
• 1 la. At the written request of the Developer, the City shall execute a certificate

• verifying Acceptance of the Improvement and thereafter waiving its right to draw on
the Guarantee to the extent of such amount. A Developer in default under this
Agreement has no right to such certification.

12. Use of Proceeds: The City shall use funds deposited with it, drawn or guaranteed
pursuant to this Agreement only for the purpose of completing the Improvements or
correcting defects in or tailure of the Improvements or paying Administration and
Inspection fees.

13. Events of Default: The following conditions, occurrences or actions shall constitute
a default by the Developer:

13a. Developer’s failure to complete each portion of the Improvements on or before
the Completion Date;

13b. Developer’s failure to demonstrate reasonable intent to correct defective
construction of any Improvements within the applicable warranty period;

13c. Developer’s insolvency, the appointment of a receiver for the Developer or the
filing of a voluntary or involuntary petition in bankruptcy respecting the Developer. In
such event the City may immediately declare a default without prior notification to
the Developer;

13d. Notification to the City, by any lender with a lien on the Property, of a default by
Developer on any obligation to such lender. In such event, the City may immediately
declare a default without prior notification to the Developer.

13e. With regard to the Property or any portion thereof: initiation of any foreclosure
action regarding any lien or encumbrance; or initiation of mechanics lien(s)
procedure(s); or assignment or conveyance of the Property in lieu of foreclosure. In
such event the City may immediately declare a default without prior notification to
the Developer.

13f. Notification to the City from the bank issuing the Guarantee that it will not renew
the Guarantee at a time when security is still required hereunder and no substitute
collateral acceptable to the City has been provided by the Developer.

13g. Except as provided, the City may not declare a default until written notice has
been sent to the Developer at the address shown in the development file. Notice is
and shall be deemed effective two calendar days after mailing thereof by first class
United Sates mail, postage prepaid.

14. Measure of Damages: The measure of damages for breach of this Agreement by
the Developer shall be the reasonable cost of satisfactorily completing the
Improvements, plus reasonable expenses. Expenses may include but are not limited to
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• contracting costs, collection costs and the value of planning, engineering, legal and
adniinistrative staff time devoted to the collection/completion of the Improvements.
For Improvements upon which construction has not begun, the estimated costs of the
Improvements as shown on Exhibit B shall be prima facie evidence of the minimum
cost of completion; however, the maximum amount of the Developer’s liability shall
not be established by that amount or the amount of the Guarantee.

15. City’s Rights Upon Default: When any event of default occurs, the City may draw
on the Guarantee or proceed to collect any other security to the extent of the face
amount of the Guarantee less eighty percent (80%) of the estimated cost (as shown
on Exhibit B) of all Improvements for which the City has given its Acceptance and no
warranty work is reasonably required. The City may also exercise its rights to
disbursement of loan proceeds or other funds under the City improvements
disbursement agreement.

ISa. The City shall have the right to complete Improvements itself or it may contract
with a third party for completion.

15b. The Developer grants to the City, its successors, assigns, agents, contractors and
employees, a nonexclusive right Ond easement to enter the Property for the purposes
of constructing, reconstructing, maintaining, inspecting and repairing the
Improvements.

1 5c. The City may assign the proceeds of the Guarantee or other funds or assets that
it may receive in accordance with this Agreement to a subsequent developer or
lender that has acquired the Property by purchase, foreclosure or otherwise.

15d. That developer or lender shall then have the same rights of completion as the
City if and only if the subsequent developer or lender agrees in writing to complete or
correct the Improvements and provides to the City reasonable security for that
obligation.

15e. These remedies are cumulative in nature and are in addition to any other
remedies the City has at law or in equity. N

16. Indemnification: The Developer expressly agrees to indemnify and hold the City, its
officers, employees, agents and assigns (“City”) harmless from and against all claims,
costs and liabilities of every kind and nature, for injury or damage received or
sustained by any person or entity in connection with or on account of the
performance or non-performance of work at the Property and/or the Improvements
and/or the Development that is being done pursuant to this Agreement.

16a. The Developer further agrees to aid and defend the City in the event that the
City and/or the Improvements is named as a defendant in an action concerning the
performance of work pursuant to this Agreement except for a suit wherein the
Developer states claim(s) against the City.
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1 éb. The Developer is not an agent, partner, joint venturer or employee of the City.

17. No Waiver No waiver of any provision of this Agreement by the City shall be
deemed or constitute a waiver of any other provision nor shall it be deemed or
constitute a continuing waiver unless expressly provided for by a written amendment
to this Agreement signed by both the City and the Developer; nor shall the waiver of
any default under this Agreement be deemed a waiver of any subsequent default or
defaults of the same type. The City’s failure to exercise any right under this
Agreement shall not constitute the approval of any wrongful or other act by the
Developer or the acceptance of any Improvement.

18. Amendment or Modification: The parties to this Agreement may amend or modify
this Agreement only by written instrument executed on behalf of the City by the City
Manager or his designee and by the Developer or his/her/its authorized officer. Such
amendment or modification shall be properly notarized before it may be deemed
effective.

19. Attorney’s Fees: Should either party be required to resort to litigation to enforce the
terms of this Agreement, the prevailing party, plaintiff or defendant, shall be entitled to
costs, including reasonable attorney’s fees and expert witness fees, from the opposing
party. The City shall be entitled to claim the value of its in-house attorneys at the rate
of $125.00 per hour. If relief is pwarded to both parties the attorney’s fees may be
equitably divided between the parties by the decision maker.

20. Vested Rights: This Agreement does not guarantee, represent or certify that the
Developer is entitled to any other approval(s) required by the City, before the
Developer is entitled to commence development beyond the scope of this
Agreement or to transfer ownership of the Property being developed.

21. Integration: This Agreement, together with the exhibits and attachments thereto
constitutes the entire Agreement between the parties. No statement(s), promise(s) or
inducements(s) that is/are not contained in this Agreement shall be binding on the
parties.

N

22. Third Party Rights: No person or entity who or which is not a party to this
Agreement shall have any right of action under or be a beneficiary of this Agreement.

23. Time: For the purpose of computing the Abandonment Period and
Commencement and Dates, such times in which war, civil disasters or acts of GDd
occurs or exist shall not be included if such prevents the Developer or City from
performing its obligations under the Agreement. The Developer must notify the City in
writing if/when it asserts impossibility of performance under this paragraph. The City
may reject the Developer’s assertion, if it finds, in writing that the condition(s) that the
Developer asserts do not exist.

24. Severability: If any part, term or provision of this Agreement is held by a court of
competent jurisdiction to be illegal or otherwise unenforceable, such illegality or
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rights of the parties shall be construed as if the part, term or provision was never part of
unenforceability shall not affect the validity of any other part, term or provision. The

the Agreement.

25. Benefits: The benefits of this Agreement to the Developer are personal and may
not be assigned without the express written approval of the City. Such approval may
not be unreasonably withheld but any unapproved assignment is void.

25a. Notwithstanding the foregoing, the burdens of this Agreement are personal
obligations of the Developer and also shall be binding on the heirs, successors and
assigns of the Developer and shall be a covenant(s) running with the Property.

25b. There is no prohibition on the right of the City to assign its rights under this
Agreement

25c. Upon written request from the Developer the City shall expressly release the
original Developer’s Guarantee and/or contract obligations if it accepts new security
from any developer or lender who obtains the Property, however, no other act of the
City shall constitute a release of the original Developer from his liability under this
Agreement.

25d. When the City has issued its Acceptance regarding the Improvements, the City
agrees to state the same in writing, with appropriate acknowledgments.

25e. The City shall sign a release only after all warranty periods, as extended by
litigation, repair or alteration work, have expired.

26. Notice: Any notice required or permitted by this Agreement shall be deemed
effective two calendar days after deposit with the United States Postal Service, first
class, postage prepaid and addressed as follows:

If to Developer: A/nO. /‘%,c,é
7Z/nZc/V f-V, rCq;i4

Name -Developer/Company
Address (Street and Mailing)

If to City:

(97o)
(97o)

_179— Yffl
27Y- 35S-/

Office of the City Attorney
250 North 5th Street
Grand Junction, CO 81501

‘2a/b, yq, ‘/y/

Cc:

City, State & Zip Code
Telephone and Fax Numbers

E-mail
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•

- Cc: Community Development Department
250 North 5th Street
Grand Junction, CO 81501

27. Recordation: Developer shall pay the costs to record a memorandum of this
Agreement (Exhibit D) in the records of the Mesa County Clerk and Recorder’s Office.
The Developer may, at his/her/its option record the entire agreement.

28. Immunity: Nothing contained in this Agreement constitutes a waiver of the City’s
sovereign or other immunity under any applicable law.

29. Personal Jurisdiction and Venue: Personal jurisdiction and venue for any action
commenced by either party to this Agreement whether arising out of or relating to the
Agreement, the Guarantee, the Maintenance Guarantee or any action based arising
out of or under this Agreement shall be deemed to be proper only if such action is
commenced in Mesa County, Colorado.

29a. The Developer expressly waives his/her/its right to bring such action in or to
remove such action to any other court whether state or federal.

30. Liability before Acceptance: The City shall have no responsibility or liability with
respect to any street or other Improvement(s), notwithstanding the use of the same by
the public, unless the street or other Improvement shall have received Acceptance by
the City.

30a. If the City allows a street to be constructed in stages. the Developer of the first
one-half street opened for traffic shall construct the adjacent curb, gutter and
sidewalk in the standard location and shall construct the required width of pavement
from the edge of gutter on the side of the street nearest the property to enable an
initial two-way traffic operation without on-street parking.

3Db. Developer shall also construct and pay for end-transitions, intersection paving,
drainage facilities and adjustments to existing utilities necessary to open the street to
traffic. N

30c. The City shall not issue its written Acceptance with regard to any Improvement(s)
including any street, storm drainage facility, sewer, water facility or other required
Improvement(s), until the Developer:
(i) furnishes to the City Engineer as-built drawings in reproducible form, blue line
stamped and sealed by a professional engineer and in computer disk form and copies
of results of all construction control tests required by City specification;
(ii) provides written evidence to the City Engineer under signature of a qualified expert
that the earth, soils, lands and surfaces upon in and under which the Improvement(s)
have been constructed or which are necessary for the Improvements are free from
toxic, hazardous and other regulated substances or materials;
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- (iB) provides written evidence to the City Attorney that the title to lands underlying the
Improvements are free and clear from all liens and encumbrances, except those items
and encumbrances which may be approved in writing by the City Attorney; and
(iv) provides written evidence, certified by the Developer’s engineer, that the work
was systematically inspected and tested and that the materials and the compaction
of the materials that are required to be compacted, were in conformance with City-
approved plans and specifications.

6/] 3/2003

/ Ddte

By

Developer
%/Aw Ø%%

Name (printed)

Corporate Attest:

Name Date

City of Grand Junction
250 North Fifth Street
Grand Junction, CO 81501

Comthönity Development Dept. Date
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EXHIBIT “A”

DESCRIPTION OF CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION

A tract of land located in the SW 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of Section 29, Township 1 South, Range 1
East, Ute Meridian, County of Mesa, State of Colorado more particularly described
as follows:

Beginning at the northwesterly corner of Crista Lee Subdivision, whence the CW 1/16
corner of Section 29, T. 1 S., R. 1 E., U.M., being a Bureau of Land Management
Monument, bears N 450 l5’56” W, 234.76 feet to the Point of Beginning.

I. Thence S 90°00’OO” E, 181.58 feet;
2. Thence N 00°O0’12” E, 125.00 feet;
3. Thence S 90°00’OO” E, 113.80 feet;
4. Thence S 43°15’05” E, 288.32 feet;
5. Thence S 00°01’21” W, 408.16 feet;
6. Thence S 89°57’02” W, 492.81 feet;
7. Thence N 0000’l2” E, 493.59 feet to the Point of Beginning.

Crista Lee Subdivision, as described above, contains 6.000 acres more or less.



City of Grand Junction
Page 1

EXHIBIT B

IMPROVEMENTS COST ESTIMATE

15-Sep-03
NAME:________________ Crista Lee Subdivision

__________________________

2933 8 1/2 Road

OF PERSON PREPARING:. PATRICK M. O’CONNOR

A.

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8

SANITARY SEWER

8” PVC Sanitary Sewer Main
“ PVC Sanitary Sewer Main
“ PVC Sanitary Sewer Main

Sewer services
Sanitary Sewer Manhole
Sanitary Sewer Drop Manhole
Connection to Existing Manhole
Concrete Encasement

LF
LF
LF
LF
EA
EA
EA
LF

Subtotal Part A Sanitary Sewer

DOMESTIC WATER

1289
/

864
7

I
120

$ 16.00

$ 10.00
$ 1,500.00

$ 500.00
S 30.00

5 20,624.00
S
s
S
S
S
S
S

8,640.00
10,500.0

500.00
3,600.00

$ 43,864.00

Item # Item Description Unit Quantity Unit Extended
Price Price

1 8” PVC Water Main LF 1583 $ 18.00 $ 28,494.00

2 _Z’ PVC Water Main LF $ -

3 “ PVC Water Main LF $ -

4 8” Gatevalve EA 9 $ 550.00 $ 4,950.Q0

5 “ Gatevalve EA $ -

6 “ Gatevalve EA $ -

7 Water Services LF 778 $ 9.00 $ 7,002.00

8 Connect to Existing Water Line EA 1 $ 500.00 $ 500.00

9 Fire Hydrant with Valve EA 2 $ 2,350.00 $ 4,700.00

10 Utility Adjustments EA $ -

11 Blowoff EA 1 $ 300.00 $ 300.00
$
$
$

Subtotal Part B - Domestic Water $ 45,946.00

B.

DATE:_
DEVELOPMENT
LOCATION:
PRINTED NAME

9/24/03
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Item # Item Description Unit Quantity Unit Extended

Price Price

Cl STREETS

1 8” Pvc UtiHtyllrrigation sleeves LF 95 $ 15.00 $ 1,425.00

2 12’ PVC Utility/Irrigation sleeves LF 45 $ 20.00 $ 900.00

3 Reconditioning 5’? 4896 $ 1.50 $ 7,344.00

4 Aggregate Base Course (Class 3) TN $ -

Aggregate Base Course (Class 6) (6”

5 Compacted Thickness) TN 1632 $ 11.25 $ 16,360.00

Aggregate Base Course (Class 6)

6 U’ Compacted Thickness) 5’? $ -

Hot Bituminous Paving, Grading C

7 (3” thick) TN 816 $ 40.00 $ 32,640.00

Hot Bituminous Paving, Grading_

8 (_“ thick) 5’? $ -

Hot Bituminous Paving, Patching

9 [j’ Thick) 5’? $ -

10 Geotextile 5’? $ -

Concrete Curb (_._“ Wide by

11 High)
LF S -

12 Concrete Curb and Gutter (2’ wide) LF $ -

13 ConcreteCurband Gutter (1.5’ wide) LF $ -

Monohthc, Vertical Curb, Gutter and

14 Sidewalk (‘ Wide) LF $ -

Drive Over Curb, Gutter, and

15 Sidewalk (6.5’ Wide) LF 2605 $ 17.50 $ 45,587.50

16 Concrete Sidewalk ( ‘ Wide) LF $ -

Concrete Gutter and Driveway

17 Section (_‘ Thick) 5’? $ -

Concrete Drainage Pan (6’ Wide, 8”

18 Thick)
SF 204 $ 3.00 $ 612.00

19 Concrete Corner Fillet 5’? $ -

20 Concrete Curb Ramp 5’? $ -

21 Complete Concrete Corner SF 310 $ 3.00 $ 930.00

22 Concrete Driveway (_“ Thick) 5’? $ -

23 Driveway/Concrete Repair 5’? $ -

24 Retaining Walls LF 0 $ 18.50 $ -

25 Street Signs EA 11 $ 200.00 $ 2,200.00

26 Striping (New, Remove/Replace) LF $ -

27 Street Lights EA 4 $ 1,200.00 $ 4,800.00

26 Signal Construction or Reconstructior LS $ -

29 Flowable Fill CY $ -

30 Sleeves, “, PVC LF $ -

$
$

9/24)03
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Dl

1
2
3
4
5
6

EARTHWORK

Mobilization
Clearing and Grubbing
Unclassified Excavation
Unclassified Embankment
Silt Fence
Watering (Dust Control)

LS
LS
CY
CY
LF
LS

1
1

4460
2380

40
1

1,500.00
2,000.00

$
$
$
$

2.00
2.50

$
$ 1

00
.500.00

$ 1,500.00
$ 2,000.00
$
S

8,920.00
5,950.00

S
S

160.00
1,500.00

Item # Item Description Unit Quantity Unit Extended
Price Price

C2 BRIDGES
S

1 Box Culvert Pre-Cast LS $ -

2 Box Culvert Cast-in-Place LS $ -

3 Wingwalls LS $ -

4 Parapet Wall LS $ -

5 Railing (handrail, guardrail) LS $ -

S
$

Subtotal Part C - Streets and Bridges $ 114,798.50

D3 SEEDING AND SOIL RETENTION

1 Sod SY $ -

2 Seeding (Native) SY or AC $ -

3 Seeding (Bluegrass/Lawn) SY or AC $ -

4 Hydraulic Seed and Mulching SY or AC $ -

5 Soil Retention Blanket SY $ -

D2

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10

REMOVALS AND RESETTING

Removal
Removal

of Asphalt
of Miscellaneous Concrete

Remove Curb and Gutter
Removal of Culverts
Remove Structures (Irrigation)
Remove Signs
Remove Fence
Adiust Manhole
Adiust Valvebox
Relocate or Adjust Utilities

SY
SY
LF
LF
BA
BA
LF
BA
BA
LS

2

0
0

5 500.00

$ 100.00
S 100.00

S
s
$
$ -N

S 1,000.00
S
$
S
S
S
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City of Grand Junction
Page 6

Item # item Description Unit I Quantity Unit Extended
Price Price

F. Miscellaneous Items

1 Construction staking/surveying % 2.00% $ 268,428.50 $ 5,368.57

2 Developers inspection cost % 0.50% $ 268,428.50 $ 1,342.14

3 General construction supervsn % 0.50% $ 268,428.50 $ 1,342.14

4 Quality control testing % 2.00% $ 268,428.50 $ 5368.57

5 Construction traffic control % 0.50% $ 268,428.50 $ 1342.14

6 City inspection fees % 0.50% $ 268,428.50 $ 1,342.14

7 As-builts % 2.00% $ 268428.50 $ 5,368.57

E Subtotal Part F - Miscellaneous Items $ 21,474.28

% = Percentage of total site construction costs -

G. COSt SUMMARY

1 Total Improvement Costs $ 289,902.78

2 City Security (20%) $ 57,980.56

3 Total Guarantee Amount $ 347,883.34

NOTES
1. All prices shall be for items complete in place and accepted.

2. All pipe prices shall include excavation, pipe, bedding, backfill, and compaction.

3. Water main shall include pipe, excavation, bedding, backfill, bends, and appurtenances not

itemized elsewhere.
4. All concrete items shall include Aggregate Base Course where required by the drawings.

5. Fill in the pipe type for irrigation pipe and sleeves.

6. Reconditioning shall be calculated to at least 6” outside of back of walk on both sides.

7. Units can be changed if desired, simply annotate what is used.

8. Additional lines or items may be added as needed.

(.,J<c_< %aL4 /d%%3
Signature of Developer Date / /

(If corporation, to be signed by President and attested

to by Secretary together with the corporate seals.)

I have reviewed the estimated costs and time schedule shown above and, based on the

construction drawings submitted to date and the current cost of construction, I take no

exception to the above.

(1nfQA (tf 17/o3 Ot—
City Dev ment Engi er) Date

/ 7//?a%3
Community Development Dat$ /

9/24/03



DISBURSEMENT AGREEMENT

(Improvements Guarantee)

DEVELOPER: A4’C. ,44%’, ,cA

BANK: a,.n/ L%//ey 4&’/8-w/
PROPERTY: t%Z/S% Zar st

DISBURSEMENT AMOUNT: For the construction of improvements to the Property in an amount not to exceed
sSVz yneY.

This Agreement is entered into by and between ?
and the City of Grand Junction, Colorado (‘City).

RECITALS

Developer has been required by the City to construct certain improvements to( ,s74 Zcr ;OA-’
(“Improvements”) in accordance with the Zoning and Development Code, Improvements Agreement and subdivision approval.

The Bank has agreed to loan funds to the Developer for construction of the Improvements.

The City Engineer has approved an estimate of the costs of the Improvements and that amount or an amount not to exceed
7jr3 3 9 , whichever is greater, shall be referred to as the Funds.”

The parties desire to secure the full and complete performance of the Developer’s obligations and to secure that the Funds are
disbursed only to pay for the Improvements.

NOW, THEREFORE, THE PARTIES AGREE:

I. BANK PROMISES. Bank shall dedicate or set aside the Funds on behalf of Developer and for the City’s benefit within
twenty-four hours of execution of this Disbursement Agreement.

Bank warrants: that the Funds are to be held in trust solely to secure Developer’s obligations under the Improvements Agreement;
that the Bank shall act as agent of the City in holding the Funds; that the Funds will not be paid out or disbursed to, or on behalf of,
the Developer except as set forth in this document and/or as set forth in the Improvements Agreement; and that the Bank may not
modi’ or revoke its obligation to disburse funds to or on behalf of the Developer or the City. The Bank warrants that the Funds
are and will be available exclusively for payment of the costs of satisfactory completion of the Improvements.

2. DISBURSEMENT PROCEDURES. The Funds shall be advanced for payment of costs incurred forthe construction of
Improvements on the Property in accordance with the Improvements List/Detail attached to the Improvements Agreement, the
terms of which are incorporated by this reference. All disbursements must comply with the following procedures:

(a) Request for Advance. Developer shall deliver to the Bank a written request for the disbursement of funds on
forms acceptable to the Bank. Such requests shall be signed by Developer, Developer’s General Contractor, Project Engineer and
Architect, if applicable, and the City Engineer. By signing the request for disbursement the Developer is certiing: that all costs
for which the advance is being requested have been incurred in connection with the construction of the Improvements on the
Property; that all work performed and materials supplied are in accordance with the plans and specifications submitted to and
approved by the City; that the work has been performed in a workmanlike manner; that no funds are being requested for work not
completed, nor for material not installed; the Project Engineer has inspected the Improvements for which payment is requested;
and that such improvements have been completed in accordance with all terms, specifications and conditions of the approved
plans. Attached hereto is the list of those individuals, and their respective signatures, required to sign the above described
request(s) for disbursement of funds.

1



DISURSEMENT AGREEMENT
(page 2 àf’l)

(b) Documentation, Waivers and Checks. Each request for disbursement of hinds shall be accompanied by: (0
one originaL and one copy of each invoice to be paid; (ii) checks drawn on Developeis construction loan account with the Bank,
made payable to the payee(s) and for the amount of each invoice presented for payment; (iii) lien waivers in a form approved by
the Bank prepared for signature by each payee; and (iv) postage paid envelopes addressed to each payee for the mailing of checks
presented to the Bank.

The Bank shall verify its receipt of all lien waivers relating to any prior disbursements, which lien waivers shall be properly
executed and contain no alterations or modifications from those lien waivers that have been previously presented to the Bank.

Upon approval by Developer, the Project Engineer and the Bank of the invoices being presented to the Bank, the Bank shall
advance hinds into the checking account designated for the payment of the invoices and mail the checks to the payee(s) in the
envelopes presented to the Bank, together vith lien waivers and copies of supporting invoices.

Under no circumstances shall the Bank make a disbursement for the payment of an invoice if it in good faith believes that: (I) the
work has not been completed; (H) the work has not been completed in a workmanlike manner; (Hi) written approval has not been
received from the Project Engineer; or (iv) any lien waiver has been altered or modified or has not been returned to the Bank.

(c) Default. Upon default of the Developer on any obligation to the Bank or under the Improvements Agreement,
the Bank shall disburse no hinds to, or at the direction of, the Developer except to the City under the terms of the Improvements
Agreement. The Bank shall immediately notify the City, in writing, of any event of default or event of default as provided for in
the Improvements Agreement and/or as provided herein.

(d) Disbursement to City. In the event the Improvements are not satisfactorily and timely consmicted, or upon any
default or event of default, the City Engineer shall notify the Bank to immediately cease disbursement of hinds to the Developer
and disburse the hill amount of the remaining undisbursed hinds to the City. Upon such notice, the Bank shall promptly honorthe
demand of the City Engineer to disburse the Funds to the City or a third party or parties designated in writing by the City. Upon
final completion and acceptance of the performance required under the Improvements Agreement, the City shall refund to the Bank
any hinds disbursed, if any, which are not actually expended to pay all costs, expenses and liabilities, including attorney fees,
incurred in completing the Improvements.

3. DEVELOPER CONSENT: The Developer, by the signature of ,47/4v (Z t44%2Jft% (name & title),
consents to disbursements and other actions authorized and provided for by the terms ofthis Agreement and/or the Improvements
Agreement.

4. LIABILITY FOR LOSS: If the Bank fails to disburse hinds in accordance with the procedures set forth, and the City
suffers loss or damage, the Bank shall be liable to the City for the City’s direct and consequential damages and all fees, costs and
expenses, including attorneys fees.

S.

5. BINDING EFFECT: This Agreement shall be binding on the heirs, successors, receivers and assigns ofall parties and
shall terminate when the City has accepted the Improvements and has recorded a release of the Improvements Agreement.

6. IMMUNITY: Nothing contained in this Agreement constitutes a waiver of the City’s sovereign immunity under
appLicable state law.

2



DISBURSE 4ENT AGREEMENT
(pag’e3of4)

Dated this/Z’!y of ,2003

(BAITK)Q v a 4 dM c ,Ut/G.lj Ifl 1K

By: JLUJL .‘ op
qth ç

-

Address

(DEVELOPER)

By: 9.
Title 06o-nA.t

7g/,,,o,AJ r?’ /

JrcrA. P t/c’7.
Address

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION

___________________

/
—9ircctt sf Community Development / /

Pursuan o the te s of the foregoing Disbursement Agreement (Improvements Guarantee) by and between
C. ck Developer, (ta-.di /4 h’%.-J &.tsfr as Bank. and the City of Grand

Junction, the following are the individuals authorized to sign written req{iests for the disbursement of the Funds:

DEVELOPER:

a

________

( ame) ( g ature)

(name) (signature)

(name) (signature)

3



(page 4 o14)
DISBURSEMENT AGREEMENT

DEVELOPER’S GENERAL CONTRACTOR:

(name)

DEVELOPER’S PROJECT ENGINEER:

(signature)

(name)

DEVELOPER’S ARCHITECT:

(name)

(signature)

(signature)

CITY ENGINEER:

(&4C47
(name)

jnjt-a C.

EIc N.m. disbjnk
revnd Ocwbei I, 20C3

(A.t C
(signatur

4



• tVELOPMENT IMPROVEMENTS AG” WENT

1. PartIes: The paie to this Development Improvements Agreement (“Agreement’)
are AyO. fie—/m’h, (“Developer”) and the City of Grand Junction, colorado
(‘‘City’’).

For valuable consideration, the receipt and adequacy of which is acknowledged, the
Parties agree as follows:

2. Effective Date: The Effective Date of the Agreement shall be the date that it is
signed by the Community Development Director, which shall be no sooner than
recordation of the final plot or final plan approval whichever first occurs.

RECITAlS

The Developer seeks permission to develop property, described on Exhibit A attached
and incorporated by this reference (“the Property” or “Property”). The Property,
known as OR/6r6 LEES StlBcwisfc,V has been reviewed and approved
under Community Development file # P-2co3ibl (“Development” or “the
Devebpment”).

The City seeks to protect the health, safety and general welfare of the community by
requiring the completion of various improvements to the Property and limiting the
harmful effects of substandard development.

A further purpose of this Agreement is to protect the City from the cost of completing
necessary improvements itself; this Agreement is not executed for the benefit of
matedalmen, laborers or others providing work, services or material to the Developer
and/or the Property or for the benefit of the owner(s), purchaser(s) or user(s) of the
Property.

The mutual promises, covenants and obligations contained in this Agreement are
authorized by state law, the Colorado Constitution and City’s land development
ordinances and regulations.

DEVELOPER’S OBLIGATION

3. Improvements: The Developer shall design, construct and install, at its own expense,
those on-site and off-site improvements listed on Exhibit B attached and incorporated
by this reference (“Improvements” or “the Improvements”).

3a. On and after the Effective Date of this Agreement the Developer agrees to pay
the City for its Administration and Inspection of the Development. The hourly rate for
those services is $45.00/hour. Administration and Inspection includes but is not limited
to the time expended by the City’s planner, engineer, construction inspector and
attorney in directing, advising, correcting and enforcing by means other than
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• litigation, this agreement and/or the approved development plan. Making
disbursements and c ,ng/collecting Guarantees are (Jministration and Inspection
services and shall be charged at $45.00/hour. See, paragraph 19 concerning
Jttorneys’/ litigation fees.

3b. The scope of this project is such that the City may have to engage independent
• consultants(s) to adequately provide inspection services; Developer agrees to pay

such costs, in addition to all others for which Developer is responsible hereunder.

3c. The Developer’s obligation to complete the Improvements is and shall be
independent of ahy obligations of the City contained herein.

4. Security: To secure the performance of its obligations under this Agreement the
Developer shall supply a guarantee. The Developer is required to post security in an
amount of $3$7,SS?.Y5’ (120% of the amount for the Improvements) in a form
and with terms acceptable to the City (“Guarantee”). The Guarantee shall be in the
form of a cash deposit mode to the City, a letter of credit or a disbursement
agreement in a form and with content approved by the City Attorney. The
Guarantee specific to this Agreement is attached as Exhibit C and is incorporated by
this reference as if fully set forth.

Select one: Cash Letter of Credit (LOC)

____

Disbursement Agreemeni”

5. Standards: The Developer shall construct the Improvements according to the City’s
standards and specifications.

6. Warranty: The Developer shall warrant the Improvements for one year following
Acceptance by the City. “Warrant” or “Warranty” as used herein means the
Developer shall take such steps and incur such costs as may be needed so that the
Improvements or any portion or phase thereof as repaired and/or replaced, shall
comply with the Development’s construction plans and/or site plan, City standards
and specifications at the end of the warranty period. The Developer shall warrant
each repaired and/or replaced Improvement or any portion or phase thereof for one
year following Acceptance of such repair and/or replacement.

éa. Upon Acceptance the Developer shall provide a Maintenance Guarantee in an
amount of $ 53 9ro ,s (Line G2, Exhibit B, City Security).

6b. The Maintenance Guarantee shall be secured by a letter of credit, cash escrow or
other form acceptable to the City.

7. Commencement Completion and Abandonment Periods: The Developer shall
commence work on the Improvements within 30 days from the Effective Date of this
Agreement; that date is known as the “Commencement Date.”
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• 7a. The Developer shall complete the Improvements by the end of the twelfth month
from the Effective D of this Agreement; that date known as the “Completion
DQte.”

7b. The Developer £hall not cease construction for any period of more than 60
consecutive days. If construction is ceased for 60 or more consecutive days .the
Director may deem the Development abandoned (“the Abandonment Period”).

7c. The Commencement date and the Completion Date are as follows:

Commencement Date: /049/0 3
Completion Date:

______________________

8. Compliance with Law: The Developer shall comply with all applicable federal, state
and local laws, ordinances and regulations when fulfilling its obligations under their
Agreement. When necessary to protect the pubflc health, safety or welfare, the
Developer shall be subject to laws, ordinances and regulations t hat become effective
after the Effective Date.

9. Notice of Defect: The Developer by and through his/her/its engineer shall provide
timely written notice to the issuer of the Guarantee and the Director when the
Developer and/or his/her/its en,gineer has knowledge, that an Improvement or any
part or portion of any lmprovethent either does not conform to City standards or is
otherwise defective.

9a. The Developer shall correct all non-conforming construction and/or defects within
thirty (30) days from the issuance of the notice by his/her/its engineer of a/the defect.

10. Acceptance of Improvements: The City shall not accept and/or approve any or
all of the Improvements until the Developer presents a document or documents for the
benefit of the City showing that the Developer owns the Improvements in fee simple,
or as accepted by the City Attorney, and that there are no liens, encumbrances or
other restrictions on the Improvements other than those that have been accepted by
the City Attorney.

lOa. Approval and/or acceptance of any Improvement(s) does not constitute a
waiver by the City of any right(s) that it may have on account of any defect in or
failure of the Improvement that is detected or which occurs after approval and/or
acceptance.

lOb. Acceptance by the City shall only occur when the City Engineer, sends a writing
to such effect (“Acceptance’).

11. Reduction of Security: Upon Acceptance of any Improvement(s) the amount
which the City is entitled to draw on the Guarantee shall be reduced by an amount of
$ (Line GI, Exhibit B, Total Improvement Costs).
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• I Ia. At the written request of the Developer, the 01+” shall execute a certificate
verifying Acceptanc f the Improvement and thered waiving its right to draw on
the Guarantee to the extent of such amount. A Developer in default under this
greement has no right to such certification.

12. Use of Proceeds: the City shall use funds deposited with it, drawn or guaranteed.
pursuant to this Agreement only for the purpose of completing the Improvements or
correcting defects in or failure of the Improvements or paying Administration and
Inspection fees.

13. Events of Default: The following conditions, occurrences or actions shall constitute
a default by the Developer:

13a. Developer’s failure to complete each portion of the Improvements on or before
the Completion Date;

13b. Developer’s failure to demonstrate reasonable intent to correct defective
construction of any Improvements within the applicable warranty period;

1 3c. Developer’s insolvency, the appointment of a receiver for the Developer or the
filing of a voluntary or involuntaw petition in bankruptcy respecting the Developer. In
such event the City may immediately declare a default without prior notification to
the Developer;

1 3d. Notification to the City, by any lender with a lien on the Property, of a default by
Developer on any obligation to such lender. In such event, the City may immediately
declare a default without prior notification to the Developer.

13e. With regard to the Property or any portion thereof: initiation of any foreclosure
action regarding any lien or encumbrance; or initiation of mechanics lien(s)
procedure(s); or assignment or conveyance of the Property in lieu of foreclosure. In
such event the City may immediately declare a default without prior notification to
the Developer.

13f. Notification to the City from the bank issuing the Guarantee that it will not renew
the Guarantee at a time when security is still required hereunder and no substitute
collateral acceptable to the City has been provided by the Developer.

13g. Except as provided, the City may not declare a default until written notice has
been sent to the Developer at the address shown in the development file. Notice is
and shall be deemed effective two calendar days after mailing thereof by first class
United Sates mail, postage prepaid.

14. Measure of Damages: The measure of damages for breach of this Agreement by
the Developer shall be the reasonable cost of satisfactorily completing the
Improvements, plus reasonable expenses. Expenses may include but are not limited to
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• contracting costs, collection costs and the value of planning. engineering, legal and
• administrative staff tir ‘,devoted to the collection/cor. .etion of the Improvements.

Forlmprovements upon which construction has not begun, the estimated costs of the
Thprovements as shown on Exhibit B shall be prima facie evidence of the minimum
cost of completion; however, the maximum amount of the Developer’s liability shall
not be established by that amount or the amount of the Guarantee.

15. City’s Rights Upon Default: When any event of default occurs, the City may draw
on the Guarantee or proceed to collect any other security to the extent of the face
amount of the Guarantee less eighty percent (80%) of the estimated cost (as shown
on Exhibit B) of all Improvements for which the City has given its Acceptance and no
warranty work is reasonably required. The City may also exercise its rights to
disbursement of loan proceeds or other funds under the City improvements
disbursement agreement.

iSa. The City shall have the right to complete Improvements itself or it may contract
with a third party for completion.

1 Sb. The Developer grants to the City, its successors, assigns, agents, contractors and
employees, d nonexclusive right dnd easement to enter the Property for the purposes
of constructing, reconstructing, maintaining, inspecting and repairing the
Improvements.

lSc. The City may assign the proceeds f the Guarantee or other funds or assets that
it may receive in accordance with this Agreement to a subsequent developer or
lender that has acquired the Property by purchase, foreclosure or otherwise.

15d. That developer or lender shall then have the same rights of completion as the
City if and only if the subsequent developer or lender agrees in writing to complete or
correct the Improvements and provides to the City reasonable security for that
obligation.

15e. These remedies are cumulative in nature and are in addition to any other
remedies the City has at law or in equity.

16. Indemnification: The Developer expressly agrees to indemnify and hold the City, its
officers, employees, agents and assigns (“City”) harmless from and against all claims,
costs and liabilities of every kind and nature, for injury or damage received or
sustained by any person or entity in connection with or on account of - the
performance or non-performance of work at the Property and/or the Improvements
and/or the Development that is being done pursuant to this Agreement.

16a. The Developer further agrees to aid and defend the City in the event that the
City and/or the Improvements is named as a defendant in an action concerning the
performance of work pursuant to this Agreement except for a suit wherein the
Developer states claim(s) against the City.
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1 6b. The Developer is not an agent, partner, joint venturer or employee of the City.

17..No Waiver: No waiver of any provision of this Agreement by the City shall be
deemed or constitute a waiver of any other provision nor shall it be deemed or
constitute a continuing waiver unless expressly provided for by a written amendment
to this Agreement signed by both the City and the Developer; nor shall the waiver of
any default under this Agreement be deemed a waiver of any subsequent default or
defaults of the same type. The City’s failure to exercise any right under this
Agreement shall not constitute the approval of any wrongful or other act by the
Developer or the acceptance of any Improvement.

18. Amendment or Modification: The parties to this Agreement may amend or modify
this Agreement only by written instrument executed on behalf of the City by the City
Manager or his designee and by the Developer or his/her/its authorized officer. Such
amendment or modification shall be properly notarized before it may be deemed
effective.

19. Attorney’s Fees: Should either party be required to resort to litigation to enforce the
terms of this Agreement, the prevailing party, plaintiff or defendant, shall be entitled to
costs, including reasonable attorney’s fees and expert witness fees, from the opposing
party. The City shall be entitled to claim the value of its in-house attorneys at the rate
of $125.00 per hour. If relief is pwarded to both parties the attorney’s fees may be
equitably divided between the parties by the decision maker.

20. Vested Rights: This Agreement does not guarantee, represent or certify that the
Developer is entitled to any other approval(s) required by the City, before the
Developer is entitled to commence development beyond the scope of this
Agreement or to transfer ownership of the Property being developed.

21. integration: This Agreement, together with the exhibits and attachments thereto
constitutes the entire Agreement between the parties. No statement(s), promise(s) or
inducements(s) that is/are not contained in this Agreement shall be binding on the
parties.

22. Third Pony Rights: No person or entity who or which is not a party to this
Agreement shall hove any right of action under or be a beneficiary of this Agreement.

23. time: For the purpose of computing the Abandonment Period and
Commencement and Dates, such times in which war, civil disasters or acts of God
occurs or exist shall not be included if such prevents the Developer or City from
performing its obligations under the Agreement. The Developer must notify the City in
writing it/when it asserts impossibility of performance under this paragraph. The City
may reject the Developer’s assertion, if it finds, in writing that the condition(s) that the
Developer asserts do not exist.

24. Severability: If any part, term or provision of this Agreement is held by a court of
competent jurisdiction to be illegal or otherwise unenforceable, such illegality or
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- unenforceability shall not affect the validity of any other part, term or provision. The
rights of the parties sh oe construed as if the part, tern provision was never part of
thaAgreement.

25. Benefits: The benpfits of this Agreement to the Developer are personal and may
not be assigned without the express written approval of the City. Such approval may
not be unreasonably cvithheld but any unapproved assignment is void.

25a. Notwithstanding the foregoing, the burdens of this Agreement are personal
obligations of the Developer and also shall be binding on the heirs, successors and
assigns of the Developer and shall be a covenant(s) running with the Property.

25b. There is no prohibition on the right of the City to assign its rights under this
Agreement.

25c. Upon written request from the Developer the City shall expressly release the
original Developer’s Guarantee and/or contract obligations, if it accepts new security
from any developer or lender who obtains the Property, however, no other act of the
City shall constitute a release of the original Developer from his liability under this
Agreement.

25d. When the City has issued its Acceptance regarding the Improvements, the City
agrees to state the same in writihg, with appropriate acknowledgments.

25e. The City shall sign a release only after all warranty periods, as extended by
litigation, repair or alteration work, have expired.

26. Notice: Any notice required or permitted by this Agreement shall be deemed
effective two calendar days after deposit with the United States Postal Service, first
class, posfage prepaid and addressed as follows:

If to Developer: A/i3s’ 0. //-,%,c4 Name -Developer/Company
7. / ,07,—CflV cv. 4 Address (Street and Mailing)

Da7, ?/Y/6
(97o) 72’s’— K9’/Y
(97o) 27’)- ws%

,/

Cc:

If to City: Office of the City Attorney
250 North 5th Street
Grand Junction, CO 8150]

City, State & Zip Code
Telephone and Fax Numbers

E-mail
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Cc: Community Development Department
25C )rth 5th Street
Grand Junction, CO 8150]

27. Recordation: Developer shall pay the costs to record a memorandum of this
Agreement (Exhibit D) in the records of the Mesa County Clerk and Recorder’s Office.
The Developer may, at his/her/its option record the entire agreement.

28. Immunity: Nothing contained in this Agreement constitutes a waiver of the City’s
sovereign or other immunity under any applicable law.

29. Personal Jurisdiction and Venue: Personal jurisdiction and venue for any action
commenced by either party to this Agreement whether arising out of or relating to the
Agreement, the Guarantee, the Maintenance Guarantee or any action based arising
out of or under this Agreement shall be deemed to be proper only if such action is
commenced in Mesa County, Colorado.

29a. The Developer expressly waives his/her/its right to bring such action in or to
remove such action to any other court whether state or federal.

3D. Liability before Acceptance: The City shall have no responsibility or liability with
respect to any street or other Improvement(s), notwithstanding the use of the same by
the public, unless the street or other Improvement shall have received Acceptance by
the City. /

3Da. If the City allows a street to be constructed in stages, the Developer of the first
one-half street opened for traffic shall construct the adjacent curb, gutter and
sidewalk in the standard location and shall construct the required width of pavement
from the edge of gutter on the side of the street nearest the property to enable an
initial two-way traffic operation without on-street parking.

3Db. Developer shall also construct and pay for end-transitions, intersection paving,
drainage facilities and adjustments to existing utilities necessary to open the street to
traffic.

30c. The City shall not issue ifs written Acceptancewith regard to any Improvement(s)
including any street, storm drainage facility, sewer, water facility or other required
Improvement(s), until the Developer:
(i) furnishes to the City Engineer as-built drawings in reproducible form, blue line
stamped and sealed by a professional engineer and in computer disk form and copies
of results of all construction control tests required by City specification;
(ii) provides written evidence to the City Engineer under signature of a qualified expert
that the earth, soils, lands and surfaces upon in and under which the Improvement(s)
have been constructed or which are necessary for the Improvements are free from
toxic, hazardous and other regulated substances or materials;
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(iU) provides written evidence to the City Attorney that the title to lands underlying the

• Improvements are fret nd clear from all liens and encu irances, except those items
and encumbrances which may be approved in writing by the City Attorney; and

• (Fi) provides written evidence, certified by the Developer’s engineer, that the work
was systematically inspected and tested and that the materials and the compaction
of the materials that are required to be compacted, were in conformance with City-

• approved plans and specifications.

6/13/2003

Date

By:

Developer
4L (Z m%

Name (printed)

Corporate Attest:

Name • . Date

City of Grand Junction
250 North Fifth Street
Grand Junction, CO 81501

J J
Com nity Development Dept. Date

DIA 2003 9



- EXHIBIT “A”

DESCRIPTION OF CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION

A tract of laud located in the SW 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of Section 29, Township 1 South, Range 1
East, Ute Meridian, County of Mesa, State of Colorado more particularly described
as follows:

Beginning at the northwesterly corner of Crista Lee Subdivision, whence the CW 1/16
corner of Section 29, T. I S., R. I B., U.M., being a Bureau of Land Management
Monument, bears N 4501 5’S 6’ W, 234.76 feet to the Point of Beginning.

1. Thence S 90°0O’OO” E, 181.58 feet;
2. Thence N 00°O0’12” B, 125.00 feet;
3. Thence S 90°00’OO” E, 113.80 feet;
4. Thence S 43°15’05” B, 288.32 feet;
5. Thence S 000011211? W, 408.16 feet;
6. Thence S 89°57’02” W, 492.81 feet;
7. Thence N 00°00’ 1211 B, 493.59 feet to the Point of Beginning.

Crista Lee Subdivision, as described above, contains 6.000 acres more or less.
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City of Grand Junction
C) Page 2

Item # Item Description Unit Quantity Unit Extended

Pdce Price

Cl STREETS

1 811 Pvc Utility/irrigation sleeves LF 95 $ 15.00 $ 1425.00

2 12” PVC Utihty/lrrigation sleeves LF 45 $ 20.00 $ 900.00

3 Reconditioning SY 4896 $ 1.50 $ 7,344.00

4 Aggregate Base course (Class 3) TN $ -

Aggregate Base Course (class 6) (6”

5 compacted Thickness) TN 1632 $ 11.25 $ 18,360.00

Aggregate Base Course (class 6)

6 (_“ Compacted Thickness) SY $ -

Hot Bituminous Paving, Grading C

7 (3” thick) TN 816 $ 40.00 $ 32,640.00

Hot Bituminous Paving, Grading_

8 (_“ thick) SY $ -

Hot Bituminous Paving, Patching•

9 (j’ TMck) SY $ -

10 Geotextile SY $ -

concrete curb (_“ Wide by

11 High)
LF $ -

12 Concrete curb and Gutter (2’ wide) LF $ -

13 Concrete Curb and Gutter (1.5’ wide) LF $ -

Monolithc, Vertical curb, Gutter and

14 Sidewalk (_‘ Wide) LF $ -

Drive Over curb, Gutter, and

15 Sidewalk (6.5’ Wide) LF 2605 $ 17.50 $ 45,587.50

16 Concrete Sidewalk ( ‘ Wide) LF $ -

Concrete Gutter and Driveway

I7 Section (_“ Thick) SY $ -

Concrete Drainage Pan (6’ Wide1 8”

18 Thick) SF 204 $ 3.00 $ 612.00

19 concrete corner Fillet SY $ -

20 Concrete curb Ramp SY $ -

21 complete Concrete corner SF 310 $ 3.00 $ 930.00

22 concrete Driveway Li’ Thick) SY $ -

23 Driveway/Concrete Repair SY $ -

24 Retaining Walls LF 0 $ 18.50 $ -

25 Street Signs EA 11 $ 200.00 $ 2,200.00

26 Striping (New, Remove/Replace) LF $ -

27 Street Lights EA 4 $ 1,200.00 $ 4,800.00

28 Signal construction or Reconstructioi LS $ -

29 Flowable Fill cY $ -

30 Sleeves, “, pvc LF $ -

S
S

9)24/03



City ci Grand Junction

Dl

1
2
3
4
5
6

D2

I
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10

03

C

EARTHWORK

Mobilization
Cleadna and Grubbing
Unclassified Excavation
Unclassified Embankment
Silt Fence
Watering (Dust Control)

REMOVALS AND RESETTING

Removal of Asphalt
Removal of Miscellaneous
Remove Curb and Gutter

Concrete

Removal of Culverts
Remove Structures (Irrigation)
Remove Signs
Remove Fence
Adjust Manhole
Adiust Valvebox
Relocate or Adjust Utilities

SEEDING AND SOIL RETENT

LB
LB
CV
CV
LF
LB

BY
BY
LF
LF
EA
E
LF
E
EA
LB

ON

1
1

4460
2380

40
1

2

0
0

S 1,500.00
S
S
S

2,000.00
2.00
2.50

S
S

4.00
1,500.00

$ 500.00

$
S

100.00
100.00

Page 3

S 1,500.00
S
S

2,000.00

S
8,920.00

ltem# Item Description Unit Quantity Unit Extended

.

Price Price

C2 BRIDGES
S

1 Box Culvert Pre-Cast LS $ -

2 Box Culvert Cast-in-Place LS $ -

3 Wingwalls LB $ -

4 Parapet Wall LS $ -

5 Railing (handrail, guardrail) LS $ -

S
$

Subtotal Part C - Streets and Bridges $ 114,798.50

1 Sod SY $ -

2 Seeding (Native) SY or AC $ -

3 Seeding (Bluegrass/Lawn) SY or AC $ -

4 Hydraulic Seed and Mulching BY or AC $ -

5 Soil Retention Blanket By $ -

S
5,950.00

S
160.00

1,500.00

$
$
$
$
$

..c

$
1,000.00

S
$
S
$

9/24/03
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0, 0
Ciyof-GrandJUnction

Page6

item # Item Description Unit Quantity Unit Extended

• Price Price

F. Miscellaneous Items

1 Construction staking/surveying 2.00% $ 268,428.50 $ 5,368.57

2 Developees inspection cost 0.50% $ 265,428.50 $ 1,342.14

3 General construction supervsn % 0.50% $ 268,428.50 $ 1,342.14

4 Quality control testing 2.00% $ 288,428.50 $ 5,368.57

5 Construction traffic control % 0.50% $ 268,428.50 $ 1,342.14

6 City inspection fees % 0.50% $ 268,428.50 $ 1,342.14

7 As-builts % 2.00% $ 268,428.50 $ 5,368.57

E Subtotal Part F - Miscellaneous Items $ 21,474.28

% = Percentage of total site construction costs

G. COST SUMMARY I

1 Total Improvement Costs $ 289,902.78

2 City Security (20%) :.• $ 57,980.56

3 Total Guarantee Amount $ 347,883.34

NOTES
1. All prices shall be for items complete in place and accepted.

2. All pipe prices shall include excavation, pipe, bedding, backfill, and compaction.

3. Water main shall include pipe, excavation, bedding, backfill, bends, and appurtenances not

itemized elsewhere.
4. All concrete items shall include Aggregate Base Course where required by the drawings.

5. Fill in the pipe type for irrigation pipe and sleeves.

6. Reconditioning shall be calculated to at least 6” outside of back of walk on both sides.

7. Units can be changed if desired, simply annotate what is used.

5. Additional lines or items may be added as needed.

31c FCC% /d%%43
Signature of Developer Date / /

(II corporation, to be signed by President and attested

to by Secretary together with the corporate seals.)

I have reviewed the estimated costs and time schedule shown above and, based on the

construction drawings submitted to date and the current cast of construction, I take no

exception to the above.

(h4 Q \tL
City Dev ment Engi er) Date

.
/

Community Development DatØ’ /

9/24)03



DISBURSEMENT AGREEMENT

() (Improvements Guarantee) () -

DEVELOPER: 44iC. ,447 ‘eA

BANK: kna’ //ey /Ø7’/8-fl%’
PROPERTY: 2-z,-% /ss a

DISBURSEMENT AMOUNT: For the construction of improvements to the Property in an amount not to exceed$s rrsL..
,

This Agreement is entered into by and between —Q%a c2 i%,%/C%’Developer”),4”7.4Ac%’QBanku’)
and the City of Grand Junction, Colorado (City’).

RECITALS

Developer has been required by the City to construct certain improvements to( ,.r74 Zca- 4c26c4-.s ;a.’—’
(“Improvements”) in accordance with the Zoning and Development Code, Improvements Agreement and subdivision approval.

The Bank has agreed to loan fUnds to the Developer for construction of the Improvements.

The City Engineer has approved an estimate of the costs of the Improvements and that amount or an amount not to exceed
S_5’l tf3.3V ,whichever is greater, shall be referred to as the ‘Funds.”

The parties desire to secure the fUll and complete performance of the Developer’s obligations and to secure that the Funds are
disbursed only to pay for the Improvements.

NOW, THEREFORE, THE PARTIES AGREE:

I. BANK PROMISES. Bank shall dedicate or set aside the Funds on behalf of Developer and for the City’s benefit within
twenty-four hours of execution of this Disbursement Agreement.

Bank warrants: that the Funds are to be held in trust solely to secure Developer’s obligations under the Improvements Agreement;
thatthe Bank shall act as agent of the City in holding the Funds; that the Funds will not be paid out or disbursed to, or on behalfof,
the Developer except as set forth in this document andlor as set forth in the Improvements Agreement; and that the Bank may not
modify or revoke its obligation to disburse finds to or on behalf of the Developer or the City. The Bank warrants that the Funds
are and will be available exclusively for payment of the costs of satisfactory completion of the Improvements.

2. DISBURSEMENT PROCEDURES. The Funds shall be advanced for payment of costs incurred forthe consthtcfiqi of
Improvements on the Property in accordance with the Improvements List/Detail attached to the Improvements Agreement, the
terms of which are incorporated by this reference. All disbursements must comply with the following procedures:

(a) Request for Advance. Developer shall deliver to the Bank a written request for the disbursement of finds on
forms acceptable to the Bank. Such requests shall be signed by Developer, Developer’s General Contractor, Project Engineer and
Architect, ifapplicable, and the City Engineer. By signing the request for disbursement the Developer is certifying: that all costs
for which the advance is being requested have been incurred in connection with the construction of the Improvements on the
Property; that all work performed and materials supplied are in accordance with the plans and specifications submitted to and
approved by the City; that the work has been performed in a workmanlike manner; that no finds are being requested for work not
completed, nor for material not installed; the Project Engineer has inspected the Improvements for which payment is requested;
and that such improvements have been completed in accordance with all terms, specifications and conditions of the approved
plans. Attached hereto is the list of those individuals, and theft respective signatures, required to sign the above described
request(s) for disbursement of finds.

1



DISJURSEMENT AGREEME’m
(page2of4)

• (b) Documentation, Waivers and Checks. Each request for disbursement of thnds shall be accompanied by: (i)
one original and one copy of ea6h invoice to be paid; (II) checks drawn on Developer’s construction loan account with the Bank,
made payable to the payee(s) anc for the amount of each invoice presented for payment; (iii) lien waivers in a form approved by
the Bank prepared for signature by each payee; and (iv) postage paid envelopes addressed to each payee for the mailing of checks
presented to the Bank.

The Bank shall veri1’ its receipt of all lien waivers relating to any prior disbursements, which lien waivers shall be properly
executed and contain no alterations or modifications from those lien waivers that have been previously presented to the Bank.

Upon approval by Developer, the Project Engineer and the Bank of the invoices being presented to the Bank, the Bank shall
advance funds into the checking account designated for the payment of the invoices and mail the checks to the payee(s) in the
envelopes presented to the Bank, together with lien waivers and copies of supporting invoices.

Under no circumstances shall the Bank make a disbursement for the payment of an invoice if it in good faith believes that: (1) the
work has not been completed; (ii) the work has not been completed in a worlmianlike manner; (ii:) written approval has not been
received from the Project Engineer; or (iv) any lien waiver has been altered or modified or has not been returned to the Bank

(c) Default Upon default of the Developer on any obligation to the Bank or under the Improvements Agreement,
the Bank shall disburse no funds to, or at the direction of, the Developer except to the City under the terms of the Improvements
Agreement. The Bank shall immediately notit’ the City, in writing, of any event of default or event of default as provided for in
the Improvements Agreement and/or as provided herein.

(d) Disbursement to City. In the event the Improvements are not satisfactorily and timely constructed, or upon any
default or event of deThull, the City Engineer shall notify the Bank to immediately cease disbursement of funds to the Developer
and disburse the full amount of the remaining undisbursed ftnds to the City. Upon such notice, the Bank shall promptly honor the
demand of the City Engineer to disburse the Funds to the City or a third party or parties designated in writing by the City. Upon
final completion and acceptance of the performance required under the Improvements Agreement the City shall refund to the Bank
any funds disbursed, if any, which are not actually expended to pay all costs, expenses and liabilities, including attorney fees,
incurred in completing the Improvements.

3. DEVELOPER CONSENT: The Developer, by the signature of ( %%,r% (name & title),
consents to disbursements and other actions authorized and provided for by the terms of this Agreement and/or the Improvements
Agreement.

4. LIABILITY FOR LOSS: If the Bank fails to disburse funds in accordance with the procedures set forth, and the City
suffers loss or damage, the Bank shall be liable to the City for the City’s direct and consequential damages and all fees, costs and
expenses, including attorneys fees.

‘S

5. BINDING EFFECT: This Agreement shall be binding on the heirs, successors, receivers and assigns of all parties and
shall terminate when the City has accepted the Improvements and has recorded a release of the Improvements Agreement

6. IMMUNITY: Nothing contained in this Agreement constitutes a waiver of the City’s sovereign immunity under
applicable state law.

2



DISBURSE N1ENT AGREEMENT
(page3of4)

Dated thisJZy of , 2003

o
G.. ttS°/

Address

(DEVELOPER)

By:
Title O.t’-ns-t

71/O7.O.’AJ C?’ /
JSt7Q. t/Y/..

Address

CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION

By:____
Dfrcc or of Community Development 7

Pursuan o the te of the foregoing Disbursement Agreement (Improvements Guarantee) by and between
C. Developer, ta-.d /4/4 #4J &..k as Bank, and the City ofGrand

Junction, the following are the individuals authorized to sign written req{ests for the disbursement of the Funds:

DEVELOPER:

24%’cL

________

(came) ( ature)

(name) - (signature)

(name) (signature)

3



DISBURSEMENT AGREEMENT
(paje4of4) Q

DEVELOPER’S GENERAL CONTRACTOR:

(name) (signature)

DEVELOPER’S PROJECT ENGINEER;

(name) (signature)

DEVELOPER’S ARCHITECT:

(name) (signature)

CITY ENGINEER:

(aata ( fgJzj4

__________

(name)
c. (signature

flit Nime: disbink
revbed: Octobcr I, 2003

4



TO THE MESA COUNTY CLERK & RECORDER:

of the UTE Meridian in the City of Grand Junction, County of
t’esa, State of Colorado, has been reviewed under my direction and, to the best
of my knowledge, satisfies the requirements pursuant to C.R.S. 38-51-106 and
the Zoning and Development Code of the City of Grand Junction for the recording
of subdivision plats in the office of the Mesa County Clerk and Recorder.

This certification makes no warranties to any person for any purpose. It is
prepared to establish for the County Clerk and Recorder that City review has
been obtained. This certification does not warrant: 1) title or legal ownership
to the land hereby platted nor the title or legal ownership of adjoiners; 2)
errors and/or omissions, including, but not limited to, the omission(s) of
rights-of-ways and/or easements, whether or not of record; 3) liens and
encumbrances, whether or not of record; 4) the qualifications, licensing status
and/or any statement(s) or representation(s) made by the surveyor who prepared
the above-named subdivision plat.

Dated this 17Th day of NOVEMBER , 2003

2160773 11/20/03 0402Pfl
JANXCE WARD CLK&REO MESA COUNTY CoREOFEE $1000 SURCHG $1.00

Plat Book:gC Page:59

0
CITY OF GRAND JUNCTION

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS & UTILITIES

250 NORTH 5TH STREET

GRAND JUNCTION, CO 81501

(970) 244-4003

THIS IS TO CERTIFY that the herein named Subdivision Plat,

CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION

Township

Situated in the NE 1/4 SW 1/4 of Section 29

‘S Range iS

City of Grand Junction,
Department of Public Works & Utilities

By:

ic Works and Utilities

Recorded in Mesa County

Date:

Drawer: CO 2/



C.
SUBDIVISION .e22_ecc_i %Qt

DATE ii-ao-Oi

#OFLOTS ccli

RECEPTION/I 2/4’ C771

BK/PG 2Q 57

ACRES /w

zo RS&Y

OR e. 7L

LOCATION,2933 /3±/ftC
N

SECPUWP/RNG 29 /5
) I

FUJE# fP-2c03-/O/

SW

TCP 5OO.



CITY OF •grand junction
cczj COLORADO

serving the community together

PUBLIC WORKS
& UTILITIES

November 5, 2004

Alan Helmick
721 Main Street #4
Delta, CO 81416

RE: FP-2003-101: Crista Lee Subdivision
Initial Acceptance for Warranty

Dear Mr. Helmick:

A final inspection of the streets and drainage facilities for the referenced project was conducted.
Subsequent inspections revealed that these items have been satisfactorily completed.

“As Built” record drawings and required test results for the subdivision were received from Vista
Engineering. These documents were reviewed and are acceptable.

The streets and drainage improvements within the public right-of-way are eligible to be accepted for
future maintenance by the City of Grand Junction one year after the date of substantial completion. This
letter defines the date of substantial completion us November 5, 2004.

Your warranty obligation, for all materials and workmanship, is for a period of one-year beginning with
the date of substantial completion. The City will re-inspect the project prior to the end of the warranty
period. Any defects discovered during this re-inspection must he corrected. The City will then establish
a new acceptance date and an extended warranty period. The warranty period will expire upon
acceptance by the City. The remainder of the DIA security will be released upon the provision of a (1)
Maintenance of Improvements Agreement and the appropriate security and (2) a new Development
Improvements Agreement for landscaping per the approved plan.

Thank you for your cooperation in the completion of the work on this project.

Sincerely,

&W(fl
Laura C. LambertvPE
City Developrne t Eng eV

cc: Pat Cecil David Bain
Doug Cline Community Development File #FP-2003-101
Walt Hoyt Jody Kliska

250 NORTH 5TH STREET, GRAND JUNCTION, Co 81501 P [970] 244 1554 F [9701 256 4022 wnv.gjcitynorg



FPoc:3- /0/

AMOUNT PAID $ ./ DATE

Parks and Recreation Department
City of Grand Junction

(970) 244-FUNN

INITIALS

1340 Gunnison Avenue
Grand Junction CO 815(11

- FAX (970) 242-1637
FILE NO.

PROPOSAL: 1.
LOCATION: ¶9? 33 ,72 , €
ENGINEERJREPRESENTATIVE:
PETITIONER:
ADDRESS:

___________

PHONE NO.:

___________

FEE CALCULATION: IACCOUNT NUIVIBER - 105-792-47510-40-00000 I
2/ UMTSAT$3d_[LiNif =$ /

APPRAISEDVALUEAT /0 %=$ /; ocooc

WHITE-PETITIONER; GREEN-FINANCE; YELLOW-PARKS; PINK-COMM DEVELOP; GOLDENROD-FILE
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C C)
COLORADO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH AND ENVIRONMENT

Hazardous Materials and Waste Management DMsian
222 5. 6th Si. Rm 232. Grand Junction CO 81501-2768

(970’i-248-71 64
Date: 1/6/2003

Mill Tailings Report for

Address: 02919 5 1/2 RD Location No.: 44216
2943-293-00-130

Orchard Mesa, Mesa County, Colorado

Requested By: NAU MICHELLE
METRO BROKERS

ORIGINAL SURVEY!SCREENING INFORMATION
7/1/1987 Date of sunsev (orscreenino form dat&

Occunant:
Owner: LARSON R R

Tailinos Use Unknown

Comment:

Uranium Mill Tailinqs Remedial Action Proaram IUMTRAPI

2)9/1989 Date Excluded from the Program. For further information regarding the exclusion,contact John Elmer at Mactec-ers at 248-6356
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C c

OAK RIDGE NATIONAL LABORATORY ORANDAJ?c1104 na

OP6RATtO fly MMTIN MAREUA ENERGy fl&S 3NC GRAND ,UC1ON COR.DO lSO2

JAN 3 0 1989

Location Number: G366216
LocatIon Address:_2919 5-1/2 P

_____________

Crnnd_Junction CO t1505__
Date of Issue: January 1q89
Survey Date: December 27. 1958 —

LSC CONDENSED EXCLUSION REPORT
DRIlL Health end Sofety Research Dtvision

Work performed na part of the Radiological Activttiea Progras

This radiological survey was conducted using othods as defLned in the Vidnity
Properties Manrernt and Imuiementation Manuôi, UMTRA-DOEVAL-050601 (March
1988) and the PAC/UHTRA Prolect Procedures Manual (April 19B7) This property
is reconended for exclusion from further consideration by the UMTRA project
based on: 1) Outdoor gaa is len than background plus the acceptable
difference or 20% averaged over 100 ii’, and 2) Indoor gamma is less than the
acceptable difference or 20% shove background in all rooms.

Supporting graphics, views and data are as follows:

-Owner Information-
Owner Name(s):_
O”ner Addrcss._.

-Outdoor Screcning Data
Exposure Rate Range(s)
Background Exposure Rate + 20%:
High Outdoor Gamma (HOG):
Point Source():

-Indoor Screening DatG
Exposure Rate Range(s):
Background Exposure Rate
U1.gh lndoor Gamma (lUG)
Point 5ource(:

Soil Somple Sampl? Depth 726Ra Goncen- Sa:nple Area Net EstimatedNumber tration Area-weighted

_________________________

(vCik) (DCIJzJNo soils token

Comments.

Jr

______

IncLuon Survey Ctttnctor DOE Evaluator

.Lochofle Larson
2919 5-1/2 Road
GrandJjsncci&mCo1orado 81503

4 20%:

10-16 pR/h
16 MR/h
16 tR/h
None

10-16 J/h
14 pR/h
14 MR/h
None
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TO:

Department o4 Energy
Post Cfiice Box 2367

Grand Junction. Colorado 81502-2567

OftJckI Location Folder

SUBJECT: EXCLUSION OF VICINtTY PROPERTY FROM THE ORNIUM Mitt. mIr.TNGS
REFflTAT. ACTTCN PROGWAM

LOCATION NO: GJ-44216

ADDRESS: a919 fl•l/Z Road
Grand Junction. Co

in cccirdier,4, with provisfons of the Uranium Mill TailSngs Rc,diation Control
Act of 1979 IPL 95-604). the aubject property has been evaluated agminet the
Envlron.ental Protection Agency Standards for Hnmnri.HtJ Action at Inactive
Uranium Processing Sites (40 CER Part 152). This evaluation was accomplished
by Oak Rldgi: National Laboratory. the DOE Inclusion Survey Contractor. DOE
baa reviewed these ev;ilijotlon results and bus determliied that residual
rKdloactive nterisls in excess of flit, EPA stmndnrds arc not present on the
property. Thus. In accord wtth Section 102(cH2) of the above—referenced
Act, the subject property i hereby xc.)udecl from the Urania,, MiI.I filings
Remedial Action Project by the Oepartment or Energy.

Enclossre
Property Data

R. I5d.’n tWay F
Project Englnctr

0 0

DATE: FEB 97989

cc: S.atc Representative



S SECU ;ITY UNION
_J Title Insurance Company

C

COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE

SECURITY UNION TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY

a California corporation, herein called the Company, for a valuable consideration, hereby commits to
issue its policy or policies of title insurance, as identified in Schedule A, in favor of the proposed
Insured named in Schedule A, as owner or mortgagee of the estate or interest covered hereby in the
land described or referred loin Schedule A, upon payment of the premiums and charges therefor; all
subject to the provisions of Schedules A and B and to the Conditions and Stipulations hereof.

This Commitment shall be effective only when the identity of the proposed Insured and the amount of
the policy or policies committed for have been inserted in Schedule A hereof by the Company. either at
the time of the issuance of this Commitment or by subsequent endorsement.

This Commitment is preliminary to the issuance of such policy or policies of title insurance and all
liability and obligations hereunder shall cease and terminate six months after the effective date hereof
or when the policy or policies committed for shall issue, whichever occurs first, provided that the
failure to issue such policy or policies is not the fault of the Company.

S ‘N ANt) m E. LU
tt Si Ic CO

Grand junction. CO 1505
Phone (970) 24S-0550 Fax (970) 24! 1593

Authorized Signature

SECURITY UNION TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY

ATTEST

C
Pinidani

Secretary

Form C 12598 (Reprinird ID/tX)) ALFA Cnmmiinieiil 1)66 wSiandard Exccjtboiis
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STANDARD EXCEPTIONS FOR OWNER’S POLICY

The owner’s policy will be subject to the mortgage, if any, noted under item one of Section 1 of Schedule S hereof and to the
following exceptions: (1) rights or claims of parties in possession not shown by the public records; (2) encroachments, over
laps, boundary line disputes, and any matters which would be disclosed by an accurate survey and inspection of the prem
ises; (3) easements, or claims of easements, not shown by the public records; (4) any lien, or right to a lien, for services,
labor, or material heretofore or hereafter furnished, imposed by law and not shown by the public records; (5) water
rights, claims or title to water; (6) taxes or special assessments which are not shown as existing liens by the public
records.

CONDITIONS AND STIPULATIONS

1. The term “mortgage,” when used herein, shall include deed of trust, trust deed, or other security instrument.

2. If the proposed Insured has or acquires actual knowledge of any defect, lien, encumbrance, adverse claim or other matter
affecting the estate or interest or mortgage thereon covered by this Commitment other than those shown in Schedule B
hereof, and shall fail to disclose such knowledge to the Company in writing, the Company shall be relieved from liability
for any loss or damage resulting from any act of reliance hereon to the extent the Company is prejudiced by failure to so
disclose such knowledge. If the proposed Insured shall disclose such knowledge to the Company, or if the Company
otherwise acquires actual knowledge of any such defect, lien, encumbrance, adverse claim or other matter, the Company
at its option may amend Schedule B of this Commitment accordingly, but such amendment shall not relieve the Company
from liability previously incurred pursuant to Paragraph 3 of these Conditions and Stipulations.

3. Liability of the Company under this Commitment shall be only to the named proposed Insured and such parties included
under the definition of Insured in the form of policy or policies committed for and only for actual loss incurred in reliance
hereon in undertaking in good faith (a) to comply with the requirements hereof, or (b) to eliminate exceptions shown in
Schedule B, or (c) to acquire or create the estate or interest or mortgage thereon covered by this Commitment. In no event
shall such liability exceed the amount stated in Schedule A for the policy or policies committed for and such liability is
subject to the insuring provisions, the Exclusions from Coverage and the Conditions and Stipulations of the form of policy
or policies committed for in favor of the proposed Insured which are hereby incorporated by reference and are made a
part of this Commitment except as expressly modified herein.

4. Any action or actions or rights of action that the proposed Insured may have or may bring against the Company arising out
of the status of the title to the estate or interest or the status of the mortgage thereon covered by this Commitment must be
based on and are subject to the provisions of this Commitment.

NOTE: The language contained in the printed Exclusions from Coverage and Conditions and Stipulations of the policy com
mitted for may be examined by reference to forms on file in the office of the Department of Insurance or by inquiry at the
office which issued this Commitment.
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COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE

SCHEDULE A

FILE NUMBER: 63096

I. Effective date: March 24, 2003 at 8:00 AM

2. Policy or Policies to be issued: Amount of Insurance

A. ALTA Owner’s Policy $0.00
Proposed Insured:

TO BE DE1IRMINED

B. ALTA Loan Policy $0.00
Proposed Insured:

NONE

C. Not Applicable $0.00
Proposed Insured:

NONE

3. The estate or interest in the land described or referred to in this Commitment and covered herein is:

Fee Simple

4. Title to the above describcd estate or Interest in said laud is at the effective date hereof vested in:

ALAN C. HELMICK

5. The land referred to in this Commitment is described as follows:

A parcel of land situated in the NV: of the SWV4 of Section 29, Township I South, Range I East of the Ute Meridian, Mesa
County, Colorado, a portion thereof being recorded in Book 1672 at Page 812 ofthe records of the County Clerk and Recorder
being more particularly described as follows: Commencing at the found Mesa County Survey Monuments for the CWIII6
corner of said Section 29, the Basis of Bearing being S90°00’OO’E along the North line of said SW¼ a distance of 87.00 feeL,
thence S0000’ 12W 165.00 feet, thence 590°00’OO’E 79.87 feet to the Point of Beginning, thence S9OWO’OO’E 181.58 feet,
thence N00%0’ I 2”E 125.00 feet, thence S90c0O00E 113.80 feet to a point on the northeasterly bank of the Mesa Mutual
Canal, thence 8439 5’05”E 283.32 feet along said northeasterly bank, thence SOODOI ‘21 “W 408.16 feet along the easterly bank
of said canal to a point on the North line of Loma Linda Subdivision First Addtiion, thence S89°57’02”W 492.81 feet along said
subdivision, thence N00°00’l2”E 493.59 feet to the Point of Beginning.

Page 1 of 3
This Commitment is invalId if all pages are not attached.
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COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE

SCHEDULE B - Section 1
Requirements

FILE NUMBER: 63096

The following are the requirements to be complied ivith:

A. Payment to or for the account of the gnnton or moflgagors of the full consideration for the estate or interest to be insured.

B. Proper instrument(s) creating the estate or interest to be insured must be executed and duly filed for record, to wit:

Deed executed by Alan C. Helmick to a purchaser to be determined. NOTE: This Commitment is subject to frirther requirements
and exceptions which may be necessary upon the disclosure of the name of the purchaser.

NOTE: Colorado Law requires that a Real Property Transfer Declaration accompany document conveying title to real property when
such documents are presented for recording. Failure to provide such Declaration may result in monetary penalties being added to
property taxes.

* 2. Release of Deed of Trust executed by Alan C. Helmick, to the Public Trustee of Mesa County in favor of Community First National
Bank, to secure $80,000.00 and any other obligations secured thereby, dated May 10, 2002, and recorded May21, 2002 in Book
3083 at Page 167, re-recorded July II, 2002 in Book 3 III at Page 797.

* 3. Release of Deed of Trust executed by Alan C. Helmick, to the Public Trustee of Mesa County, in favor of OW. Klapwyk and Norma
M. Klapwyk, to secure $80,000.00 and any other obligations secured thereby, dated September 30, 2002, and recorded October 16,
2002 in Book3l7S at Page 982.

* 4. NOTE: The parties hereto are hereby notified of the possibility of special assessments levied pursuant to Notice, re: Assessment of
Special Tap Fees recorded February 5, 1999 in Book 2548 at Page 606, and as amended, recorded May 10, 1999 in Book 2585 at
Page 7, and shown in Schedule B, Section 2 herein as Exceplion No, 10.

* Item(s) may require special attention.

C. Payment of all taxes, charges, assessments, levied and assessed against the subject premises which are due and payable.

Page 2 of 3
This Commitment is Invalid if all pages are nor attached.
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COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE
SCHEDULE B - Section 2

Exceptions

FILE NUMBER: 63096

The policy or policies to be issued will contain exceptions to the following matters unless the same are disposed of to the satisfaction of the
Company:

A. Defects, liens, encumbrances, adverse claims or other matters, if any, created, first appearing in the public records, or attaching
subsequent to the effective date hereof but prior to the date the proposed Insured acquires of record for value the estate or interest or
mortgage thereon covered by this commitment.

B. Ceneral Exceptions:

I. Rights or claims of parties in possession not shown by the public records.

2. Encroachments, overlaps, boundary line disputes, and any other matters which would be disclosed by an accurate survey or
inspection of the premises including, but not limited to, insufficient or impaired access or matters contradictory to any survey plat
shown by the public records.

3. Easements, or claims of easements, not shown shown by the public records.

4. Any lien, or right to a lien, for services, labor or material heretofore or hereafter furnished, imposed by law and not shown by the
public records.

5. (a.) Unpatented mining claims; (b.) reservations or exceptions in patents or in Acts authorizing the issuance thereof; (c.) water
rights, claims or title to water, whether or not the matters excepted under (a), (b) or (c) are shown by the public records.

6. Taxes or special assessments which are not shown as existing liens by the records of any taxing authority that levies taxes or
assessments on real property or by the public records. Proceedings by a public agency which may result in taxes or assessments, or
notices of such proceedings, whether or not shown by the records of such agency or by the public records.

Paragraphs 1,2,3,4,5 and 6 above will not appear as printed exceptions on extended coverage policies, except as to such pans thereof
which may be shown as a Special Exception in Schedule B-Section 2.

C. Special Exceptions:

7 . Any and all unpaid taxes, assessments and unredeemed tax sales, if any.

S . The right of the proprietor ofa vein or lode to extract and remove his ore therefrom should the same be found to intersect said
premises as reserved in United States Patent recorded June 20, 1894 in Book II at Page 453.

9 . Right of way for the operation and maintenance of the Mesa Mutual Canal along the Northeasterly boundary of the subject property.

10. Terms, conditions and provisions of Notice, re: Assessment of Special Tap Fees, recorded February 5, 1999 in Book 2548 at Page
606, and as amended, recorded May 10, 1999 in Book 2585 at Page 7.

Page 3 of 3
This Commitment is invalid if all pages are not attached.
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MERIDIAN LAND TITLE, LLC

DISCLOSURE STATEMENT

Note: pursuant to CR5 10-11-122, notice is hereby given that:

A) The subject real property may be located in a special taxing district.
B) A Certificate of Taxes Due listing each taxing jurisdiction may be obtained from the County Treasurer’s

authorized agent.
C) The information regarding special districts and the boundaries of such districts may be obtained from the

Board of County Commissioners, the County Clerk and Recorder, or the County Assessor.

Note: Effective September 1, 1997, CRS 30-10-406 requires that all documents received for recording or filing in
the clerk and recorder’s office shall contain atop margin of at least one inch and a left, right and bottom margin of at
least one half of an inch. The clerk and recorder may reffise to record or file any document that does not conform,
except that, the requirement for the top margin shall not apply to documents using fonts on which space is provided
for recording or filing information at the top margin of the document.

Note: Colorado Division of Insurance Regulations 3-5-1, paragraph C of Article VII requires that “Every title entity
shall be responsible for all matters which appear of record prior to the time of recording whenever the title entity
conducts the closing and is responsible for recording or filing of legal documents resulting from the transaction
which was closed”. Provided that Meridian Land Title, LLC conducts the closing of the insured transaction and is
responsible for recording the legal documents from the transaction, exception number 5 will not appear on the
Owner’s Title Policy and the Lenders Policy when issued.

Note: Affirmative mechanic’s lien protection for the Owner may be available (typically be deletion of Exception
no.4 of Schedule B, Section 2 of the Commitment from the Owner’s Policy to be issued) upon compliance with the
following conditions:

A) The land described in Schedule A of this commitment must be a single-family residence, which includes a
condominium or townhouse unit.

B) No labor or materials have been furnished by mechanics or material-men for purposes of construction on the
land described in Schedule A of this Commitment within the past 6 months.

C) The Company must receive an appropriate affidavit indemnifying the Company against un-filed mechanic’s
and material-men’s liens.

D) The Company must receive payment of the appropriate premium.
E) If there has been construction, improvements or major repairs undertaken on the property to be purchased

within six months prior to the Date of the Commitment, the requirements to obtain coverage for unrecorded
liens will include: disclosure of certain construction information; fmancial information as to the seller, the
builder and or the contractor; payment of the appropriate premium; fully executed Indemnity Agreements
satisfactory to the company, and, any additional requirements as may be necessary after an examination of the
aforesaid information by the Company.

No coverage will be given under any circumstances for labor or material for which the insured has contracted for or
agreed to pay.

Note: Pursuant to CRS 10-1 1-123, notice is hereby given:

A) That there is recorded evidence that a mineral estate has been severed, leased, or otherwise conveyed from the
surface estate and that there is a substantial likelihood that a third party holds some or all interest in oil, gas,
other minerals, or geothermal That energy in the property; and

B) That such mineral estate may include the right to enter and use the property without the surface owner’s
permission.

This notice applies to owner’s policy commitments containing a mineral severance instrument exception or
exceptions, in Schedule B, Section 2.

Nothing herein contained will be deemed to obligate the company to provide any of the coverages referred to herein
unless the above conditions are ftilly satisfied.



JOINT NOTICE OF PRIVACY POLICY
Fidelity National Financial Group of Companies/Security Union Title Insurance Company

and Meridian Land Title, [IC

We recognize and respect the privacy expectations of today’s consumers and the requirements of applicable federal and state privacy
laws. We believe that making you aware of how we use your non-public personal information (Personal Information”), and to
whom it is disclosed, will form the basis for a relationship of trust between us and the public that we serve. This Privacy Statement
provides that explanation. We reserve the right to change this Privacy Statement from time to time consistent with applicable
privacy laws.

in the course of our business, we may collect Personal Information about you from the following sources:

From applications or other forms we receive from you or your authorized representative;
From your transactions with, or from the services being performed by us, our affiliates, or others;
From our internet web sites;
From the public records maintained by governmental entities that we either obtain directly from those entities, or from our
affiliates or others; and
From consumer or other reporting agencies.

Our Policies Regarding the Protection of the Confidentiality and Security of Your Personal Information

We maintain physical, electronic and procedural safeguards to protect your Personal information from unauthorized access or
intrusion. We limit access to the Personal information only to those employees who need such access in connection with providing
products or services to you or for other legitimate business purposes.

Our Policies and Practices Regarding the Sharing of Your Personal Information

We may share your Personal Information with our affiliates, such as insurance companies, agents, and other real estate settlement
service providers. We also may disclose your Personal information:

To agents, brokers or representatives to provide you with services you have requested;
To third-party contractors or service providers who provide services or perform marketing or other functions on our behalf;
and
To others with whom we enter into joint marketing agreements for products or services that ‘ye believe you may find of
interest.

In addition, we will disclose your Personal Information when you direct or give us permission, when ‘ye are required by law to do
so, or when we suspect fraudulent or criminal activities. We also may disclose your Personal Information when otherwise permitted
by applicable privacy laws such as, for example, when disclosure is needed to enforce our rights arising out of any agreement,
transaction or relationship with you.

One of the important responsibilities of some of our affiliated companies is Lo record documents in the public domain. Such
documents may contain your Personal Information.

Right to Access your Personal information and Ability to Correct Errors Or Request Changes Or Deletion

Certain states afford you the right to access your Personal Information and, under certain circumstances, to find out to whom your
Personal Information has been disclosed. Also, certain states afford you the right to request correction, amendment or deletion of
your Personal Information. We reserve the right, where permitted by law, to charge a reasonable fee to cover costs incurred in
responding to such requests.

All requests submitted to the Fidelity National Financial Group of Companies/Security Union Title Insurance Company shall be in
writing, and delivered to the following address:

Privacy Compliance Officer
Fidelity National Financial, Inc.
1050 CalIe Real, Suite 220
Santa Barbara, CA 93110

Multiple Products or Sen’ices

If we provide you with more than one financial product or service, you may receive more than one privacy notice from us. We
apologize for any inconvenience this may cause you.
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WARRANTY DEED
Orantors(s); 2057477 U5/21/02 9324P11
Brenda. Trout 0NJK I1EZA C’:’UNT, Co

D’c’JHENTARY FEE $12.00
whose address is vacant larfl Grand Junction, Colorado 81503

County of Mesa . and Stale of

Colorado • for the consideration of
ONE HUNDRED TWENTY THOUSAND AND NO/lOD

dollars, in hand paid, hereby sell(s)
and convey(s) to:

Alan C. Helmick

C

whose address is 704 NuVue, Della, Colorado 81416

County of Delta , and State of Colorado , the following real

property, in thc County of Moss ,and State of Colorado, to wit:

TAX SCHEDULE NUMBER: 2943-293-00-141

A parcel ci land shuated hi the N44 of the SW¼ of Section 29, TownshIp I South. Range I East of the Ute Meridian, Mesa County.
Colorado, a portion thereof being recorded In Book 1672 at Page 812 of the records ci the County Clerk and Recorder being more
particularly described as follows: Commencing at the found Mesa County Survey Monuments for the SW1/IB corner of said Section
29, the Basis of Bearing being S90°oO’oO’E along the North line of said SWV. a distance of 87.00 feet, thence S00’0012’W 165.00
feet, thence S9000’OO”E 79.87 feet to the Point of Beginning, thence S90’Do’DO’E 181.5Ofeel, thence NoOOO12’E 125.00 feet,
thence soo’oo’ooE 113.80 feet to a point on the northeasterly bank of the Mesa Mutual Canal, thence S4VI 5’o5E 288.32 feel

‘4’ elong said northeasterly bank, thence SOOOV2VW 408.18 feel along the easterly bank of said canal to a point on the North tine of
o Loma Linda Subdivision First AddWon, thence S89’57’02’W 492.81 lest along said subdivision, thence N000012E 493.59 feet to1 the Point of Beginning,
g Mesa Cotxity, Colorado.
It

m
-J
C
S

‘Together with any and all water, water rights, ditches and ditch rights appertalning thereto and used in connection therewith.



Meridian
LAND TITLE

COM1fflTMENT TRANSMITTAL
11/17/2003

We are transmitting herewith, in connection with the above captioned file, the items marked below:

D Commitment for Title Insurance

D Amended Commitment for Title Insurance Amended items include the following:

Copies of items listed as Exceptions on above Commitment for Title Insurance

E Certificate of Taxes Due Certificate of Taxes Due will follow

fl Lier, Affidavit

U Other:

Copies are being sent to:

2) GRAND VALLEY NATIONAL BANK-FRUITA AflN: John Stevenson

Please direct any title inquiries to: LARRY VENT Please direct any closing InquIries to:

INVOICE:

DESCRIPTION

Loan Policy - Construction Loan

Tax certificate

Thank you for your order, andfor giving us the opportunity to serve you!
We appreciate your business and the confidence you have placed in us.

2454 Patterson, Suite 100, Grand Junction, CO 81505 Phone: (970)245-0550 Fax: (970)241-1593

0 C

Re: Our File Number: 63096 AMENDED II SU
Your File: HELMICK

FAX: (970) 858-0546

Owner’s Policy Amount:
Loan Policy Amount:
Additional Policy Amount:

$0.00

$347,883.34
$0.00

AMOUNT

$527.00

$1100’

TOTAL AMOUNT DUE: $542.00

Total amount due pnyable upon closing, subject to cancellation fee.



r SECURDY UNION.3 Title Insurance Company

0

COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE

SECURITY UNION TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY

a California corporation, herein called the Company, for a valuable consideration, hereby commits to
issue its policy or policies of title insurance, as identified in Schedule A, in favor of the proposed
Insured named in Schedule A, as owner or mortgagee of the estate or interest covered hereby in the
land described or referred to in Schedule A, upon payment of the premiums and charges therefor; all
subject to the provisions of Schedules A and B and to the Conditions and Stipulations hereof.

This Commitment shall be effective only when the identity of the proposed Insured and the amount of
the policy or policies committed for have been inserted in Schedule A hereof by the Company, either at
the time of the issuance of this Commitment or by subsequent endorsement.

This Commitment is preliminary to the issuance of such policy or policies of title insurance and all
liability and obligations hereunder shall cease and terminate six months after the effective date hereof
or when the policy or policies committed for shall issue, whichever occurs first, provided that the
failure to issue such policy or policies is not the fault of the Company

lSued by1
MERIDI*p., LAND Tlfl LW2454 arteno Suite !OOGrand Junction CO i 505Phone (970) 24505co Fax (97qi 24R1

Authorized Signature

SECURITY UNION TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY

ATtEST

C
President

Secretary

Form C 12598 (Reprinted 10/00) ALTA Commitment 1966 w/Sbndard Exceptions



STANDARD EXCEPTIONS FOR OWNER’S POLICY

The owner’s policy will be subject to the mortgage, if any, noted under item one of Section 1 of Schedule B hereof and to the
following exceptions: (1) rights or claims of parties in possession not shown by the public records; (2) encroachments1 over
laps1 boundary line disputes, and any matters which would be disclosed by an accurate survey and inspection of the prem
ises; (3) easements, or claims of easements, not shown by the public records; (4) any lien, or right to a lien, for services,
labor, or material heretofore or hereafter furnished, imposed by law and not shown by the public records; (5) water
rights, claims or title to water; (6) taxes or special assessments which are not shown as existing liens by the public
records.

CONDITIONS AND STIPULATIONS

1. The term “mortgage,” when used herein, shall include deed of trust, trust deed, or other security instrument.

2. If the proposed Insured has or acquires actual knowledge of any defect, lien, encumbrance, adverse claim or other matter
affecting the estate or interest or mortgage thereon covered by this Commitment other than those shown in Schedule B
heçeof, and shall fail to disclose such knowledge to the Company in writing, the Company shall be relieved from liability
for any loss or damage resulting from any act of reliance hereon to the extent the Company is prejudiced by failure to so
disclose such knowledge. If the proposed Insured shall disclose such knowledge to the Company, or if the Company
otherwise acquires actual knowledge of any such defect, lien, encumbrance, adverse claim orother matter, the Company
at its option may amend Schedule B of this Commitment accordingly, but such amendment shall not relieve the Company
from liability previously incurred pursuant to Paragraph 3 of these Conditions and Stipulations.

3. Liability of the Company under this Commitment shall be only to the named proposed Insured and such parties included
under the definition of Insured in the form of policy or policies committed for and only for actual loss incurred in reliance
hereon in undertaking in good faith (a) to comply with the requirements hereof, or (b) to eliminate exceptions shown in
Schedule B, or (c) to acquire or create the estate or interest or mortgage thereon covered by this Commitment. In no event
shall such liability exceed the amount stated in Schedule A for the policy or policies committed for and such liability is
subject to the insuring provisions, the Exclusions from Coverage and the Conditions and Stipulations of the form of policy
or policies committed for in favor of the proposed Insured which are hereby incorporated by reference and are made a
part of this Commitment except as expressly modified herein.

4. Any action or actions or rights of action that the proposed Insured may have or may bring against the Company arising out
of the status of the title to the estate or interest or the status of the mortgage thereon covered by this Commitment must be
based on and are subject to the provisions of this Commitment.

NOTE: The language contained in the printed Exclusions from Coverage and Conditions and Stipulations of the policy com
mitted for may be examined by reference to forms on file in the office of the Department of Insurance or by inquiry at the
office which issued this Commitment.

a 0
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COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE

SCHEDULE A

FILE NUMBER: 63096 AMENDED II

1. Effective date: November 04, 2003 at 8:00 AM

2. Policy or Policies to be issued: Amount of Insurance

A. ALTA Owner’s Policy so.oo
Proposed Insured:

NONE

B. ALTA Loan Policy $347,883.34
Proposed Insured:

GRAND VALLEY NATIONAL BANK
its successors and/or assigns

C. Not Applicable $0.00
Proposed Insured:

NONE

3. The estate or interest In the land described or referred to in this Commitment and covered herein Is:

Fee Simple

4. Title to the above described estate or interest in said landis at the effective date hereof vested in:

ALAN C. HELMICK

5. The land referred to in this Commitment Is described as follows:

A parcel of land situated in the N’/, of the SW¼ of Section 29, Township I South, Range I East of the Ute Meridian, Mesa
County, Colorado, a portion thereof being recorded in Book 1672 at Page 812 of the records of the County Clerk and Recorder
being more particularly described as follows: Commencing at the found Mesa County Survey Monuments for the CWI/16
corner of said Section 29, the Basis of Bearing being 590°00’OO”E along the North line of said SWV4 a distance of 87.00 feet,
thence S00°00’12”W 165.00 feet, thence S90°0000”E 79.87 feet to the Point of Beginning, thence S90°00’OO”E 181.58 feet,
thence N00°00’i2”E 125.00 feet, thence 590°00’OO”E 113.80 feet to a point on the northeasterly bank of the Mesa Mutual
Canal, thence S43°15’OS”E 288.32 feet along said noftheasteriybank, thence S00°01’21”W408.16 feet along the easterly bank
of said canal to a point on the North line of Loma Linda Subdivision First Addtiion, thence S89°57’02”W 492.81 feet along said
subdivision, thence N00°00’12”E 493.59 feet to the Point of Beginning.

Page 1 of 3
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COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE

SCHEDULE B - Section 1
Requirements

FILE NUMBER: 63096 AMENDED II

The following are the requirements to be complied with:

A. Payment to or for the account of the grantors or mortgagors of the full consideration for the estate or interest lobe insured.

B. Proper instrument(s) creating the estate or interest to be Insured must be executed and duly filed for record, to wit:

Deed of Trust sufficient to mortgage the fee simple estate or interest in the land described herein, to the proposed insured, Schedule
A, Item 2(8).

* 2. Release of Deed of Trust executed by Alan C. Helmick, to the Public Trustee of Mesa County, in favor of G.W. Klapwyk and Norma
M. Klapwyk, to secure $80,000.00 and any other obligations secured thereby, dated September 30, 2002, and recorded October 16,
2002 in Book 3178 at Page 982.

* 3 . NOTE: The parties hereto are hereby notified of the possibility of special assessments levied pursuant to Notice, re: Assessment of
Special Tap Fees recorded February 5, 1999 in Book 2548 at Page 606, and as amended, recorded May 10, 1999 in Book 2585 at
Page 7, and shown in Schedule B, Section 2 herein as Exception No. 10.

* Item(s) ma)’ require special attention.

C. Payment of all taxes, charges, assessments, levied and assessed against the subject premises which are due and payable.

Page 2 of 3

This Commitment Is invalid if all pages arc not attached.
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COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE

SCHEDULE B - Section 2
Exceptions

FILE NUMBER: 63096 AMENDED 11

The policy or policies to be issued will contain exceptions to the following matters unless the same are disposed of to the satisfaction of the
Company:

A. Defects, liens, encumbrances, adverse claims or other matters, if any, created, first appearing in the public records, or attaching
subsequent to the effective date hereof but prior to the date the proposed Insured acquires of record for value the estate or interest or
mortgage thereon covered by this commitment.

B. General Exceptions:

Rights or claims of parties in possession not shown by the public records.

2. Encroachments, overlaps, boundary line disputes, and any other matters which would be disclosed by an accurate surveyor
inspection of the premises including, but not limited to, insufficient or impaired access or matters contradictory to any survey plat
shown by the public records.

3. Easements, or claims of easements, not shown by the public records.

4. Any lien, or right to a lien, for services, labor or material heretofore or hereafter furnished, imposed by law and not shown by the
public records.

5. (a.) Unpatented mining claims; (b.) reservations or exceptions in patents or in Acts authorizing the issuance thereof; (c.) water
rights, claims or title to water, whether or not the matters excepted under (a), (b) or Cc) are shown by the public records.

6. Taxes or special assessments which are not shown as existing liens by the records of any taxing authority that levies taxes or
assessments on real property or by the public records. Proceedings by a public agency which may result in taxes or assessments, or
notices of such proceedings, whether or not shown by the records of such agency or by the public records.

Paragraphs 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6 above will not appear as printed exceptions on extended coverage policies, except as to such parts thereof
which may be shown as a Special Exception in Schedule B-Section 2.

C. Special Exceptions:

7 . Any and all unpaid taxes, assessments and unredeemed tax sales, if any.

8 The right of the proprietor of a vein or lode to extract and remove his ore therefrom should the same be found to intersect said
premises as reserved in United States Patent recorded June 20, 1894 in Book II at Page 453.

9 . Right of way for the operation and maintenance of the Mesa Mutual Canal along the Northeasterly boundary of the subject property.

10 . Terms, conditions and provisions of Notice, re: Assessment of Special Tap Fees, recorded February 5, 1999 in Book 2548 at Page
606, and as amended, recorded May 10, 1999 in Book 2585 at Page 7.

Page3 of 3

This Commitment is Invalid if all pages are not attached.
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Declaration of Covenants, conditions and Restrictions of Crista Lee Subdivision

THIS DECLARATION, made on the date here and after set forth by Alan C. Helmick her after referredto as “Declarant.” WHEREAS, Declarant is the owner of certain property in the County of Mesa, Stateof Colorado, which is more particularly described as, see attached Exhibit AA” by this referenceincorporated herein. NOW, THEREFORE, Declarant hereby declared that all the propertiesdescribed, sold and conveyed subject to the following Easements, Restrictions, Covenants andConditions which are for the purpose of protecting the value and desirability of, and which shall runwith the personal property and be binding on all parties having any right, title or interest in thedescribed properties or any part thereof, their heirs, successors and assigns, and shall insure to thebenefit of each party thereof.

THEREOF, Declarant Declares, that the property and every portion of it, is and shall be held, sold,and conveyed subject to the Covenant, conditions, Restrictions, and agreements contained in thisDeclaration, which:
“A” Are for the purpose of protecting the value and the desirability of the property;“B” Shall run with, and be a pertinent to, all of the property except as expressly stated otherwise and,“C” Shall be binding upon, and insure to the value to the benefit of all persons or entities now owningor subsequently acquiring any right, title or interest in all or any part of property together witheach of their heirs, personal representatives, successors in interest and assigns.

All of the provisions of this Declaration are in furtherance of a general plan for the benefit of all of theproperty and it’s improvements and for the benefit of each present and subsequent owner of theproperty. All of the provisions of this Declaration shall be deemed to run with the land as Covenantsrunning with the land or as equitable servatutes, as the case may be obtained.

“0” these Covenants shall be binding upon all parties and all persons claiming under then for a periodof twenty years from a date hereof at which time said covenants shall be automatically extended forsuccessive periods often (10) years unless, by vote reflected by signed documents dually recordedby the majority of the land owners, it is agreed to change that covenant in all of part.

Article I.
DEFINITIONS

Section 1. “Association” shall mean and refer to Crista Lee Homeowners Association,
Section 2. “Owner” (‘Owner’s”) shall mean and refer to the record owner, whether one or moreperson’s or entities of a fee simple title to any lot, which is a part of the subdivision, including contractsellers, excluding those having such interest merely as security for the performance of, an obligation,Multiple person’s or entities holding title to a single lot shall together constitute a single owner.
Section 3. “Subdivision” means Crista Lee Subdivision in Mesa County, Colorado, according to therecorded plat of that Subdivision, as that plat may be amended from time to time,
Section 4, ‘Common Use Area” can mean and refer to the Orchard Mesa Irrigation held by theDeclarant for the use of the Association, and any other water or water rights, ditch or ditch rights or
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easements acquired by the Association, together with any facilities, improvements, easements, or
other real or personal properties related to related to, associated with, or used in connection with any
of them, “including, for example, irrigation pumps, valves, siphons, filters, and pipeline.’

Section 5. ‘Lot” (“Lot’s’) shall mean and refer to each residential lot shown upon the recorded plat of
the subdivision, as the plat may be amended from time to time, excluding areas designated as
common area on the p1st.

Section 6. “Natural Landscaping’ shall mean and refer to landscaping that fits the natural green valleysurrounding a lot.

Section 7. “Living space” shall be deemed to Include any floor on a split-level residence, which is lessthan four feet below the grade of the structure, or any space under roof with the exception of garagearea, storage area and basement. Easement is determined by any are which is more than for feetbelow the grade of the surface of the exterior of the building, this are shall be considered BasementArea and the square footage thereof shall not be counted in determining the compliance with theforegoing restrictions.

Section 8. “Architectural Control Committee’ (“ACC’)

Section 9. “Tree” shall mean any tree that the trunk measures 12’ of diameter 6’ above the ground.

Article II.
PROPERTY RIGHTS

Section 1. Irrigation Water Delivery System. Every owner shall access and use the Irrigation WaterDelivery System located in the utUity and irrigation easement located along the boundary of each lot.‘A” The association shall have the right to charge reasonable fees for the use and maintenance of theIrrigation Water Delivery System; and the right of the association to promulgate rules,regulations and schedules related to the use of the Irrigation Water System, and,The association shall have the right to suspend the voting rights and right to use of the IrrigationWater Delivery System by an owner for any period during which any access against his lotremains unpaid; and for a period not to exceed sixty days for any infraction of it’s publishedrules and regulations as determined by the Board of Directors,

Section 2, Delegation of Use. Any owner may delegate, in accordance with the bylaws, his right ofuse to the member of his family his tenants, or contract purchasers who reside on the property.
Section3, Ownership of Irrigation Equipment. The association shall own and be responsible forthe maintenance of the Irrigation Water Lines and associated equipment and fixture. The ownersshall only be responsible for the maintenance of all irrigation lines, pumps and sprinklers locatedwithin the boundaries of the owners lot that have been installed for that lot’s sole use.
Section 4. Open Space. The association shall own and maintain all on areas d open spaceareas as designated on the plat or incorporated into the design of ountry Meadows in hiding thepedestrian pathways, entrance monuments, landscaping and co mon landscape ea ent areassuch as the 10’ of area behind the east in Subdivision.

Article Ill
&LEMBERSHIP AND VOTING RIGHTS
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Section 1. Every owner of a lot, which is subject to access, shall be a member of the Association.
Membership shall be appurtenant to and may not be separated from ownership of any lot, which is
subject to access.

Section 2. The association shall have one class of voting membership, and be all owners of lots within
Crista lee Subdivision shall be entitled to one to one vote per each lot owned. When more than one
person holds an Interest in any lot, all such persons shall be members, The vote for such shall be
exercised as they determine, but in no eveny shall more than one vote be cast with respect to any lot.

Article IV.
COVENANT FOR MAINTENANCE ASSESSMENTS.

SECTiON 1. Creation of The Lien of Personal obligation of Assessments. The Declarant for
each lot owned within the property, hereby covenants and each owner of any lot by acceptance of
deed therefore, whether or not ft shall be so expressed in such deed, is deemed to covenant and
agree to pay to the association: “1. Annual assessment or charges, and “2. Special assessments for
capitol improvement, such assessments to be established and collected as here and after provided.
The annual special assessments, together with interest, cost and reasonable attorneys fees, shall be
charged on the land and shall be a continuing lien on the property against which each such
assessment is made, Each such assessment, together with interest cost and reasonable attorneys
fees, shall also be the personal obligation of the person who was the owner of such property at the
time when the assessment fell due. The personal obligation for delinquent assessment shall not pass
to his successors in title unless it is expressly assumed by them.

Section 2. Purpose of Assessments. The assessments levied by the association, shall be to
maintain an irrigation water delivery system to the properties and to perform the maintenance
responsibilities set forth in Article II above along with any other maintenance responsibilities deemednecessary by the Board.

SectionS, Maximum Annual Assessment. Until January St. of the year immediately following theconveyance of ninety percent of the lots to non-Declarant owners the maximum annual assessmentsshall be $100 per lot
“A” From and after January St. of the year immediately following the conveyance of ninety

percent of the lots to non-Declarant owners the maximum annual assessment may beincreased each year not more than twenty-five percent above the maximum assessmentfor the previous year without a vote of the membership.
“B” From and after January 1 of the year immediately following the conveyance of ninetypercent of the lots to non- Declarant owners the maximum annual assessments may beincreased above twenty-five percent by a vote of two thirds (2/3) of the members who arevoting in person or by proxy, at a meeting dually called for this purpose.“C” The Board of Directors may fix the annual assessments at an amount not in excess of themaximum.

Section 4. Special Assessments for Capitol Improvements. In addition to the annualassessments authorized above, the association may levy, in any assessment year, a specialassessment applicable to that year only [or the purpose of deferring, in all or in part, the cost of anyreconstruction, repair of or replacement of the Irrigation Water Delivery System, including fixtures andpersonal property related there to, or for the additional construction or maintenance of pedestrianpathways or facilities constructed within the open space for the use of all owners, provided that anysuch assessment shall have the consent of two thirds (2)3) of the votes of the members who arevoting in person or by proxy at a meeting dually called for this purpose.
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Section 5. Notice in Quorum for any Action Authorized under Section a and 4. Written notice of
any meeting called [or the purposes of taking any action authorized under Section 3. Or 4. shall be
sent to all members not less than thirty days or more than sixty days in advance of the meeting. At
the first such meeting called, the presence of members or of proxies entitled to cast sixty percent
(60%) of all the votes of the membership shall constitute a Quorum. If the required Quorum is not
present, another meeting may be called subject to the same notice requirement, and the required
Quorum at the subsequent meeting shall be one half (1/2) of the preceding meeting. No such
subsequent meeting shall be held more than sixty days.

Section 6. Uninformative Assessment. Both annual and special assessments must be fixed at a
uniform rate for all lots that are owned by a non- Declarant member and assessments shall be
collected on a monthly basis.

Section 7. Date of Commencement of Annual Assessments Due Date. The Annual Assessments
provided for herein shall commence as to all lots on the first day of me month following the
conveyance of a lot to a non-Declarant owner. The first Annual Assessment shall be adjusted
according to the number of months remaining in the calendar year. The Board of Directors shall fixthe amount of Annual Assessments against each lot at least thirty days in advance of each AnnualAssessment Period. Written notice of Annual Assessment shalt be sent to every owner subiectthereto. The due dates shall be established by the Board of Directors. The association shall, upondemand, and for a reasonable charge, furnish a certificate signed by an officer of the association as tothe status of assessments on a lot and this will be binding upon the association as of its issuance,

Section 8. Effect of Non-Payment of Assessments: Remedies of the Association. Anyassessments not paid within thirty days after the due date shall bear interest from the date at the rateof eighteen percent per annum. The association may bring an action at law against the ownerpersonally obligated to pat the same, or foreclose the lien against the property. No owner may waiveor otherwise escape liability for the assessments provided for herein by non-use of the IrrigationWater Delivery System or abandonment of his lot,

Section 9. Subordination of the Lien to Mortgages. The lien of the assessments provided forherein shall be subordinate to the lien of any first mortgage. Sale or transfer of any lot shall not affectthe assessment lien. However, the sale or transfer of any lot pursuant to mortgage foreclosure or anypreceding in lieu thereof shall extinguish the lien of such assessments as to payment which becamedue prior to such sale or transfer. No sale or transfer shall relieve such lot from liability for anyassessments thereafter becoming due or from the lien thereof.

Article V.
LAND USE RESTRICTIONS

Section 1. Land Use and Building Type. No lot should be used except for residential purposes. Nobuilding should be erected, or otherwise altered, placed or permitted to remain on any lot other thancne detached single family dwelling, a private garage with not less than two cars, swimming pool, andother small outbuildings directly related to residential use. The erection of more than one dwelling perlot or the new subdivision of lots into smaller units is prohibited.

Section 2. PrefabrIcated Structures. All dwellings, garages and outbuildings constructed upon theland covered by these covenants shall be of top quality design, construction, workmanship andmaterial: in particular, no structure will be of the types known as “prebuilt, precut, modular,manufactured, or mobile homes,” regardless of it’s quality as determined by other standards, also alldwellings shall have at least eighteen hundred square feet under roof.
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Section 3. Architectural Control. All residential design and construction is subject to the approval of
the Architectural Control Committee established in these articles. Careful attention shall be given to
the ecstatic and functional consideration of any design submitted in order to enhance family type
lifestyle of the subdivision without limitation, Architectural Control Committee shall consider the
following;

“A” The overall nature or character of the appearance of the structure, including orientation with
regard to view and pricing, and quality of exterior materials, must be consistent with the
requirements for construction in this subdivision.

“B” Minimal grading of dwelling sites to preserve natural terrain and foliage is preferred.
“C” The use of earth tone colors will be encouraged, and bright colors discouraged, especially

where an owner seeks to change or alter the existing color of the structure.
“Q” Patio structures will be designed such that they will blend into and compliment the pertinent

structure; a aluminum or plastic patio roof structures are prohibited.
“E” The Architectural Control Committee will approve only residential construction which meets the

following standards: (1.) A full set of plans and specifications must be submitted (2.) siding,
stucco, masonry, roofing, gutters and trim must be colors approved by the Architectural Control
Committee. (3.) The Architectural Control Committee will designate the location for a newspaper

and other non-mail receptacles.
‘F” Architectural Control Committee shall encourage stucco, stone, or rock exteriors. Final approval of
plans shall be at the total discretion of Architectural Control Committee.

Section 4. Dwelling Size and Quality. No dwelling shall be permitted on any lot if the ground floor
area of the main structure exclusive of open porches is less than seventeen hundred square feet, by
outside measurements; provided, however, that the Architectural Control Committee may permit thefollowing exceptions.

“A” If the residence has second story the ground floor area of the main structure exclusive of openporches shall not be less than thirteen hundred square feet, by outside measurement, with a totalsquare footage on the first and second of no less that seventeen hundred square feet, by outsidemeasurement.

Section 5. New Construction. All construction within the subdivision shall be new construction, nopreviously erected building or other improvement shall be moved onto or set upon any lot of any otherlocation.

Section 6. Building Location. The Architectural Control Committee must approve the sighting of anybuilding upon a lot before any excavation begins. No building shall be located on any lot near thefront line or near the side street line, than the minimum building setback line that is required byapplicable codes, ordinances or conditions of approval by Crista Lee Subdivision and ACC. Moreover,no residences or outbuildings shall be located nearer to the front lot line, rear lot line, or interior lotline, than permitted by applicable codes or ordinances. Eaves, steps that over porches, without roofs,shall not be considered a part of the building: provided however, that this provision shall not beconstructed to permit any portion of the building on a lot to encroach onto another lot.

Section 7. Driveways. Driveways shall be composed of concrete unless otherwise approved by theACC.

Section 8. Parking. All automobiles, trailers, boats, snowmobiles, recreaticnal vehicles and othermotorized vehicles, which are not kept in the garage must be parked in the side yard of theresdence. Any such vehicles may only be parked in the street or driveway temporarily while loadingor unloading. On Street parking is prohibited. No more than five vehicles may be parked outside aresidence for a period of more than three days at any time. A natural wood fence, landscaping or
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other method approved by the ACC, must screen all recreational vehicles, boats, trailers and similar
vehicles. if parked in the side yard or rear yard of a residence on a regular basis.

Section 9. Building Plans and Materials. All plans, specifications, color selections, and samples of
exterior siding and/ or masonry materials along with roof materials samples, for any building, addition
or improvement must be submitted to the ACC for review and approval before the selection Color
Selections should be chosen that will blend into the surrounding landscape and terrain. Bright or
highly visible colors will be discouraged while natural colors will be encouraged.

Section 10. Landscaping. All front yard landscaping and any other landscaping that is visible from
any street within the project shall be a type which compliments the residential character of the
subdivision, and which is acceptable to the ACC. The landscaping plan must be submitted to the
ACC. thirty days before landscaping is to be installed which ever would come first.

Section 12. Nuisance. No obnoxious or offensive activities shall be tarried on upon any lot, nor shall
any activity be permitted which becomes an annoyance or nuisance to the neighborhood. No lot may
be used for commercial purposes, except for home occupations. ‘Home Occupation” as used in this
declaration means an occupation by the resident conducted totally not entail the employment of third
persons on the premises, this does not include the delivery of goods or services to customers upon
the lot. Any other commercial use shall be considered a nuisance within the meaning of this
declaration.

Section 13. Temporary Structures. No structure temporary In character, trailer, basement, tent,
shack, garage, barn, or other outbuilding shall be used on any lot as a residence, with the exception
of a trailer for security purposes during development, construction,

Section 14. Signs. No sign of any kind shall displayed for public view on any lot except one sign of
not more than five square feet advertising the property for sale or rent and the signs used by theDeclarant, building contractor or lender for advertising during construction and sales of the lots in thesubdivision. Signs used by the building contractors or Fenders are limited in size to the flfty-foursquare feet. Signs used by the Declarant are not nor shall they be restricted by the Home OwnersAssociation or the ACC.

Section 15. Animals. No animals can be kept in the subdivision which is a nuisance to other ownersin the neighborhood or which run at large and endanger residents in the subdivision. All animals shallbe maintained on the owner’s property, or on a leash. At the request of any owner, the Board ofDirectors of the Association shall determine whether a particular animal shall be considered anuisance or whether the number of any such animals on any lot is a nuisance. Habitually barkingand/or vicious dogs are prohibited at the sole discretion of the association. Under no circumstancesshall the commercial use of pets be allowed on any lot within the Crista Lee Subdivision.

Section 16. Variance. The ACC may grant a reasonable variance or adjustment to these conditionsand restrictions in order to overcome practical difficulties and permit unnecessary hardships arising byreason of the application of the restrictions contained herein. Such variances or adiustments shall begranted only in case the granting thereof shall not be materially detrimental or injurious to theirproperty or improvements in the neighborhood and shall not defeat the general intent in purpose ofthese restrictions.

Section 17. Utilities and Easements. Underground electrical, natural gas, telephone/cabletelevision, and irrigation shall be available to all lots and tracts in Country Meadows filing One.The utility companies furnishing these services shall have easements shown on the recorded file.No permanent structure shall be erected on any said easements neither shall the Declarant, the utilitycompany nor any entity using these easement be held liable for any damage done by either of them
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or their assigns agents or employees to shrubbery, trees, flowers, or improvements of the owner
located on the land covered by said easements. No overhead services shall be allowed to service
any lot within this subdivision.

Section 18. Limitation on Parking and Storage. No boats, trailer, buses, recreational vehicles,
inoperative private automobiles, or inoperative vehicles of any kind, camper rig off trucks, or stored
permanently or semi-permanently on any public street, right of way or driveway. Permanent or Semi
Permanent storage for such vehicles or items must be screened from public view, either in a garage
or dwelling unit. Semi-permanent storage is hereby defined to be location of one place of a period of
seventy-two hours or longer. All screens for above named items must be approved in advance by the
ACC.

Section 19, Fences, Planters and Hedges. No wall, fence, planter or hedge in excess of three feet
above ground level shall be allowed within the front yard setback. Front yard setbacks will be defined
according to the county ordinances for front setbacks in the R-2 Zone. Open type fencing such as
split rail or similar type will be required for any front yard fencing within the front yard setback areas, in
any case no fence will be allowed to be taller than six feet on any lot within the subdivision without the
express permission of the ACC. In addition all fences must be approved by the ACO before
construction.

Section 20. Site Lines on Corner Loft. No object or thing shall be placed or planted on corner lots
which unnecessarily obstruct site lines at elevators between two feet and six feet above the top pf the
street curb within a triangular area formed by the junction of the street and the curb lines and the line
connecting them at a point twenty-five feet from the junction of such streets, curb line, or extension
thereof.

Section 21. Restrictions on Storage Areas. Clotheslines, equipment, garbage cans, services yards,
brick piles or storage areas shall be adequately screened by planting or construction to conceal the
same from view of neighboring lots and streets.

Section 22. Landscaping Time Limit Requirements. Any lots where a building permit has been
issued for construction upon that lot shall submit a landscaping plan to the ACC within one hundredand eighty days of building permit issuance. Said landscaping shaH be completed and ready for awalk through inspection by the ACC within one year of building permit issuance. This clause shall
apply only to those areas of landscaping that are in the front and side yards that are visible from thestreets. In the event that weather will not permit the planting of plants, shrubs, and grass within thetime frames stated above the ACC shall grant an extension that will aflow thirty days after the plantingseason begins in the spring following the issuance of the building permit.

Section 23. Restrictions relating to Drainage. Nothing shall be done or permitted by an owner oroccupant which would block, divert or channelize the natural flow of drainage water across any lot ortract from adjacent lots or tracts as established by the original subdivision grading without specificapproval from the ACC.

Section 24. Antennas and Similar Devices. No antenna, satellite dish, or similar devices for radio,television or any other electronic transmission reception shall be placed upon or around the exterior ofany property within said subdivision unless it is specifically approved by the ACC under which case itshall be required to be screened from the view of neighbors as well as the view from the street. Nosolar panels or other apparatus shall be erected upon the roof of any structure within Crista LeeSubdivision without the prior written consent of the ACC.

Section 25. Ground Maintenance. The land covered by these covenants, and the improvementstherein shall be maintained by the owner in good condition. In the event any owner fails to maintain
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their lot or lots, the association shall have the power to hire cleanup as necessary and to bill the lot
owner, and file mechanics liens for said work in the event of non-payment.

Section 27. Resolution of Lots. The re-subdivision of any lot within Crista Lee subdivision is
expressly prohibited.

Article VI.
Association as Attorney in Pact

Section 1. Each owner, by his acceptance of a deed or other conveyance vesting in him an interest in
a lot, does irrevocably constitute and appoint association and/or Declarant with full power of
substitution as the owners name, place and stead to deal with owners interest in order to effectuate
the rights reserved by Declarant or granted to the association, as applicable, with full power, right and
authorization to execute and deliver any instrument effecting the interest of the owner and to take any
other action that the association or Declarant may consider necessary or advisable to give effect to
the provisions of this section and this Declarant, each owner shall execute and deliver a written
acknowledged instrument confirming such appointment. No owner shell have any rights against the
association or Declarant or any their officers or directors with respect thereto except in the case of
fraud or gross negligence.

Article VII.
Maintenance Contract,

Section 1. The association or Board of Directors may employ or contract for the services of an
individual or maintenance company to perform certain delegated powers, functions, or duties o f theassociation to maintain those areas that are for common good of the subdivision such as subdivision
entrance signs and landscaping, as well as subdivision entrance lighting and such other areas withinthe subdivision that may require maintenance. The board shall not be liable for omission or improperexercise by the employed individual or management company of any duty, power, or function sodelegated by written instrument executed by or on behalf of the board.

Article VIII.
Insurance
Section 1 AuthorIty to Purchase. All insurance policies relating to the common area shall bepurchased by the Board of Directors or it’s dually authorized agent. The Board of Directors, andDeclarant shall not be liable for failure to obtain any coverage required by this Article or for any loss ordamage resulting from such failure is due to the unavailability of such coverage per reputableinsurance companies, or if such coverage is only available at demonstrably unreasonable cost.

Article IX.
Liability Enforcement and Amendments

Section 1. No Liability of ACC. The ACID shall not be liable in damages to any person or associationsubmitting any architectural plans for approval or to any owner for reason of any action, failure to act,approval, disapproval or failure to approve or disapprove with regard to such architectural plans. Anyowner submitting or causing to be submitted any plans and specifications to the ACC agrees andcovenants that he will not bring an action or suit to recover damages against the ACO collectively, it’smember individually or it’s advisors, employees or agent.

Section 2. ACID Members. The initial members of the ACC shall be
1. Alan Helmick
2. Paul Bruck
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3. Michelle Nau
Replacement of the ACC members —The majority of the ACC may designate a representative to act
for them. Should a member resign or become unable to act, the other members shall appoint a
successor by majority.

Section 3. Enforcement. The ACC, or any owner, shall have the right to enforce by any preceding of
law or equity, all restrictions, conditionS, covenants, reservations, liens and charges now or thereafter
imposed by the provisions of this declaration. Failure by the ACC or by any owner to enforce any
covenant restriction herein contained shall in no event be deemed a waiver of the right to do so
thereafter. The ACC shall not be liable to any owner for failure to enforce any restriction, covenant, or
condition contained herein.

Section 4. Amendment Any provisions contained in this declaration may be amended pr replaced at
any time and from time to time upon approval of the amendment or repeal by owners owning at least
seventy-five (75%) of the total lots and units authorized within Crista Lee Subdivision One. The
amendment or repeal shall be effective upon the recordation in the office of the clerk and recorder of
Mesa County, Colorado, setting forth the amendment or repeal in full and certifying that the
amendment or repeal has been approved by the owners.

Section 5. Sever ability. Invalidation of any one of these covenants or restrictions by judgment or acourt order shall in no way effect any of the provisions, which shall remain in full force and effect.

Declarant

Alan Helmick
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Declaration of C’ovenants, Conditions and restrictions of Crista Lee Subdivisto,, - -.

TI-ITS DECLARATION, made on the date here and after set forth by Alan C. Helmick hereafter
referred to as “Declarant”. WHEREAS, Declarant is the owner of certain property in the County of
Mesa, State of Colorado, which is more particularly described as, see attached Exhibit A by this
reference incorporated herein. NOW, THEREFORE, Declarant hereby declared that all the properties
described, sold and conveyed subject to the following Easements, Restrictions, Covenants and
Conditions which are for the purpose of protecting the value and desirability of, and which shall run
with the personal property and be binding on all parties having any right, title or interest in the
described properties or any part thereof, their heirs, successors and assigns, and shall insure to the
benefit of each party thereof.

TI-TEREOF, Declarant Declares, that the property and every portion of it, is and shall be hold, sold and
conveyed subject to the Covenant, Conditions, Restrictions and agreements contained in this
Declaration, which:
“A” Are for the purpose of protecting the value and the desirability of the property.
“B” Shall run with, and be a pertinent to, all of the property except as expressly stated otherwise and
“C” Shall be binding upon, and unsure to the value to the benefit of all persons or entities now

owning or subsequently acquiring any right, title or interest in all or any part of property,
together with each of their heirs, personal representatives, successors in interest and assigns.

All of the provisions of this Declaration are in ffirtherance of a general plan for the benefit of all of the
property and it’s improvements and for the benefit of each present and subsequent owner of the
property. All of the provisions of this Declaration shall be deemed to run with the land as Covenants
running with the land or as equitable servitudes, as the case may be obtained.

“D” These Covenants shall be binding upon all parties and all persons claiming under then for a period
of twenty years from a date hereof at which time said covenants shall be automatically extended for
successive periods often (10) years unless, by vote reflected by signed documents dually recorded by
the majority of the land owners, it is agreed to change that covenant in all or part.

Article I.
DEFINITIONS

Section 1. “Association” shall mean and refer to Crista Lee T-Iomeowners Association.

Section 2. “Owner” (Owner’s) shall mean and refer to the record owner, whether one or more person’s
or entities of a fee simple title to any lot, which is a pert of the subdivision, including contract sellers,
excluding those having such interest merely as security for the performance of, an obligation. Multiple
person’s or entities holding title to a single lot shall together constitute a single owner.

Section 3. “Subdivision” means Crista lee Subdivision in Mesa County, Colorado, according to the
recorded plat of the Subdivision, as that plat may be amended from time to time.
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Section 4. “Common Use Area” can mean and refer to the Orchard Mesa Irrigation held by the
Declarant for the use of the Association, and any other water or water rights, ditch or ditch rights or
other real or personal properties related to, associated with, or used in connection with any of them.
“including, for example, irrigation pumps, valves, siphons, filters, and pipeline.”

Section 5. “Lot (“Lot’s”) shall mean and refer to each residential lot shown upon the recorded plat of
the subdivision, as the plat may be amended from time to time, excluding areas designated as common
area on the plat.

Section 6. “Natural Landscaping” shall mean and refer to landscaping that fits the natural green valley
surrounding a lot.

Section 7. “Architectural Control Committee” (‘ACC”)

Section 8. “tree” shall mean any tree that the trunk measures 3” of diameter 6’ above the ground.

Article H.
PROPER TI’ RIGHTS

Section 1. Irrigation Water Delivery System. Every owner shall access and use the Irrigation Water
Delivery System located in the utility and irrigation easement located along the boundary of each lot.
“A” The association shall have the right to charge reasonable fees for the use and maintenance of the
Irrigation Water Delivery System by an owner for any period during which any access against his lot
remains unpaid: and for a period not to exceed sixty days for any infraction of it’s published rules and
regulations as determined by the Board of Directors.

Section 2. Ownership of Irrigation Equipment. The association shall own and be responsible for the
maintenance of the Irrigation Water Lines and associated equipment and fixture. The owners shall
only be responsible for the maintenance of all irrigation lines, pumps and sprinklers located within the
boundaries of the owners lot that have been installed for that lot’s sole use. The I-bA shall be
responsible for all costs for the maintenance and repair of pump, pond and power costs. Any and all
alterations made to the Drainage plan of Crista lee and Store Water Management must be submitted to
City of Grand Junction for approval.

Section 4. Open Space. The association shall own and maintain all common areas and open space
areas as designated on the plat or incorporated into the design of Crista Lee Subdivision including the
pedestrian pathways, entrance monuments, landscaping and common landscape easement areas such as
the 10 ft. of area behind the east in Subdivision. The 15 ft. easement of the south side of the
subdivision is access for anyone who has water rights and needs to access the head gate and irrigation
lines for repair and maintenance.
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MEMBERSHIP AND VOTING RIGHTS

Section 1. Every owner of a lot, which is subject to access, shall be a member of the Association.
Membership shall be appurtenant to and may not be separated from ownership of any lot, which is
subject to access.
Section 2. The association shall have one class of voting membership, and be all owners of lots within
Crista Lee Subdivision shall be entitled to one to one vote per each lot owned. The vote for such shall
be exercised as they determine, but no event shall more than one vote be cast with respect to any lot.

Article IV.
Co JENANT FOR MAINTENANCE ASESSMENTS.

Section 1. Creation of the Lien of Personal Obligation of Assessments. The Declarant for each lot
owned within the property, hereby covenants and each owner of any lot by acceptance of deed
therefore, whether or not it shall be so expressed in such deed, is deemed to covenant and agree to pay
to the association: “1. Annual assessment of charges, and “2. Special assessments for capitol
improvement, such assessments to be established and collected as here and after provided. The annual
special assessments, together with interest, cost and reasonable attorneys fees, shall be charged on the
land and shall be a continuing lien on the property against which each such assessment is made. Each
such assessment, together with interest cost and reasonable attorneys fees, shall also be the personal
obligation of the person who was the owner of such property at the time when the assessment fell due.
The personal obligation for delinquent assessment shall not pass to his successors in title unless it is
expressly assumed by them.

Section 2. Purpose of Assessments. The assessments levied by the association shall be to maintain an
irrigation water delivery system to the properties and to perform the maintenance responsibilities set
forth in Article II above along with any other maintenance responsibilities deemed necessary by the
Board

Section 3. Maximum Annual Assessment Until January l’ of the year immediately following the
conveyance of ninety percent (90%) of the lots to non-Declarant owners the maximum annual
assessments shall be $100 per lot.

“A” From and after January 1 of the year immediately following the conveyance of ninety
percent of the lots to non-Declarant owners the maximum annual assessment may be
increased each year not more than twenty-five percent above the maximum assessment
for the previous year without a vote of the membership.

“B” From and after January 1SL of the year immediately following the conveyance of ninety
percent of the lots to non-Declarant owners the maximum annual assessments may be
increased above twenty-five percent by a vote of two thirds (2/3) of the members who are
voting in person or by proxy, at a meeting dually called for this purpose.

“C” The Board of Directors may fix the annual assessments at an amount not in excess of the
maximum.
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Section 4. Special Assessments for Capitol Improvements. In addition to the annual assessments
authorized above, the association may levy, in any assessment year. a special assessment applicable to
that year only for the purpose of deferring, in all or in part, the cost of any reconstruction, repair of or
replacement of the Irrigation Water Delivery System, including fixtures and personal property related
there to. or for the additionaj construction or maintenance of pedestrian pathways or facilities
constructed within the open space for the use of all owners, provided that any such assessment shall
have the consent of flvo thirds (2/3) of the votes of the members who are voting in person or by proxy
at a meeting dually called for this purpose.

Section 5. Notice in Quorum for any Action Authorized under Section 3 and 4. Written notice of
any meeting called for the purposes of taking any action authorized under Section 3 or 4 shall be sent to
all members not less than thirty’ days or more than sixty days in advance of the meeting. At the first
such meeting called, the presence of members or of proxies entitled to cast sixty percent (60%) of all
the votes of the membership shall constitute a Quorum. If the required Quorum is not present, another
meeting may be called subject to the same notice requirement. No such subsequent meeting shall be
held more than sixty days.

Section 6. Uninformative Assessment Both annual and special assessments must be fixed at a
uniform rate for all lots that are owned by a non-Declarant member and assessments shall be collected
on a monthly basis.

Section 7. Date of Commencement of Annual Assessments: Due Date. The Annual Assessments
provided for herein shall commence as to all lots of the first day of the month following the
conveyance of a lot to a non-Declarant owner. The first Annual Assessment shall be adjusted
according to the number of months remaining in the calendar year. The Board of Directors shall fix the
amount of Annual Assessments against each lot at least thirty days in advance of each Annual
Assessment Period. Written notice of Annual Assessment shall be sent to every owner subject thereto.
The due dates shall be established by the Board of Directors. The association shall, upon demand, and
for a reasonable charge, furnish a certificate signed by an officer of the association as to the status of
assessments on a lot and this will be binding upon the association as of its issuance.

Section 8. Effect of Non-Payment of Assessments: Remedies of the Association. Any assessments
not paid within thirty days after the due date shall bear interest from the date at the rate of eighteen
percent per annum. The association may bring an action at law against the owner personally obligated
to pay the same, or foreclose the lien against the property. No owner may waive or othenvise escape
liability for the assessments provided for herein by non-use of the Irrigation Water Delivery System or
abandonment of his lot.

Section 9. Subordination of the Lien to Mortgages. The lien of the assessments provided for herein
shall be subordinate to the lien of any first mortgage. Sale or transfer of any lot shall not affect the
assessment lien. However, the sale or transfer of any lot pursuant to mortgage foreclosure of any
proceeding in lieu thereof shall extinguish the lien of such assessments as to payment. which became
due prior to such sale of transfer. No sale or transfer shall relieve such lot from liability for any
assessments thereafter becoming due or from the lien thereof.
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LAND USE RESTRICTIONS

Section 1. Land Use and Building Type. No lot should be used except for residential purposes. No
building should be erected, or otherwise altered, placed or permitted to remain on any lot other than
one detached single family dwelling, a private garage with not less than two cars, swimming pool, and
other small outbuildings directly related to residential use. The erection of more than one dwelling per
lot or the new subdivision of lots into smaller units is prohibited.

Section 2. Prefabricated Structures. All dwellings, garages and outbuildings constructed upon the
(and covered by these covenants shall be of top quality design, construction, workmanship and
material; in particular, no structure will be of the types known as “prebuilt. precut, modular.
manufactured, or mobile homes,” regardless of it’s quality as determined by other standards, also all
dwellings shall have at least sixteen hundred fifty (1650) square feet under roof.

Section 3. Architectural Control. All residential design and construction is subject to the approval of
the Architectural control committee established in these articles. Careftil attention shall be given to the
esthetic and functional consideration of any design submitted in order to enhance family type lifestyle
of the subdivision without limitation. Architectural control Committee shall consider the following:
“A” The overall nature or character of the appearance of the structure, including orientation with

regard to view and pricing, and quality of exterior materials, must be consistent with the
requirements for construction in this subdivision.

“B” Minimal grading of dwelling sites to preserve natural terrain and foliage is preferred.
“C” The use of earth tone colors will be encouraged, and bright colors discouraged. especially where

an owner seeks to change or alter the existing color of the structure.
“D” patio structures will be designed such that they will blend into and compliment the pertinent

structure, an aluminum or plastic patio roof structures are prohibited.
“E” The Architectural Control Committee will approve only residential construction which meets the

following standards: (1JA full set of plans and specifications must be submitted. (2.) Siding,
stucco, masonry, roofing. gutters and trim must be colors approved by the Architectural control
committee. (3.) The Architectural Control Committee will designate the location for a
newspaper and other non-mail receptacles.

“F” Architectural control Committee shall encourage stucco, stone, or rock exteriors. Final approval
of plans shall be a the total discretion of the Architectural Control committee.

Section 4. Dwelling Size and Quality. No dwelling shall be permitted on any lot if the ground floor
urea of the main structure exclusive of open porches is less than sixteen hundred fifty (1650) square
feet by outside measurements; provided, however, that the Architectural control Committee may permit
the following exceptions: provided, however, that the Architectural Control Committee may permit the
following exceptions.

“A” If the residence has second story the ground floor area of the main structure exclusive of open
porches shall not be less than thirteen hundred square feet, by outside measurement.
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Section 5. New Construction. All construction within the subdivision shall be new construction. No
previously erected building or other improvement shall be moved onto or set upon any lot of any other
location

Section 6. Building Location. The Architectural control Committee must approve the sighting of any
building upon a lot before any excavation begins. No building shall be located on any lot near the front
line or near the side street line, than the minimum building setback line that is required by applicable
codes, ordinances or conditions of approval by Crista Lee Subdivision and ACC. Moreover, no
residences or outbuildings shall be located nearer to the front lot line, rear lot line or interior lot line
than permitted by applicable codes or ordinances.

Section 7. Driveways. Driveways shall be composed on concrete unless othenvise approved by the
ACC.

Section 8. Parking. All automobiles, trailers, boats. snowmobiles, recreational vehicles and other
motorized vehicles, which are not kept in the garage. must be parked in the side yard of the residence.
Any such vehicles may only be parked in the street or driveway temporarily while loading or
unloading.

On street parking is prohibited. No more than five vehicles may be parked outside a residence for a
period of more than three (3) days at any time. A natural wood fence, landscaping or other method
approved by the ACC, must screen all recreational vehicles, boats, trailers and similar vehicles, if
parked in the side yard or rear yard of a residence on a regular basis.

Section 9. Building Plans and Materials. All plans, specification, color selections and samples of
cxterior siding and/or masonr materials along with roof material samples. for any building, addition or
improvement must be submitted to and ACC for revie’v and approval before the selection Color
Selections should be chosen that will blend into the surrounding landscape and terrain. Bright or
highly visible colors will be discouraged while natural colors will be encouraged.

Section 10. Landscaping. All front yard landscaping and any other landscaping that is visible from
an)’ street within the project shall be a Wpe which compliments the residential character of the
subdivision, and which is acceptable to the ACC. The landscaping plan must be submitted to ACC.
thirty (30) days before landscaping is to be installed which ever would come first.

Section 11. Nuisance. No obnoxious or offensive activities shall be carried on upon any lot, nor shall
any activity be permitted which becomes an annoyance or nuisance to the neighborhood. No lot may
be used for commercial purposes, except for home occupations. “Home Occupation” as used in this
declaration means an occupation by the resident conducted totally by the resident, not entailing the
employment of third persons on the premises, this does not include the delivery of goods or services to
customers upon the lot. Any other commercial use shall be considered a nuisance within the meaning
of this declaration.
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Section 12. Temporary Structures. No structure temporary in character, trailer, basement, tent,
shack, garage, barn or other outbuilding shall be used on any lot as a residence, with the exception of a
trailer for security purposes during development or construction.

Section 13. Signs. No sign of any kind shall displayed for public view on any lot except one sign of
not more than five square feet advertising the property for sale or rent and the signs used by the
Declarant. building contractor or lender for advertising during construction and sales of the lots in the
subdivision. Signs used by the building contractors or lenders are limited in size to the fifty-four
square feet. Signs used by the Declarant are not nor shall they be restricted by the Home Owners
Association or the ACC.

Section 14. Animals No animals can be kept in the subdivision which is a nuisance to the other owners
in the neighborhood or which run at large and endanger residents in the subdivision. All animals shall
be maintained on the owner’s property. or on a leash. At the request of any owner, the Board of the
Directors of the Association shall determine whether a particular animal shall be considered a nuisance
or whether the number of any such animals on any lot is a nuisance. 1-labitually barking and/or vicious
dogs are prohibited at the sole discretion of the association. Under no circumstances shall the
commercial use of pets be allowed on any lot within the Crista Lee Subdivision.

Section 15. Variance. The ACC may grant a reasonable variance or adjustment to these conditions and
restrictions in order to overcome practical difficulties and permit unnecessary hardships arising by
reason of the application of the restrictions contained herein. Such variances or adjustments shall be
granted only in case the granting thereof shall not be materially detrimental or injurious to their
property or improvements in the neighborhood and shall not defeat the general intent in purpose of
these restrictions.

Section 16 Utilities and Easements. Underground electrical, natural gas, telephone/ cable television.
and irrigation shall be available to all lots and tracts in the Crista Lee Subdivision.

The utility companies furnishing these services shall have easements shown on the recorded file. No
permanent structure shall be erected on any said easements neither shall the Declarant. the utility
company nor any entity using these easements be held liable for any damage done by either of them or
their assigns agents or employees to shrubbery, trees, flowers, or improvements of the owner located
on the land covered by said easements. No overhead services shall be allowed to service any lot within
this subdivision.

Section 17. Limitation on Parking and Storage. No boats, trailer, buses, recreational vehicles
inoperative private automobiles, or inoperative vehicles of any kind, camper rig off trucks, or stored
permanently or semi-permanently on any public street, right of way or driveway. Permanent or Semi
Permanent storage for such vehicles or items must be screened from public view, either in a garage or
dwelling unit. Semi-permanent storage is hereby defined to be location of one place of period of
seventy-two hours or longer. All screens for above named items must be approved in advance by the
ACC.
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Section 18. Fences, Planters and Hedges. No wall, fence, planter or hedge in excess of three feet
above ground level shall be allowed within the front yard setback. Front yard setbacks will be
according to the county ordinances for front setbacks in the RSF-4 Zoning. Open type fencing such as
split rail or similar type will be required for any front yard fencing within the front yard setback areas,
in any case no fence vill be allowed to be taller than six feet on any lot within the subdivision without
the express permission of the ACC. In addition all fences must be approved by the ACC before
construction.

Section 19. Site Lines on Corner Lots. No object or thing shall be placed or planted on corner lots
which unnecessarily obstruct site lines at elevators between two feet and six feet above the top of the
street curb within a triangular area formed by the junction of the street and curb lines and the line
connecting them at a point twenty-five feet from the junction of such street, curb line, or extension
thereof

Section 20. Restriction on Storage Areas. Clotheslines, equipment, garbage cans. services yards.
brick piles or storage areas shall be adequately screened by planning or construction to conceal the
same from view of neighboring lots and streets.

Section 21. Landscaping Time Limit Requirements. Any lots where a building permit has been
issued for construction upon that lot shall submit a landscaping plan to the ACC within one hundred
and eighty days of building permit issuance. Said landscaping shall be completed and ready for a walk
through inspection by the ACC within one year of building permit issuance. This clause shall apply
only to those areas of landscaping that are in the front and side yards that are visible from the time
streets. In the event that weather will not permit the planting of plants, shrubs, and grass within the time
frames stated above the ACC shall grant an extension that will allow thirty days after the planning
season begins in the spring following the issuance of the building permit.

Section 22. Restrictions relating to Drainage. Nothing shall be done perniitted by an owner or
occupant which would block, divert or channelize the natural flow of drainage water across any lot or
tract from adjacent lots or tracts as established by the original subdivision grading without specific
approval from the ACC and the City of Grand Junction.

Section 23. Antennas and Similar Devices. No Antenna, satellite dish, or similar devices for radio
television or any electronic transmission reception shall be placed upon or around the exterior of any
property within said subdivision. unless it is specifically approved by the ACC under which case it
shall be required to be screened from the view of neighbors as well as the view from the street. No
solar panels or other apparatus shall be erected upon the roof of any structure within Crista Lee
Subdivision without the prior written consent of the ACC.

Section 24. Ground Maintenance. The land covered by these covenants, and the improvements
therein shall be maintained by the owner in good condition. In the event any owner thils to maintain
their lot or lots, the association shall have the power to hire cleanup as necessary and to bill the lot
owner, and file mechanics liens for said work in the event of non-payment.
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Section 25. Resolution of Lots. The re-subdivision of any lot within Crista Lee Subdivision is
expressly prohibited.

Article VI.
Association as Attorney hi Fact
Section 1. Each owner, by his acceptance of a deed or other conveyance vesting in him an interest in a
lot, does irrevocably constitute and appoint association and/or Declarant with hill power of substitution
as the owners name, place and stead to deal with owners interest in order to effectuate the rights
reserved by Declarant or granted to the association, as applicable, with hill power, right and
authorization to execute and deliver any instrument effecting the interest of the owner and to take any
other action that the association or Declarant may consider necessary or advisable to give effect to the
provisions of this section and this Declarant. each owner shall execute and deliver a written association
or Declarant of any of their officers or directors with respect thereto except in the case of fraud or gross
negligence.

Article VII.
Mahitenance Contract.

Section 1. The association or Board of Directors may employ or contract for the services of an
individual or maintenance company to perform certain delegated powers, functions, or duties of the
association to maintain those areas that are for common good of the subdivision such as subdivision
entrance signs and landscaping, as well as subdivision entrance lighting and such other areas within the
subdivision that may require maintenance. The board shall not be liable for omission or improper
exercise by the employed individual or Management Company of any duty, power, or function so
delegated by written instrument executed by or on behalf of the board.

Article VIII.
Insurance
Section 1. Authority to Purchase. MI insurance relating to the common area shall be purchased by
the Board of Directors or its dually authorized agent. The board of Directors and Declarant shall not be
liable for failure to obtain any coverage required by this Article or for any loss or damage resulting
from such failure is due to the unavailability of such coverage per reputable insurance companies. or if
such coverage is only available at demonstrably unreasonable cost.

Article IX.
Liability Enforcement and Amendments
Section 1. No Liability of ACC. The ACC shall not be liable in damages to any person or association
submitting any architectural plans for approval or to any owner for reason of any action, failure to act.
approval, disapproval or failure to approve or disapprove with regard to such architectural plans. Any
covenants that he will not bring an action or suit to recover damages against the ACC collectively, it’s
member individually or it’s advisor, employees or agent.
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Section 2. ACC Members. The initial members of the ACC shall be:
1. Alan Helmick
2. Paul Bruck
3. Michelle Nau

Replacement of the ACC members — The majority of the ACC may designate a representative to act for
them. Should a member resign or become unable to act, the other members shall appoint a successor
by majority.

Section 3. Enforcement The ACC, or any owner, shall have the right to enforce by any proceeding of
law or equity, all restrictions, conditions, covenants, reservations, liens and charges now or thereafter
imposed by the provisions of this declaration. Failure by the ACC or by any owner to enforce any
covenant restriction herein contained shall in no event be deemed a waiver of the right to do so
thereafter. The ACC shall not be liable to any owner for failure to enforce any restriction, covenant, or
condition contained herein.

Section 4. Amendment Any provisions contained in this declaration may be amended or replaced at
any time and from time to time upon approval of the amendment or repeal by owners owning at least
seventy-five (75%) of the total lots and units authorized within Crista Lee Subdivision One. The
amendment or repeal shall be effective upon the recordation in the office of the clerk and recorder of
Mesa County, Colorado, setting forth the amendment or repeal in ifill and certifying that the
amendment or repeal has been approved by the owners.

Section 5. Sever ability. Invalidation of any one of these covenants or restrictions by judgment or a
court order shall in no way affect any of the provisions, which shall remain in lull force and effect.

Declarant

Alan 1-lelmick
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EXHIBIT “A”

TAX SCHEDULE#: 2943-293-00-141

A parcel of land situated in the NV2 of the SWV of Section 29, Township I South, Range I East of the Ute Meridian, Mesa
County. Colorado, a portion thereof being recorded in Book 1672 at Page 812 of the records of the County Clerk and Recorder
being more particularly described as follows: Commencing at the found Mesa County Sun’ey Monuments for the CWI/16
comer of said Section 29, the Basis of Bearing being S9000’00”E along the North line of said SWV4 a distance of 87.00 feet,
thence S00°00’12”W 16500 feet, thence S90°00’OO”E 79.87 feet to the Point offleginning, thence S90°00’OO”E 181.58 feet,
thence N00°00’12”E 125.00 feet, thence S90°00’OO”E 113.80 feet to a point on the northeasterly bank of the Mesa Mutual
Canal, thence S43° 15,05 “E 288.32 feet along said northeasterly bank, thence S00°0 1 ‘21 “W 408.16 feet along the easterly bank
of said canal to a point on the North line of Loma Linda Subdivision First Addtiion, thence S89°57’02”W 492.81 feet along said
subdivision, thence N0000’l2”E 493.59 feet to the Point of Beginning.

TO BE KNOWN AS CRISTA LEE SUBDIVISION

Page 1 of 1
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Declaration of Covenants, conditions and Restrictions of Crista Lee Subdivision

THIS DECLARATION, made on the date here and after set forth by Alan C. Helmick her after referredto as “Declarant.” WHEREAS, Declarant is the owner of certain property in the County of Mesa, Stateof Colorado, which is more particularly described as, see attached Exhibit AA” by this referenceincorporated herein. NOW, THEREFORE, Declarant hereby declared that all the propertiesdescribed, sold and conveyed subject to the following Easements, Restrictions, Covenants andConditions which are for the purpose of protecting the value and desirability of, and which shall runwith the personal property and be binding on all parties having any right, title or interest in thedescribed properties or any part thereof, their heirs, successors and assigns, and shall insure to thebenefit of each party thereof.

THEREOF, Declarant Declares, that the property and every portion of it, is and shall be held, sold,and conveyed subject to the Covenant, conditions, Restrictions, and agreements contained in thisDeclaration, which:
“A” Are for the purpose of protecting the value and the desirability of the property;“B” Shall run with, and be a pertinent to, all of the property except as expressly stated otherwise and,“C” Shall be binding upon, and insure to the value to the benefit of all persons or entities now owningor subsequently acquiring any right, title or interest in all or any part of property together witheach of their heirs, personal representatives, successors in interest and assigns.

All of the provisions of this Declaration are in furtherance of a general plan for the benefit of all of theproperty and it’s improvements and for the benefit of each present and subsequent owner of theproperty. All of the provisions of this Declaration shall be deemed to run with the land as Covenantsrunning with the land or as equitable servatutes, as the case may be obtained.

“0” these Covenants shall be binding upon all parties and all persons claiming under then for a periodof twenty years from a date hereof at which time said covenants shall be automatically extended forsuccessive periods often (10) years unless, by vote reflected by signed documents dually recordedby the majority of the land owners, it is agreed to change that covenant in all of part.

Article I.
DEFINITIONS

Section 1. “Association” shall mean and refer to Crista Lee Homeowners Association,
Section 2. “Owner” (‘Owner’s”) shall mean and refer to the record owner, whether one or moreperson’s or entities of a fee simple title to any lot, which is a part of the subdivision, including contractsellers, excluding those having such interest merely as security for the performance of, an obligation,Multiple person’s or entities holding title to a single lot shall together constitute a single owner.
Section 3. “Subdivision” means Crista Lee Subdivision in Mesa County, Colorado, according to therecorded plat of that Subdivision, as that plat may be amended from time to time,
Section 4, ‘Common Use Area” can mean and refer to the Orchard Mesa Irrigation held by theDeclarant for the use of the Association, and any other water or water rights, ditch or ditch rights or
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easements acquired by the Association, together with any facilities, improvements, easements, or
other real or personal properties related to related to, associated with, or used in connection with any
of them, “including, for example, irrigation pumps, valves, siphons, filters, and pipeline.’

Section 5. ‘Lot” (“Lot’s’) shall mean and refer to each residential lot shown upon the recorded plat of
the subdivision, as the plat may be amended from time to time, excluding areas designated as
common area on the p1st.

Section 6. “Natural Landscaping’ shall mean and refer to landscaping that fits the natural green valleysurrounding a lot.

Section 7. “Living space” shall be deemed to Include any floor on a split-level residence, which is lessthan four feet below the grade of the structure, or any space under roof with the exception of garagearea, storage area and basement. Easement is determined by any are which is more than for feetbelow the grade of the surface of the exterior of the building, this are shall be considered BasementArea and the square footage thereof shall not be counted in determining the compliance with theforegoing restrictions.

Section 8. “Architectural Control Committee’ (“ACC’)

Section 9. “Tree” shall mean any tree that the trunk measures 12’ of diameter 6’ above the ground.

Article II.
PROPERTY RIGHTS

Section 1. Irrigation Water Delivery System. Every owner shall access and use the Irrigation WaterDelivery System located in the utUity and irrigation easement located along the boundary of each lot.‘A” The association shall have the right to charge reasonable fees for the use and maintenance of theIrrigation Water Delivery System; and the right of the association to promulgate rules,regulations and schedules related to the use of the Irrigation Water System, and,The association shall have the right to suspend the voting rights and right to use of the IrrigationWater Delivery System by an owner for any period during which any access against his lotremains unpaid; and for a period not to exceed sixty days for any infraction of it’s publishedrules and regulations as determined by the Board of Directors,

Section 2, Delegation of Use. Any owner may delegate, in accordance with the bylaws, his right ofuse to the member of his family his tenants, or contract purchasers who reside on the property.
Section3, Ownership of Irrigation Equipment. The association shall own and be responsible forthe maintenance of the Irrigation Water Lines and associated equipment and fixture. The ownersshall only be responsible for the maintenance of all irrigation lines, pumps and sprinklers locatedwithin the boundaries of the owners lot that have been installed for that lot’s sole use.
Section 4. Open Space. The association shall own and maintain all on areas d open spaceareas as designated on the plat or incorporated into the design of ountry Meadows in hiding thepedestrian pathways, entrance monuments, landscaping and co mon landscape ea ent areassuch as the 10’ of area behind the east in Subdivision.

Article Ill
&LEMBERSHIP AND VOTING RIGHTS
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Section 1. Every owner of a lot, which is subject to access, shall be a member of the Association.
Membership shall be appurtenant to and may not be separated from ownership of any lot, which is
subject to access.

Section 2. The association shall have one class of voting membership, and be all owners of lots within
Crista lee Subdivision shall be entitled to one to one vote per each lot owned. When more than one
person holds an Interest in any lot, all such persons shall be members, The vote for such shall be
exercised as they determine, but in no eveny shall more than one vote be cast with respect to any lot.

Article IV.
COVENANT FOR MAINTENANCE ASSESSMENTS.

SECTiON 1. Creation of The Lien of Personal obligation of Assessments. The Declarant for
each lot owned within the property, hereby covenants and each owner of any lot by acceptance of
deed therefore, whether or not ft shall be so expressed in such deed, is deemed to covenant and
agree to pay to the association: “1. Annual assessment or charges, and “2. Special assessments for
capitol improvement, such assessments to be established and collected as here and after provided.
The annual special assessments, together with interest, cost and reasonable attorneys fees, shall be
charged on the land and shall be a continuing lien on the property against which each such
assessment is made, Each such assessment, together with interest cost and reasonable attorneys
fees, shall also be the personal obligation of the person who was the owner of such property at the
time when the assessment fell due. The personal obligation for delinquent assessment shall not pass
to his successors in title unless it is expressly assumed by them.

Section 2. Purpose of Assessments. The assessments levied by the association, shall be to
maintain an irrigation water delivery system to the properties and to perform the maintenance
responsibilities set forth in Article II above along with any other maintenance responsibilities deemednecessary by the Board.

SectionS, Maximum Annual Assessment. Until January St. of the year immediately following theconveyance of ninety percent of the lots to non-Declarant owners the maximum annual assessmentsshall be $100 per lot
“A” From and after January St. of the year immediately following the conveyance of ninety

percent of the lots to non-Declarant owners the maximum annual assessment may beincreased each year not more than twenty-five percent above the maximum assessmentfor the previous year without a vote of the membership.
“B” From and after January 1 of the year immediately following the conveyance of ninetypercent of the lots to non- Declarant owners the maximum annual assessments may beincreased above twenty-five percent by a vote of two thirds (2/3) of the members who arevoting in person or by proxy, at a meeting dually called for this purpose.“C” The Board of Directors may fix the annual assessments at an amount not in excess of themaximum.

Section 4. Special Assessments for Capitol Improvements. In addition to the annualassessments authorized above, the association may levy, in any assessment year, a specialassessment applicable to that year only [or the purpose of deferring, in all or in part, the cost of anyreconstruction, repair of or replacement of the Irrigation Water Delivery System, including fixtures andpersonal property related there to, or for the additional construction or maintenance of pedestrianpathways or facilities constructed within the open space for the use of all owners, provided that anysuch assessment shall have the consent of two thirds (2)3) of the votes of the members who arevoting in person or by proxy at a meeting dually called for this purpose.
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Section 5. Notice in Quorum for any Action Authorized under Section a and 4. Written notice of
any meeting called [or the purposes of taking any action authorized under Section 3. Or 4. shall be
sent to all members not less than thirty days or more than sixty days in advance of the meeting. At
the first such meeting called, the presence of members or of proxies entitled to cast sixty percent
(60%) of all the votes of the membership shall constitute a Quorum. If the required Quorum is not
present, another meeting may be called subject to the same notice requirement, and the required
Quorum at the subsequent meeting shall be one half (1/2) of the preceding meeting. No such
subsequent meeting shall be held more than sixty days.

Section 6. Uninformative Assessment. Both annual and special assessments must be fixed at a
uniform rate for all lots that are owned by a non- Declarant member and assessments shall be
collected on a monthly basis.

Section 7. Date of Commencement of Annual Assessments Due Date. The Annual Assessments
provided for herein shall commence as to all lots on the first day of me month following the
conveyance of a lot to a non-Declarant owner. The first Annual Assessment shall be adjusted
according to the number of months remaining in the calendar year. The Board of Directors shall fixthe amount of Annual Assessments against each lot at least thirty days in advance of each AnnualAssessment Period. Written notice of Annual Assessment shalt be sent to every owner subiectthereto. The due dates shall be established by the Board of Directors. The association shall, upondemand, and for a reasonable charge, furnish a certificate signed by an officer of the association as tothe status of assessments on a lot and this will be binding upon the association as of its issuance,

Section 8. Effect of Non-Payment of Assessments: Remedies of the Association. Anyassessments not paid within thirty days after the due date shall bear interest from the date at the rateof eighteen percent per annum. The association may bring an action at law against the ownerpersonally obligated to pat the same, or foreclose the lien against the property. No owner may waiveor otherwise escape liability for the assessments provided for herein by non-use of the IrrigationWater Delivery System or abandonment of his lot,

Section 9. Subordination of the Lien to Mortgages. The lien of the assessments provided forherein shall be subordinate to the lien of any first mortgage. Sale or transfer of any lot shall not affectthe assessment lien. However, the sale or transfer of any lot pursuant to mortgage foreclosure or anypreceding in lieu thereof shall extinguish the lien of such assessments as to payment which becamedue prior to such sale or transfer. No sale or transfer shall relieve such lot from liability for anyassessments thereafter becoming due or from the lien thereof.

Article V.
LAND USE RESTRICTIONS

Section 1. Land Use and Building Type. No lot should be used except for residential purposes. Nobuilding should be erected, or otherwise altered, placed or permitted to remain on any lot other thancne detached single family dwelling, a private garage with not less than two cars, swimming pool, andother small outbuildings directly related to residential use. The erection of more than one dwelling perlot or the new subdivision of lots into smaller units is prohibited.

Section 2. PrefabrIcated Structures. All dwellings, garages and outbuildings constructed upon theland covered by these covenants shall be of top quality design, construction, workmanship andmaterial: in particular, no structure will be of the types known as “prebuilt, precut, modular,manufactured, or mobile homes,” regardless of it’s quality as determined by other standards, also alldwellings shall have at least eighteen hundred square feet under roof.
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Section 3. Architectural Control. All residential design and construction is subject to the approval of
the Architectural Control Committee established in these articles. Careful attention shall be given to
the ecstatic and functional consideration of any design submitted in order to enhance family type
lifestyle of the subdivision without limitation, Architectural Control Committee shall consider the
following;

“A” The overall nature or character of the appearance of the structure, including orientation with
regard to view and pricing, and quality of exterior materials, must be consistent with the
requirements for construction in this subdivision.

“B” Minimal grading of dwelling sites to preserve natural terrain and foliage is preferred.
“C” The use of earth tone colors will be encouraged, and bright colors discouraged, especially

where an owner seeks to change or alter the existing color of the structure.
“Q” Patio structures will be designed such that they will blend into and compliment the pertinent

structure; a aluminum or plastic patio roof structures are prohibited.
“E” The Architectural Control Committee will approve only residential construction which meets the

following standards: (1.) A full set of plans and specifications must be submitted (2.) siding,
stucco, masonry, roofing, gutters and trim must be colors approved by the Architectural Control
Committee. (3.) The Architectural Control Committee will designate the location for a newspaper

and other non-mail receptacles.
‘F” Architectural Control Committee shall encourage stucco, stone, or rock exteriors. Final approval of
plans shall be at the total discretion of Architectural Control Committee.

Section 4. Dwelling Size and Quality. No dwelling shall be permitted on any lot if the ground floor
area of the main structure exclusive of open porches is less than seventeen hundred square feet, by
outside measurements; provided, however, that the Architectural Control Committee may permit thefollowing exceptions.

“A” If the residence has second story the ground floor area of the main structure exclusive of openporches shall not be less than thirteen hundred square feet, by outside measurement, with a totalsquare footage on the first and second of no less that seventeen hundred square feet, by outsidemeasurement.

Section 5. New Construction. All construction within the subdivision shall be new construction, nopreviously erected building or other improvement shall be moved onto or set upon any lot of any otherlocation.

Section 6. Building Location. The Architectural Control Committee must approve the sighting of anybuilding upon a lot before any excavation begins. No building shall be located on any lot near thefront line or near the side street line, than the minimum building setback line that is required byapplicable codes, ordinances or conditions of approval by Crista Lee Subdivision and ACC. Moreover,no residences or outbuildings shall be located nearer to the front lot line, rear lot line, or interior lotline, than permitted by applicable codes or ordinances. Eaves, steps that over porches, without roofs,shall not be considered a part of the building: provided however, that this provision shall not beconstructed to permit any portion of the building on a lot to encroach onto another lot.

Section 7. Driveways. Driveways shall be composed of concrete unless otherwise approved by theACC.

Section 8. Parking. All automobiles, trailers, boats, snowmobiles, recreaticnal vehicles and othermotorized vehicles, which are not kept in the garage must be parked in the side yard of theresdence. Any such vehicles may only be parked in the street or driveway temporarily while loadingor unloading. On Street parking is prohibited. No more than five vehicles may be parked outside aresidence for a period of more than three days at any time. A natural wood fence, landscaping or
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other method approved by the ACC, must screen all recreational vehicles, boats, trailers and similar
vehicles. if parked in the side yard or rear yard of a residence on a regular basis.

Section 9. Building Plans and Materials. All plans, specifications, color selections, and samples of
exterior siding and/ or masonry materials along with roof materials samples, for any building, addition
or improvement must be submitted to the ACC for review and approval before the selection Color
Selections should be chosen that will blend into the surrounding landscape and terrain. Bright or
highly visible colors will be discouraged while natural colors will be encouraged.

Section 10. Landscaping. All front yard landscaping and any other landscaping that is visible from
any street within the project shall be a type which compliments the residential character of the
subdivision, and which is acceptable to the ACC. The landscaping plan must be submitted to the
ACC. thirty days before landscaping is to be installed which ever would come first.

Section 12. Nuisance. No obnoxious or offensive activities shall be tarried on upon any lot, nor shall
any activity be permitted which becomes an annoyance or nuisance to the neighborhood. No lot may
be used for commercial purposes, except for home occupations. ‘Home Occupation” as used in this
declaration means an occupation by the resident conducted totally not entail the employment of third
persons on the premises, this does not include the delivery of goods or services to customers upon
the lot. Any other commercial use shall be considered a nuisance within the meaning of this
declaration.

Section 13. Temporary Structures. No structure temporary In character, trailer, basement, tent,
shack, garage, barn, or other outbuilding shall be used on any lot as a residence, with the exception
of a trailer for security purposes during development, construction,

Section 14. Signs. No sign of any kind shall displayed for public view on any lot except one sign of
not more than five square feet advertising the property for sale or rent and the signs used by theDeclarant, building contractor or lender for advertising during construction and sales of the lots in thesubdivision. Signs used by the building contractors or Fenders are limited in size to the flfty-foursquare feet. Signs used by the Declarant are not nor shall they be restricted by the Home OwnersAssociation or the ACC.

Section 15. Animals. No animals can be kept in the subdivision which is a nuisance to other ownersin the neighborhood or which run at large and endanger residents in the subdivision. All animals shallbe maintained on the owner’s property, or on a leash. At the request of any owner, the Board ofDirectors of the Association shall determine whether a particular animal shall be considered anuisance or whether the number of any such animals on any lot is a nuisance. Habitually barkingand/or vicious dogs are prohibited at the sole discretion of the association. Under no circumstancesshall the commercial use of pets be allowed on any lot within the Crista Lee Subdivision.

Section 16. Variance. The ACC may grant a reasonable variance or adjustment to these conditionsand restrictions in order to overcome practical difficulties and permit unnecessary hardships arising byreason of the application of the restrictions contained herein. Such variances or adiustments shall begranted only in case the granting thereof shall not be materially detrimental or injurious to theirproperty or improvements in the neighborhood and shall not defeat the general intent in purpose ofthese restrictions.

Section 17. Utilities and Easements. Underground electrical, natural gas, telephone/cabletelevision, and irrigation shall be available to all lots and tracts in Country Meadows filing One.The utility companies furnishing these services shall have easements shown on the recorded file.No permanent structure shall be erected on any said easements neither shall the Declarant, the utilitycompany nor any entity using these easement be held liable for any damage done by either of them
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or their assigns agents or employees to shrubbery, trees, flowers, or improvements of the owner
located on the land covered by said easements. No overhead services shall be allowed to service
any lot within this subdivision.

Section 18. Limitation on Parking and Storage. No boats, trailer, buses, recreational vehicles,
inoperative private automobiles, or inoperative vehicles of any kind, camper rig off trucks, or stored
permanently or semi-permanently on any public street, right of way or driveway. Permanent or Semi
Permanent storage for such vehicles or items must be screened from public view, either in a garage
or dwelling unit. Semi-permanent storage is hereby defined to be location of one place of a period of
seventy-two hours or longer. All screens for above named items must be approved in advance by the
ACC.

Section 19, Fences, Planters and Hedges. No wall, fence, planter or hedge in excess of three feet
above ground level shall be allowed within the front yard setback. Front yard setbacks will be defined
according to the county ordinances for front setbacks in the R-2 Zone. Open type fencing such as
split rail or similar type will be required for any front yard fencing within the front yard setback areas, in
any case no fence will be allowed to be taller than six feet on any lot within the subdivision without the
express permission of the ACC. In addition all fences must be approved by the ACO before
construction.

Section 20. Site Lines on Corner Loft. No object or thing shall be placed or planted on corner lots
which unnecessarily obstruct site lines at elevators between two feet and six feet above the top pf the
street curb within a triangular area formed by the junction of the street and the curb lines and the line
connecting them at a point twenty-five feet from the junction of such streets, curb line, or extension
thereof.

Section 21. Restrictions on Storage Areas. Clotheslines, equipment, garbage cans, services yards,
brick piles or storage areas shall be adequately screened by planting or construction to conceal the
same from view of neighboring lots and streets.

Section 22. Landscaping Time Limit Requirements. Any lots where a building permit has been
issued for construction upon that lot shall submit a landscaping plan to the ACC within one hundredand eighty days of building permit issuance. Said landscaping shaH be completed and ready for awalk through inspection by the ACC within one year of building permit issuance. This clause shall
apply only to those areas of landscaping that are in the front and side yards that are visible from thestreets. In the event that weather will not permit the planting of plants, shrubs, and grass within thetime frames stated above the ACC shall grant an extension that will aflow thirty days after the plantingseason begins in the spring following the issuance of the building permit.

Section 23. Restrictions relating to Drainage. Nothing shall be done or permitted by an owner oroccupant which would block, divert or channelize the natural flow of drainage water across any lot ortract from adjacent lots or tracts as established by the original subdivision grading without specificapproval from the ACC.

Section 24. Antennas and Similar Devices. No antenna, satellite dish, or similar devices for radio,television or any other electronic transmission reception shall be placed upon or around the exterior ofany property within said subdivision unless it is specifically approved by the ACC under which case itshall be required to be screened from the view of neighbors as well as the view from the street. Nosolar panels or other apparatus shall be erected upon the roof of any structure within Crista LeeSubdivision without the prior written consent of the ACC.

Section 25. Ground Maintenance. The land covered by these covenants, and the improvementstherein shall be maintained by the owner in good condition. In the event any owner fails to maintain
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their lot or lots, the association shall have the power to hire cleanup as necessary and to bill the lot
owner, and file mechanics liens for said work in the event of non-payment.

Section 27. Resolution of Lots. The re-subdivision of any lot within Crista Lee subdivision is
expressly prohibited.

Article VI.
Association as Attorney in Pact

Section 1. Each owner, by his acceptance of a deed or other conveyance vesting in him an interest in
a lot, does irrevocably constitute and appoint association and/or Declarant with full power of
substitution as the owners name, place and stead to deal with owners interest in order to effectuate
the rights reserved by Declarant or granted to the association, as applicable, with full power, right and
authorization to execute and deliver any instrument effecting the interest of the owner and to take any
other action that the association or Declarant may consider necessary or advisable to give effect to
the provisions of this section and this Declarant, each owner shall execute and deliver a written
acknowledged instrument confirming such appointment. No owner shell have any rights against the
association or Declarant or any their officers or directors with respect thereto except in the case of
fraud or gross negligence.

Article VII.
Maintenance Contract,

Section 1. The association or Board of Directors may employ or contract for the services of an
individual or maintenance company to perform certain delegated powers, functions, or duties o f theassociation to maintain those areas that are for common good of the subdivision such as subdivision
entrance signs and landscaping, as well as subdivision entrance lighting and such other areas withinthe subdivision that may require maintenance. The board shall not be liable for omission or improperexercise by the employed individual or management company of any duty, power, or function sodelegated by written instrument executed by or on behalf of the board.

Article VIII.
Insurance
Section 1 AuthorIty to Purchase. All insurance policies relating to the common area shall bepurchased by the Board of Directors or it’s dually authorized agent. The Board of Directors, andDeclarant shall not be liable for failure to obtain any coverage required by this Article or for any loss ordamage resulting from such failure is due to the unavailability of such coverage per reputableinsurance companies, or if such coverage is only available at demonstrably unreasonable cost.

Article IX.
Liability Enforcement and Amendments

Section 1. No Liability of ACC. The ACID shall not be liable in damages to any person or associationsubmitting any architectural plans for approval or to any owner for reason of any action, failure to act,approval, disapproval or failure to approve or disapprove with regard to such architectural plans. Anyowner submitting or causing to be submitted any plans and specifications to the ACC agrees andcovenants that he will not bring an action or suit to recover damages against the ACO collectively, it’smember individually or it’s advisors, employees or agent.

Section 2. ACID Members. The initial members of the ACC shall be
1. Alan Helmick
2. Paul Bruck
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3. Michelle Nau
Replacement of the ACC members —The majority of the ACC may designate a representative to act
for them. Should a member resign or become unable to act, the other members shall appoint a
successor by majority.

Section 3. Enforcement. The ACC, or any owner, shall have the right to enforce by any preceding of
law or equity, all restrictions, conditionS, covenants, reservations, liens and charges now or thereafter
imposed by the provisions of this declaration. Failure by the ACC or by any owner to enforce any
covenant restriction herein contained shall in no event be deemed a waiver of the right to do so
thereafter. The ACC shall not be liable to any owner for failure to enforce any restriction, covenant, or
condition contained herein.

Section 4. Amendment Any provisions contained in this declaration may be amended pr replaced at
any time and from time to time upon approval of the amendment or repeal by owners owning at least
seventy-five (75%) of the total lots and units authorized within Crista Lee Subdivision One. The
amendment or repeal shall be effective upon the recordation in the office of the clerk and recorder of
Mesa County, Colorado, setting forth the amendment or repeal in full and certifying that the
amendment or repeal has been approved by the owners.

Section 5. Sever ability. Invalidation of any one of these covenants or restrictions by judgment or acourt order shall in no way effect any of the provisions, which shall remain in full force and effect.

Declarant

Alan Helmick
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