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SIGNATURE PAGE
TR C PAINT BRUSH HILLS, FILING NO. 13A

ENGINEER'S STATEMENT

This report and plan for the drainage design of Tract C, Paint Brush Hills Filing No. 13A was
prepared by me (or under my direct supervision) and is correct to the best of my knowledge and
belief. Said report and plan has been prepared in accordance with the El Paso County Drainage
Criteria Manuals Volumes 1 and 2 and is in conformity with the master plan of the drainage basin. I
understand that El Paso County does not and will not assume liability for drainage facilities
designed by others. I accept responsibility for any liability caused by any negligent acts, errors or
omissions on my part in the preparing this report.

Respectfully Submitted,

RMG - Rocky Mountain Group

David Walker, P.E.
Sr. Civil Project Manager
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OWNER/DEVELOPER'S STATEMENT

I, the owner/developer have read and will comply with all of the requiremenis specified in this
drainage report and plan,
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EL PASO COUNTY STATEMENT
Filed in accordance with the requirements of the El Paso County Drainage Criterin Manuals,

Volumes 1 and 2, El Paso County Engineering Criteria Manual and Land Development Code as
amended.

Joshua Palmer, PE, - ‘Date
County Engineer / ECM Administrator

Conditions:
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Towners Av
TR C Paint Brush Hills, Filing No. 13A
Falcon, Colorado

I. PURPOSE

This report is a Final Drainage Report for Foundation Lutheran Church for the development of a
church.

The purpose of this report is to identify on-site and off-site drainage patterns, assess stormwater
conditions per delineated basin and sub-basins, demonstrate adequate design standards for storm
water flow and release into the existing storm water system or right-of-way, and provide a narrative
for any other drainage considerations related to the development of this parcel.

II. GENERAL LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION
A. LOCATION

The proposed development of Foundation Lutheran Church is located at the address of Towners Av
in Falcon, Colorado in El Paso County within the Paint Brush Hills subdivision. The parcel
schedule number is 5225208001 and the legal description is currently Tract C, Paint Brush Hills
Filing No. 13A. The parcel is located in the West half of Section 25, Township 12 South, Range 65
West of the 6! P.M. El Paso County, Colorado. The site is bordered to the north by Londonderry Dr,
to the east by Towners Ave, and to the south and west by residential single-family homes. The
names and descriptions of surrounding platted developments can be seen on plan sets and appendix
documents:

B. DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY — EXISTING CONDITIONS

The project site is approximately 259,865 square feet (5.966 acres) and consists of undeveloped
natural vegetation. There is existing curb and gutter along Londonderry Drive and Towners
Avenue.

The existing percent imperviousness is approximately 0 percent on Tract C. The existing
vegetation consists of shrubs and native grasses.

The existing topography consists of grades between 1 and 25 percent. Drainage patterns sheet flow
south across the parcel to a drainage swale that directs flow to the southwest corner.

There is a F.E.S. outlet at the southeast corner of the site that is connected to a 24 RCP storm drain
pipe that goes easterly under Towners Ave. A temporary swale runs across the site on the south
portion towards the southwest corner, where an F.E.S. inlet is connect to a 36" RCP storm drain
pipe. The 36” RCP storm drain pipe leaves the site in a southerly direction and goes to a regional
detention facility located off-site known as Pond B1. The detention facility is within a platted tract
of land with ownership and maintenance by the Paint Brush Hills Metropolitan District.

The site is not located within a streamside zone.

C. EXISTING SOILS

RMG — Rocky Mountain Group 5 Job No. 191726



Towners Av
TR C Paint Brush Hills, Filing No. 13A
Falcon, Colorado

The soils indicative to the site are classified as Pring coarse sandy loam by the USDA Soil
Conservation Service and are listed as NRCS (National Resources Conservation Service)
Hydrologic Soil Group B. These soils have a moderate infiltration rate when thoroughly wet and
have a moderate rate of water transmission. The USDA Soil Map is provided in the Appendix.

D. EXISTING DRAINAGE

This parcel is located in the Falcon Drainage Basin.

The project site does not lie within a designated flood plain according to information published in
the Federal Emergency Management Agency Floodplain Map No. 08041C0551G, dated
December 7, 2018. The FEMA Floodplain map is provided in the Appendix showing it lies within
Zone X, a minimal flood hazard area.

There are no known non-stormwater discharges that contribute to the storm water systems on site
and downstream, both private and public.

The existing drainage entering from off-site has been accounted for and has no impact to the
development.

E. DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY — PROPOSED CONDITIONS
The proposed development consists of a single story church approximately 9,600 square feet.

There is no existing vehicle entry access point to the property. The proposed development will have
two vehicle entry access points, one access directly across from Triborough Trail and the other
directly across from the entrance to the Paint Brush Hills Metro District Office.

The proposed development limits of disturbance, including the right of way improvements of
pedestrian sidewalk with ADA curb ramps, curb cuts, and utility work. The drainage area is
approximately 6.41 acres. The limits of disturbance do not disturb the existing hillsides. The
grading limits are kept within the setbacks wherever possible and the developed conditions remain
consistent with the historical drainage pattern of the subdivision. A sub-basin delineation sheet for
the proposed conditions is provided in the appendix.

11I. DRAINAGE BASINS AND SUB-BASINS
A. EXISTING MAJOR DRAINAGE BASIN AND SUB-BASINS

According to the "Final Drainage Report for Paint Brush Hills — Phase 2 (Filing No. 13)", by
Classic Consulting Engineers & Surveyors LLC dated June 2008:

“At Design Point 10 (Qs = 11 cfs and Q100 = 21 cfs) and existing 24" RCP storm sewer will be
allowed to continue to collect flows off of the undeveloped future school site. As stated in this
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Drainage report shows different proposed stormwater
pipe sizing. Please include a discussion on the change Towners Av
and |mpact in S|Z|ng rush Hl”S, Fllmg No. 13A
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report, upon development of this school site, the maximum flow allowed to enter this facility
will remain the (Qs = 11 cfs and Q100 = 21 cfs).”

"The release from Design Point 10 will temporarily travel across the south portion of the future
commercial site within a swale towards Design Point 11. Upon development of this
commercial area, it is anticipated that the temporary swale be removed and the 24” RCP be
extended to Design Point 11. At this location, the maximum developed flow allowed to
discharge from the commercial site is (Qs= 23 cfs and Q100 =45 cfs). This flow, combined with
the discharge from Design Point 10 equals the total developed flow allowed to enter the public
storm system at Design Point 11 (Qs =23 cfs and Q100 =45 cfs). These flows are then conveyed
in a southerly direction in a 36” RCP storm sewer."

Design Point 10, from "Final Drainage Report for Paint Brush Hills — Phase 2 (Filing No. 13)" is
labeled as “DP 4” in the Final Drainage Report. Design Point 11 from "Final Drainage Report
for Paint Brush Hills — Phase 2 (Filing No. 13)" is labeled as DP 3 in the Final Drainage Report.

The parcel is delineated into sub-basins according to the existing and proposed grading for existing
and developed conditions. A drainage plan of the delineated basins for existing conditions can be
found in the Appendix.

Basin E is the entirety of the parcel to be redeveloped representing existing conditions in one on-
site basin. The Final Drainage Report for Paint Brush Hills — Phase 2 (Filing No. 13), by Classic
Consulting Engineers & Surveyors LLC dated June 2008 shows this property as sub-basin T and
sub-basin S.

Sub-basin E-1 (6.41 ac.; Qs = 1.37 cfs, Qo0 = 10.05 cf5s) is the entire property that consists of all
natural vegetation. The basin flows south across the parcel to a temporary swale that directs flow to
the existing F.E.S. inlet in the southwest corner of the site, also known as Existing Point 1 (EP1).

Existing Point 1 (EP1) is the existing design point representing the F.E.S. in the southwest corner of
the site that is connected to an existing 36 RCP storm drain pipe that runs southerly off-site and
eventually drains into an existing detention facility known as Pond B1. The Final Drainage Report
for Paint Brush Hills — Phase 2 (Filing No. 13), by Classic Consulting Engineers & Surveyors LLC
dated June 2008 shows this as design point 11 with an allowable release rate of 23 cfs for the minor
storm event (5-year storm) and 45 cfs for the major storm event (100-year storm).

Existing Point 2 (EP2) is the existing design point representing the F.E.S. outlet in the southeast
corner of the site that is connected to an existing 24” RCP storm drain pipe under Towners Ave.
The Final Drainage Report for Paint Brush Hills — Phase 2 (Filing No. 13), by Classic Consulting
Engineers & Surveyors LLC dated June 2008 shows this as design point 10 with an allowable
release rate of 11 cfs for the minor storm event (5-year storm) and 21 cfs for the major storm event
(100-year storm).

B. DEVELOPED MAJOR DRAINAGE BASIN AND SUB-BASINS
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Basin D is the entirety of the platted parcel representing developed conditions and consists of two
on-site sub-basins. A Drainage Plan for developed conditions can be found in the Appendix C.

Sub-basin D-1 (1.57 ac.; Qs = 1.89 cfs, Q100 = 5.48 cfs) is the east side of the site consisting of
asphalt pavement and concrete sidewalk. Runoff goes through the parking lot and exits on the
south side and flows through a grass swale before being captured via an area inlet, Design Point 1
(DP1).

Sub-basin D-2 (4.84 ac.; Qs = 3.49 cfs, Q100 = 13.96 cfs) is the west side of the site consisting of the
church building, asphalt pavement, concrete sidewalk and a play field. Runoff goes through the
parking lot and exits at the southwest corner and flows through a grass swale before being captured
via an area inlet, Design Point 2 (DP2).

The Final Drainage Report for Paint Brush Hills — Phase 2 (Filing No. 13), by Classic Consulting
Engineers & Surveyors LLC dated June 2008 states the maximum developed flow allowed to
discharge from the commercial site is Qs = 23 cfs and Q100 = 45 cfs. The total peak runoft being
discharged from the developed church site is Qs = 16.38 cfs and Qio0 = 40.44 cfs. Due to the
proposed development yielding less storm water runoff, no downstream facilities require
alterations and it is anticipated that there will be no negative impacts to downstream facilities and
developments.

IV. DRAINAGE DESIGN CRITERIA
A. REGULATIONS

The hydrologic and hydraulic calculations and design of the site conform to the El Paso County
Drainage Criteria Manual as well as the Mile High Flood District Drainage Criteria Manual
(August 2018).

B. DEVELOPMENT CRITERIA REFERENCE AND CONSTRAINTS

The parcel falls within the Falcon Drainage Basin. The runoff from this parcel will have no
adverse effects on downstream infrastructure or facilities, streets, utilities, transit, or further
development of adjacent lots. Relevant criteria for the calculations shown further include equations
and design criteria for the rational method, volumes and runoft of various storms.

C. HYDROLOGICAL CRITERIA

The rational method was used to calculate the peak runoff of the delineated basin and sub-basins
using the manuals referenced prior with the C, I and PI values from the Drainage Criteria Manual
Volume I, Chapter 6 as well as the Colorado Springs designated IDF curve values. Specific
calculations and tables are provided further with inputs including design rainfall, sub-basin acreage
and percent imperviousness, runoff coefficients, one-hour rainfall depths, rainfall intensities, time
of concentration, and peak discharge of various storm events. Weighted runoff coefficients were
calculated for each basin and sub-basin due to the mix of impervious surfaces.

RMG — Rocky Mountain Group 8 Job No. 191726
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D. FOUR-STEP PROCESS

The selection of appropriate control measures is based on the characteristics of the site and
potential pollutants. The Four-Step Process provides a method of going through the selection
process. The following applies the four-step process to the Development Plan for the Foundation
Lutheran Church.

Step 1: Employ Runoff Reduction Practices

The Development Plan including the Landscape Plan utilizes landscaping areas for plantings and
grass or mulch wherever possible without obstructing utilities or drainage ways. Given the
proposed land use and desired density of the development, the required areas of the site is to be
paved for vehicular and pedestrian access and the development of the structures and surrounding
hardscape. Within the site, the storm water runoff is kept to the site limits via strategic grading,
grass swales and landscaping.

Step 2: Provide Water Quality Capture Volume

The Final Drainage Report for Paint Brush Hills — Phase 2 (Filing No. 13), by Classic Consulting
Engineers & Surveyors LLC dated June 2008 indicates a regional detention facility for this area.
The detention facility was designed for water quality capture as well as full spectrum detention for
the entirety of this site. The detention facility is within a platted tract of land with ownership and
maintenance by the Paint Brush Hills Metropolitan District. It is our understanding that the existing
offsite or onsite PBMPs that the site is tributary to are function as intended, no information has
been given to us that would indicate otherwise.

Step 3: Stabilize Drainage Ways

The drainage within the site is stabilized by way of pavement with curb and gutter to guide flow, as
well as a grass-lined swales designed for a 100-year storm. There are no unstabilized drainage
ways on this site. The unpaved, grass-lined swales are designed to convey on-site runoff.

All new and re-development projects are required to construct or participate in the funding of
channel stabilization measures. Drainage basin fees paid, at the time of platting, go towards
channel stabilization within the drainage basin.

Step 4: Implement Site Specific and Other Source Control BMPs

Site specific BMPS include a concrete wash out, stabilized staging area, and stockpile area are to
be designated on site and surrounded with sediment control logs. Vehicle tracking control is to be
implemented at both access points. Non-structural BMPs include street sweeping and instructions
to the contractor to avoid tracking of mud and dirt off-site, compliance with dust control and
construction site cleanup throughout the construction process. Permanent seeding and landscaping
is to be done on all areas not slated for hardscape or structures. Storage/handling and spill
containment controls are to be implemented per CDPHE regulations. No chemicals or other
pollution materials are required for this project and will not be allowed on site. Fueling and minor
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maintenance of vehicles or equipment may be allowed only in stabilized staging areas with proper
controls in place. No major maintenance of vehicles or equipment is to be performed on site. Any
spills that occur are to be addressed according to the requirements of Colorado Department Public
Health and Environment, Hazardous Materials and Waste Management Division. No groundwater
and/or stormwater dewatering activities are proposed or expected for the proposed construction
activities. Any waste disposal is to be done oft-site at the designation of the contractor at a location
approved by El Paso County. Waste disposal, spill prevention, and response procedures are to be
according to CDPHE and El Paso County standards.

An Erosion Control Plan showing BMPs for erosion and sediment control to be submitted
separately.

V. DRAINAGE INFRASTRUCTURE COSTS AND FEES
A. DRAINAGE AND BRIDGE FEES

The development is within the Falcon drainage basin (CHWS1400) which has a drainage basin
fee of $37,256/acre and a bridge fee of $5,118/acre according to the El Paso County Drainage
Basin 2023 fee schedule. Using Appendix L-Drainage Criteria Manual 1 Addendum The
following method of fee calculation is pending the creation of a tract.

The RMG has prepared the site plan using AutoCAD, and has drawn all driveways, parking
lot, sidewalks, and building footprints (i.e., all impervious areas) for the entire area as closed
polylines. It has been determined that the impervious area of the site is 1.03 acres.

Drainage Basin Fee
The site has 1.03 acres of impervious area made up of building roof, driveway and parking lot.
1.03 Impervious acres X $37,256 = $38,373.68

Bridge Fee
1.03 Impervious acres X $5,118 = $5,271.54

Additional drainage basin and bridge fees that exceed fees paid at the time of plat recordation
must be paid for any future site development plan submittals with new impervious acreage on
the lot within undeveloped areas. Future drainage basin and bridge fees will be assessed based on
current fees at the time of the future site development plan submittal.

Please update drainage basin fees referenced to the 2024
drainage basin fees. Per county policy the submitted FAE
will have to be updated to the 2024 FAE template. Please
see comment on EDARP.
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VI. CONCLUSIONS
A. COMPLIANCE WITH STANDARDS

This Final Drainage Report is in conformance with the El Paso County Drainage Manual as well as
the Mile High Flood District Drainage Criteria Manual. Grading practices for optimal drainage
comply with the geotechnical investigative report and County standards. The development of
Foundation Lutheran Church is within compliance and standards and meets the requirements for
the drainage design.

From the Classic Consulting Engineers & Surveyors Report page 9 (included in the appendix)
design the flow from the outlet of this site to be Q5 =23 cfs and Q100 = 45 cfs, this report states the
flow from this same location to be Q5 = 16.38 cfs and Q1QQ = 42.44 cfs. The results indicate less
flow from this site then projected in the original design.

The proposed grading and drainage is within substantial conformance for the master drainage
plan for the Subdivision and Drainage Basin. There is no impact ol\major drainage way planning
studies within the larger drainage basin. No off-site drainage improvegents are needed. Site
runoff and storm drain and appurtenances will not adversely affect the downstream and
surrounding developments, including the downstream detention ponds.

Please provide basin
summary table or
calculations to show
El Paso County Drainage Manual where the total

. o . . developed flow is
Colorado Urban Drainage and Flood Control District Drainage Criteria Manual, Volume coming from.

(January 2016)

VII. REFERENCES

Colorado Urban Drainage and Flood Control District Drainage Criteria Manual, Volume 111
(April 2018)

Urban Storm Drainage Criteria Manual, Volume III (November, 2015)
FEMA Flood Map Service Center
United States Department of Agriculture National Resources Conservation Service

Final Drainage Report for Paint Brush Hills — Phase 2 (Filing No. 13), dated June 2008, prepared
by Classic Consulting Engineers & Surveyors LLC

Final Drainage Report for Paint Brush Hills Filing No. 13A (Phased Final Plat — Phase 1), dated
April 2013, prepared by Classic Consulting Engineers & Surveyors LLC

El Paso County Engineering Criteria Manual, Appendix L-Drainage Criteria Manual 1
Addendum
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Appendix B — Hydrologic and Hydraulic Computations



Project Number: 191726

Engineer: DGW
Date: 12/29/2023
Address: Towners Ave
Existing Conditions
Sub-Basin: £1 (IDF Curve from Figure 6-5 of the DCM 2
c A *
t, Duration: 26.03 Volume 1) oefficient (Table 6-6) Q Peak Flow (cfs) (Ci*A)
I Is o lag leo oo W‘L Saquare Feet Acreage Cocfficient , | Coelficient ;| Coeflicient .| Coefficient ». | Coefficient o | Coefficient voo | 2¥r: G * A | 5Y:C A 10V G * A | 25Yr Gt A | SOYEC A | 100VeC * A 2YrC, S5YrC, | 10YrC | 25YrC | SOYrC, | 100YrC, 2YearQ | 5YearQ | 10 Year Q| 25 Year Q| 50 Year Q| 100 Year Q
2.14 2.67 3.12 3.56) 4.01) 4.48] Roof 0 0.00 0.71 0.73 0.75 0.78 0.80 0.81 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.020 0.080 0.150 0.250 0.300 0.350 0.27 1.37 3.00 5.71 7.70 10.05
Pavement 0 0.00 0.89 0.90 0.92 0.94 0.95 0.96 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Lawn 279175 6.41 0.02 0.08 0.15 0.25 0.30 0.35 0.128 0513 0.961 1.602 1.923 2.243
| Hydrologic Soil Type: | B |
A 279175 6.41 i et
Design Points
Design Point Q5 Qi0
E-1 1.37 10.05
Total Site 137 10.05




ime of Concentration t.=4+h

3,2,1 - Overland (Initial) Flow Time

0.395(1.1-C VL §
4= —'(_STT;‘—Z\—‘ (Eq. 6-8)
Where:

1, = overland (initial) fow thme (min)

C< = runoff coeflicient for S-year frequency (sce Table 6-6)

L = length of overland flow (300 fi maximum for non-urban land uses, 100 ft maximum for
urban land uses)

S =average basin slope (V)

Nate that in sonte urban watersheds, the overland flow time may be very small because flows quickly
cencentrate and channelize.

Sub-Basin: 1
L {initial time): 100 ft
S (initial time): 0.074 ft/it

Composite Runoff Coefficient Calculation:
C =(C1A; +CA, +C3A; +...CA)/A,

Land Use or Surface
S
Characterlstic quare Feet Acreage Cs
Roof 0 0.00 0.73
Pavement 27107 0.62 0.80
lawn 40883 0.94 0.08
Total : 67930 1.56
Ce= 041

. =(0.395(1.1-C ;) *squt(L))/(5°0.33]
ty = 6.46 mins

3.2.2 Travel Time

For catchments with overland and channclized Mlow, the time of ¢ ion needs to be idered in
combination with the travel time, 7,, which is calculated using the hydmulic properties of the swale, ditch,
or channel. For preliminary work, the overland travel time, 7,, can be estimated with the help of Figure 6-
25 or Equation 6-9 (Guo 1999).

r=cs.* (Eq. 69)
Where:

1" = velocity (1V/s)

C, = conveyance cocfiicient (from Table 6-7)

5. = watercourse slope (ft/lt)

‘Table 6-7. Conveyance Cocllicizat, G,

Conveyance Coeff.: 20 Tope of Land Surface r

Slope (travel time): 0.015]ft/ft Teavy mezdow 25

V=C.5,% 2.45 ft/s Tillapeifietd =
Riprzp (not buricd)” 65
Short psturc and lanm 3

L (travel time): fl Nearly bare pround 10
Grasssd Walsrway' 15

e Taved sreas aad shallow paved swelss 20
t,=iNV= 230.66  |scc. T e T
b= 3.84 min.

3.2.4  MMinimum Time of Concentration

Ifthe calculations result in a 1, of less than 10 minutes for undeveloped conditions, it is secommended that
a minil valuc of 10 mi be used. The mini 1, for urbanized arcas is 5 minutes,

Final €2



Project Number: 191726

Engineer: DGwW
Date: 12/29/2023
Address: Towner's Ave

Proposed Conditions

Sub-Basin: D-1 (IDF Curve Equations from Figure 6-5 of the DCM
t, Duration: 1031 Velume 1)
h Is o lis lo lico
3.26 4.08 4.76 5.45 6.13 6.86
| Hydrologic Soil Type: | B
Sub-Basin: D2 (IDF Curve Equations from Figure 6-S of the DCM
t, Duration: 1236 Volume 1)
l Is lio b Lo oo
3.04 3.81 4.45 5.08! 5.72 6.40/
| Hydrologic Scil Type: B
Design Points
Design Point Qs Qi
D1 1.89 5.48
D-2 3.49 13.96
Total Site 6.51 19.45

Total (Acres)

1.03 Acres

Coefficient (Table 6-6) Q Peak Flow (cfs)(Ci*A)
W Square Feet Acreape Coetficient ;| Coefficient | Coefficient .5 | Coefficient -, | Coelficient . | Coefficient o[ 2¥r: G * A | S¥rC * Al 10Vt A [ 25vec A | sovic A 100vecea| 2vic. | svc, | tovee, | 25vc, | sovec, | 100vrc, 2YearQ | 5YearQ | 10 Year Q| 25 Year Q| 50 Year Q| 100 YearQ
racteri T vera:
Roof 298 0.01 0.71 0.73 0.75 0.75 0.80 0.81 0.005 0.005 0.005 0.005 0.005 0.006 0248 | 0295 | 0352 | 0431 | 0471 | 0510 127 1.89 2.63 3.63 452 5.48
Pavement 17685 0.41 0.89 0.950 0.92 0.3 0.95 0.96 0.361 0.365 0374 0.382 0.386 0.350
Lawn 50305 1.15 0.02 0.08 0.15 0.25 0.30 035 0.023 0,092 0.173 0.289 0.346 0.404
A 66288 157
Coefficient (Table 6-6) Q Peak Flow (cfs)(Ci*A)
E‘W Square Feet Acreage Coefficient - | Coefficient . | Coefficient .~ | Coefficient .. | Coefficient .. | Coefficient ... [ 2Yr: C.* A | S¥:C* A | 10V C* A .| 50Ye:C* A 100Y:C* A 2YrC, SYrC | 10YrC | 25YrC | S0YrC. | 100YrC, 2YearQ | 5YearQ | 10Year Q| 25 Year Q| 50 Year Q| 100 Year Q
acteristic == e ==
Roof 10302 024 0.71 0.73 0.75 0.78 0.80 0.81 0.168 0.173 0.177 0.185 0.189 0.192 0123 | 0177 | 0240 | 0330 | 0376 | o.421 193 3.49 5.54 8.71 11.15 13.96
Pavement 16680 038 0.59 0.90 0.92 0.94 0.95 0.96 0.341 0.345 0.352 0.360 0.364 0.368
Lawn 183898 4.22 0.02 0.08 0.15 0.25 0.30 0.35 0.034 0.338 0.633 1.055 1.267 1.478
A 210887 .84 [l ¥ " ureid . A X J
[IMPERVIOUS AREA
D-1 Roof 298 Sa. Ft.
Pavement 17685 Sq. Ft.
D2 Roof 10309 Sq. Ft.
Pavement 166E0 Sqg. Ft.
Total {Sq. Ft.) 44972 Sq. Ft.




Time of Concentration te=t

3.2.1 - Overland (Initial) Flow Time

0395(t.1-C WL .
f = .-’_(SIT)‘)_ (Eq. 6-5)
Where:

1, =ovetland (initial) flow time (min)

Cs nofT cocfTicient for S-year frequency (sce Table 6-6)

L = length of overland flow (300 ft maximum for non-urban land uses, 100 fi maximum for
usban land uses)

S =avernge basin slope (fUfi)

Note that in some uzban watersheds, the ovesland flow time may be very small because Nows quickly
concentrate and channclize.

Sub-Basin: .
L (initial time): 100 ft
S (initial time): 0.068 ft/ft

Composite Runoff Coefficlent Calculation:

Co=(C1A; +CoA; +C5A; +..CLA ) /A,
Land Use or Surface
Square Feet A
Characteristic Auareres SKespa G
Roof 9632.7689 0.22 0.73
Pavement 22813 0.52 0.0
Lawn 178739 4.10 0.08
Total : 211185 4.85
C.= 0.20

t, =(0.395%(1.1-C ;) *sqrt(L)}/(540.33)

3.2.2 Travel Time

For catchments with overland and channclized flow, the time of ion needs to be din
combination with the travel time, 1, which is calculated using the hydraulic propertics of the swalc, ditch,
or channcl. For preliminary work, the overland travel time, £, can be estimated with the help of Figure 6-
25 or Equation 6-9 (Guo 1999).

Ir=cs8.% (Eq. 6-9)
Where:
7= velocity (f/s)
C, = conveyance cozfiicient (from Table 6-7)

S, = watercourse slope (ft/f)

Table 6<7. Conveyance Coslliciant, €,

Conveyance Coeff.: 20 Tyve of Land Serface 3

Slope (travel time): 0.023|ft/it Teavy meadow s

V=Cy5,% 3.03 ft/s Tillsge/Tisld s
Riprp (rot buricd)” 65
Shen pesture 20d lanms 7

L (travel time): 676 ft Nearly bare grousd 0
Grasicd wslerwzy 15

sy 2287 _sec e

t, = 3.71 min.

3.2.4  Minimum Time of Concentration

If the calculations result in a £, of less than 10 minutes for undeveloped coaditions, it is recommended that
a'minimum value of 10 minutes be used. The mini 1. for urbanized arcas is 5 mil

Final t:




Time of Concentration f+ 1

3.2.1 - Qverland (Initial) Flow Time

0.39501.1-C VL
hH= _Su-)\_———
Where:

(Eq. 6-8)

1, = overland (initial) flow time (min)

C. = runofT cocfTicient for 5-year frequency (see Table 6-6)

L = leagth of ovesland flow (300 1t maximum for non-urban land uses, 100 fi maximum for
urban land uscs)

S5 =average basin slope (fU/ft)

Note that in some urban watersheds, the overland flow timz may be very small because flows quickly
concentrate and channelize.

Sub-Basin: £-1
L (initial time): 300 ft
S (initial time): 0.034 ft/it

Composite Runoff Coefficient Calculation:
Co=(CsA; +C A, +C5A;5 +.lCiA )/ A,

Land Use or Surface
uare Feet A
Characterlstic sa creage G
Roof 0 0.00 0.73
Pavement o 0.00 0.80
Lawn 279175 6.41 0.08
Total : 279175 6.41

Cc=

t, =(0.395°(1.1-C ;) *sqrt(L))/(5+0.33)

t, = 21.30 mins

3.2.2 Travel Time

For catchments with overland and channclized flow, the time of ion needs to be idered in
combination with the trmvel time, 7, which is calculated using the hydraulic propertics of the swalc, ditch,
or channel. For preliminary work, the overland travel time, 1,, can be estimated with the help of Figure 6-
25 or Equation 6-9 (Guo 1999).

Ir=c,s5.% (Eq. 6-9)
Where:

1* = velocity (fUs)
C, = conveyance cocflicient (from Table 6-7)

S = walercourse slope (ft/t)

‘Tzble 6-7. Conveyazce Coclficicat, C,

Conveyance Coeff.: 10 Type of Lond Surfere I
Slope (travel time): 0.03|ft/it Teavy mezdow 35
v=c,5,% 1.73 ft/s Tillsge/field 3
Ripeep (not buricd) 65
Skent pastire and lawns 7
L (travel time): ﬂ Nearly tore grovad 0
Grassed walerway 15
el areas and TAllow, = 3
toet- ETTIS A
ty= 5.14 min.

3.2.4 Minimum Time of Concentration

If the calculations result in @ £ of less than 10 minutes for undeveloped conditions, it is recommended that

a minimum valuc of 10 minutes be used. The 1, for urt {arcasis 5

Final . min.



Design Proceciure Form: Grass Swaie (GS)

UD-BMP (Version 3.07, March 2018)

Sheet 1 of 1

Designer: DG Walker
Company: RMG
Date: October 30, 2023
Project: FLC
Location: Paint Brush Hills Filing No. 13A GS DP-1
1. Design Discharge for 2-Year Return Period Q;= 1.88 cfs

n

. Hydraulic Residence Time
A) :Length of Grass Swale

B) Calculated Residence Time (based on design velocily below)

Ls=| 270.0 |ft

Tw=[ 4.6 | minutes

@

Longiludinal Slope (verlical distance per unil horizontal)
A) Available Slope (based on site constraints)

B) Design Slope

Saar=| __0.008 |it/ft
Sp=[ 0028 it/

&

Swale Geometry
A) Channel Side Slopes (Z = 4 min., horiz. dislance per unil verlical)

B) Botlom Width of Swale (enter 0 for lriangular section)

z=[400 i/t
we=[ 350 Jn

o

. Vegelalion

A) Type of Planling (seed vs. sod, affecls vegelal relardance faclor)

Choose One

(OGrass From Seed

©Grass From Sod

6. Design Velocily (0.9 ft/ s maximum for desirable 5-minute residence time)

v:=[ 089 /s

7. Design Flow Depth (1 foot maximum)
A) Flow Area
B) Top Widlh of Swale
C) Froude Number (0.50 maximum)
D) Hydraulic Radius

E) Velocily-Hydraulic Radius Producl for Vegetal Relardance

p,=[_038 i
A= 18 Jsaft
w;=[ 65 it
F=[_ 032 |
VR=

RH

F) Manning's n (based on SCS vegelal retardance curve D for sodded grass) n= 0.110
G) Cumulative Height of Grade Control Struclures Required Hp =n
8. Underdrain Choose One
(Is an underdrain necessary?) Oves @wo
9. Soil Preparalion
(Describe soil amendment)
Choose One -
10. Irrigation OTemporary ©permanent j
Notes:

SWALE ALONG THE EAST PROPERTY LINE

191726 DP1 Grass Swale 103023, GS

10/30/2023, 2:18 PM



Design Procedure Form: Grass Swale (GE)

UD-BMP (Version 3.07, March 2018)

Designer: DG Walker

Company: RMG

Date: October 30, 2023

Project: FLC

Location: Paint Brush Hills Filing No. 13A DP-2

Sheet 1 0of 1

-

. Design Discharge for 2-Year Return Period

N o

nN

. Hydraulic Residence Time

A) :Length of Grass Swale

B) Calculated Residence Time (based on design velocily below)

Ls= ft
Tur=[__46 | minutes

w

Longiludinal Slope (vertical distance per unit horizontal)
A) Available Slope (based on sile constrainls)

B) Design Slope

Sawi=[__0.008_Jit/ft
So=[0.029 it/

. Swale Geomelry

A) Channel Side Slopes (Z = 4 min., horiz. distance per unit vertical)

B) Bottom Width of Swale (enter 0 for triangular section)

z=[400 Ju/n
ws=[_ 550 i

o«

. Vegelalion

A) Type of Planling (seed vs. sod, affecls vegetal relardance factor)

Choosa One

(OGrass From Seed ~ ©Grass From Sod

=

Design Velocity (0.9 it / s maximum for desirable 5-minule residence lime)

Vo=[ 088 it/

~

. Design Flow Depth (1 fool maximum)

A) Flow Area

B) Top Width of Swale

C) Froude Number (0.50 maximum)

D) Hydraulic Radius

E) Velocity-Hydraulic Radius Product for Vegelal Retardance

F) Manning's n (based on SCS vegetal retardance curve D for sodded grass)

G) Cumulative Height of Grade Control Struclures Required

N
p -2 Jsat
we<[ &z

F=[032 ]
R.=[_028 ]
VR=[_027 |

n=[ oz ]
Ho=[_0.00 ]

8. Underdrain Cheose One
(Is an underdrain necessary?) Oves @no
9. Soil Preparalion
(Describe soil amendment)
Choose One
10. Irrigation OTemporary ©Ppermanent
Notes:

SWALE ALONG THE EAST PROPERTY LINE

191726 DP2 Grass Swale 103023, GS

10/30/2023, 2:20 PM
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Appendix C — Drainage Maps
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Appendix D - FEMA Floodplain Map
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Appendix E — USDA Soils Survey Miap



Hydrologic Soil Group—El Paso Counly Area, Colorado
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Hydroloaic Soil Group—EIl Paso Counly Area, Colorado
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Hydrologic Soil Group—El Paso County Area, Colorado

Hydrologic Soil Group

Map unit symbol

Viap unit name Rating Acres in AOI

Percent of AOI

71

i‘&éls fc;r A;éa c;frfiltérl:esti

Pring coarse sandy B 6.4
loam, 3 to 8 percent
slopes

- 64

Description

Hydrologic soil groups are based on estimates of runoff potential. Soils are
assigned to one of four groups according to the rate of water infiltration when the
soils are not protected by vegetation, are thoroughly wet, and receive
precipitation from long-duration storms.

The soils in the United States are assigned to four groups (A, B, C, and D) and
three dual classes (A/D, B/D, and C/D). The groups are defined as follows:

Group A. Soils having a high infiltration rate (low runoff potential) when
thoroughly wet. These consist mainly of deep, well drained to excessively
drained sands or gravelly sands. These soils have a high rate of water
transmission.

Group B. Soils having a moderate infiltration rate when thoroughly wet. These
consist chiefly of moderately deep or deep, moderately well drained or well
drained soils that have moderately fine texture to moderately coarse texture.
These soils have a moderate rate of water transmission.

Group C. Soils having a slow infiltration rate when thoroughly wet. These consist
chiefly of soils having a layer that impedes the downward movement of water or
soils of moderately fine texture or fine texture. These soils have a slow rate of
water transmission.

Group D. Sails having a very slow infiltration rate (high runoff potential) when
thoroughly wet. These consist chiefly of clays that have a high shrink-swell
potential, soils that have a high water table, soils that have a claypan or clay
layer at or near the surface, and soils that are shallow over nearly impervious
material. These soils have a very slow rate of water transmission.

If a soil is assigned to a dual hydrologic group (A/D, B/D, or C/D), the first letter is
for drained areas and the second is for undrained areas. Only the soils that in
their natural condition are in group D are assigned to dual classes.

Rating Options

Aggregation Method: Dominant Condition

100.0%

100.0%

UsDA

Natural Resources
Conservation Service

Web Soil Survey
National Cooperalive Soil Survey

2/14/2023
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Component Percent Cutoff: None Specified

Tie-break Rule: Higher
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Phase 1 Storm Facilities

Basins J and L are tributary to Design Points 8 (Qs = 6 cfs and Qoo = 12 cfs) and 9 (Qs = 7 cfs
and Qiop = 14 cfs), where a 4° Type R sump inlet and 2 6’ Type R sump inlel are proposed,
respectively. These facilities will completely accept both the 5-year and 100-year developed
flows at this sump condition. The total collected flows are then conveyed via a 30" RCP storm
sewer directly into the existing detention pond at the northwest corner of Londonderry and
Towner. A rip-rap dissipater will be installed to minimize erosion. The emergency overlflow
route at this location is 1.0” maximum ponding and then spill over the highpoint and around the

comner towards Londonderry Drive.

At Design Point 10 (Qs = 11 cfs and Qg0 = 21 cfs) an existing 24” RCP storm sewer will be
allowed to continue to collect flows off of the undeveloped future school site. As stated in this
report, upon development of tlus school site, the maximum flow allowed to enter this facility will
remain the (Qs = 11 cfs and Qo0 = 21 cfs). The remaining developed school site is anticipated to
drain directly into Towner without cxceeding the following: (Qs = 14 cfs and Qo = 27 cfs).
The downstream existing 14’ Type R at-grade inlel will adequately zccepi a porlion of these
flows as previously designed as a part of the Paint Brush Hills Filing No. 10 construction. Any
developed flows from this school site above and beyond these specified will need to be detained
on-site. The release from Design Point 10 will temporarily travel across the south portion of the
future commercial site within a swale towards Design Point 11 Upon development of this
commercial area. it is anticipated that the temporary swale be removed and the 24” RCP be
cxiended to Design Point 11. At this location, the maximum developed flow allowed to
discharge from the commercial site is (Qs = 21 cfs and Qo9 = 43 cfs). This flow, combined with
the discharge from Design Point 10 equals the total developed flow allowed to entér the public
storm system at Design Point 11 (Qs = 23 cfs and Qyp = 45 cfs). These flows are then conveyed

in a southerly direction in a 36” RCP storm sewer
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PRIVATE DETENTION BASIN /

STORMWATER QUALITY BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICE
MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT AND EASEMENT

This PRIVATE DETENTION BASIN / STORMWATER QUALITY BEST MANAGEMENT
PRACTICE MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT AND EASEMENT (Agreement) is made by and
between EL PASO COUNTY by and through THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF EL
PASO COUNTY, COLORADO (Board or County) and Lorson, LLC (Developer) and Paint Brush Hills
METROPOLITAN DISTRICT (Metro District), a quasi-municipal corporation and political subdivision
of the State of Colorado. The above may occasionally be referred to herein singularly as “Party” and
collectively as “Parties.”

Recilals

A. WHEREAS, the District provides various municipal services (o certain real property in El
Paso County, Colorado referred to as Paint Brush Hills: and

B. WHEREAS, Developer is the owner of certain real estate (the Property or Subdivision) in
El Paso County, Colorado, which Property is legally described in Exhibil A attached hereto and
incorporaled herein by this reference; and

s WHEREAS, Developer desires to plat and develop on the Property a subdivision to be
known as Paint Brush Hills Filings 13B. C & D; and

D. WHEREAS, the development of this Property will substantially increase the volume of
water runoff and will decrease the quality of the stormwater runoff from the Property, and, therefore, it
is in the best interest of public health, safety and welfare for the County (o condition approval of this
subdivision on Developer’s promise to construct adequate drainage, water runoff control facilities, and
stormwater quality structural Best Management Practices (*BMPs™) for the subdivision; and

E. WHEREAS, Chapter 8, Section 8.4.5 of the El Paso County Land Development Code, as
periodically amended, promulgated pursuant to Section 30-28-133(1), Colorado Revised Statutes
(C.R.S.), requires the County to condition approval of all subdivisions on a developer’s promise (o s0
construct adequale drainage, water runoff control facilities, and BMPs in subdivisions; and

E WHEREAS, the Drainage Criteria Manual, Volume 2, as amended by Appendix I of the
El Paso Counly Engineering Criteria Manual (ECM), as each may be periodically amended,
promulgated pursuant to the County’s Colorado Discharge Permit System General Permit (MS4 Permit)
as required by Phase II of the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES), which MS4
Permil requires that the County take measures (o protect the quality of stormwaler from sediment and
other contaminants, requires subdividers, developers, landowners, and owners of facilities located in the
County’s rights-of-way or easements to provide adequate permanent stormwater quality BMPs with new
development or significant redevelopment; and

G. WHEREAS, Section 2.9 of the El Paso County Drainage Criteria Manual provides for a
developer’s promise to maintain a subdivision’s drainage facx]mes in the event the County does not

assume such responsibility; and




H. WHEREAS, developers in El Paso County have historically chosen water runoff
detention basins as a means o provide adequale drainage and water runoff control in subdivisions,
which basins, while effective, are less expensive for developers to construct than other methods of
providing drainage and water runoff control; and

L. WHEREAS, Developer desires 1o construct for the subdivision Paint Brush Hills Filings
13B, C & D detention basin/stormwalter quality BMP(s) (“detention basin/BMP(s)”) as the means for
providing adequate drainage and stormwater runoff control and to meet requirements of the County’s
MS4 Permit, and to provide for operating, cleaning, maintaining and repairing such detention
basin/BMP(s); and

J. WHEREAS, DeVeloper desires to construct the detention basin/BMP(s) on property (hat
is or will be platted as Paint Brush Hills Filings 13B. C & D, and as set forth on Exhibit B attached

hereto; and

K. WHEREAS, Developer shall be charged with the duty of construcling the detention
basin/BMP(s) and the Metro District shall be charged with the duties of operaling, maintaining and
repairing the delention basin/BMP(s) on the Property described in Exhibit B; and

L. WHEREAS, it is the County’s experience that subdivision developers and property
owners historically have not properly cleaned and otherwise not properly maintained and repaired these
detention basins/BMPs, and that these detention basins/BMPs, when not so properly cleaned,
maintained, and repaired, threaten the public health, safety and welfare; and

M. WHEREAS, the Counly, in order to protect the public health, safety and welfare, has
historically expended valuable and limiled public resources to so properly clean, maintain, and repair
these detention basins/BMPs when developers and property owners have failed in their responsibilities,
and therefore, the County desires the means to recover its costs incurred in the event the burden falls on
the County to so clean, maintain and repair the detention basin/BMP(s) serving this Subdivision_due to
the Developer’s or the Metro District’s failure to meet its obligations to do the same; and

N. WHEREAS, the County conditions approval of this Subdivision on the Developer’s
promise to so construct the detention basin/BMP(s), and further conditions approval on the Metro
District’s promise (o reimburse the County in the event the burden falls upon the County to so clean,
maintain and/or repair the detention basin/BMP(s) serving this Subdivision; and

0. WHEREAS, the County could condition subdivision approval on the Developer’s
promise to construct a different and more expensive drainage, waler runoff control system and BMPs
than those proposed herein, which more expensive system would not create the possibility of the burden
of cleaning, maintenance and repair expenses falling on the County; however, the County is willing to
forego such right upon the performance of Developer’s and the Mectro District’s promises contained

herein; and

P. WHEREAS, (he County, in order to secure performance of the promises contained
herein, conditions approval of this Subdivision upon the Developer's grant herein of a perpetual
Easement over a portion of the Property for the purpose of allowing the County to periodically access,
inspect, and, when so necessary, (o clean, maintain and/or repair the detention basin/BMP(s); and

Private Delention Basin / Stormwater Quality BMP Maintenance Agreement — Page 2 of 9



Q. WHEREAS, Pursuant to Colorado Constitution, Article X1V, Seclion 18(2) and Section
29-1-203, Colorado Revised Statutes, governmenlal entities may cooperate and contract with each other
to provide any function, services, or facilities lawfully authorized to each.

Agreement

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual Promises contained herein, the sufficiency
of which are hereby acknowledged, the Parties agree as follows:

1, Incorporation of Recitals: The Parties incorporate the Recitals above into this
Agreement.
2. Covenants Running with the Land: Developer and the Metro District agree that this entire

Agreement and the performance thereof shall become a covenant running with the land, which land is
legally described in Exhibit A altached hereto, and that this entire Agreement and the performance
thereof shall be binding upon themselves, their respective successors and assigns.

3s Consiruction: Developer shall construct on that portion of the Property described in
Exhibil B attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference, one detention basin/BMP(s).
Developer shall not commence construction of the detention basin/BMP(s) until the El Paso County
Planning and Community Development Department (PCD) has approved in writing the plans and
specifications for the delention basin/BMP(s) and this Agreement has been signed by all Parties and
returned to the PCD. Developer shall complete construction of the detention basin/BMP(s) in substantial
compliance with the County-approved plans and specifications for the detention basin/BMP(s). Failure
to meel these requirements shall be a material breach of this Agreement, and shall entitle the County to
pursue any remedies available to it at law or in equily lo enforce the same. Construction of the detention
basin/BMP(s) shall be substantially completed within one (1) year (defined as 365 days), which one year
period will commence (o run on the date the approved plat of this Subdivision is recorded in the records
of the El Paso County Clerk and Recorder. Rough grading of the detention basin/BMP(s) must be
completed and inspected by the El Paso County Planning and Community Development Department
prior to commencing road construction.

In the event construction is not substantially completed within the one (1) year period, then the
County may exercise its discretion to complete the project, and shall have the right to seek
reimbursement from the Developer and its respeclive successors and assigns, for its actual costs and
expenses incurred in the process of completing construction. The term actual costs and expenses shall be
liberally construed in favor of the County, and shall include, but shall not be limited lo, labor costs, tool
and equipment costs, supply cosls, and engineering and design costs, regardless of whether the County
uses its own personnel, tools, equipment and supplies, etc. to correct the matter. In the event the County
initiates any litigation or engages the services of legal counsel in order (o enforce the Provisions arising
herein, the County shall be entitled to its damages and costs, including reasonable attorney fees,
regardless of whether the County contracts with outside legal counsel or utilizes in-house legal counsel

for the same.

4, Maintenance: The Metro District agrees for itself and its successors and assigns, that it
will regularly and routinely inspect, clean and maintain the detention basin/BMP(s), and otherwise keep
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the same in good repair, all at its own cost and expense. No trees or shrubs that will impair the
structural integrity of the detention basin/BMP(s) shall be planted or allowed o grow on the delention
basin/BMP(s).

5. Creation of Easement: Developer hereby grants the County and the Metro District a non-
exclusive perpetual easement upon and across that portion of the Property described in Exhibit B. The
purpose of the easement is to allow the County and the Metro District (o access, inspecl, clean, repair
and maintain the detention basin/BMP(s); however, the creation of the easement does not expressly or
implicitly impose on the County a duly to so inspect, clean, repair or maintain the detention
basin/BMP(s).

6. County’s Rights and Obligations: Any time the County determines, in the sole exercise
of its discretion, (hat the detention basin/BMP(s) is not properly cleaned, maintained and/or otherwise
kept in good repair, the County shall give reasonable notice to the Developer, the Metro District and
their respective successors and assigns, that the detention basin/BMP(s) needs Lo be cleaned, maintained
and/or otherwise repaired. The nolice shall provide a reasonable time o correct the problem(s). Should
the responsible parties fail to correct the specified problem(s), the County may enter upon the Property
to so correct the specified problem(s). Notice shall be effective to the above by the County’s deposit of
the same into the regular United States mail, postage pre-paid. Notwithsianding the foregoing, this
Agreement does not expressly or implicitly impose on the County a duty to so inspect, clean, repair or
maintain the detention basin/BMP(s).

2 Reimbursement of County’s Costs / Covenant Running With the Land: The Developer
and the Melro Dislrict agree and covenant, for themselves, their respective successors and assigns, that
they will reimburse the County for its costs and expenses incurred in the process of completing
construction of, cleaning, maintaining, and/or repairing the detention basin/BMP(s) pursuant to the
provisions of this Agreement.

The term “actual costs and expenses™ shall be liberally construed in favor of the Counly, and
shall include, but shall not be limited to, labor costs, tools and equipment costs, supply costs, and
engineering and design costs, regardless of whether the County uses its own personnel, tools, equipment
and supplies, elc. to correct the matter. In the event the Counly initiates any litigation or engages the
services of legal counsel in order to enforce the provisions arising herein, the County shall be entitled to
its damages and costs, including reasonable attorney’s fees, regardless of whether the County contracts
with outside legal counsel or utilizes in-house legal counsel for the same.

8. Contingencies of Subdivision Approval: Developer’s and the Metro District’s execution
of this Agreement is a condition of subdivision approval. Additional conditions of this Agreement
include, but are not limited to, the following:

a. Conveyance of that Tracl referenced in Exhibit B, from Developer to the Metro District
(which will include a reservation of easement in favor of the County for purposes of
accessing, inspecling, cleaning, maintaining, and repairing the delention basin/BMP(s)),
and recording of the Deed for the same; and

b. A copy of the Covenants of the Subdivision, if applicable, establishing that the Metro
District is obligated to inspect, clean, maintain, and repair the detention basin/BMP(s).
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The County shall have the right, in the sole exercise of its discretion, 1o approve or disapprove
any documentation submitted to it under the conditions of this Paragraph, including but not limited to,
any separate agreement or amendmenl, if applicable, identifying any specific maintenance
responsibilities not addressed herein. The County’s rejection of any documentation submitted hereunder
shall mean that the appropriate condition of this Agreement has not been fulfilled.

9. Agreement Monitored by El Paso Counly Planning and Community Development
Department and/or El Paso County Department of Public Works: Any and all actions and decisions o
be made hereunder by the Counly shall be made by the Director of the El Paso County Planning and
Communily Development Department and/or the Director of the El Paso County Department of Public
Works. Accordingly, any and all documents, submissions, plan approvals, inspeclions, elc. shall be
submitted to and shall be made by the Director of the Planning and Community Development
Department and/or the Director of the El Paso County Department of Public Works.

10. Indemnification and Hold Harmless: To the extent authorized by law, Developer and the
Metro District agree, for themselves, their respective successors and assigns, that they will indemnify,
defend, and hold the County harmless from any and all loss, costs, damage, injury, liability, claim, lien,
demand, action and causes of action whatsoever, whether at law or in equity, arising from or related (o
their respective intentional or negligent acls, errors or omissions or that of their agents, officers,
servants, employees, invilees and licensees in the construction, operation, inspection, cleaning
(including analyzing and disposing of any solid or hazardous wasles as defined by State and/or Federal
environmental laws and regulations), maintenance, and repair of the delention basin/BMP(s), and such
obligation arising under this Paragraph shall be joint and several. Nothing in this Paragraph shall be
deemed to waive or otherwise limit the defense available to the County pursuant to the Colorado
Governmental Immunity Act, Sections 24-10-101, et seq. C.R.S., or as otherwise provided by law.

1. Severability: In the event any Court of competent jurisdiction declares any part of this
Agreement to be unenforceable, such declaration shall not affect the enforceability of the remaining
parts of this Agreement.

12. Third Parties: This Agreement does not and shall not be deemed (o confer upon or grant
to any third party any right to claim damages or (o bring any lawsuil, action or other proceeding against
either the Counly, the Developer, the Metro District, or their respective successors and assigns, because
of any breach hereof or because of any terms, covenants, agreements or condilions conlained herein.

I3.  Solid Waste or Hazardous Malerials: Should any refuse [rom the detention basin/BMP(s)
be suspected or identified as solid waste or petroleum products, hazardous substances or hazardous
materials (collectively referred to herein as “hazardous materials™), the Developer and the Metro District
shall (ake all necessary and proper sleps lo characlerize the solid wasle or hazardous materials and
properly dispose of it in accordance with applicable State and/or Federal environmental laws and
regulations, including, but not limited (o, the following: Solid Wastes Disposal Sites and Facilities Acts,
§§ 30-20-100.5 - 30-20-119, C.R.S., Colorado Regulations Pertaining to Solid Wasle Disposal Sites and
Facilities, 6 C.C.R. 1007-2, er seq., Solid Waste Disposal Act, 42 U.S.C. §§ 6901-6992k, and Federal
Solid Waste Regulations 40 CFR Ch. I. The County shall not be responsible or liable for identifying,
characlerizing, cleaning up, or disposing of such solid waste or hazardous materials. Notwithstanding
the previous sentence, should any refuse cleaned up and disposed of by the County be determined to be
solid waste or hazardous materials, the Developer and the Metro District, but not the County, shall be
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responsible and liable as the owner, generator, and/or transporler of said solid waste or hazardous
malterials.

14, Applicable Law and Venue: The laws, rules, and regulations of the State of Colorado
and El Paso County shall be applicable in the enforcement, interpretation, and execution of this
Agreement, except that Federal law may be applicable regarding solid waste or hazardous malerials.
Venue shall be in the El Paso County District Court.

15. Limitation on Developer’s Obligation and Liability: The obligation and liability of the
Developer hereunder shall only continue until such time as the Final Plat as described in Paragraph
Three (3) of the Recitals set forth above is recorded and the Developer completes the construction of the
detention basin/BMP(s) and transfers all applicable maintenance and operation responsibilities to the
Metro Districl. By execution of this agreement, the Metro District agrees to accept all responsibilities
and to perform all duties assigned 1o i, including those of the Developer, as specified herein, upon
transfer of the Tract referenced in Exhibit B from Developer to the Metro District.

IN WITNESS WHEREQOF, the Parties affix their signatures below.

Executed this ZZﬂ/ day of D@gﬁmégé ; 20_22{ by:

Lorson, LLC

By:Q,M

%!f[ ,w(la'rk. Authorized Signing Agenl

~H :
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this /2 day O&W,

20/72, by Jeff Mark, Authorized Signing Agent, Lorson. LLC

Witness my hand and official scal.

My commission expires: 3 2% =2/

N;)tary Pub;ie/// ~

1202 ‘32 HOHVYIN STHIJX3 NOISSINNOD AN
L09%00¢002 QI AHVLON
OQvHOT00 40 31vis
a1and AHVLION
SITVZNOD TNVSNS
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T
Executed this __/ il day of } eeom boc , 2017, by:

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
OF EL PASO COUNTY, COLORADO

N/~

Craig Dossgy, Executive Wr
Planning and Community elopment Department

Authorized signatory pursuant to LDC

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this 14 day of )ec,e,m o,
2017, by f' roi G DoSseu |, Executive Director of El Paso County Planning and Community
Development Deﬁarlment J

Witness my hand and official seal.

My commission expires: _Dg IDZ/ 20720

WMLAQWMG\V/

Notary Public

Approved as to Content and Form: T PETRA RANGEIL ?

Feri A. M NOTARY PUBLIC

STATE OF COLORADO
Assistant County Aftorney

D
v
NOTARY 1D 20164033815 P
} h’.y Explres D

2 2 a & 4 & o 4 s a2 a 2 \J\./

t
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Exhibit A
Paint Brush Hills Filing No. 13B, El Paso County, Colorado

Paint Brush Hills Filing No. 13C, El Paso County, Colorado
Paint Brush Hills Filing No. 13D, El Paso County, Colorado
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Exhibit B

Tract B, Paint Brush Hills Filing No. 13B, El Paso County, Colorado
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