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geotech report identified clay (Type D) soils.

Callout (21)

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 8
Author: dotprete
Date: 1/10/2023 10:53:21 AM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

and Filing 12
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runoff reduction
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north to an existing grass swale, and then travel
south east
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This is not an accurate statement. Basin B's within
this filing contain lots that are tributary to pond B,
Similarly Basins A-6, A7, A-8 are tributary to pond
A per the Glen 9 FDR. The only basin that does
not appear to be captured by a pond is Basin E1.
Please revise the text accordingly.
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see comment above regarding basins A and B and
revise accordingly
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% Imperv

geotech report identified
clay (Type D) soils.

uced form from previous repor
m conveyances associated wit

o 11. This basin abuts existin
ch for the roadway. The overa

and Filing 12

 match historic conditions.  The
rough best practices of bioinfiltra
the site are shown on Drainage Pla

runoff reduction

characteristics of these basins is un
margin discharges nuisance flows t
of water quality treatment, that por
Boundary was analyzed using the 
Sheet (UD-BMP_v3.07.xls) are prov
flow southeast to the existing road
new box culvert crossing at Poa Ann
flows.  The Poa Annua Culvert cons

north to an existing grass
swale, and then travel south
east

1 Kiowa Engineer ing Corporat ion

The existing vegetative cover within the development is in poor to fair condition with minimal 
grasses throughout the site.  The existing ground slopes within the property range from 0.2 to 25 
percent.  Soils within the subject site are mostly classified to be within Hydrologic Soils Group B as 
shown in the El Paso County Soils Survey.  For the purposes of computing the existing and proposed 
hydrology for the site, Hydrologic Soil Groups B and C were used with weighted coefficients.

Existing utilities within or adjacent to the site include a pair of thirty-inch (30”) Colorado Interstate 
Gas (CIG now Kinder-Morgan), mains that run along portions of the westerly property boundary (see 
maps in Appendix D).

Golden Buffs Drive will be extended west into earlier Filings 8 and 9 of The Glen at Widefield 
development.  A dead-end barricade will be removed to complete the through connection.  Roadways 
improvements with sidewalks and pedestrian ramps are planned to serve the subdivision and match 
previous work (flowline to flowline).

II. MAJOR DRAINAGE BASINS AND SUBBASINS
The site lies within the West Fork Jimmy Camp Creek drainage basin.  The majority of the overall site 
presently drains towards the south and southeast by a combination of overlot sheet flow along with 
curb, gutter, pipe and open channel conveyances to a minor drainage that combines with the West 
Fork of Jimmy Camp Creek just downstream of Mesa Ridge.  The north portion of the site drains east 
and south within proposed roadway corridors to proposed extended Detention Basin ‘D’.  The 
tributary basins to Basin ‘D’ are prefaced with the letter ‘D’ and are numbered sequentially D1 to D24.

The remaining portions of the site consist of rear lot margins which cannot be captured due to 
topography.  These marginal areas are expected to consist of lawn and rear slope areas which will 
substantially match historic conditions.  These marginal areas will achieve 60% Water Quality 
treatment through best practices of bioinfiltration (Permanent BMP - IRF).  The existing drainage 
patterns for the site are shown on Drainage Plan Sheet 1 provided in a map pocket at the end of this 

This is not an accurate statement. Basin
B's within this filing contain lots that are
tributary to pond B, Similarly Basins A-6,
A7, A-8 are tributary to pond A per the
Glen 9 FDR. The only basin that does
not appear to be captured by a pond is
Basin E1. Please revise the text
accordingly.

located just north of the Filing No. 8 area.  The detention basin shown 
21 (Basin D) is designed herein and will be constructed to serve Filing 

hin the Glen at Widefield master planned area. 

e shown on Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs) 08041C0956G and 
ctive dates of December 7, 2018) that are included in the Appendix.  
property to be developed with buildable lots is located outside of the 
n unshaded Zone X area, which is described as “Area of Minimal Flood 

of the on-site drainage sub-basins:

not all located within Filing No. 12 but are all tributary to Detention 
rise approximately 60 acres. Some edge areas are released undetained 
the A-Series, B-Series and E-Series of sub-basins discussed in earlier 
efield Subdivision Filings.  These series of sub-basins are unchanged 

physical boundary and Flow Prediction (Rational Method).  These sub-
B1, B1.1, B-2, B-3, B-8, B9 & B9.1.  The A-Series of sub-basins are 
ries are tributary to EDB ‘B’ lying to the west.  These downstream 
roved with The Glen Filing No 9 and 8, respectively.

see comment above
regarding basins A
and B and revise
accordingly
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basin D19.1 is listed above
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This paragraph is oddly placed and appears to be
a part of a previous report as there is no appendix
B provided in the report. Revise accordingly
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these basins were captured by the pond in filing
11. Revise the text accordingly.
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basin 20a is no longer captured by pond D per the
drainage report amendment for filing 10. Revise.
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Basin E within filing 12 was not analyzed in the
filing 11 runoff reduction calculation. revise.
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10.18 acres is shown on the drainage plan. Revise
accordingly.

om this basin sheet flows west and concentrates in Golden Buffs Drive, and within an 
uckle cul-de-sac.  Concentrated gutter flows combines with upstream bypassed flows f
sin D-18.  These combined flows will continue south to Inlet G2 at DP88.  Bypassing fl
let G-2 are expected to overtop to Inlet G-1 in the Minor storm event and overtop to inle
1 and J-2 in the Major storm event.

b-basin D-19.1 is approximately 0.17 acres in area and is located southeast of the subject 
unoff from this basin will sheet flow west and concentrate in Pennycress Drive.  Th
mbine at Inlet G-1 (DP89).   Some bypass flows will contribute to this inlet in both the Min
.1 cfs) and the Major storm event (5.7 cfs).

b-basins D20-24 have varying surface characteristics, and these are reflected in the 
efficients assigned to each basin through Rational methodology.  These basins com
butary areas inflowing to Basin ‘D’ from areas off-site and far to the south.

fer to Map Sheet D-1.  The Following is a description of the southerly sub-basins:

b-basin D19.1, D20c & D23

hese basins are now detained and are part of the the Filing 10 through 12  Ultimate Conditi
sins consist of small portions of Pennycress Drive near EDB ‘D” along with the emergency

ructure.  An inlet pair (J1-J2) captures developed flows and conveys them directly to D
sin ‘D’.  

b-Basin D20a

located along the southerly margin of the site and contains portions of residential lot, alo
rtion of proposed Pennycress Drive.  A new crosspan will convey flows from this bas

basin D19.1 is listed
above

5

Sub-basins D21 & D22 at the outflow ditch.  Combined
for the 5-year event, and 17.9 cfs for the 100-year eve

The Existing Report for Markscheffel Road(12) (Final D
Road to US-24, El Paso County, CO, HDR Engineering,
trapezoidal channel planned with the Markscheffel R
north of Peaceful Valley Road and provided the design

This paragraph is oddly
placed and appears to be a
part of a previous report as
there is no appendix B
provided in the report.
Revise accordingly

9 is approximately 2.97 acres in area and is locate east of the subject property.  Runoff 
n sheet flows west and concentrates in Golden Buffs Drive, and within an unnamed 

e-sac.  Concentrated gutter flows combines with upstream bypassed flows from Sub-
hese combined flows will continue south to Inlet G2 at DP88.  Bypassing flows from 
xpected to overtop to Inlet G-1 in the Minor storm event and overtop to inlet G-1 and 
the Major storm event.

9.1 is approximately 0.17 acres in area and is located southeast of the subject property.  
his basin will sheet flow west and concentrate in Pennycress Drive.  These flows 
et G-1 (DP89).   Some bypass flows will contribute to this inlet in both the Minor storm 
he Major storm event (5.7 cfs).

20-24 have varying surface characteristics, and these are reflected in the weighted 
ssigned to each basin through Rational methodology.  These basins comprise the 
s inflowing to Basin ‘D’ from areas off-site and far to the south.

heet D-1.  The Following is a description of the southerly sub-basins:

9.1, D20c & D23

re now detained and are part of the the Filing 10 through 12  Ultimate Condition.  These 
of small portions of Pennycress Drive near EDB ‘D” along with the emergency spillway 
 inlet pair (J1-J2) captures developed flows and conveys them directly to Detention 

0a

g the southerly margin of the site and contains portions of residential lot, along with a 
oposed Pennycress Drive.  A new crosspan will convey flows from this basin to the 

flow ditch and Detention Basin ‘D’.  Flows from this sub-basin combine with flows from 
1 & D22 at the outflow ditch.  Combined flow at the temporary outflow ditch is 6.2 cfs 
event, and 17.9 cfs for the 100-year event.

Report for Markscheffel Road(12) (Final Drainage Report Marksheffel Road South - Link 

these basins were
captured by the pond
in filing 11. Revise the
text accordingly.

Downstream Flows cross under Mesa Ridge Parkway within an 8’x3’ Box Culvert (QMAX=175 cfs) at 
nvert Elevation 5650.02 (Centerline Mesa Ridge Parkway Ref: Kiowa Job #08082 for Mesa Ridge 

Parkway Improvements: ‘WEST FORK JIMMY CAMP CREEK PROPOSED BRIDGE AND CHANNEL 
MPROVEMENTS’).  No adverse impacts are expected from the detention pond discharge pipe.  A 

channel-reinforcing riprap transition is planned at the release junction.  Design calculations are 
provided in Appendix B.

Sub-basin D-20a-c contains 1.64 acres in area and is located south of the subject property.  It is 
comprised of Pennycress Drive and some captured landscape areas.  Runoff from these basins sheet 
lows west and concentrate in Pennycress Drive at Inlet J-1 (DP92a).  These flows combine at Inlet 
-2 with flows from Sub-basin D-23 and inflow directly to Detention basin ‘D’.  There are no bypass 
lows.

Sub-basin D-21 is approximately 4.02 acres in area and is located south of the subject property within 
Filing No. 10.  Sub-basin D-21 has similar surface characteristics to Sub-basins D-1 thru D-19.  Runoff 
rom this basin sheet flows south and east and concentrates first within Peaceful Valley Road, and 

Buffalo Bur Trail, and then within Pennycress Drive existing street sections (DP90).  These flows 

basin 20a is no longer captured
by pond D per the drainage
report amendment for filing 10.
Revise.

2

tributary to EDB ‘A’, the B-Series are tributary to EDB ‘B’ lying 
facilities are discussed and approved with The Glen Filing No 9 and

The E-Series ‘edge area’ basins are adjacent to the subject proper
Sub-basin E-1, but all E-Series basins were evaluated as part of the
through 11, and are included herein for the sake of continuity a
analysis along with some narrative description of downstream con

The Sub-basins herein are generally organized and map-labeled in
elevation to lowest.      

Detained flows released from Detention Basin ‘D’ are ultimately c
ditch along Marksheffel Road north of Mesa Ridge Parkway.  Desig
discharged from the outlet structure of the Extended Detentio
trapezoidal channel.  The channel discharges 59.6 cfs during the M
have been analyzed for expected flow volume and channel capacity
on the Developed Map Exhibit along both sides of Marksheffel Rd.  

Basin E within filing 12 was not analyzed
in the filing 11 runoff reduction
calculation. revise.

in D-23 and inflow directly to Detention basin ‘D’.  Th

ately 9.79 acres in area and is adjacent to and along t
s sub-basin encompasses all of the planned detention 
m the west which traverse the Colorado Interstate Gas 
ows will remain unchanged from historic condition e
 this sub-basin accumulate within rear lot areas nort
veyed along shallow slopes with minimal velocity.  Th

ocated along the easterly edge of the site between 
ins E-1 through E-5 drain offsite to the existing roa

10.18 acres is shown
on the drainage plan.
Revise accordingly.
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revise the title of the calculation to reflect the
contents provided (pipe calcs)
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revise title. these are inlet calcs.
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Also Provide total flow with filing 12
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Please also provide flows inclusive of filing 12
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flows shown do not match
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revise to filing 12
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Subject: Callout
Page Label: 18
Author: Daniel Torres
Date: 1/11/2023 8:28:56 AM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Please verify the undeveloped area calculated as
the total tract acreage is only +5.5acres (per plat).

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 18
Author: Daniel Torres
Date: 1/11/2023 8:29:47 AM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Please explain why the square footage changed
from the other filings (2500s.f.) when the average
lot size is similar to filings 10 and 11. revise
accordingly.

Subject: Callout
Page Label: 5
Author: dotprete
Date: 1/9/2023 5:36:24 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

off

Subject: Cloud+
Page Label: 7
Author: Daniel Torres
Date: 1/10/2023 6:04:23 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

This appears to be text from a previous report that
no longer applies. Revise accordingly.

Cloud+ (1)

Subject: Engineer
Page Label: 1
Author: dotprete
Date: 1/10/2023 1:27:29 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

and Geotech Report

Engineer (22)

Subject: Engineer
Page Label: [1] D-2 (2)
Author: dotprete
Date: 1/10/2023 1:45:51 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

flows do not match D-8 basin flows.  should be
considered part of D-2 and D-9

Glen at Widefield Filing No. 12
Drainage Basin and Bridge Fees

nage Basin & Bridge Fee Calculation

79 lots

27.229 ac

9.523 ac

17.7 ac

2,100 sf

3.809 ac

4.000 ac

Please verify the
undeveloped area
calculated as the total
tract acreage is only
+5.5acres (per plat).

79 lots

27.229 ac

9.523 ac

17.7 ac

2,100 sf

3.809 ac

4.000 ac

7.809 ac

44.10 %

ge Basin

$14,470 / ac Drainage Basin Fee = $ 112,989.57

age Basin Fee and Bridge Fee Calculations

Please explain why
the square footage
changed from the
other filings (2500s.f.)
when the average lot
size is similar to
filings 10 and 11.
revise accordingly.

ch is off-site.  Runoff fro
will also combine with con

t ‘E-1’ at DP71.

cated west of the subject
 is on-site.  Interim Inlet

evelopment of Filing No 
h half of the street flowli

off

5 Kiowa Engineer ing Corporat ion

Sub-basins D20-24 have varying surface characteristics, and these are reflected in the weighted 
coefficients assigned to each basin through Rational methodology.  These basins comprise the 
tributary areas inflowing to Basin ‘D’ from areas off-site and far to the south.

Refer to Map Sheet D-1.  The Following is a description of the southerly sub-basins:

Sub-basin D19.1, D20c & D23

These basins are now detained and are part of the the Filing 10 through 12  Ultimate Condition.  These 
basins consist of small portions of Pennycress Drive near EDB ‘D” along with the emergency spillway 
structure.  An inlet pair (J1-J2) captures developed flows and conveys them directly to Detention 
Basin ‘D’.  

Sub-Basin D20a

Is located along the southerly margin of the site and contains portions of residential lot, along with a 
portion of proposed Pennycress Drive.  A new crosspan will convey flows from this basin to the 
temporary outflow ditch and Detention Basin ‘D’.  Flows from this sub-basin combine with flows from 
Sub-basins D21 & D22 at the outflow ditch.  Combined flow at the temporary outflow ditch is 6.2 cfs 
for the 5-year event, and 17.9 cfs for the 100-year event.

The Existing Report for Markscheffel Road(12) (Final Drainage Report Marksheffel Road South - Link 
Road to US-24, El Paso County, CO, HDR Engineering, August 2015) evaluated and reported on the 
trapezoidal channel planned with the Markscheffel Roadway Improvements Project at a point just 
north of Peaceful Valley Road and provided the design value of 118.82 cfs for the 100-year event.This appears to be

text from a previous
report that no longer
applies. Revise
accordingly.

 Kiowa Engineering Corporat ion  

 

APPENDIX A 

Figure 1:  Vicinity Map 

Figure 2:  Soils Map 

ance Rate Map (Panels 956 and 957) 

 and Geotech Report
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Subject: Engineer
Page Label: [1] D-2 (2)
Author: dotprete
Date: 1/10/2023 10:30:53 AM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Flows do not match D-10 basin flows.  Should be
considered part of D-9

Subject: Engineer
Page Label: [1] IRF-1
Author: dotprete
Date: 1/10/2023 12:40:29 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Basins A-6 and A-7 need to be discussed in the
text and will need some type of WQCV treatment

Subject: Engineer
Page Label: [1] IRF-1
Author: dotprete
Date: 1/10/2023 12:41:45 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Drainage Basin Map shows the basin delineation
like this, please confirm.

Subject: Engineer
Page Label: [1] IRF-1
Author: dotprete
Date: 1/10/2023 12:42:30 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

EDB 'D'

Subject: Engineer
Page Label: [1] D-2 (2)
Author: dotprete
Date: 1/10/2023 12:49:01 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Discuss highlighted basins in the text

Subject: Engineer
Page Label: [1] D-2 (2)
Author: dotprete
Date: 1/10/2023 12:49:10 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 
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Drainage Basin Map
shows the basin
delineation like this,
please confirm.
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Subject: Engineer
Page Label: [1] IRF-1
Author: dotprete
Date: 1/11/2023 4:19:53 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

in accordance with the MHFD, runoff reduction has
vegetation requirements that have been
overlooked in the past. Going forward the following
will be required for runoff reduction:
- All RPA/SPA areas will need to be within a no
build/drainage easement (or tract) and discussed
in the maintenance agreement and O&M manual. 
- RPA/SPA vegetation should be turf grass (from
seed [provide appropriate seed mix] or sod).
- Turf grass vegetation should have a uniform
density of at least 80%. 
- Irrigation (temp or permanent) is necessary to
establish sufficient vegetation and not just weeds.  
- Show suitability of topsoil of RPA/SPA and steps
for proper preparation of topsoil per
recommendations in MHFD detail T-0 Table RR-3
- RPA/SPA limits must be shown on GEC Plans
(not just FDR) so our SW inspectors and the QSM
know that these areas are to remain pervious,
vegetated (80%), and irrigated post-construction.

Other requirements that have either been done or
do not pertain to this project but I wanted to note
for all future projects:
- Provide a figure showing all proposed UIA, RPA
and SPA areas to be utilized for runoff reduction.
- Provide a detail for the UIA:RPA interface that
shows the recommended vertical drop of 4”.

Subject: Engineer
Page Label: [1] IRF-1
Author: dotprete
Date: 1/11/2023 4:35:37 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

You can only use the slope down and any flat
bottom of the swale for RPA, you cannot use the
sloped area on the far side of the swale.

Subject: Engineer
Page Label: [1] IRF-1
Author: dotprete
Date: 1/11/2023 4:35:58 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Since adding a Plat note that states there are to be
no impervious areas in set backs has not been an
option on past projects, consider the orange areas
to be UIA and the green areas to be RPA.  Note:
you only need to achieve 60% WQCV, so the less
RPA you have, the less sod, watering and
maintenance of the RPA will be required.

Subject: Engineer
Page Label: 3
Author: dotprete
Date: 1/9/2023 3:01:23 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 
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in accordance with the MHFD, runoff reduction has vegetation requirements that have been overlooked in
the past. Going forward the following will be required for runoff reduction:
- All RPA/SPA areas will need to be within a no build/drainage easement (or tract) and discussed in the
maintenance agreement and O&M manual. 
- RPA/SPA vegetation should be turf grass (from seed [provide appropriate seed mix] or sod).
- Turf grass vegetation should have a uniform density of at least 80%. 
- Irrigation (temp or permanent) is necessary to establish sufficient vegetation and not just weeds.  
- Show suitability of topsoil of RPA/SPA and steps for proper preparation of topsoil per recommendations in
MHFD detail T-0 Table RR-3
- RPA/SPA limits must be shown on GEC Plans (not just FDR) so our SW inspectors and the QSM know
that these areas are to remain pervious, vegetated (80%), and irrigated post-construction.

Other requirements that have either been done or do not pertain to this project but I wanted to note for all
future projects:
- Provide a figure showing all proposed UIA, RPA and SPA areas to be utilized for runoff reduction.
- Provide a detail for the UIA:RPA interface that shows the recommended vertical drop of 4”.
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You can only use the slope
down and any flat bottom of
the swale for RPA, you
cannot use the sloped area
on the far side of the swale.

Ex. Grass Swale
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Since adding a Plat note that states there
are to be no impervious areas in set backs
has not been an option on past projects,
consider the orange areas to be UIA and
the green areas to be RPA.  Note: you
only need to achieve 60% WQCV, so the
less RPA you have, the less sod, watering
and maintenance of the RPA will be
required.

Detention Basin ‘D’ which was constructed with

The property is currently overlot-graded und
conditions.  Extended Detention Basin ‘D’ lies t
shown on Figure 1 included in Appendix A.

With Filing No. 11, Detention Basin ‘D’ received
low-flow trickle channel.  Slight modification 
expected within the outlet structure.   

With Filing No. 12, the orifice plate at the detenti
which represents a full build-out condition, and
tributary areas impacted by new development i

The existing vegetative cover within the deve
grasses throughout the site.  The existing grou
percent.  Soils within the subject site are mostl
shown in the El Paso County Soils Survey.  For th



Subject: Engineer
Page Label: 3
Author: dotprete
Date: 1/9/2023 3:01:28 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Subject: Engineer
Page Label: [1] D-2 (2)
Author: dotprete
Date: 1/9/2023 3:23:27 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Subject: Engineer
Page Label: [1] D-2 (2)
Author: dotprete
Date: 1/9/2023 3:23:39 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Subject: Engineer
Page Label: [1] D-2 (2)
Author: dotprete
Date: 1/9/2023 3:23:41 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Subject: Engineer
Page Label: [1] D-2 (2)
Author: dotprete
Date: 1/9/2023 3:23:47 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

Subject: Engineer
Page Label: [1] D-2 (2)
Author: dotprete
Date: 1/9/2023 3:23:50 PM
Status: 
Color: 
Layer: 
Space: 

he west of Marksheffel Road and north of Mesa Ridge Parkway.  The site is located in the 
portion of Section 22, Township 15 South, Range 65 West of the 6th Principal Meridian, in 
nty, Colorado.  The site is bounded on east by Glen at Widefield Filing No. 11 and further 

by Marksheffel Road, to the south and west by the Glen at Widefield Filing Nos. 8 thru10, 
o the north by undeveloped raw land, currently unplatted.  

ontains 27.23 acres of single-family residential lot development for 79 planned lots.  
nd water quality is provided for the site with the extended detention basin, referred to as 
asin ‘D’ which was constructed with The Glen at Widefield Filing No. 11.  

ty is currently overlot-graded under grading permit to approximate finished grade 
 Extended Detention Basin ‘D’ lies to the south of the site.  A vicinity map of the site is 
igure 1 included in Appendix A.

No. 11, Detention Basin ‘D’ received final grading, perimeter maintenance roads, and a 
ickle channel.  Slight modification to the outlet plate is planned with Filing 11 and is 
ithin the outlet structure.   

No. 12, the orifice plate at the detention pond outlet structure reflects ‘Ultimate Condition’ 
esents a full build-out condition, and which accommodates final calculated values for the 
eas impacted by new development including Filing 11 and Filing 12.  

g vegetative cover within the development is in poor to fair condition with minimal 
oughout the site.  The existing ground slopes within the property range from 0.2 to 25 
ils within the subject site are mostly classified to be within Hydrologic Soils Group B as 
e El Paso County Soils Survey.  For the purposes of computing the existing and proposed 
or the site, Hydrologic Soil Groups B and C were used with weighted coefficients.

lities within or adjacent to the site include a pair of thirty-inch (30”) Colorado Interstate 
w Kinder-Morgan), mains that run along portions of the westerly property boundary (see 
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Existing utilities within or adjacent to the site include a pair of thirty-inch (30”) Colorado Interstate 
Gas (CIG now Kinder-Morgan), mains that run along portions of the westerly property boundary (see 
maps in Appendix D).

Golden Buffs Drive will be extended west into earlier Filings 8 and 9 of The Glen at Widefield 
development.  A dead-end barricade will be removed to complete the through connection.  Roadways 
improvements with sidewalks and pedestrian ramps are planned to serve the subdivision and match 
previous work (flowline to flowline).

II. MAJOR DRAINAGE BASINS AND SUBBASINS
The site lies within the West Fork Jimmy Camp Creek drainage basin.  The majority of the overall site 
presently drains towards the south and southeast by a combination of overlot sheet flow along with 
curb, gutter, pipe and open channel conveyances to a minor drainage that combines with the West 
Fork of Jimmy Camp Creek just downstream of Mesa Ridge.  The north portion of the site drains east 
and south within proposed roadway corridors to proposed extended Detention Basin ‘D’.  The 
tributary basins to Basin ‘D’ are prefaced with the letter ‘D’ and are numbered sequentially D1 to D24.

The remaining portions of the site consist of rear lot margins which cannot be captured due to 
topography.  These marginal areas are expected to consist of lawn and rear slope areas which will 
substantially match historic conditions.  These marginal areas will achieve 60% Water Quality 
treatment through best practices of bioinfiltration (Permanent BMP - IRF).  The existing drainage 
patterns for the site are shown on Drainage Plan Sheet 1 provided in a map pocket at the end of this 
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