
lf you can provide your initial thoughts by August 16th that timing would be most appreciated. Thanks very much for
your assistance with this major project review.

Sincerely,

Glenn Hartmann
Principal Planner
97O-945-L377 xL57O

G hartmann @sarfield-cou ntv.com
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Rooring Fork Trunspoilotion Aulhority

March 25,2024

Garfield County Community Development
ATTN: Glenn Hartmann, Community Development Director

108 8th Street, Suite 401

Glenwood Springs, Colorado 81601

RE: Referral Comments - PUAA-05-23-8967

Spring Valley Ranch - Substantial PUD Amendment - Storied Development, LLC

Dear Mr. Hartmann

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed Substantial PUD Amendment to the

Spring Valley Ranch PUD, as proposed by Storied Development, LLC'

RFTA has reviewed the proposed Substantial PUD Amendment application and has several

comments for your consideration.

Transportation lmpact Studv - While it is noted in the CDOT Transportation lmpact Study

Methodology Form that "Pedestrian, Transit, and Bicycle" impacts were to be analyzed, the

analysis of anticipated transit impacts was not found in the Transportation lmpact Study.

Meanwhile, for pedestrians and bicycles, only existing counts were identified, but an

analysis of impacts was not found.

As this development is to employ 160 employees with only 26 employees living onsite, it is

anticipated that 135 employees will be commuting daily to Spring Valley Ranch. This does

not include non-Spring Valley Ranch employees living in employee housing and commuting

elsewhere or residents living in the remainder of the affordable housing located onsite, none

of whom are anticipated to be Spring Valley Ranch employees and will be commuting to and

from the site daily.
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It is for these reasons that impacts to the transit system and the park and ride at Highway 82
and CR 114 are anticipated. Further, safe bicycle and pedestrian movements at this
intersection are a critical component of the transit and overall transportation system.

RFTA recommends that the Transportation lmpact Study be amended to include an
examination of the anticipated impacts on: 1) the public transit system including both
ridership and infrastructure, 2) the park and ride facility at Highway 82 and CR 114, both
formal and informal, and 3) impacts that the proposed improvements to the Highway 82 and
CR 114 intersection will have on the Rio Grande Corridor, transit stops, and bicycle and
pedestrian safety and accessibility. lt is also recommended that the analysis look at future
and not just existing conditions.

Conflicting Development Aqreement and Phasinq Plan Lanquaqe - The below language is
included in the Phasing section of the Development Agreement, notably that the phases can
be completed in any order. This appears to be in conflict with the New Phasing Plan that
says that certain improvements will be completed at specific Phases (excerpt below the
Phasing section and highlighted). While there may be an assumption that Phase 1 would be
completed first which would include improvements at Hwy 82 and CR 114, the language in
the Phasing section appears to allow the development to potentially start at a different
phase, which would not include Hwy 82 / CR 114 improvements.

Section 2.(b) of the Development Agreement, Page 3:

(tt) Phnsing. Thc prcviously approvcd SVR PUD was anticipatcd to bc
developetl in qr to t\4,enty-one {21) phnses pursuant to the Phasing Plan approved by
Resolution 2017-31 recarded in the l{esartls as Reception No.8!}4961J (tlre "Prior Phasing
Plan")" Phasc I of'thc Prior Pha*ing Plan was prcviously complct*el. Phasc ? of thc Prior
Phasing Plan n,as commencsd in 2022 in accurdance with the Prior Phasing Plan by ihe
constructiott of a neu, 640-fcrot long entrance road inlo the Pruper"ty frorn CR I l5 pursuant to
Carfielcl County Graeling Pernrit No. CRAD-03-22-7397. The Prior Phasing Plan is hereby
supcruedcd, re;:rlacerl arrd restrted with the New lthasing Plan attached to this Agrecnrenl as
Exhibit 2. Phasc 0 on thc Ncw Phasing Plan hirs bccn inscrtcd lo show thal one ( l) clrvcllirrg
unit nlready exists u,ithil the Pasture Zone District dercrihed in the ne$, P1JD Guide. As
sltowtt in the Ncw Plrasing Plan. lhs remaining 576 dwelling units pern:itted pursuant to thc
nerv l'UL! Guicle arc anlicipated to be developeel in up to seven (7) additional Phase* nunrbered
as Phase I tlrrough Phase 7. llorr,rr.,cr, the numbering olthe Phares on the New llhasing l'lan
is {br rcl'crcncc ottly and to intlica{e tlrc numbcr of dwelling units anticipatsd tc bc dcvelopcd
in each such phass. "Ihcre shall he no rcqnircmcnl to clevelup thlr Phases shorvn trn the Nsrv
Phasing Plan in any particular oldcr and thcrc shall be no dcndlines to cither Eorr"nllsnce or
conrplete conslrustiol of any ol'the Phases, lrr :rrldition. rny Phasc ffa1, bc subrlivid*cl :rurlior
rlr'\,,alr\n..rl 1l{.trlrt firrrrl rrl:rt rrr irr urrlr-lllr.rrrrr hrrr'(rrfrrrt r,r rrrrrllirrln l'iryrl nlrrtl'.*''.'....'",|.'..,''.

Page 2 of 5



Exhibit 2 - New Phasing Plan - Page 1 of 2

EXHIBIT tr
Nn$ PllA$ING Fl,tN

P.8. I ofl

d.ll hn i*lrdrd:r r.^m.6d.61 n! lh. llnii

It is recommended that the development agreement and phasing plan be clarified to identify

the timeline and sequence of the off-site improvements.

Transit. Rio Grande Corridor. and Park and Ride lmprovements - Should the development

agreement and phasing plan timeline and sequence be clarified to require Phase 1 to occur

first, it is recommended that transit, Rio Grande Corridor, and/or park and ride improvement

be included in Phase 1 - Offsite lmprovement Phasing in the New Phasing Plan.

ln addition, it is recommended that the language be amended in the single asterisk section

(*) of the New Phasing Plan - Off-Site lmprovement Phasing: "* Highway lmprovements

shall be based upon requirements of CDOT Access Permit. Transit, Park and Ride, and/or

Rio Grande Corridor lmprovements shall be determined in collaboration with RFTA and

agreed upon in writing prior to approval of the Preliminary Plan."

A redline of these recommended changes to the New Phasing Plan are below

il|rolrcr.l
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EXHIBIT 2
I{ElV P}IASING PLAN

lhgc I of2

ll
o)(o
(D

5
o
ol

Tlr*rgdlmpourll*nt

n/a

lmprovements shall be included as a component of the Final
Plal appl ication and associated S.rbdivision lmprwements
Agreem€nt for Phase I, and shall be completed prior to the
reording oi Final Plat for Phas€ 3 provided that any required
apprwals or permits are not unreasonably wilhheld by
CDOT-

lmprovements shall be included as a compoflent ot the Final

Pl at appl icati or1 and associated 9rbdivision lmprwemen ts
Agrcement for Phas€ a and shall b€ completed prior to th€
recording of Final Plat for Phase 4 provided that any required
apprwals or permits are not unreasonably withheld by
Garlield county.

lmprov€ments shall be in,cluded as a component of the Final

Plat application and associated fuHivision lmprwements
Agreement for Phase 3, and shall b€ complded prior to the
remrding of Final Plat tor Phase 5 provkled that arv required
appro\rals or permits are not unreasonably wkhheld by
Gartield County.

InFoEmefit Der.riptbn

n/a

HiBhr%,l, Trin sit" Park and Ride aild/or
Rii, Grande Trail lmprwements at the
iilersectioft 0f State HiBhway 8? and

Cc,unty Road 114. I

County Road ll4lmprwements: Fnrm the
int€{seclion ot State Highway32 to the
int€rsection withCounty Road 110 (approx.

1"5 miles). **

County Road lt4 lmprovements: Fmm the
interseciion of County Road 110 to the
eastern access of Colorado Mountain College

{ryprox. 1.4 miles}. *"

' lliBhrya/ Irnproyernents shdl be besad qon Gquirem€nts d CDOT Access tbflnit, Trilsit, Park ad
Ri*:, and/or Rio Grandecorridorlmpre,remente 5hall be d€t€rmined in co'llaboratir.r with RfTA arKJ

ryrred upon in wdtingprior toappovalof the Prdiminary Plen.

I hrprornmentsshCl b based upon the D€litn Stardar& fur rl Off-gE Cqrnty R€d per Sectim 7.2
(Rodnay Oassiffcatiqr & De3iln Stadrdsl r{ the Spd,f, ltalky Remh PUD GuHe.

nal|rolTdrl
Odl:trlnr

byPlnse:

ltol
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f,atleof
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Cqffrulty
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Rrrte of
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68 to 84

89 ro 109

nilsEs

pHASE O

PHASf, I

nlASE T

PTIASE 3

' The nrnb,er of Ccrrnrrnity Hous'ru Units shallcompfy wfth the miimun
reqdr€d proportiqlality to Free Mar*et Uoits in *cod'l€e uith the PUD

6uih, The cdrstrrErtfi of Ccrynntnity lbuslrt UriB rnay be aeletiated at
ily po&tt ln the fltcim Plan at the discr€tim of the Detnbp€r, sttlmut
restricdrt rhe allff$ce to sirxrlbtEr.Elyplat r develop the m'&nrn
nrnber d l?€e lrarket lMirg Units as lrdcated for each Phase.

' 
a DtE means DtellilB Units. The totd fi.lrlber of Dr€nit Ul$ts tff all

Phases shall not exceed 577.



Please let me know if you have any questions or if you would like to discuss any of these

recommendations further.

Sincerely,

David Pesnichak, AICP
Mobility Coordinator

Roaring Fork Transportation Authority
1340 Main Street
Garbondale, CO 81623
97O.914.8177 (cell)

dpesnichak@rfta.com

r,,ll
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Glenn Hartmann

From:
Sent:
To:

Hannah Klausman <hannah.klausman@cogs.us>

Monday, February 26,2024 8:17 AM
Glenn Hartmann
FW: Spring Valley Ranch Country ReferralSubject:

Glen,
Here are comments for Spring Valley Ranch Referral. Thank you.

Engineering:
Our traff ic engineer reviewed the traffic report and is in general agreement with the f indings of the anatysis. The

intersection at CR 114 and SH 82 is currentty operating poorty, and this devetoper would be responsibte for the
highway improvements by way of the CDOT access permit requirements. An independent review of the traffic
anatysis was done by Dan Coktey at SGM, and he brought up the probtematic and unsafe Red Canyon (CR 1 15)

route to the vattey ftoor. McDowett Engineering originatty sent 5o/o ol project traff ic up and down CR 1 15 but
adjusted this so that att project traffic used Spring Val,l.ey Road to SH 82. This shift resulted in "No net changes in

infrastructure recommendations" at the highway. Although the study does not mention South Bridge, the point is

moot if att project traffic uses CR 1141o access the site.

Com munity Development:
The Community Development department is in general support of the expanded open space and clustered development

concepts. These are concepts supported by Section 070.040.020 Sensitive Area Protection of the municipal code which

allows clustering when it better attains objectives of providing more open space, preserving existing vegetation, and

preserving sensitive environmental areas, while mitigating any significant adverse impact on adjacent properties with
screening/landscaping and other design features to buffer and protect from the clustered areas.

The City supports the Housing Mitigation Plan with units being constructed onsite by the developer.

Hannah Klausman, AICP

Director, Economic and Community Development
City of Glenwood Springs
101W. Eighth Street
Glenwood Springs, CO 81601
970.384.6407 (ol 97 o.3t9-6259 (c)

City Hall is closed on Fridays. Calls and emails will be returned on the following Monday.

From: Glenn Hartma nn <ghartmann @earfield-countv'com>
Sent: Friday, January 79,202410:50 AM
Subject: Spring Valley Ranch PUD Amendment Referral Request

This sender is trusted

1
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Referral Agencies:

Attached is a Referral Request for the Spring Valley Ranch PUD Amendment. lt is a substantial amendment that will be

reviewed through future public hearings with the Planning Commission and Board of County Commissioners. lt requests
amendments including a new PUD Guide, PUD Plan Map with amended lot/zone district configurations/layout and
provides updated technical information. The project includes 577 dwelling units on approximately 5908 acres. The
development review history for this property dates back to 2OO8/2O10 and earlier. A link to access the Application
electronically is included in the referral request and provided below:

Please provide your comments directly to both our emails: ghartmann@sarfield-countv.com and pberrv@garfield-

countv.com

We're requesting comments bV 2/9/2a if possible but based on the size of the Application we're extending the referral
time period for two additional weeks to 2/23/24. Based on the size and complexity of the Application we anticipate staff
follow-up with referral agencies and will accommodate your needs for further extensions of the review period as

necessary. Please note that the application while determined to be complete for review has not been scheduled for public
hearings to allow for a complete and thorough review of referral comments.

Your review and comments are a very important part of our review process. Please contact us if you have any questions
or difficulty in accessing the application files. Thank you very much for your assistance.

Sincerely,

Glenn Hartmann

Director

970-945-1377 x7570

2
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Hannah Klausman, AICP

Director, Economic and Community Development

City of Glenwood Springs

101W. Eighth Sreet

Glenwood Springs, CO 81501

970.384.5407 (o) 970.319-6269 (c)

City Hall is closed on Fridays. Calls and emails will be returned on the following Monday.
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Co m munityr Development
Troy Hangen, Senior Planner

970-328-8749
troy. hangen @eagl ecou nty. us

www.eaglecounty.us

EAGLE COUNTY

February 20,2024

Ga rfield Cou nty Com mu nity Development Depa rtment
Attn: Glenn Hartmann, Director

Philip Berry, Planner lll
108 8th Street, Suite 401
Glenwood Springs, Colorado 81601

Via Email: ghartmann@garfield-county.com
pbe rry@ga rfi e ld-co u nty.co m

Re: IAR-00941 1-2024 - Spring Valley Ranch PUD - Substantial Modiflcation/Amendment

Dear Community Development Department:

Thank you for the opportunity to participate in the review of the planning process of the
Spring Valley Ranch PUD in Garfield County. Please consider the following comments from
Eagle County Departments:

Planning Comments:
After reviewing the Application, the data included draws parallels to many goals and
policies of the Eagle County Comprehensive Plan (ECCP). Some of these are:

3.1 .3 Community I nvolvement
-The value of the Eagle County Comprehensive Plan should be understood and the plan
should be appropriately adhered to.
3.1.4 Governance
-Cooperative planning solutions should be encouraged across jurisdictional boundaries by
promoting intergovernmenta I commu n ication and coord i nation.
3.2.4 Development
-Urban and suburban type growth should be appropriately designed and should be located
within or immediately contiguous to existing towns and community centers.
3.4 Housing
- Housing needs are clearly identified, and housing types are appropriately balanced to
meet all community needs, appropriately located to reduce long distance commutes, and
appropriately managed to assure long term affordability for Eagle County's workforce.
3.4.5 Development Stakes
-Development should share responsibility for fulfilling Eagle Coun!/s workforce housing
needs.
3.6 Water Resources
-Sufficient domestic water is available to all developed areas so long as requirements for
maintaining healthy natural riparian and aquatic ecosystems are being met.

1
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The overall amount of research and information for the Application was extensive and
thorough. lt will bring much needed housing to the County. Staff supports the updated
design incorporating the same density in a more cluster-like design using less
infrastructure. More open space and including Wildlife Habitat will be beneficial.

Engineering Comments:

Open Space/Natural Resources Comments:

Sincerely,

Troy Hangen
Senior Planner

Cc: Trent Hyatt, Deputy Community Development Director
Ben Gerdes, P.E., County Engineer
File
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Glenn Hartmann

Thank you for contacting the Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment (CDPHE). CDPHE's general

comments are available here. CDPHE's oil and gas related comments are available here. We will continue to review this

referral to determine whether additional comments are necessary. lf additional comments are necessary, we will submit

them by the referral deadline.

From:
Sent:
lo:
Subject:

COLORADO
Department of Publtc
Health & Envirorrment

cdphe localreferral@state.co.us I cotorado.eov/cdphe

Localreferral - C D PH E, CDPH E < cdphe-localreferral @state.co.us >

Friday, January 19,202410:52 AM
Glenn Hartmann
Re: Spring Valley Ranch PUD Amendment Referral Request

rewl
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Thank you for contacting the Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment

(CDPHE). Please note that the following requirements and recommendations apply to many

but not all projects referred by local governments. Also, they are not intended to be an

exhaustive list and it is ultimately the responsibility of the applicant to comply with all

applicable rules and regulations. CDPHE’s failure to respond to a referral should not be

construed as a favorable response.

Hazardous and Solid Waste

The applicant must comply with all applicable hazardous and solid waste rules and

regulations.

Hazardous waste regulations are available here:

https://www.colorado.gov/pacific/cdphe/hwregs.

Solid waste regulations are available here:

https://www.colorado.gov/pacific/cdphe/swregs.

Applicable requirements may include, but are not limited to, properly characterizing all

wastes generated from this project and ensuring they are properly managed and disposed of

in accordance with Colorado’s solid and hazardous waste regulations.

If this proposed project processes, reclaims, sorts, or recycles recyclable materials generated

from industrial operations (including, but not limited to construction and demolition debris

and other recyclable materials), then it must register as an industrial recycling facility in

accordance with Section 8 of the Colorado Solid Waste Regulations. The industrial recycling

registration form is available here:

https://www.colorado.gov/pacific/cdphe/sw-recycling-forms-apps.

If you have any questions regarding hazardous and/or solid waste, please contact CDPHE’s

Hazardous Materials and Waste Management Division (HMWMD) by emailing

comments.hmwmd@state.co.us or calling 303-692-3320.

Water Quality

The applicant must comply with all applicable water quality rules and regulations.

The Water Quality Control Division (WQCD) administers regulatory programs that are generally

designed to help protect both Colorado’s natural water bodies (the clean water program) and

built drinking water systems. Applicants must comply with all applicable water quality rules

and regulations relating to both clean water and drinking water. All water quality regulations

are available here:

https://cdphe.colorado.gov/water-quality-control-commission-regulations.

https://www.colorado.gov/pacific/cdphe/hwregs
https://www.colorado.gov/pacific/cdphe/swregs
https://www.colorado.gov/pacific/cdphe/sw-recycling-forms-apps
mailto:comments.hmwmd@state.co.us
https://cdphe.colorado.gov/water-quality-control-commission-regulations
Philip Berry
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Clean Water Requirements

Stormwater

Applicable clean water requirements may include, but are not limited to, obtaining a

stormwater discharge permit if construction activities disturb one acre or more of land or if

they are part of a larger common plan of development that will disturb one or more acres of

land. In determining the area of construction disturbance, WQCD looks at the entire plan,

including disturbances associated with utilities, pipelines or roads constructed to serve the

facility.

Please use the Colorado Environmental Online Services (CEOS) to apply for new construction

stormwater discharge permits, modify or terminate existing permits and change permit

contacts.

For CEOS support please see the following WQCD website:

https://cdphe.colorado.gov/cor400000-stormwater-discharge

or contact:

Email: cdphe_ceos_support@state.co.us or cdphe_wqcd_permits@state.co.us

CEOS Phone: 303-691-7919

Permits Phone: 303-692-3517

Domestic Wastewater

Some projects with wastewater collection may have domestic wastewater treatment works

(i.e., treatment plant, interceptor sewer, or lift station) with a design capacity to receive

greater than 2,000 gallons per day (gpd) and are subject to state-wide site location, design,

and permitting requirements implemented by the Water Quality Control Division. State review

and approval of the site location application and design is required by the Colorado Water

Quality Control Act (Act), Section 25-8-702, C.R.S. which states in part that:

“No person shall commence the construction of any domestic wastewater treatment

works or the enlargement of the capacity of an existing domestic wastewater

treatment works, unless the site location and the design for the construction or

expansion have been approved by the division.”

State review may also be necessary for projects with multiple on-site wastewater treatment

systems (OWTS) on a single property, unless the OWTS meet the requirements of division’s

“Site Application Policy 6: Multiple On-Site Wastewater Treatment Systems” (Policy 6).

If applicable, the project would need to meet all applicable regulatory requirements

including, but not limited to, site location and design review, discharge permitting, having a

certified operator; and routine monitoring and reporting. For questions regarding domestic

wastewater regulation applicability or other assistance and resources, visit these websites:

https://cdphe.colorado.gov/design

https://cdphe.colorado.gov/clean-water-permitting-sectors

https://cdphe.colorado.gov/cor400000-stormwater-discharge
https://cdphe.colorado.gov/design
https://cdphe.colorado.gov/clean-water-permitting-sectors


Drinking Water Requirements

The definition of a public water system is self-implementing. It is the responsibility of all

water systems in Colorado to assess whether their system is a public water system and to

comply with the regulations accordingly. There is not a notification process whereby a system

only becomes a public water system if the Department notifies that system. A system

becomes subject to regulation as a public water system at the point the system begins

operating a system meeting the definition of a public water system under Regulation 11.

Some projects may also need to address drinking water regulations if the proposed project

meets the definition of a “Public Water System” per the Colorado Primary Drinking Water

Regulations (Regulation 11):

A Public Water System means a system for the provision to the public of water for

human consumption through pipes or other constructed conveyances, if such system

has at least fifteen service connections or regularly serves an average of at least 25

individuals daily at least 60 days per year. A public water system is either a

community water system or a non-community water system. Such term does not

include any special irrigation district. Such term includes:

(a) Any collection, treatment, storage, and distribution facilities under control

of the supplier of such system and used primarily in connection with such

system.

(b) Any collection or pretreatment storage facilities not under such control,

which are used primarily in connection with such system.

If applicable, the project would need to meet all applicable requirements of Regulation 11

including, but not limited to, design review and approval; technical, managerial and financial

review and approval; having a certified operator; and routine monitoring and reporting. If it is

determined that your facility meets the definition of a public water system please submit a

drinking water inventory update form to the department. For questions regarding drinking

water regulation applicability or other assistance and resources, visit these websites:

https://cdphe.colorado.gov/drinking-water

https://cdphe.colorado.gov/dwtrain

If you have any other questions regarding either clean or drinking water quality, please

contact CDPHE’s WQCD by emailing cdphe.commentswqcd@state.co.us or calling

303-692-3500.

Air Quality

The applicant must comply with all relevant state and federal air quality rules and

regulations. Air quality regulations are available here:

https://www.colorado.gov/pacific/cdphe/aqcc-regs.

https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-3A__cdphe.colorado.gov_monitoringplans&d=DwMFaQ&c=sdnEM9SRGFuMt5z5w3AhsPNahmNicq64TgF1JwNR0cs&r=sNn_oltbJna_wq7Gxqhy872g86XRYBnDOLy2TknWqw4&m=DOBFSdhVD4GSaVCljopumwXcXhnfxtFG3zlEFM2AArY&s=NRs8UqlVwEDjHVrz9Bq3JyVgBpp3AYNycyz_fSz9Wbs&e=
https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-3A__cdphe.colorado.gov_drinking-2Dwater&d=DwMFaQ&c=sdnEM9SRGFuMt5z5w3AhsPNahmNicq64TgF1JwNR0cs&r=sNn_oltbJna_wq7Gxqhy872g86XRYBnDOLy2TknWqw4&m=DOBFSdhVD4GSaVCljopumwXcXhnfxtFG3zlEFM2AArY&s=ErVa2vnrNBLIR0A4At7eQE7uhMMBPp2IpX_X5PJZHYQ&e=
https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-3A__cdphe.colorado.gov_dwtrain&d=DwMFaQ&c=sdnEM9SRGFuMt5z5w3AhsPNahmNicq64TgF1JwNR0cs&r=sNn_oltbJna_wq7Gxqhy872g86XRYBnDOLy2TknWqw4&m=DOBFSdhVD4GSaVCljopumwXcXhnfxtFG3zlEFM2AArY&s=8Hx9yVTaFIza591BFOO4aVpbLkcpPChkXpfblTVLj6U&e=
https://www.colorado.gov/pacific/cdphe/aqcc-regs


Air Pollutant Emissions Notices (APENs) and Permits

Applicable requirements may include, but are not limited to, reporting emissions to the Air

Pollution Control Division (APCD) by completing an APEN. An APEN is a two in one form for

reporting air emissions and obtaining an air permit, if a permit will be required. While only

businesses that exceed the Air Quality Control Commission (AQCC) reporting thresholds are

required to report their emissions, all businesses - regardless of emission amount - must

always comply with applicable AQCC regulations.

In general, an APEN is required when uncontrolled actual emissions for an emission point or

group of emission points exceed the following defined emission thresholds:

Table 1

APEN Thresholds

Pollutant Category UNCONTROLLED ACTUAL EMISSIONS

Attainment Area Non-attainment Area

Criteria Pollutant 2 tons per year 1 ton per year

Lead 100 pounds per year 100 pounds per year

Non-Criteria Pollutant 250 pounds per year 250 pounds per year

Uncontrolled actual emissions do not take into account any pollution control equipment that

may exist. A map of the Denver Metropolitan Ozone Non-attainment area can be found on the

following website: http://www.colorado.gov/airquality/ss_map_wm.aspx.

In addition to these reporting thresholds, a Land Development APEN (Form APCD-223) may be

required for land development. Under Colorado air quality

regulations, land development refers to all land clearing activities, including but not limited

to land preparation such as excavating or grading, for residential, commercial or

industrial development. Land development activities release fugitive dust, a pollutant

regulation by APCD. Small land development activities are not subject to the same reporting

and permitting requirements as large land activities. Specifically, land development activities

that are less than 25 contiguous acres and less than 6 months in duration do not need to

report air emissions to APCD.

It is important to note that even if a permit is not required, fugitive dust control measures

included the Land Development APEN Form APCD-223 must be followed at the site. Fugitive

dust control techniques commonly included in the plan are included in the table below.

 

Control Options for Unpaved Roadways

Watering                         Use of chemical stabilizer

Paving                             Controlling vehicle speed

Graveling

Control Options for Mud and Dirt Carry-Out Onto Paved Surfaces

Gravel entry ways            Washing vehicle wheels

Covering the load             Not overfilling trucks

Control Options for Disturbed Areas

http://www.colorado.gov/airquality/ss_map_wm.aspx


Watering                          Application of a chemical stabilizer

Revegetation                    Controlling vehicle speed

Compaction                      Furrowing the soil

Wind Breaks                     Minimizing the areas of disturbance

                                       Synthetic or Natural Cover for Slopes

Additional information on APENs and air permits can be found on the following website:

https://www.colorado.gov/pacific/cdphe/air/do-you-need-an-apen. This site explains the

process to obtain APENs and air quality permits, as well as information on calculating

emissions, exemptions, and additional requirements. You may also view AQCC Regulation

Number 3 at https://www.colorado.gov/pacific/cdphe/aqcc-regs for the complete regulatory

language.

If you have any questions regarding Colorado’s APEN or air permitting requirements or are

unsure whether your business operations emit air pollutants, please call the Small Business

Assistance Program (SBAP) at 303- 692-3175 or 303-692-3148.

Asbestos and Lead-Based Paint

In Colorado there are regulations regarding the appropriate removal and handling of asbestos

and lead-based paint as part of a demolition, renovation, or remodeling project. These

regulations are presented in AQCC Number 8 (asbestos) and Number 19 (lead-based paint)

which can be found on the following website: https://www.colorado.gov/cdphe/aqcc-regs.

These regulations may require the use of, or inspection by, companies or individuals that are

certified to inspect or remove these hazards prior to renovation or demolition. APCD must

also be notified of abatement or demolition activities prior to beginning any work in the case

of asbestos. For additional guidance on these regulations and lists of certified companies and

individuals please visit the following website for asbestos:

https://www.colorado.gov/cdphe/categories/services-and-information/environment/asbestos

and the following website for lead-based paint:

https://www.colorado.gov/pacific/cdphe/categories/services-and-information/lead.

If you have any questions about Colorado’s asbestos and lead-based paint regulations or are

unsure whether you are subject to them please call the Indoor Environment Program at

303-692-3100.

If you have more general questions about air quality, please contact CDPHE’s APCD by

emailing cdphe.commentsapcd@state.co.us or calling 303-692-3100.

Environmental Justice and Health Equity

CDPHE is dedicated to promoting and protecting the health and environment for all

Coloradans. As part of those efforts, we strive to achieve health equity and environmental

justice.

https://www.colorado.gov/pacific/cdphe/air/do-you-need-an-apen
https://www.colorado.gov/pacific/cdphe/aqcc-regs
http://www.colorado.gov/cdphe/aqcc-regs
https://www.colorado.gov/cdphe/aqcc-regs
http://www.colorado.gov/cdphe/asbestos
https://www.colorado.gov/cdphe/categories/services-and-information/environment/asbestos
https://www.colorado.gov/pacific/cdphe/categories/services-and-information/lead
mailto:cdphe.commentsapcd@state.co.us


ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE is the fair treatment and meaningful involvement of all people

regardless of race, color, national origin or income. Environmental justice recognizes that

all people have a right to breathe clean air, drink clean water, participate freely in

decisions that affect their environment, live free of dangerous levels of toxic

pollution, experience equal protection of environmental policies, and share the

benefits of a prosperous and vibrant pollution-free economy.

HEALTH EQUITY is when all people, regardless of who they are or what they believe, have the

opportunity to attain their full health potential. Achieving health equity requires valuing all

people equally with focused and ongoing efforts to address inequalities.

The Environmental Justice Act (HB21-1266) builds upon these efforts by declaring a statewide

policy to advance environmental justice, defining disproportionately impacted communities,

and creating an Environmental Justice Action Task Force, Environmental Justice

Ombudsperson, and Environmental Justice Advisory Board. The Environmental Justice Act also

directs the Air Quality Control Commission to promulgate certain rules to reduce emissions in

disproportionately impacted communities, and to revise its approach to permitting actions in

disproportionately impacted communities. The Environmental Justice Act further requires

the Air Quality Control Commission to conduct enhanced outreach in disproportionately

impacted communities for rulemakings and contested permitting actions.

The Environmental Justice Act’s definition of disproportionately impacted communities

includes low-income communities, communities of color, and housing cost-burdened

communities, as well as communities that experience cumulative impacts and with a history

of environmental racism. CDPHE’s Climate Equity Data Viewer can be used to identify census

block groups that meet those three criteria.

CDPHE notes that certain projects have potential to impact communities of color and

low-income communities that are already disproportionately impacted by cumulative impacts

across environmental media and challenges outside the environmental context. It is our strong

recommendation that your organization consider the potential for disproportionate

environmental and health impacts on specific communities within the project scope and take

action to avoid, mitigate, and minimize those impacts.

To ensure the meaningful involvement of disproportionately impacted communities, we

recommend that you interface directly with the communities in the project area to better

understand community perspectives on the project to receive feedback on how it may impact

them during development and construction as well as after completion. This feedback should

be taken into account wherever possible, and reflected in changes made to the project plan

to implement the feedback.

Additionally, to ensure the fair treatment of disproportionately impacted communities, we

recommend that you consider substantive measures to avoid, minimize, and mitigate impacts

to disproportionately impacted communities. This may include considering alternative facility

siting locations, using best management practices to reduce impacts to air, water, soil, noise,

light, or odor, or offsetting impacts by reducing impacts from other nearby facilities as

appropriate.

https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-3A__cdphe.maps.arcgis.com_apps_webappviewer_index.html-3Fid-3D25d884fc249e4208a9c37a34a0d75235&d=DwMFaQ&c=sdnEM9SRGFuMt5z5w3AhsPNahmNicq64TgF1JwNR0cs&r=qdNAZguQpy5vKY2zDMcprW4ygHiUCOs_TeqkYvXK3cs&m=o0RjyQ60UyvkttGwp2b8OCNncMmZ9itNiAskFKbY4CI&s=9p0TSlsm1PDwqJJbOJ1JBU--mimwAlp5XEWITV8FUdw&e=


We have included some general resources for your reference.

Resources:

CDPHE Environmental Justice Website

CDPHE’s Health Equity Resources

CDPHE’s “Sweet” Tools to Advance Equity

EPA’s Environmental Justice and NEPA Resources

https://cdphe.colorado.gov/environmental-justice
https://www.colorado.gov/pacific/cdphe/health-equity-resources
https://cdphe.colorado.gov/suite-of-tools#:~:text=Checking%20Assumptions%20to%20Advance%20Equity,to%20suffer%20preventable%20adverse%20consequences.
https://www.epa.gov/environmentaljustice/environmental-justice-and-national-environmental-policy-act
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April 4, 2024 
 
Glenn Hartmann, Director 
Philip Berry, Senior Planner 
Garfield County Community Development 
108 8th Street, Suite 401  
Glenwood Springs, Colorado 81601 
 
Via email: ghartmann@garfield-county.com, pberry@garfield-county.com 
 
RE:   AVLT Referral Comments, 2023 Spring Valley Ranch PUD Amendment, PUAA-05-23-8967 
 
 
Dear Glenn and Phillip, 
 
Thank you for requesting AVLT’s referral comments for the Spring Valley Ranch PUD Amendment. As 
you are aware, the Spring Valley Ranch PUD is immediately adjacent to AVLT’s Rivendell Farms 
Conservation Easement (also known as the Lake Springs Ranch Conservation Easement). Initially platted 
for development, Rivendell Farms has been a conservation success story long in the making—starting with 
the Berkeley family’s 2004 donation of a 40-acre conservation easement on the property (Garfield County 
reception #665794). Between 2004 and 2019, the Berkeley family gradually increased the size of the 
conservation easement to 254 acres through phased easements, which are bound together by one final ruling 
document, the Fifth Amended and Restated Deed of Conservation Easement in Gross, donated to AVLT on 
September 20, 2019 and recorded in Garfield County at reception number 925748 (the “Easement”). Today, 
Rivendell Farms is home to a thriving agricultural operation and important wetland and sagebrush shrubland 
habitat that will be forever protected for the benefit of all Coloradans. 
 
The Easement is intended to protect specific Conservation Values, including; 
 
“relatively natural habitat including wetland and wildlife values and open space (including agricultural lands) 
(collectively, ‘Conservation Values’) of importance to the Landowner, the Trust, the people of Garfield County, 
and the people of the State of Colorado that are worthy or preservation” (pg. 3). 
 
It continues to state; 
 
“in particular, the Property consists of irrigated agricultural land, sagebrush shrublands, ponds and wetlands in 
an otherwise semi-arid upland zone. The wetlands provide important wildlife habitat for numerous species of 
birds, waterfowl, and small mammals. The Property contains a community of sagebrush, a threatened habitat 
type important to big game as well as small animals and bird species...” “The Property contains wetlands, 
riparian areas, and several other important habitat types that provide food, shelter, winter habitat, and migration 
routes for several wildlife species including elk, mule deer, black bear, turkey, bat, and bald eagles. The wetland 
and riparian areas are especially important to many bird species, including the Canada Geese, Killdeer, Redwing 
blackbirds, and Mallard, America Wigeon, Cinnamon Teal, and Ring Neck ducks” (pg. 3).  

 
While AVLT does not hold conservation easements on any of the Spring Valley Ranch PUD parcels and 
does not have authority to directly approve or deny any portions of the proposal, we are deeply concerned 
about the impact that a development of this scale will have on the wildlife that our adjacent easement aims 
to protect. 
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Spring Valley Ranch and the surrounding area support a diverse ecosystem, containing a matrix of oak-
mixed montane shrublands, sagebrush shrublands, aspen forests, and riparian forests, shrublands and 
wetlands. These natural communities provide the foundation of essential habitat for a diversity of native 
flora and fauna—some rare—that provide wonderful intrinsic and economic benefit to our state and region. 
 
Of particular concern is the proposal’s likely impact to critical deer and elk habitat. The entire development 
proposal is located in winter range for deer and elk, with a mule deer winter concentration area extending 
through the center of the property, and an elk winter concentration area covering the southwestern portion 
of the property, immediately adjacent to AVLT’s protected Rivendell Farms. The southeastern corner of the 
development is located in severe winter range for elk, and nearly half of the property to the north occupies a 
critical elk production and calving area. The entire property is also known as an important wildlife 
migration route, connecting higher elevation summer range with critical winter habitat, water sources, and 
calving grounds in the lower grounds of the Spring Valley drainage. 
 
The Spring Valley Ranch Impact Analysis states that the Frying Pan River Elk Herd using the property has 
been declining since 1996, which is "a concerning metric for wildlife managers" (Impact Analysis, pg 16-
18). The same collection of natural communities that are found on the adjacent protected Rivendell Farms 
Conservation Easement cover much of the Spring Valley Ranch PUD. According to the Impact Analysis, 
gambel oak and sagebrush shrubland communities “provide important winter forage opportunities for elk. 
These communities and aspen stands provide forage during the remainder of the year as well” (pg. 18). 
AVLT is concerned that, once fully developed, displaced deer and elk herds will not be able to survive the 
loss of critical winter and calving habitat and may additionally over-rely on and overgraze adjacent lands, 
such as AVLT’s adjacent Rivendell Farms Conservation Easement. 
 
The Impact Analysis and CPW data also show the property to be winter hunting grounds for mountain lion 
and a known black bear fall concentration area. According to the Impact Analysis, "annual bear mortality in 
B-11 has been increasing over the past 2 decades" (pg. 18). Fall habitat areas such as Spring Valley Ranch 
provide critical feed and forage for black bears preparing for winter hibernation. Developing 6,000 acres at 
such a massive scale is certain to increase local black bear mortality rates, especially in harsher winters. 
 
One of the stated conservation purposes of the Rivendell Farms Conservation Easement is its alignment 
with the Garfield County Comprehensive Plan of 2030. The Easement states; 
 
“...the Garfield County Comprehensive Plan of 2030 (adopted November 10, 2010) (the 'Comprehensive Plan') 
identifies the loss of agricultural lands and rural character as a significant issue for county residents, along with 
environmental impacts to sensitive ecosystems, including wildlife habitat and important visual corridors. Section 
6 of the Comprehensive Plan - Agriculture, states 'Garfield County has preserved rural character and agricultural 
heritage by encouraging the retention of important agricultural lands, working farms and ranches. . . . The 
county has encouraged conservation of lands that protect important wildlife corridors, natural habitats, 
important viewsheds and other critical open space.' The goals of Section 6 of the Comprehensive Plan, which 
are supported by policies, are to: 1) Promote the continuation and expansion of agricultural uses; 2) Preserve a 
significant rural character in the county; and 3) Preserve scenic and visual corridors in the county. To that end 
the county encourages uses of land trusts and conservation easements for protecting agriculture. The goals and 
policies of Section 8 of the Comprehensive Plan— Natural Resources, also state that the County shall ‘ensure 
that natural, scenic, ecological, and critical wildlife habitat resources are protected and/or impacts mitigated,’ 
and that the County ‘will encourage the protection of watersheds, flood plains, and riparian areas.’ This 
Easement grant will further this policy's objective by conserving agricultural lands and preserving some of the 
rural character in our community” (pg. 4). 
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AVLT is not in a position to comment on any of the specifics of the development proposal, but we can 
certainly share information about the ecosystems and wildlife values that will be impacted by development 
of this scale. Although the clustered development proposal is certainly less impactful than the property’s 
existing entitlements, it is important to recognize that the proposed development will further fragment and 
disrupt entire intact ecosystems that currently provide quiet, high-quality habitat. This will likely have a 
devastating impact on local wildlife and the overall health of Spring Valley. A development proposal of this 
nature and scale, including the existing entitlements, is simply not appropriate for an area so delicate, so 
critical to wildlife, and so greatly removed from existing developed areas, infrastructure, and services. The 
proposal is likely to impact ranching operations and habitat quality on an adjacent AVLT conservation 
easement, and on a larger scale is at odds with AVLT’s mission and the goals established by our strategic 
conservation plan to permanently protect high quality and rapidly diminishing ranchland and natural habitat. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback on this matter. Please do not hesitate to contact me 
below with any questions. 
 
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
_____________________________ 
Bud Tymczyszyn (tim-chiz-in) 
Stewardship Director 
Aspen Valley Land Trust  
bud@avlt.org 
970.456.1915 (cell) 
 





From: Killian - CDOT, Brian
To: Glenn Hartmann
Cc: Jeff Butterworth; JON FREDERICKS; Kandis Aggen - CDOT; Karthik Vishwamitra - CDOT; Philip Berry; Edgar Palacios;

Michaela Craig; Greg Schroeder
Subject: Re: Spring Valley Ranch - CDOT Follow-up
Date: Thursday, May 9, 2024 10:40:53 AM
Attachments: image001.jpg

Glenn,

Per our conversation on Wednesday, please see CDOT permit requirements below for the
Spring Valley Ranch development off Hwy 82. 

Permit requirements for County Road 114: 
Permit 1: CR 114 
Location: 082A MP 6.649L 
Land Use: County road (CR 114, aka Spring Valley Rd) 
DHV: 1361 vph 
Access Configuration: Full movement 
The applicant shall construct the following improvements per the standards of the State
Highway Access Code: 
 - Construct dual southbound left turn deceleration lanes. This shall also involve the
construction of two receiving lanes for eastbound CR 114. 
 - Upgrade the existing signal to allow for the dual left turn lanes. 
 - Extend the existing northbound right turn deceleration lane. 
 - Extend the existing westbound-to-northbound right turn acceleration lane. 

Permit requirements for County Road 115: 
Permit 2: CR 115 
Location: 082A MP 3.688L 
Land Use: County road (CR 115, aka Red Canyon Rd) 
DHV: 155 vph 
Access Configuration: Full movement 
The applicant shall construct the following improvements per the standards of the State
Highway Access Code: 
 - Construct a northbound right turn deceleration lane. 

County Road 110 was not evaluated by the developers engineer and the TIS doesn't
provide any information about that road. 

These requirements are based on the TIS received as part of the CDOT access permit
application package. If any changes are made to the development, the requirements
above and TIS may change. 

Please let me know if you have any questions. 

Thanks, 

Brian Killian
Region 3 Access Program Manager
Traffic & Safety

P 970-683-6284  |  C 970-210-1101  |  F 970-683-6290
222 S. 6th St, Room 100 Grand Junction, CO 81501

mailto:brian.killian@state.co.us
mailto:ghartmann@garfield-county.com
mailto:jbutterworth@storiedliving.com
mailto:jon@landwestcolorado.com
mailto:kandis.aggen@state.co.us
mailto:karthik.vishwamitra@state.co.us
mailto:pberry@garfield-county.com
mailto:edgar@mcdowelleng.com
mailto:michaela@landwestcolorado.com
mailto:greg@mcdowelleng.com
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Matrix Design Group, Inc. 
707 17th Street, Suite 3150 

Denver, CO  80202 
O  303.572.0200 
F  303.572.0202 

matrixdesigngroup.com 
 

 

Anniston, AL  |  Atlanta, GA  |  Colorado Springs, CO  |  Denver, CO  |  Niceville, FL  |  Parsons, KS  |  Phoenix, AZ 
Sacramento, CA  |  Tamuning, GUAM  |  Texarkana, TX  |  Washington, DC 

September 6, 2024 
 
 
Glenn Hartmann 
Director of Community Development 
Garfield County 
108 8th St, Suite 401 
Glenwood Springs, CO 81601 
 
 
RE: SPRING VALLEY RANCH SUBSTANTIAL PUD MODIFICATION 
 Review of Water Related Issues 
 
 
Dear Mr. Hartmann: 
 
Matrix Design Group, Inc, (Matrix), is pleased to assist Garfield County with the development 
review for Spring Valley Ranch. The development review was limited to peer review of 
application submittals and technical reports related to: 
 

• Water Rights Issues 

• Water Supply Plans 

• Aquifer Recharge Studies 

• Other related water supply and water impact topics/issues including irrigation 
considerations. 

 
The comments in this letter are based upon a review of the documents listed below: 
 

1. Spring Valley Ranch PUD Amendment Narrative Report, dated May 2024 by Land West. 
2. Spring Valley Ranch PUD Vicinity Map, by Land West. 
3. Spring Valley Ranch Conceptual Plan 2024, by Storied Development. 
4. Spring Valley Ranch Impact Analysis, dated May 28, 2024 by Western Bionomics, Inc.  
5. Spring Valley Ranch PUD Existing Drainage and Flood Hazard Report, dated January 

18, 2023 by Roaring Fork Engineering. 
6. PUD Plan Map Spring Valley Ranch PUD, dated May 23, 2024 by Peak Surveying, Inc. 
7. Water Supply for Spring Valley Ranch PUD –PUD Amendment Application, dated 

January 31, 2023 by Water Law. 
8. Water Supply and Distribution Plan Spring Valley Ranch PUD, dated February 2, 2023 

by Roaring Fork Engineering. 
9. Spring Valley Ranch Aquifer Sustainability Study, dated April 11, 2024 by Colorado 

River Engineering, Inc.  
10. Spring Valley Ranch: Responses to Referral Comments for PUD Amendment 

Application, dated May 31, 2024 by Land West. 
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Water Resources Comments, PUD Level 
 

1. Limited Physical Water Supply – The key water issue is whether there is a long-term, 
sustainable supply of water to serve all of the proposed water needs of the 
development. It is understood that this is only at the PUD level, but additional work is 
warranted to better define the sustainable yield of the groundwater aquifer. The 
proposed Spring Valley Ranch development is located on a mountain mesa high above 
the Colorado River and Roaring Fork River and is totally dependent upon groundwater 
recharged by direct precipitation for potable water. The site landscape is very dry with 
very little surface water, except for the relatively small flow in Landis Creek. The 
adjacent Consolidated Reservoir has been observed to have very little water in storage 
during most of the year. The concern is whether there is enough physical water to 
sustain a 577 dwelling unit development with outdoor irrigation, irrigated 100-acre golf 
course and ski area with snowmaking. The PUD reports indicate an abundance of 
water – roughly 3 times what is needed on an annual basis. The tributary watershed is 
relatively small and therefore there are few creeks and streams on the property. Even 
though the development proposes to use less water than falls on the land as 
precipitation, the water may be tied up and trapped in the soil. Relatively shallow 
groundwater wells cannot recover 100% of the water that infiltrates into the ground. The 
zone of influence of the wells is relatively tiny compared to the overall land area. The 
aquifer analysis essentially considers the soil to be similar to a bathtub where 
precipitation is trapped and stored, which may or may not be the case. The amount of 
groundwater lost to the Colorado River and Roaring Fork River is unknown.  More work 
is needed to characterize the aquifer. The assumption in the analysis is that the aquifer 
is infinite, but can the use of groundwater as proposed be sustained? More information 
is needed on the underlying geology to better define the aquifer. Further aquifer 
characterization by a Geohydrologist or similar professional is recommended to 
understand the movement and characterization of groundwater.  

 
2. Concern of Overstating Sustainable Well Capacity – The amount of drawdown 

occurring in the wells during the pump tests is somewhat concerning. The less 
drawdown, the better to sustain the well production. A reported 20 to 340 feet of 
drawdown is occurring in the eight existing wells and may not be sustainable in the long 
term at those pumping rates. The reported yields may not be achievable day after day, 
year after year. Redundant wells and systems, as proposed, certainly improve the 
reliability of the proposed water system. Additional wells may be necessary.  

It is important to reiterate information in the PUD reports that state, “The Spring Valley 
Ranch’s potable water system can utilize up to 36 groundwater wells to treat a total 
system demand of 300 gallons per minute (gpm) to serve the domestic and irrigation 
demands of the entire Spring Valley Ranch PUD. Currently, the six wells drilled for 
potable consumption were tested and can produce a total 314 gpm. Due to the age of 
the wells, all existing well casings and pipes will be replaced. In some instances, the 
wells will need to be redrilled to a larger diameter to house the required 6-inch modern 
motor to serve the PUD and possibly drilled deeper to access full sustainable 
production from the aquifer.” 
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3. Optimistic Irrigation Demand. Consumptive use of 1.79 acre-feet/acre/year as stated 
in the Legal Water Supply report seems low and usually attributed to pasture grass 
rather than lawn grass. We would be surprised if irrigation demand was this low for the 
golf course and residential lawns for a luxury subdivision where the expectation to sell 
houses is typically to have very green thick grass. The PUD golf course designer utilized 
local golf course data to determine that the golf course will utilize approximately 329 
acre-ft per year during the months of April to October.  The calculations for the 329 acre-
feet figure would appear to be using a more realistic consumptive use of 2.13 acre-
feet/acre/year. The reports are not consistent where some discuss a 100-acre golf 
course and others note a 124-acre golf course. Some note an 80% irrigation efficiency 
and others note 67% efficiency. The report noted, “To estimate irrigation demands for 
residences, it is assumed that each home would grow non-native bluegrass, which 
would require a 0.12-inch application rate to adequately water the lawn during peak 
summer conditions (e.g. hot, dry, no precipitation).” However, back calculating irrigation 
demand from the tables provided shows the average daily application rate is 0.22 inches 
per day during the month of July.  It was assumed in the report calculations that water is 
applied at 80% efficiency across the 100-acre golf course. We concur with the statement 
that “Understanding the hotter and drier months (July and August) will require more 
water than during cooler wetter months all the infrastructure (e.g. pump stations, 
wetwells, pipeline) was designed to accommodate a maximum daily irrigation demand of 
1,000,000 gallons per day in the event of extreme weather conditions,” even though the 
average daily demand in July based upon the tables provided would be 750,000 gallons 
per day. Designing the golf course facilities for 1,000,000 gallons per day is a 
reasonable assumption. 

 
4. Water Storage Tanks – The development proposes two potable water storage tanks, 

approximately a 500,000-gallon potable water storage tank and a 350,000-gallon tank. 
The tanks were sized to accommodate 24 hours of average water use plus fire storage, 
which is typical. These are minimum sizes needed at build-out, and it may be prudent to 
consider additional storage for such a large remote development. Average (not a peak) 
daily demand is shown as 441,000 gallons per day, with 407,000 gallons attributed to 
residential uses and 34,000 attributed to commercial uses. It is unclear whether this is 
an average for the entire irrigation season or average for a peak month such as July. 
Regardless, there is less than a two-day supply of water without a fire. A fire, major leak 
in the system or mechanism failure could easily drain these tanks or at least prevent 
them from refilling quickly. An emergency response plan is needed to supply potable 
water should it become necessary. 

 
5. Legal Water Supply – The legal report states that they have the ability to augment their 

water depletions with storage water from Ruedi or Green Mountain to satisfy water users 
on the Colorado River. There is concern about impacts between the development and 
the Roaring Fork River. Are there intervening water users on Landis Creek? What will 
Landis Creek look like downstream from the development at full buildout when the goal 
is to capture as much runoff as possible? Will there be any water in the downstream 
reach of Landis Creek to sustain the ecology?  
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6. Storm Drainage – The site imperviousness will increase from development due to roads 
and rooftops from what once was a formerly natural watershed and will cause more 
frequent and more rapid stormwater runoff. This increased runoff can unravel natural 
drainageways making them unstable and prone to serious erosion. The fix can be very 
expensive. It is recommended to implement full spectrum stormwater detention including 
storage of the water quality capture volume throughout the development area to control 
runoff to historic rates. PUD reports do not mention any proposed measures such as 
detention or water quality in the Existing Drainage and Flood Hazard Report. The reports 
only calculated existing 100-year runoff flows. More work is needed to characterize 
existing and future stormwater runoff flows and consider facilities to control runoff to 
historic rates.  

 
7. Sanitary Sewer – No information was provided on the Spring Valley Sanitation District. 

Reports indicate that the District can treat everything from the development and 
beyond. A concern is the discharge of the wastewater treatment plant to a receiving 
waterway. Since there is so little water in that area today, discharges of treated effluent 
have little ability to be diluted, thereby likely requiring a high level of treatment.  

 
Overall, the PUD documents provided were very detailed and thorough. The above comments 
are water-related items that caught our attention during the document review that may warrant 
further attention in future submittals.  

  

Sincerely,  
Matrix Design Group, Inc. 

 
Robert Krehbiel, P.E. 
Water Resources Engineer  
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March 24, 2025 
 
Glenn Hartmann 
Director of Community Development 
Garfield County 
108 8th St, Suite 401 
Glenwood Springs, CO 81601 
 
RE: Spring Valley Ranch Substantial PUD Modification 
 Review of Water Related Issues 
 
 
Dear Mr. Hartmann: 
 
Matrix Design Group, Inc, (Matrix), is pleased to continue to assist Garfield County with the 
development review of PUD documents for Spring Valley Ranch. The development review was 
limited to peer review of application submittals and technical reports related to: 
 

• Water Rights Issues 

• Water Supply Plans 

• Aquifer Recharge Studies 

• Other related water supply and water impact topics/issues including irrigation 
considerations. 

 
This letter is in response to updated documents and responses to comments from our 
September 6, 2024 comment letter. Our comments are in response to the new and updated 
documents listed below: 
 

1. Spring Valley Ranch: Responses to 2nd Round of Referral Comments for PUD 
Amendment Application (File No. PUAA-05-23-8967), dated December 3, 2024 by Land 
West. 

2. Spring Valley Ranch PUD Amendment Narrative Report, revised December 2024 by 
Land West. 

3. Spring Valley Ranch PUD Existing Drainage and Flood Hazard Report, revised 
November 12, 2024 by Roaring Fork Engineering. 

4. Water Supply and Distribution Plan Spring Valley Ranch PUD, revised December 3, 
2024 by Roaring Fork Engineering. 

5. Spring Valley Ranch Aquifer Sustainability Study, updated January 9, 2025 by Colorado 
River Engineering, Inc.  

6. Spring Valley Ranch PUD, PUAA-05-23-8967, Water Division 5, Water District 38, 
comment letter dated September 12, 2024 by Colorado Division of Water Resources. 

 
The following comments are based upon a cursory review of documents and limited 
understanding of the proposed development. This is a high level review with limited time on our 
part to fully understand the long study history of the aquifer water supply. The following seven 
areas of concern are a follow-up from our September 6, 2024 comments. 
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Water Resources Comments, PUD Level 
 

1. Physical Water Supply – The question of sustainability is based on a perpetual water 
supply being available. This requires a supply that is reliably replenished by hydrologic 
conditions and an appropriate assessment of anticipated demands.  It is very difficult to 
evaluate all of the relevant factors in a limited time frame and to make firm 
recommendations to ensure adequate implementation of a water plan. Garfield County 
will need to ensure that the water supply issues have been fully addressed to the extent 
possible so that the proposed development has a sustainable water supply and that the 
water can be delivered reliably.  To date, much of the analysis has been an in-office 
study of the aquifer and geology, with the exception of the field drilled wells and pump 
tests. It is difficult, if not impossible, to fully understand at this stage of development the 
extent and sustainable yield of the underground aquifer.  

In an attempt to define what work may be needed to characterize the aquifer, we 
reviewed development criteria from Douglas County and Town of Castle Rock 
regarding groundwater supplies. It is not appropriate to directly compare development 
criteria for the Denver Basin Aquifer on the Front Range with the Spring Valley Aquifer 
(SVA)because the Denver Basin is a finite, declining resource, whereas the SVA is 
recharged by precipitation.  The Denver Basin Aquifer has been studied in much 
greater detail than the Spring Valley Aquifer.  The Stater Engineer’s Office (SEO) 
allows the annual withdrawal of 1% (with 2% reserved) of the underlying Denver Basin 
aquifer estimated yields. Local communities can, and do, define how much 
development can be supported by the available supply.  For example, Douglas County 
allows variable credit for withdrawal from the Denver Basin aquifer based on the 
property’s location over the formation.  The maximum withdrawal credit is based on the 
annual volume allowed by SEO Denver Basin rules.  Some areas in Douglas County 
over the Denver Basin formation are not allowed any Denver Basin credit and must 
provide a renewable supply.  The Town of Castle Rock allows credit from the Denver 
Basin aquifers to support land use demands based on one-half of the annual volume 
allowed by the SEO Denver Basin rules.  

The additional information provided in the Updated Aquifer Sustainability Study helped 
to address some of our concerns over the available physical water supply. The reports 
indicate that there is a large underground aquifer storage available, and the annual 
average precipitation recharge is calculated to be greater than the anticipated demand, 
indicating there is a long-term, sustainable supply of water to serve all of the proposed 
water needs of the development. Since the development only proposes to use less than 
the recharge amount, the aquifer itself should theoretically not be depleted. A 
recommendation on how to use the SVA should be based on how often it would be 
tapped over time. There is sufficient renewable supply to meet the projected demands 
and the SVA aquifer water in storage is only to be used in the event that recharge is not 
adequate.  It is stated that the development has considered dry periods in their 
analysis. There is concern as to whether the SVA is adequate to meet those unusual 
"dry periods" during reduced renewable supply periods.   

To our knowledge, the water discharged out of the Spring Valley Aquifer to the Roaring 
Fork River has not been quantified and is not fully understood. It may be impossible to 
define at this time. The discharge may be a spill over without impact to the amount of 
aquifer storage, and/or may be a leak in the aquifer storage. As stated, “The Colorado 
River Engineering aquifer sustainability study (and prior studies) do not include an 
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estimate for discharge from the aquifer in the comparison of water demands and annual 
recharge because the aquifer is a flow through system with significant storage. The rate 
of discharge to the Roaring Fork River is likely a function of the aquifer elevation, the 
higher the elevation the larger the ground water gradient controlling the flow of 
groundwater.” 

Since there are some unknowns regarding exactly how the aquifer will function long 
term with sustained well pumping to serve the development, it will be important to 
implement a Groundwater Monitoring Plan. The Aquifer Sustainability Study notes 
that, “This analysis, in conjunction with a groundwater monitoring plan, allows all SVA 
water users to manage the water resource in a sustainable manner… The groundwater 
levels in the SVA will experience seasonal and year-to-year fluctuations due to variability 
in precipitation and snowpack inputs. Each of the subdivisions that pump water from the 
SVA have a long term vested interest in a comprehensive groundwater monitoring plan 
to understand baseline and future groundwater conditions. A groundwater monitoring 
plan is currently being developed for implementation by these water users.” We 
recommend the development begin by sharing the details of this monitoring plan with 
the County. The Monitoring Program should address: 

1. What amount of drawdown of the aquifer is expected before it reaches 
equilibrium? This will certainly vary by location but will be important to 
understand if a drawdown is observed as to whether it is significant or 
inconsequential. 

2. Who would likely be affected by a drawdown of the aquifer, and what amount of 
drawdown would be allowed before it causes an adverse impact to neighbors? 

 
2. Well Capacity – We are trying to understand the target sustained flow rate needed 

from the wells. We may need additional clarification on the well production rate needed 
to sustain the proposed development. The Water Supply and Distribution Plan states 
that, “The Spring Valley Ranch’s potable water system can utilize up to 36 groundwater 
wells, to treat a total system demand of 300 gallons per minute (gpm) to serve the 
domestic and irrigation demands of the entire Spring Valley Ranch PUD.” The Aquifer 
Sustainability Study states, “Potable diversions, which are attributed solely to 
groundwater sources, total 473.1 acre-feet…” To achieve this amount of water would 
require a continuous pump rate of approximately 300 gallons per minute (gpm) every 
minute of every day all year long. Summer usage is roughly twice the average annual 
use so we would expect to need to pump the wells continuously at roughly 600 gpm in 
July. To use numbers from the report, Table 3 of the Aquifer study shows 70.4 acre-feet 
demand in July, which translates to 513 gpm continuously. Our experience is that wells 
may be designed to be pumped roughly half the time to allow the aquifer at the well 
head to recover. Therefore, a target flow rate of twice the continuous flow rate may be 
needed if the pump operates only half the time.  Hopefully, there is water in storage in 
the tanks to manage peak demand, but a target well production rate should also 
consider a peak day and peak hour water demand such as what may occur on a July 
4th holiday weekend.  

The Water Supply and Distribution Plan states that 6 wells drilled for potable 
consumption were tested and can produce a total 314 gpm. It was noted in the Aquifer 
Sustainability Study, “The proposed water supply plan for the potable water system 
outlined by RFE is to develop at least 315 gpm from wells on the Middle Bench and on 
the mountain” and that “315 gpm represents the maximum peak day demand in June 
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and July.” Unless the qualifier is the Middle Bench possibly representing only part of the 
demand, we think the peak summer average daily demand may be understated.  

The good news is that the Spring Valley Ranch’s potable water system is reportedly 
legally entitled to utilize up to 36 groundwater wells, meaning that additional wells can 
be drilled to meet demand if needed. The Aquifer Sustainability Study states that 15 
wells that have been drilled on the Spring Valley Ranch project property. The Colorado 
Division of Water Resources notes that 14 wells have been constructed on the property 
for potable use. (We assume one existing well is intended for raw water.) We are not 
clear on the statement in the Aquifer study that 18 additional wells can be developed on 
the property. It would appear that 21 additional wells could be drilled (36-15=21).  

The Aquifer Sustainability Study states, “…there are 3 high capacity SVA wells and 
have been tested with a combined long-term yield of approximately 600 gpm.” The 600 
gpm figure is closer to the target pump rate than 300 gpm stated.  

Well capacity will be a critical factor to meet all of the development water demands. The 
demand on the aquifer may be further tapped for non-potable water use in addition to 
the above commentary for potable demands. The Aquifer study states, “It is proposed 
to use the SVA wells to provide supplemental irrigation water for open space and golf 
course areas, and to supply the snowmaking demand.” It will be important to 
understand the well production capacity needed at build-out for both potable and raw 
water needs.  

 
3. Irrigation Demand – Concerns over the figures used for consumptive use, application 

rates, irrigation efficiency and size of the golf course area to be irrigated have been 
addressed. No further comment. 

 
4. Water Storage Tanks – The development agrees that more storage is always beneficial 

and proposes to go beyond the minimums for this relatively remote development where 
there is no alternate potable water supply available. Two potable water storage tanks are 
proposed, approximately 885,000-gallon potable water storage tank for the lower zone 
and a 455,000-gallon tank for the upper zone. In addition, there will be an 
interconnection between the upper and lower zones for use in an emergency for the 
lower zone. No further comment.  

 
5. Legal Water Supply – The Legal Report indicates they have the ability to augment their 

water depletions with storage water from Ruedi or Green Mountain to satisfy water users 
on the Colorado River. Spring Valley Ranch reportedly owns all of the water rights on 
Landis Creek. There is no local call from senior water rights on Landis Creek or Red 
Canyon Creek. Although the Spring Valley Ranch development reportedly has a legal 
right to all the surface water, we noted in our September 6, 2024 comments that use of 
all the surface water in Landis Creek will have an impact to the environment and ecology 
downstream.  
As noted by the Colorado Division of Water Resources there are two issues that need to 
be addressed:  

A. A “majority of these wells do not have valid well permits.” We do not 
understand is this is an administrative issue, or something more serious.  
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B. “The current augmentation plan does not include snowmaking.”  
 

6. Storm Drainage – Site imperviousness will increase due to roads, driveways and 
rooftops which will cause more frequent and more intense stormwater runoff. This 
increased runoff from a natural environment to a developed site can unravel natural 
drainageways making them unstable and prone to serious erosion.  
Per the Existing Drainage and Flood Hazard Report, each proposed lot in the PUD will 
be required to capture and treat stormwater to a historic rate. The Water Supply and 
Distribution Plan notes that the intent is that each home site will provide on-site detention 
to mitigate for the additional impervious area that will be created by roofs, driveways, 
and other hardscape.  The Drainage Report indicates that there will be 94 acres in total 
of roadways, and only those drainage basins will an appreciable change in 
imperviousness caused by the roadways alone will implement 25-year stormwater 
detention, which is generally considered flood control detention. Our concerns are: 

A. It is difficult and cumbersome to manage stormwater controls on a lot-by-lot basis 
for runoff from all of the rooftops and driveways. It may be prudent to pro-actively 
seek opportunities for regional stormwater detention, especially where 
development is clustered, and stormwater is concentrated into storm drains or 
open channel drainageways.  

B. Stormwater runoff water quality is most effectively treated for smaller, more 
frequent events. “Water Quality Capture Volume” (WQCV) is defined as 
treatment of a ½-inch of runoff. Detention of only large flood event storms (25-
year runoff) and letting smaller storms pass through undetained can adversely 
affect runoff water quality and lead to channel erosion. It is recommended to 
implement full spectrum stormwater detention to manage the more frequent 
stormwater events. Implementation of Best Management Practices (BMP’s) such 
as noted to vegetate channels, armor channels and slowing the velocity of 
stormwater to prevent erosion are also important.  

 
7. Sanitary Sewer – The Spring Valley Sanitation District is reported to permitted to treat 

all wastewater generated by Spring Valley Ranch and has agreed to serve the proposed 
development. There is a note in the Legal Water Supply document that “Storied 
Development reserves the ability to serve a portion of its development through Onsite 
Wastewater Treatment Systems,” (OWTS) which could be important for early phases of 
development before the sanitary sewer pipeline is completed to the plant or for early 
development of remote building lots.  

The Water Supply and Distribution Plan notes that wastewater flow is calculated at 300 
gallons per EQR per day, whereas potable water use is defined as 350 EQR per day. 
This implies a 14% consumptive use, whereas the augmentation decree is based upon a 
5% consumptive use for a central wastewater treatment system. The wastewater loading 
should be clarified whether it is 300 or 332 gallons per day per EQR. 

The Spring Valley Sanitation District’s wastewater treatment plant is reportedly permitted 
for 0.5 Million Gallons per Day (MGD). Spring Valley Ranch has paid for 646 EQR’s, or 
about 0.2 MGD or about 40% of the permitted plant capacity at full build-out, as we 
understand. The proposed development anticipated wastewater loading is within the 
permitted treatment plant capacity. 
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The Spring Valley Ranch PUD documents demonstrate significant engineering studies and work 
in the field have been completed over a period of many years to attempt to address all the 
physical and legal requirements for water resources. Notwithstanding all of the research that 
has been completed by experts in the field, there are some pertinent water related issues 
requiring additional clarification or investigation.  

  

Sincerely,  
Matrix Design Group, Inc. 

 
Robert Krehbiel, P.E. 
Water Resources Engineer  

 



September 12, 2024

Glenn Hartmann, Director

Garfield County Community Development

Transmission via email: ghartmann@garfield-county.com

RE: Spring Valley Ranch PUD, PUAA-05-23-8967

Township 6 South, Range 88 West, 6th P.M.

Water Division 5, Water District 38

Dear Mr. Hartmann,

We have reviewed the water supply information provided for the above referenced

application to amend a planned unit development (PUD) first approved in 2008. It is our

understanding that a PUD application is a zoning approval process for a comprehensive plan

for a property that includes a mix of possible uses within the development, but is not a

preliminary plan for a subdivision. In addition, we understand that not all uses proposed for a

PUD may be realized and therefore the water supply plan for all the potential uses at this

phase may not be finalized. In light of this, we have performed a cursory review and are

providing informal comments, instead of an opinion pursuant to Section 30-28-136(1)(h)(I),

C.R.S., regarding the proposed water supply. The comments do not address the adequacy of a

water supply plan for this project or the ability of a water supply plan to satisfy any County

regulations or requirements. In addition, the comments provided herein cannot be used to

guarantee a viable water supply plan or infrastructure, the issuance of a well permit, or

physical availability of water.

Amended PUD

From the information provided, the Spring Valley Ranch PUD will be located on 5908.43 acres

currently consisting of four parcels (Garfield County Parcel Nos. 218716100169,

218720100168, 218726200168, 218733100152), in Sections 14-16, 20-23, 26-29 and 32-34, all

in Township 6 South, Range 88 West, approximate six miles southeast of Glenwood Springs.

The amendment proposes to modify components of the planned PUD including the type and

number of development units,irrigation requirements, and to add snowmaking as a use of its

non-potable water system. The proposed amended PUD allows for 577 dwelling units, lawn

and garden irrigation in and around the home sites, commercial facilities such as clubhouse,

tennis facilities, golf course facilities, health club facilities, maintenance facilities and

similar, an 18-hole golf course and associated short course and practice facilities, a winter

recreation area including a private ski hill.

1313 Sherman Street, Room 821, Denver, CO 80203 P 303.866.3581 dwr.colorado.gov/

Jared S. Polis, Governor | Dan Gibbs, Executive Director | Jason T. Ullmann, State Engineer/Director
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Water Demands

The following estimated water demands were provided in the referral materials:

1. Residential domestic use: 577 residential units. The in-house domestic demand is 280

acre feet per year, with a corresponding 14 acre-feet per year of consumptive use.

2. Residential site irrigation: approximately 33.8 acres of lawn and garden irrigation in and

around the home sites. This equates to 89.8 acre-feet/year of demand and 71.8 acre-

feet of consumption, based on 80% application efficiency.

3. Commercial: 38.0 acre-feet of estimated potable demand for clubhouse, tennis facilities,

golf course facilities, health club facilities, maintenance facilities and similar.

Commercial consumption will be 5.7 acre-feet per year.

4. Golf Course Irrigation: 124 acres of irrigation for an 18-hole golf course and associated

short course and practice facilities. The golf course designers estimate a demand of

329.4 acre-feet from April through October; and 263.5 acre-feet of consumption (based

on 80% application efficiency).

5. Open Space Irrigation: 100 acres. This equates to 265.7 acre-feet/year, assuming an

application rate of 2.657 acre-feet/acre and 212.6 acre-feet of consumptive use

(assuming 80% application efficiency).

6. Ponds and Hopkins Reservoir: 24 surface acres resulting in 77.6 feet/year of consumptive

evaporation.

7. Snowmaking: 140 acre-feet of demand for the months of November, December, and

January; with 42 acre-feet/year of consumption.

Water Supply

The Spring Valley Ranch PUD will be supplied by two systems: a potable water system which

will supply residential in-house purposes, residential lawn and garden irrigation, and

commercial in-building uses. The non-potable system will supply the primary irrigation needs

for the golf course and open space areas and for snowmaking purposes. In a letter dated

January 31, 2023, the applicant’s attorney indicated the overall water supply for the

development will be supplied from surface water diversions under senior decreed irrigation

water rights from Landis Creek, existing and proposed wells and springs and storage structures

including Hopkins Reservoir.

As indicated in the referral materials the following proposed and existing structures will

supply various aspects of the potable and non-potable systems:

Ditches

Kendall and Stricklett Ditch, Landis Ditch Nos. 1 and 2, O.K. Ditch, Forker and Gibson

Ditch, and Frank Chapman Ditch – decreed in Civil Action 306 for a total of 12.0 c.f.s. and

have historically been used to irrigate up to 300 acres.
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Hopkins Ditch - decreed for 3.0 c.f.s. in Case No. W-3298-A with a 1976 priority date for

the irrigation of 150 acres.

Springs

The Hopkins Spring No. 1, Hopkins Spring No. 2, B-R Hopkins Spring were decreed in Case

W-3121, Case W-3122, and Case W-2395, respectively, for domestic purposes and to

irrigate roughly 14 acres.

Storage

The Hopkins Reservoir was originally constructed in 1910 and is filled with water from

feeder ditches, melting snow, and drainage flowing or seeping directly into the reservoir.

The Hopkins Reservoir was decreed in Civil Action 1419 for 119.57 a.f., with the right to

fill and refill for storage and for the irrigation of 300 acres.

Wells

Spring Valley Well No. 1

Spring Valley Ranch Well Nos. 2 and 3

SVH Well Nos. 5 through 10

ASR Well Nos. 13 through 16

SVR Well Nos. 17 through 36

The Spring Valley Well No. 1, Spring Valley Ranch Wells Nos. 2 and 3, and SVH Wells 5-10 were

decreed by the Division 5 Water Court in case no. 84CW212 to be alternate points of diversion

to the Basalt Conduit water right decreed in Civil Action No. 4613.

These wells along with the Hopkins Springs Nos. 1 and 2 were included in an approved plan for

augmentation in case no. 87CW155 to offset out-of-priority depletions associated with the

operation of the structures as a supply for the Spring Valley Ranch development. Under this

original augmentation plan, out-of-priority depletions would be replaced through water

released from Green Mountain Reservoir and Ruedi Reservoir under a contract with Basalt Water

Conservancy District. Two separate contracts were referenced, providing a total of 420

acre-feet of augmentation water.

In case no. 98CW254, the Division 5 Water Court approved a “supplemental” augmentation

plan which included the structures described in the 87CW155 case and added the ASR Well

Nos. 13 through 16, SVR Well Nos. 17 through 36, the ASR Ditch No. 1 and treated effluent

under the Spring Valley Sanitation District Pipeline water right as augmented structures. The

decree also increased the amount of irrigation allowed under the augmentation plans.

Under the augmentation plan (original and supplemental), the augmented structures may be

used to supply in-house uses for 577 residential units which was estimated to equate to 695

single-family residential equivalent units (EQRs) because some of the single family dwellings

will equate to more than one EQR, in-building commercial use, irrigation of residential lawns
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and commercial landscaping, and a maximum of 420 acres of irrigated golf courses, open

space and agricultural areas. The decree also estimated the in-house domestic use to be 350

gallons per day per EQR with a consumptive use rate of 5% for a central wastewater

treatment system or 15% for septic and leach field, irrigation requirements to be 2.24

acre-feet per acre with a 1.79 acre-feet per acre consumptive use, and open water surface

evaporation at 2.05 acre-feet per acre. Commercial development will be equated to EQRs by

determining the expected in-house water usage of the commercial facility and equating that

usage to one EQR for each 350 gallons per day.

The augmentation plan allows for an annual water demand of 1,457 acre-feet of diversions, a

total annual consumptive use of 974 acre-feet in a dry year, and an overall augmentation

requirement of 420 acre feet for out-of-priority depletions. The decree in case no. 98CW254

allows for modification to the number of EQRs and irrigated acreage if the depletions do not

exceed 974 acre-feet. The decree also notes that senior ditch rights on Lanis Creek, to the

extent they are available in priority, will be used to meet the irrigation water requirements of

the development so that the augmentation requirement will be substantially less than the

maximum consumptive use of 974 acre-feet.

Potable System:

According to the Spring Valley Aquifer Sustainability Report prepared by Colorado Engineering

Inc., the potable water system will be supplied solely by groundwater sources. Currently 14

wells have been constructed on the property though according to our records the majority of

these wells do not have valid well permits that allow the wells to operate as part of an

integrated supply system to serve the Spring Valley Ranch PUD property. Either the well

permits files are missing required evidence of pump installation prior to the permit expiration

date or the well permit currently limits the use to monitoring/observation purposes.

Non-Potable/Raw Water System:

As described in the Water Supply and Distribution Plan dated February 2, 2023, the raw water

system will be used to irrigate the golf course and landscaping for the commercial locations

inside the golf course area (clubhouse, family barn,etc.) during the summer months and will

supply water for snowmaking purposes in the winter months.

The raw water system will consist of four wells located in the lower meadow. Groundwater

from the wells during the summer season will be pumped and distributed to the irrigation

ponds throughout the golf course. During the winter months, the wells will be pumped to

Hopkins Reservoir to then be used for snowmaking purposes. As the developer does not

currently have specific water rights for snowmaking, an additional or amended BWCD

allotment contract to cover any depletions associated with snowmaking and amended well

permits to allow for a well and storage based snowmaking system to serve a ski hill will be

required.
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Final Comments

Based on the information provided, the intended primary supply for the development will be

from the Spring Valley Well No. 1, Spring Valley Ranch Well Nos. 2 and 3, SVH Well Nos. 5

through 10, ASR Well Nos. 13 through 16 and SVR Well Nos. 17 through 36 operating in

accordance with the augmentation plan originally decreed by the Division 5 Water Court in

case no. 87CW155 and the supplemental augmentation plan decreed in case no. 98CW254.

Under the augmentation plan the use of the augmented structures are limited to in-house/in

building domestic and commercial purposes and residential and golf course irrigation.

Associated depletions also include evaporation from open water surfaces. The augmentation

plan allows for an annual water demand of 1,457 acre-feet of diversions, a total annual

consumptive use of 974 acre-feet in a dry year, and an overall augmentation requirement of

420 acre feet for out-of-priority depletions. The decree in case no. 98CW254 allows for

modification to the number of EQRs and irrigated acreage if the depletions do not exceed 974

acre-feet.

However the current augmentation plan does not include snowmaking. The applicant will be

required to obtain an approved augmentation plan and new well permits that include the use

of snowmaking in order to use the wells for this purpose. In addition, the majority of the

wells constructed to date do not have a valid well permit to allow the well to operate as part

of an integrated supply system to serve the Spring Valley Ranch PUD property. Either the well

permits files are missing required evidence of pump installation prior to the permit expiration

date or the well permit currently limits the use to monitoring/observation purposes. Valid

well permits issued pursuant to CRS 37-92-137(2) and the augmentation plan will be required

before the wells could be operated to supply the development.

Finally, references were made in the referral material regarding senior surface water rights,

though no specifics were provided as to how these surface water rights would be included as a

supply for the development. The use of these surface rights must be in accordance with their

decrees and are limited to the decreed use and place of use. Any change or expansion of use

or historically irrigated area would require a change of water right.

If you, or the Applicant, have any questions please contact me at 303-866-3581 x8212.

Sincerely,

Megan Sullivan, P.E.

Water Resource Engineer

ec: Referral No. 32487



Petitions Signed bv Local Residents to Halt/Oppose
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Proposed Sprine Vallev Ranch Substantial PUD

Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch pUD Amendment
Opposer: Spring Valley Goalition

The spring valley Goalition is a community-based organization representing lhe
shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring valley
Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a 5,900-acre
luxury, private golf course community eonsisting primarily of second homes) is
currently under review by Garfield county. we are concerned that this
development will destroy the unique rural character of our community by
interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to ,l,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch substantial puD
Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring valley Goalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield Gounty. We are
concerned that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our
community by interfering with criticalwildlife habitat, straining our already
overburdened transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000
gallons of water per day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the
Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch Substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD

Opposer: Spring Valley Goalition

The spring valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are
concerned that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our
community by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already
overburdened transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000
gallons of water per day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the
Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment-
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring valley Goalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed devetopment {a
5,900-acre luxury private golf course communidr consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are
concerned that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our
community by interfering with criticalwildlife habitat, straining our already
overburdened transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000
gallons of water per day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the
Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course communityr consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield Gounty. We are
concerned that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our
community by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already
overburdened transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000
gallons of water per day. lt will undoubledly have a negative impact on the
Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed Spring valley Ranch Substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The Spring Valley Coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are
concerned that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our
community by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already
overburdened transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000
gallons of water per day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the
Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed Spring Valley Ranch Substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring valley Goalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are
concerned that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our
community by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already
overburdened transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000
gallons of water per day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the
Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petilion: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring valley Goalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are
concerned that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our
community by interfering with criticalwildlife habitat, straining our already
overburdened transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000
gallons of water per day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the
Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring Valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,90O-acre luxury private golf course community consisting primarily of
seeond homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are
concerned that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our
community by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already
overburdened transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000
gallons of water per day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the
Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring Valley Ranch substantial
FUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition fo the Spring Valley Ranch PUD

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The $pring valley coalition is a community{ased organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development {a
5,90O-acre luxury private golf course communityl consisting primariry of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are
concerned that this development will destroy the unique rurat character of our
community by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already
overburdened transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000
gallons of water per day. ll will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the
Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring Valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The Spring Valley Goalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the Spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury private golf course community consisling primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield Gounty. We are
concerned that this developrnent will destroy the unique rural character of our
community by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already
overburdened transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000
gallons of water per day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the
Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed Spring Valley Ranch Substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the Spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield Gounty. We are
concerned that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our
community by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already
overburdened transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000
gallons of water per day. ll will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the
Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The Spring Valley Goalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the Spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are
concerned that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our
community by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already
overburdened transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000
gallons of water per day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the
Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed Spring Valley Ranch Substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The $pring Valley Goalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the Spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is eurrently under review by Garfield County. We are
concerned that this development will deslroy the unique rural character of our
community by interfering with criticalwildlife habitat, straining our already
overburdened transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000
gallons of water per day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the
Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed Spring Valley Ranch Substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD

Opposer: $pring Valley Coalition

The Spring Valley Coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the $pring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are
concerned that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our
community by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already
overburdened transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000
gallons of water per day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the
Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed Spring Valley Ranch Substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The Spring Valley Coalition is a communitytased organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the Spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury private golf course comrnunity consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield Gounty. We are
concerned that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our
community by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already
overburdened transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000
gallons of water per day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the
Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed Spring Valley Ranch Substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The Spring Valley Coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the Spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are
concerned that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our
eilmmunity by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already
overburdened transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000
gallons of water per day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the
Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed Spring Valley Ranch Substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring valley Goalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are
concerned that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our
community by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already
overburdened transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000
gallons of water per day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the
Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed Spring Valley Ranch Substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The $pring valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are
concerned that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our
community by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already
overburdened transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000
gallons of water per day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the
Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD

Opposer: Spring Valley Goalition

The spring valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are
concerned that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our
community by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already
overburdened transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000
gallons of water per day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the
Roaring Fork Valley.

9car" ^o
Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring Valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD Amendment
Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The Spring Valley Coalition is a community-based organization representing the
shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the Spring Valley
Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a 5,900-acre
luxury, private golf course communi$r consisting primarily of second homes) is
currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned that this
development will destroy the unique rural character of our community by
interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed Spring Valley Ranch Substantial PUD
Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD Amendment
Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The Spring Valley Coalition is a community-based organization representing the
shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the Spring Valley
Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a 5,900-acre
luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of second homes) is
currently under review by Garfield Gounty. We are concerned that this
development will destroy the unique rural character of our community by
interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed Spring Valley Ranch Substantial PUD
Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD Amendnrent
Opposer: Spring Valley Goalition

The Spring Valley Coalition is a community-based organization representing the
shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose thc Spring Valley
Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a 5,g00-acre
luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of seeond homes) is
currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned that this
development wili destroy the unique rural character of our community by
interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to f ,0C0,000 gallorrs of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative irnpact on the Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petiticn to halt the proposed Spring Valley Ranch Substantial PUD
Amendrneni.
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Petition: Oppositlon to the Sprlng Vafiey Ranch FUD Amendment
Opposer: Spring Valley Coalilion

The Spring Vallay Coalidon ls a community.based organization representing lhe
shared lnterests of E dlverse group of stakeholders who oppose lhe Spring Valley
Ranch planned development project The proposed development (a 5,91)0'acre

luxury, private golf coursd communlty conslsting primar$y of second homes) is

currenfly under review by Garfield County. We arc concerned lhat this
development wlll deetroy ihe unique rural character of our community by
interferipg with critlcal wildlife habltat, strainlng our already overburdened
lransportalion infrastructu?e, end urasllng up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per

day. lt will undoubtedly have a negatlve lmpact on the Roaling Fork Valley.

Please slgn tha petition lo halt the proposed Spring Valley Ranch Substantial PUD

Amendment.
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Pelition: Gppositlon to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD Arnendmen'i

Opposer: 9prlng Valhy Coalilion

The Spring Valley Coalltlon ls a community{ased organizallon representing tha
shared lnteresF of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose lhe Sprlng Valley
Rench planned development profect The proposed development {a 5,900"acre

luxury, private golf eourse community conelsiing primarlly of second homes| is
currently under review by Garfield County, We are concerned lhat lhis
development wlll destroy the unique rural character of our communify by
lnterfering wilh crltlcal wildlife habltat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infiastructur€, and wasling up tc {,000,000 gallons of water per

day. lt wlll undoubtedly have a negatlve impact on the Roaring Fork Valley-

Flease sign the petillon to hali the proposed Spring Valley Ranch Substantlal PUD

Amendment-
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch pUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring Valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The Spring Valley Coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the Spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. ltwill undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed Spring Valley Ranch Substantial
PUD Amendment-
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\t"O'Nlopposition 
to the Spring Valtey Ranch pUD Amendment

'"-Oppo$el{ 
Sprin g Valley Goalition

The Spring Valley Coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the Spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed Spring Valley Ranch Substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring Valley Goalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring Valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch pUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. It will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring Valley Ranch Substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch pUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch pUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch pUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield Gounty. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed Spring valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield Gounty. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch Substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch pUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring valley Goalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County, We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. It will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch pUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

dment
i.'TF-'.:+:tw4;-i$$Atiffi ii:-' :ifr:r"

The spring Valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County, We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring Valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. It will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring Valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch pUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring Valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring Valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield Gounty. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring Valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Goalition

The spring valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The Spring Valley Coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the Spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed Spring Valley Ranch Substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Goalition

The Spring valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the Spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed Spring Valley Ranch Substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring valley Goalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring Valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch pUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring valley coalition is a eommunity-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Raneh planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield Gounty. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring Valley Ranch Substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch pUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield Gounty. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch Substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch pUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring valley Goalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructuren and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring Valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The Spring Valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed Spring Valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petltlon: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The Sprlng Valley Coalition ls a community.based organlzation representing the
shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course communlty consisting primarily of second
homes) is currently under review by Garfield Gounty. we are concerned that
this devalopment will destroy the unique rural character of our communlty by
lnterferlng wlth crltlcalwlldllfe habltat, stralnlng our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negatlve lmpact on the Roaring Fork valley.

Please sign the petltion to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch pUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring Valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring Valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch pUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Goalition

The spring Valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the Spring
valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. It will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch Substantial
PUD Amendment.
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#
Petltlon: Opposltion to the Sprlng Valley Ranch PUD Amandment

Opposer: $pring Valley Coalition

The Spring Valley Goalltion is a community-based organization representing the
shared interests of a dlverse group of stakeholders who oppose the Spring
valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed deveropment {a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of second
homes) is currently under review by Garfield county. we are concerned that
this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community by
lnterferlng wlth crltlcalwlldllfe habltat, stralnlng our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wastlng up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petltion to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch Substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch pUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring Valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with criticalwildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch pUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring Valley Goalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch pUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring valley Goalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre Iuxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County, We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with criticalwildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch pUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring Valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch pUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Goalition

The spring valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring Valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch pUD Amendment

Opposer; Spring Valley Coalition

The spring Valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch pUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring Valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5'900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is eurrently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch pUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring Valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch pUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring Valley Goalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield Gounty. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch pUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring Valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructuren and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed deveropment (a
5,900-acre luxury private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are
concerned that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our
community by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already
overburdened transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000
gallons of water per day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the
Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to hall the proposed spring valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring valley coalition is a community{ased organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury private golf course communityr consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are
concerned that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our
community by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already
overburdened transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000
gallons of water per day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the
Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendmenl.
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Petition: opposition to the spring Valley Ranch puD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Goalition

The spring Valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900'acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with criticalwildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring Valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch pUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our eommunity
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch pUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Coalition

The spring valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: Opposition to the Spring Valley Ranch PUD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Goalition

The spring valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre Iuxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork Valley.

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring valley Ranch substantial
PUD Amendment.
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Petition: opposition to the spring Valley Ranch puD Amendment

Opposer: Spring Valley Goalition

The spring valley coalition is a community-based organization representing
the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who oppose the spring
valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed development (a
5,900-acre luxury, private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned
that this development will destroy the unique rural character of our community
by interfering with critical wildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened
transportation infrastructure, and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per
day. lt will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork Valley,

Please sign the petition to halt the proposed spring Valley Ranch substantiat
PUD Amendment.
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Change.org Petition:

The Spring Valley Coalition wvyw.springvalleycoalition.com is a community-based
organization representing the shared interests of a diverse group of stakeholders who
oppose the Spring Valley Ranch planned development project. The proposed

development (a 5,900-acre luxury private golf course community consisting primarily of
second homes) is currently under review by Garfield County. We are concerned that this
development will destroy the unique rural character of our community by interfering with
criticalwildlife habitat, straining our already overburdened transportation infrastructure,
creating public safety concerns and wasting up to 1,000,000 gallons of water per day.
This development will undoubtedly have a negative impact on the Roaring Fork Valley.

As you deliberate whether you should sign the petition, remember why you chose
Spring Valley/Garfield County as your home. lf you are like the members of the
Coalition, it was because of the charm that lies in the balance between development
and preservation. Let's not risk losing what makes our neighborhoods unique so that an
out of town Developer can realize short-term financial gains at your expense.

We urge all residents of Spring Valley and the surrounding areas to stand together with
the SV Coalition against the Spring Valley Ranch PUD amendment threatening our way
of life.

Slgn fhe petition today!

To support the Spring Valley Coalition, not Change.org click this link: Donate.

Send an Email to a Decision maker voicing your concerns!

o

EmAil Glg[n Hatrnanq C*ouFty Plalnet
Email John M_artin Gounlv Cgmnnissioner
Email Tom Jqnkovskv County Cqmmissioner
Ernail Mlke Samson County Comrnissioner

Sharsjlhe petit!_gn link_ with your friends and neighbors.



Spring Valley Coalition Petition Signatures
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1 ,Chandra Allred Aspen

Debra Morton Aspen

Philip Warncke Aspen

Kyle Orcutt Aspen

Barb Embry ,Aspen

Jupiter Johnson Aspen

7, Gabriella Haftel :Aspen

8,Amy Rutkowski .Aspen

9 Clara Trujillo rAspen

10 John SchuhmaclAspen

11 Denise Lefort ,Aspen

12 Catherine Hager Aspen

13 Paige Ames 'Aspen

14:Annie Graber W Aspen

15 : Eleanor Yeager'Aspen

16 Sam Gemus Aspen

17', Kayleelah Fagar Basalt

18 Brandon Dawsor Basalt

19 J DeBold Basalt

20 Karen Ruiz Basalt

21 Micky Hohl . Basalt

22 Jan Quint Basalt

23,Dustin Coryell :Battlement mesa

24 Megan Chester Carbondale

25 Karen Moculeski Carbondale

26 Emily Bumgarne Carbondale

27 JanWilliams Carbondale

28 Rebecca Doane Carbondale

29 Lisa Weimer iCarbondale

30 Crispen Limache Carbondale

31 Mike Keefe Carbondale

32 Fred Annes carbondale

33 Andrea Luplow Carbondale

34 Carley Smyth Carbondale

35 Mary Kay Hunt Carbondale

36 Joel Kolen :Carbondale

37 . Veronica Fandrit Carbondale

38 Lauri Rubinstein Carbondale

39 Deborah Bradfor Carbondale

40 Mary Griffith Carbondale

41 George Bereska Carbondale
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42, Charles 'Tim' Co Carbondale

43,kirkgebert carbondale

44, Maureen Rothm; Carbondale

45. Phoebe Gruel , Carbondale

46 
, 
Arthur Rothman ,Carbondale

47 John Rehl Garbondale

48.Sheryl Merkel :Carbondale

49, Lawrence OGon Carbondale

50, Leslie- Lamont Garbondale

51 :Chris Beiser Carbondale

52 Deborah Capogr Carbondale

53 Robert Barson Carbondale

54. Diane Childs 'Carbondale

55 Maddy Lieb Carbondale

56 Bob Bogner Carbondale

57 Edward Hall Carbondale

58 Walter Krom Carbondale

59 rVirginia Marshall Carbondale

60, Justin Bradford Carbondale

61 Kristin Shannon Carbondale

62 Fiona O'Donnell Carbondale

63 : Mary-margaret K Carbondale

64 Enid Ritchy Carbondale

65 Jim Lindsay Carbondale

66 ,Susie Straus iCarbondale

67 Lynette Brickell Carbondale

63rKaren Glenn Carbondale

69,l;n6u Ornstein Carbondale

70 Beau Sartin Carbondale

71 Casey Seaford Carbondale

72 gabrielle stark carbondale

73 Michelle Buchmi Carbondale

74 Mary Catherine t Carbondale

75 Linda Holloway Carbondale

T6,JoJohnston carbondale

77 Susan Graves Carbondale

78 Susan Powers Carbondale

79 Claire Hayne , Carbondale

80 Carlota Klimas Carbondale

81 Suzanne Filermi Carbondale

82 Joy Blong Carbondale

83 Victoria Stulgis iCarbondale

S4 Kriste Grau Carbondale
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85, Susan Nicholsor Carbondale

lan Anderson Carbondale

Mark Cesark Carbondale

90 Travis Schultz ,Carbondale

91 . Sara Shainholtz :Carbondale

92 Greg Pronto , Carbondale

93 Rachael Breland Carbondale
g4 rMaria Jose Wilkt Carbondale

95 Jill Kane Carbondale

96 Tristen Burkhold Carbondale

97 Elizabeth Donov Carbondale

98 Asha Macwana Carbondale

99 Amy Gensch Carbondale

100 Heather Bryan Carbondale

101, Adam Wilkening Carbondale

102 Susan Sullivan ,Carbondale

103 , Karlene Grange Carbondale

104,JillGarling Garbondale

105, Nancy STOVER, Carbondale

106 Kenneth Oakes Carbondale

107 Tobias Munk ,Carbondale

108 , Rozy Abley , Carbondale

109 Deborah VanCot Carbondale

110 Cynthia Lindsay, Carbondale

111 Lynne Uhl Carbondale

f2 JilMeadows Carbondale

113 Joe Sullivan Carbondale

114 LizzieStrazza Carbondale

115 Matthew Moore Carbondale

116 Katie Bennas Carbondale

117 Barbara Hapgoo Carbondale

118 Michelle Holland Carbondale

119 Gwen Garcelon Carbondale

120 Violet Koziol Carbondale

121 Emily Miskiewicz Carbondale

122 :Kallie Hyer Carbondale

123 Lisa Adams Carbondale

124 Monica Chavez Carbondale

125 Jen Ghigiarelli Carbondale

126 Teal Plattner ,Carbondale

127 Briana Lencioni Carbondale
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128,Lauren Mayer Carbondale

129 Sonia Marzec ,Carbondale

130

131

132

StephenAvery Carbondale

Bgcky Lange Carbondale

Michael Rosenbr Carbondale

133 Paula Rhodes Carbondale

134, Ralph Wanner Carbondale

135 David Kerr Carbondale

136 Audrey Allen Carbondale

137 SUSAN CHRISTCarbondale

138 James Scogin Fruita

139 Tom Reid Glenwood

140 Lucy Maggard Glenwood Sorings

141 Lori Westhoff Glenwood Spriings

142 William Douglas Glenwood Springs

143 Miriam Fennell Glenwood Springs

144 \ammy Caughlir Glenwood Springs

145 Lorna Marchand Glenwood Springs

146. Heather Hill Glenwood Springs

147 Mary Williams Glenwood Springs

148, Steve Kuschner, Glenwood Springs

149 Edward Holub Glenwood Springs

150 Aidan Pope Glenwood Springs

151 Sandra Almazan Glenwood springs

152 Amanda Rivera Glenwood Springs

153 Becky Ciani , Glenwood Springs

154 Adam Gordon , Glenwood Springs

155 Donna Donofrio Glenwood Springs

156 Christine Sullivar Glenwood Springs

157: Jane Szucs :Glenwood Springs

158 Kendrick Neuber Glenwood Springs

159 Meg Kernahan Glenwood Springs

160 Peggy Moritz Glenwood Springs

161 Gregory Dorais Glenwood Springs

162 Alan Cox Glenwood Springs

163 Jeremy Gerbaz Glenwood Springs

164 Angela Boyer Glenwood Springs

165 Todd Chapman Glenwood Springs

166, Mary Faldasz Glenwood Springs

167 Susie Amichaux Glenwood Springs

168 Randi Henry Glenwood Springs

169 Mary Axelson Glenwood Springs

17O Elizabeth Phillips Glenwood springs
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171 , Gina Pedrick Glenwood Springs

172, Patncia Kramer Glenwood Springs

173 Rebecca Spagnr Glenwood Springs

174 Naoise Nickolay Glenwood Springs

175 Clive Nickolay Glenwood Springs

176 Julie Pokryfke Glenwood Springs

177 Baylee Schenk Glenwood Springs

178 Corey Spagnolo Glenwood Springs

179 Joan lsenberg Glenwood Springs

1B0:Kimberiy A Hopk Glenwood Springs

181 Anne Sale Glenwood Springs

182 Martha Harris Glenwood Springs

183 Deborah William Glenwood Springs

184 kathryn Nelson Glenwood Springs

185:Pat Maurer Glenwood Springs

186 Lance Luckett Glenwood Springs

187, mike cavanaugh Glenwood Springs

188 Clayton Smith Glenwood Springs

189. Karen Cutler Glenwood Springs

190 Jackie Warncke Glenwood Springs

191 Mary Minor Levi: Glenwood Springs

192 James Jones Glenwood springs

193 Karen Flamand Glenwood Springs

194 Timothy Gustafs, Glenwood Springs

195 Laurie Biere Glenwood Springs

196 Don Click , Glenwood Springs

197 Bonnie Shappell Glenwood Springs

198 Derek Donovan Glenwood Springs

199 Shelley Conger Glenwood Springs

200 Jacqueline Swer Glenwood Springs

201 Yanlze Zastrow Glenwood Springs

202 Ruth Sears Glenwood Springs

203 Rebecca Segal Glenwood Springs

204 Kalie Munch Glenwood Springs

20S,AliceSjoberg GlenwoodSprings

206 Brianne Epp Glenwood Springs

2O7 Kala Kluender Glenwood Springs

208 Nicholls Nelson Glenwood Springs

209 Leah Anderson Glenwood springs

210 Janet Anderson Glenwood Springs

211 Helen Andersen Glenwood Springs
?12 Bethany Ostrowr Glenwood Springs

213 Nathan Torres Glenwood Springs
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