




Daniel Torres
Callout
Please revise to Joshua Palmer, P.E.

Daniel Torres
Callout
Revise to Interim El Paso County Engineer/ECM Administrator



lpackman
Callout
Unresolved. Please see the latest version of the plat drawing and revise information to match.



Daniel Torres
Callout
Table 6-1 





Daniel Torres
Callout
This statement "maintenance project" is not clear/confusing. The developer will be responsible for constructing the roadway per the construction plans submitted. The future maintenance of the roadway will be per the maintenance agreement. revise the statement accordingly to provide clarity.

Daniel Torres
Callout
If this maintenance agreement has been executed then please provide the recording #, otherwise please change the wording to "will be established and executed"

Daniel Torres
Callout
exhibit 13 is the maintenance agreement. exhibit 12 is photos



Daniel Torres
Callout
As indicated in previous review 1 comment the culverts shall be analyzed per criteria in DCMV1 CH6(table 6-1) and upgraded as required.













Daniel Torres
Callout
This does appear to be the correct design point

Daniel Torres
Callout
Per the drainage plan Culvert 4 lies within Lot 3. Please revise accordingly.

Daniel Torres
Callout
Per the drainage plan Basin A ultimately leads to DP15 and Basin I would not be conveyed to Herring Road. Revise the design accordingly.

Daniel Torres
Callout
culvert

Daniel Torres
Callout
then the majority of the developed flows from lot 1, lot 3 and the roadway, are conveyed to the east side of Herring Road. As indicated in the review 1 comment, please indicate whether the ditch is adequate to accept the developed flow of this development and whether the flow is contained within the ditch as it flows south to DP11.



Daniel Torres
Callout
Review 1 comment. Please provide additional discussion regarding swale 8. It appears that swale 8 outfalls to the roadside ditch along Herring Road. Indicate whether the ditch is adequate to accept this flow and whether the flow is contained within the ditch as it flows to the south to DP11.Review 2: unresolved. Please address the review 1 comment.

Daniel Torres
Callout
review 1 comment:identify the total flow at DP11.Review 2 unresolved.







Daniel Torres
Callout
Please clarify. Is there a swale or not on the south side of the road?

Daniel Torres
Highlight

Daniel Torres
Highlight

Daniel Torres
Highlight

Daniel Torres
Callout
Please identify the protection proposed on the GEC/CD plans



Daniel Torres
Callout
identify what protection will be provided in the ditch.



lpackman
Callout
Unresolved. The culverts shall be re-evaluated for the proposed conditions. Please analyze and state whether the culverts meet the criteria in DCM vol 1 CH6 for cross street flow (table 6-1).Also the swales that will receive developed flows from the proposed lots (swales 3, 4, 11, 12)should be re-evaluated and the report should demonstrate the increase flows in comparison to the existing conditions flows.



lpackman
Callout
Please determine whether replacement of all culverts are necessary if field investigation shows existing culverts are functioning. 

Daniel Torres
Callout
identify in this report through analysis which culverts require riprap erosion protection and what size, type, width, length, depth.





GReese
SW - Rectangle

GReese
SW - Textbox with Arrow
Note regarding the need for an ESQCP: while this highlighted explanation is acceptable for excluding the site from WQ treatment, it does not sufficiently describe the proposed improvements to the road, which will result in disturbing at least all of the 28' width of the road, if not more per the CD's. Meaning that the total soil disturbance will exceed 1ac, so an ESQCP and all accompanying documents that Daniel requested with his previous EDARP comment are required. It would be good to add this ESQCP discussion to the drainage report to document the reasoning. Also discuss if the houses will be built at the same time as each other and/or the road, because that would also lead to a total simultaneous soil disturbance >1ac. Otherwise, if the new houses are built separate from each other and the road (and each preceding site disturbance is finally stabilized before the next one begins), the houses could just get Builder's ESQCPs (BESQCPs)

Daniel Torres
Callout
as indicated in the review 1 comment, please provide a comparison of the existing/historic flows and developed flows at design points 10,11, 12, & 15.

























































Daniel Torres
Cloud+

Daniel Torres
Cloud+
As Forest heights is a rural roadway with roadside ditches the clouded is the criteria that applies. Please analyze the culverts accordingly.

























































































































































































































































































Daniel Torres
Text Box
Review 1 comment:. Please coordinate with LDC to indicate the required drainage easements on the proposed lots to be platted. In rural subdivisions where no overlot site grading will be performed and "natural" drainageways will be conveying developed runoff, the easement width for increased capacity of these drainage channels will be determined by the engineer (ECM 3.3.4). REview 2: Unresolved.

Daniel Torres
Callout
Review 1 comment: Are these existing or proposed. Please clarifyReview 2: unresolved

Daniel Torres
Callout
DP16 data is missing. Please include

Daniel Torres
Callout
The narrative indicates that swale 4 combines with swale 8 at DP10 yet it appears per the drainage map/flow arrows that flow is going to culvert 4.Additionally the narrative indicates that culvert 4 is off-site yet it is shown on lot 3. Please revise the drainage map or narrative/design accordingly.

Daniel Torres
Callout
22.252 acres shown on the plat. please revise
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Subject: Callout
Page Label: 4
Author: lpackman
Date: 6/13/2022 2:35:33 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Unresolved. Please see the latest version of the
plat drawing and revise information to match.

Callout (26)

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 20
Author: lpackman
Date: 6/14/2022 7:58:17 AM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Unresolved. The culverts shall be re-evaluated for
the proposed conditions. Please analyze and state
whether the culverts meet the criteria in DCM vol
1 CH6 for cross street flow (table 6-1).
Also the swales that will receive developed flows
from the proposed lots (swales 3, 4, 11, 12)should
be re-evaluated and the report should demonstrate
the increase flows in comparison to the existing
conditions flows.

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 21
Author: lpackman
Date: 6/14/2022 8:03:23 AM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Please determine whether replacement of all
culverts are necessary if field investigation shows
existing culverts are functioning.

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 7
Author: Daniel Torres
Date: 6/16/2022 1:54:20 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

exhibit 13 is the maintenance agreement. exhibit
12 is photos

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 5
Author: Daniel Torres
Date: 6/16/2022 10:45:26 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Table 6-1

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 191
Author: Daniel Torres
Date: 6/16/2022 11:09:28 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Review 1 comment: Are these existing or
proposed. Please clarify
Review 2: unresolved

Unresolved. Please
see the latest version
of the plat drawing
and revise
information to match.

Unresolved. The culverts
shall be re-evaluated for
the proposed conditions.
Please analyze and state
whether the culverts meet
the criteria in DCM vol 1
CH6 for cross street flow
(table 6-1).
Also the swales that will
receive developed flows
from the proposed lots
(swales 3, 4, 11,
12)should be
re-evaluated and the
report should
demonstrate the increase
flows in comparison to
the existing conditions
flows.

Please determine whether
replacement of all culverts are
necessary if field investigation
shows existing culverts are
functioning.

exhibit 13 is the
maintenance
agreement. exhibit 12
is photos

Table 6-1

Review 1 comment:
Are these existing or
proposed. Please
clarify
Review 2: unresolved



Subject: Callout
Page Label: 191
Author: Daniel Torres
Date: 6/16/2022 11:10:28 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

The narrative indicates that swale 4 combines with
swale 8 at DP10 yet it appears per the drainage
map/flow arrows that flow is going to culvert 4.

Additionally the narrative indicates that culvert 4 is
off-site yet it is shown on lot 3. 

Please revise the drainage map or narrative/design
accordingly.

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 191
Author: Daniel Torres
Date: 6/16/2022 11:12:35 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

22.252 acres shown on the plat. please revise

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 3
Author: Daniel Torres
Date: 6/16/2022 11:28:36 AM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Please revise to Joshua Palmer, P.E.

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 3
Author: Daniel Torres
Date: 6/16/2022 11:29:30 AM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Revise to Interim El Paso County Engineer/ECM
Administrator

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 7
Author: Daniel Torres
Date: 6/16/2022 2:25:54 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

If this maintenance agreement has been executed
then please provide the recording #, otherwise
please change the wording to "will be established
and executed"

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 7
Author: Daniel Torres
Date: 6/16/2022 4:27:01 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

This statement "maintenance project" is not
clear/confusing. 
The developer will be responsible for constructing
the roadway per the construction plans submitted.
The future maintenance of the roadway will be per
the maintenance agreement. revise the statement
accordingly to provide clarity.

The narrative indicates that swale 4 combines with swale 8 at DP10 yet it appears per the drainage
map/flow arrows that flow is going to culvert 4.

Additionally the narrative indicates that culvert 4 is off-site yet it is shown on lot 3. 

Please revise the drainage map or narrative/design accordingly.

22.252 acres shown
on the plat. please
revise

Please revise to
Joshua Palmer, P.E.

Revise to Interim  El Paso County
Engineer/ECM Administrator

If this maintenance agreement has
been executed then please provide
the recording #, otherwise please
change the wording to "will be
established and executed"

This statement "maintenance
project" is not clear/confusing. 
The developer will be responsible
for constructing the roadway per the
construction plans submitted. The
future maintenance of the roadway
will be per the maintenance
agreement. revise the statement
accordingly to provide clarity.



Subject: Callout
Page Label: 8
Author: Daniel Torres
Date: 6/16/2022 5:21:41 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

As indicated in previous review 1 comment the
culverts shall be analyzed per criteria in DCMV1
CH6(table 6-1) and upgraded as required.

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 14
Author: Daniel Torres
Date: 6/16/2022 5:43:57 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

This does appear to be the correct design point

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 191
Author: Daniel Torres
Date: 6/16/2022 5:58:31 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

DP16 data is missing. Please include

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 14
Author: Daniel Torres
Date: 6/16/2022 7:31:19 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

culvert

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 14
Author: Daniel Torres
Date: 6/16/2022 7:43:51 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Per the drainage plan Culvert 4 lies within Lot 3.
Please revise accordingly.

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 14
Author: Daniel Torres
Date: 6/16/2022 7:44:04 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Per the drainage plan Basin A ultimately leads to
DP15 and Basin I would not be conveyed to
Herring Road. Revise the design accordingly.

As indicated in previous review 1 comment the
culverts shall be analyzed per criteria in DCMV1
CH6(table 6-1) and upgraded as required.

This does appear to
be the correct design
point

DP16 data is missing.
Please include

culvert

Per the drainage plan Culvert 4 lies within Lot 3.
Please revise accordingly.

Per the drainage plan
Basin A ultimately leads
to DP15 and Basin I
would not be conveyed
to Herring Road. Revise
the design accordingly.



Subject: Callout
Page Label: 14
Author: Daniel Torres
Date: 6/16/2022 7:51:02 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

then the majority of the developed flows from lot 1,
lot 3 and the roadway, are conveyed to the east
side of Herring Road. As indicated in the review 1
comment, please indicate whether the ditch is
adequate to accept the developed flow of this
development and whether the flow is contained
within the ditch as it flows south to DP11.

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 15
Author: Daniel Torres
Date: 6/16/2022 7:52:33 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

review 1 comment:
identify the total flow at DP11.
Review 2 unresolved.

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 18
Author: Daniel Torres
Date: 6/16/2022 8:05:53 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Please clarify. Is there a swale or not on the south
side of the road?

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 23
Author: Daniel Torres
Date: 6/16/2022 8:24:50 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

as indicated in the review 1 comment, please
provide a comparison of the existing/historic flows
and developed flows at design points 10,11, 12, &
15.

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 18
Author: Daniel Torres
Date: 6/17/2022 11:23:18 AM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Please identify the protection proposed on the
GEC/CD plans

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 19
Author: Daniel Torres
Date: 6/17/2022 11:23:28 AM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

identify what protection will be provided in the
ditch.

then the majority of the developed flows from
lot 1, lot 3 and the roadway, are conveyed to
the east side of Herring Road. As indicated in
the review 1 comment, please indicate whether
the ditch is adequate to accept the developed
flow of this development and whether the flow
is contained within the ditch as it flows south to
DP11.

review 1 comment:
identify the total flow
at DP11.
Review 2 unresolved.

Please clarify. Is
there a swale or not
on the south side of
the road?

as indicated in the review 1 comment,
please provide a comparison of the
existing/historic flows and developed flows
at design points 10,11, 12, & 15.

Please identify the protection
proposed on the GEC/CD plans

identify what protection will
be provided in the ditch.



Subject: Callout
Page Label: 15
Author: Daniel Torres
Date: 6/17/2022 11:32:50 AM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Review 1 comment. Please provide additional
discussion regarding swale 8. It appears that swale
8 outfalls to the roadside ditch along Herring Road.
Indicate whether the ditch is adequate to accept
this flow and whether the flow is contained within
the ditch as it flows to the south to DP11.
Review 2: unresolved. Please address the review
1 comment.

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 21
Author: Daniel Torres
Date: 6/17/2022 11:33:50 AM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

identify in this report through analysis which
culverts require riprap erosion protection and what
size, type, width, length, depth.

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 51
Author: Daniel Torres
Date: 6/16/2022 10:56:35 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

As Forest heights is a rural roadway with roadside
ditches the clouded is the criteria that applies.
Please analyze the culverts accordingly.

Cloud+ (1)

Subject: Highlight
Page Label: 18
Author: Daniel Torres
Date: 6/16/2022 8:06:01 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Highlight (3)

Subject: Highlight
Page Label: 18
Author: Daniel Torres
Date: 6/16/2022 8:06:03 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Subject: Highlight
Page Label: 18
Author: Daniel Torres
Date: 6/16/2022 8:06:10 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Review 1 comment. Please provide additional discussion regarding swale 8. It appears
that swale 8 outfalls to the roadside ditch along Herring Road. Indicate whether the ditch
is adequate to accept this flow and whether the flow is contained within the ditch as it
flows to the south to DP11.
Review 2: unresolved. Please address the review 1 comment.

identify in this report through analysis
which culverts require riprap erosion
protection and what size, type, width,
length, depth.

As Forest heights is a rural
roadway with roadside
ditches the clouded is the
criteria that applies. Please
analyze the culverts
accordingly.



Subject: SW - Rectangle
Page Label: 23
Author: GReese
Date: 6/15/2022 8:49:11 AM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

SW - Rectangle (1)

Subject: SW - Textbox with Arrow
Page Label: 23
Author: GReese
Date: 6/15/2022 8:57:57 AM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Note regarding the need for an ESQCP: while this
highlighted explanation is acceptable for excluding
the site from WQ treatment, it does not sufficiently
describe the proposed improvements to the road,
which will result in disturbing at least all of the 28'
width of the road, if not more per the CD's.
Meaning that the total soil disturbance will exceed
1ac, so an ESQCP and all accompanying
documents that Daniel requested with his previous
EDARP comment are required. It would be good to
add this ESQCP discussion to the drainage report
to document the reasoning. Also discuss if the
houses will be built at the same time as each other
and/or the road, because that would also lead to a
total simultaneous soil disturbance >1ac.
Otherwise, if the new houses are built separate
from each other and the road (and each preceding
site disturbance is finally stabilized before the next
one begins), the houses could just get Builder's
ESQCPs (BESQCPs)

SW - Textbox with Arrow (1)

Subject: Text Box
Page Label: 191
Author: Daniel Torres
Date: 6/16/2022 11:08:41 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Review 1 comment:. Please coordinate with LDC
to indicate the required drainage easements on the
proposed lots to be platted. In rural subdivisions
where no overlot site grading will be performed
and "natural" drainageways will be conveying
developed runoff, the easement width for
increased capacity of these drainage channels will
be determined by the engineer (ECM 3.3.4). 
REview 2: Unresolved.

Text Box (1)

Note regarding the need for an ESQCP: while this highlighted explanation is acceptable for excluding the site from WQ treatment, it does not sufficiently
describe the proposed improvements to the road, which will result in disturbing at least all of the 28' width of the road, if not more per the CD's. Meaning
that the total soil disturbance will exceed 1ac, so an ESQCP and all accompanying documents that Daniel requested with his previous EDARP
comment are required. It would be good to add this ESQCP discussion to the drainage report to document the reasoning. Also discuss if the houses will
be built at the same time as each other and/or the road, because that would also lead to a total simultaneous soil disturbance >1ac. Otherwise, if the
new houses are built separate from each other and the road (and each preceding site disturbance is finally stabilized before the next one begins), the
houses could just get Builder's ESQCPs (BESQCPs)

Review 1 comment:. Please coordinate with
LDC to indicate the required drainage
easements on the proposed lots to be platted.
In rural subdivisions where no overlot site
grading will be performed and "natural"
drainageways will be conveying developed
runoff, the easement width for increased
capacity of these drainage channels will be
determined by the engineer (ECM 3.3.4). 
REview 2: Unresolved.
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