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• • 
I, the undersigned do hereby ackn.CMledge that I am aware of the intent of 
Edith Mantey Ke:rnp:r to vacate the right-of-way of Rio Grande Drive between 
Sante Fe Drive in Mantey Heights and have no objections to this being done. 
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REVIEW SHEET SUMMAJ:IV 

FILE NO. 91-81 
DUE DA'rE -'1i!;l0:L..I1=.::5:t..l~81~---

ACTIVITY R.O.W. Vacation 

PHASE ~F~i~na~l~-------------------------------------------ACRES __________ _ 

LOCATION- St. Known as Rio Grand Dr. - Mantey Heights S.O. 

PETITIONER Edith Mantey Kemper 

PETITIONER ADDRESS 1102 Jackson, Pueb 1 o, CO 81004 

ENGINEER ---------------------------------------------------------------

OVERALL CONSIDERATIONS 
,.· 

0 0 OVERALL COMPATABILITY 

0 0 CONSISTENCY 

0 0 AOoJACENT PROPERTY 

0 0 CHANGE IN THE AREA 

0 0 TRAF~CIMPACT 

DATE REC • 

. 10/7/81 

10/8/81 

10/13/81 

10/14/81 

10/15/81 

10/15/81 

10/16/81 

AGENCY 

Ute Water 

Trans porta t ion 
Engineer 

City Fire Dept. 

Mountain Bell 

City Engineer 

Staff Comments 

SIC 

Grand Valley Water 
Users Assoc. 

\..o..~e.. 

COMMENTS 

T-his agency has no objecttons to th.i's ROW. vacati'on. 

No comment. 

The Grand Junction Fire Department has no objections to 
this R.O.W. vacation. 

We have no objections to vacation, however we have 2 
existing lines,one aerial and one buried that cross 
Rio Grande Dr. and these sections would need to be 
retained as utility easements. (The lines are in 
existing utility easements). 

If this street is vacated, how- will platted t,ot 14 obtai.n 
access to publ i.e streets? 

1) Was a neighborhood meeting held if so what were 
the results. 

2) Will the vacation of this R.O.W. landlock access to 
any parcel? 

3) How will the City benefit by vacating these R.O.W. 
and how will it improve traffic circulation? 

4) If all other review agency comments resolved, as well, 
staff has no further comments. 

Amoung other things, Rio Grande Dr. was oriqinally 
dedicated to provide access for operation and maintenance 
of the G.V. Nater User 1s Assoc. irrigation lateral 
traversing through that area and is located adjacent to 
or near Rio Grande Dr. for the entire length of such 
road. The Assoc. has used this unimproved road, both 
before and after its existence as Rio Grande Dr., for 
operation and maintenance of its irrigation lateral each 
year for some 60 plus years. Such road has been diligently 
and beneficiallv used to helo orovirfP irrin11t.inn wiltPr tn 
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File No. 91-81 

10/19/81 

R.O.W. Vacation 
Final Page 2 

AGENCY COMMENTS 

Continued the area and the need for it continues. Therefore, the 
Grand Valley Water"_ .l,l.ssoc. opposes the proposed vacation of Rio Grande Or.-.,. 
Users Assoc. · and request that such vacation be denied. 

Public Service 
\..a..\e_ 

Electric! PSCo. has electric lines existing in this 
street. Request street R.o.w·. remain as utility 
easement. THI 10-6-81 
Gas: No objections. CB 10-8-81 
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-·0 FF ooooooc·Jooooooooos. ~ion sheetO 
Acres __ _ 

Units__ vacatUI 
File No. · ..#-9\-8\ 
Zone 
Tax P_a_r_c_e-:1,.-. -N-umb-=---e-r--

Density __ _ 

Activity ~~~-~~~-~-~-~~~~~~' ~· ~~~~~~~~~ 
Phase ~ 
Common Location ------------------------~-~---~------------.. _.;;.· 

Date Subn\,tted. ____ _.........,.,~u..._ __ _ 
---'l ..... D.t.-.:d•y Revi.,._ Period Return by ___ ...u,~c!.lJ~------

-~ 
=~-

Open 5p<!ce Dedication (acreage) s• 0. S, Fee Required $ Paid Receipt !. ____ _ c n ~lUI_ ReoordJ.nq Fee Jboquired $ Paid (Date) Date Feoorded. ___ __, ___ _ 

C 
'1/ Date Reaolution Mail,e<l'--_ _,;,. _ _,_-...,_,;,...,... 

OIUJtn\~~ . - - . - . 
Dc\V/cllopmcn~ 
·Dcp@«~mtn~ .000000000000000000000 
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835 COLORADO AVENUE • 303 245-2767 • GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADp 81501 

Mr. Steve Allen 
2150 Apple Court 
Grand Junction, Colorado 81501 

DESCRIPTION 

August 28, 1981 

Re: Road vacation 
Mantey Heights 

A tract or parcel of land situated in Mantey Heights Subdivision, 
County of Mesa, State of Colorado, and being more particularly 
described as follows: 
Said tract being that part of Rio Grande Drive, bounded on the 
Northerly side by Lots 24, 25, 26 & 27, and on the Southerly side 
by Lots 10, 14 & 15, the Easterly and Westerly terminus being the 
intersection of Rio Grande Drive and Santa Fe Drive. 

NOTE: this description is ambiguous due to various error's in 
the original subdivision plat. 



.. 

City of Grand Junction. Colorado 81501 

250 North Fifth St., 

February 8, 1983 

Mr. Tom Beck 
Beck-Shrum & Associates, Inc. 
2721 North 12th Street 
Suite 28 
Grand Junction, CO 81501 

Dear Tom: 

Re: r-3_5t-reef-and-Stor_ ~D-H1.i nage Improvements to Santa Fe Drive 
~in Mantey Heigbts;~ 

"·· ~- ---------- ·-

As requested, I have reviewed the detailed construction plans, drainage calcula­
tions and pavement design calculations for the above as submitted December 7, 
1982, and have the following comments. 

1. I take no exception to the drainage calculations, pavement design or 
street plans as submitted. Consider them approved by this office for 
construction. 

2. As discussed with you, I took the proposal for how to retain the storm 
drainage from the improved street in two retention areas on your clients 
property to the Public Works Director and City Attorney for a decision. 
They agree your proposal seems to be the best solution. Your client 
has been working with Darrel Lowder, City Right of Way Agent, to draft 
easements for the retention areas. 

3. Details should be added to the plans to specify "bargrating" for the 
street drainage troughs proposed adjacent to the retention areas. 
These troughs should be strong enough for sanitation packer truck traffic, 
relatively clog-free and secure enough that the bargrating will not be 
carried off leaving a traffic hazard at the trough. 

4. A property owner, Janine Polman, who lives west of the project raised 
a question with me about fencing the retention areas to mitigate a poten­
tial child-hazard. I have directed this question to the Public Works 
Director and suggest you contact him concerning it. 

When the street drainage troughs 1 detailing has been added to the plan submit a 
revised print and at that time consider the plans approved by this office for 
construction. 
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Mr. Tom Beck 
February 8, 1983 
Page 2 

Upon completion of construction, notify this office to arrange for a final inspec­
tion of the facilities prior to their being put into service. As is standard 
policy, City acceptance of any facilities depends on: · 

a. Design in accordance with City requirements. 
b. Construction in accordance with the design. 
c. Submission of documented construction test results by the Engineer. 
d. Submission of mylar-type as-built drawings by the Engineer for the 

public records. 
e. Final inspection of completed improvements and correction of all 

deficiencies to the satisfaction of the City Engineer. 
f. Day-to-day inspection of construction and control of construction 

testing is the responsibility of the Developer•s designated Engineer. 
It is assumed by the City that you are that Engineer. 

Thanks for your continued cooperation. 

RPR/hm 

cc - Steve Allen, 2150 Apple Ct. 
Gerry Ashby 
Bob Goldin-./ 
John Kenney 
Darrel Lowder 
Jim Patterson 
File 

Very truly yours, 

~I?£ 
Ronald P. Rish, P.E. 
City Engineer 


