CITY COUNCIL

WORKSHOP AND REGULAR MEETING AGENDA

c o LofrR A D o | January 19, 2022
by 4 7:00 PM

202 Railroad Avenue, Rifle, CO

5:30 PM - Workshop Meeting

Discussion and Review

a. Discussion with Sustainable Strategies DC Regarding Grant Ideas

b. Receive Presentation on Street Improvement Plan

7:00 PM - Regular Meeting

Call to Order
Pledge of Allegiance
Roll Call
Employee Recognition Ceremony

4.a. Presentation of Service Plaques to Long-Term Employees

QOath of Office Ceremony

5.a.  Administer Oath of Office to New Police Officer Kyle Green
Public Comment *(maximum time permitted for Public Comment is 3 minutes per person)
Consent Agenda

7.a.  Consider Minutes of the January 5, 2022, Regular Meeting

7.b.  Consider Approval of Microsoft Office 365 Licensing for 2022

7.c.  Consider Liquor License Renewal for Capitol Deli, LLC dba Capitol Deli

7.d. Consider Liquor License Renewal for Kum and Go LC dba Kum and Go #922
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10.

11.

12.

City Council
January 19, 2022
Page 2 of 3

7.e.  Consider Liquor License Renewal for Nachos Mexican Dining, LLC dba Nachos
Mexican Dining

Action, if any, on Workshop Items
Regular Agenda

9.a. Consider Appointing Representative to the Garfield County Emergency Communications
(GCECA) Board

9.b. Consider approval of Rifle Police Department DOLA Mental Health Grant - Resolution
No. 2, Series of 2022

Administrative Reports
10.a. Report to City Manager
Comments from Mayor and Council

Adjournment
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CITY OF RIFLE
AGENDA ITEM REPORT
MEETING DATE: January 19, 2022

C O L OfJR A D O

Agenda Item #a.

Agenda Item Name:
Discussion with Sustainable Strategies DC Regarding Grant Ideas

Presenter:
Tommy Klein, City Manager

Item Description:

Ashley Badesch of Sustainable Strategies DC will be present to discuss the Council's priorities for grant
applications.

Recommended Action:
N/A

Fiscal Impact:
None - Prioritizing Grant Ideas

Operational Impact:
May affect staff time in the future.

Prior Board Motions:
Approval of the contract between the City and S2 occurred at the October 20, 2020 meeting.

Background Information:
Please see the Executive Summary.

Executive Summary:

With the Council's approval, the City retained Sustainable Strategies DC to search for grant opportunities that
align with our needs. The contract provides that S2 will locate and apply for 6 grant funding opportunities that
support projects that the City wishes to pursue. The fee for their services is $5,500.00 per month. A copy of
the contract is attached for additional background information. Performance data for 2020 (2020- A Year in
Review1) and 2021 (S2 Email) are also attached to this item.

The conversation and exchange of ideas will be led by Ashley Badesch.

Notification Requirements:
None.

Prepared By:
Tommy Klein, City Manager

Page 4 of 181



Attachments:

1.

2.
3.
4

Rifle Contract 2022

2020-A Year In Reviewl

S2 Email

Preparing for Roadmap Visit_Rifle
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CONTRACT FOR GRANT-WRITING & ADVOCACY SERVICES BETWEEN THE CITY OF
RIFLE AND SUSTAINABLE STRATEGIES DC

This Contract ("Contract") is entered into this 1% day of January, 2022 by and between the City of Rifle
(hereinafter referred to as "the City"), whose mailing address is 202 Railroad Avenue, Rifle, CO 816450
and Sustainable Strategies DC, a District of Columbia company (hereinafter referred to as "Contractor"),
whose mailing address is 500 New Jersey Avenue, NW, Washington, DC 20001.

SCOPE OF WORK

The Contractor will provide the City with retainer services, including the development of a “resource
roadmap,” a written strategic plan to identify the best approaches for securing funding and other
assistance from federal, state, and philanthropic sources to help fill the gap in financing for the City’s
key priorities, and grant-writing services for up to six (6) funding opportunities. Grant writing services will
include the provision of strategic advice, stakeholder support, full-service grant-writing, grant review,
and grant submission. In addition, the retainer relationship will include monthly conference calls and
communications with the City team to provide updates on grant development and connect the City team
with appropriate federal and state officials to advocate for pending funding proposals. This Contract
shall serve as a master agreement outlining the general terms and conditions of the Contractor-City
relationship but work to apply for other federal programs or engage in strategic consulting services may
be defined in separate, written Task Orders that further define the scope of work.

TERMS AND CONDITION
Term. The initial term of this Contract shall be for twelve (12) months. This term may be modified by
mutual written agreement of the parties.

Payment for Services. The Contractor will provide the inclusive scope of work above on an ongoing basis
for the set monthly retainer fee of $5,500 ($66,000 over the 12-month term). The City will pay all invoices
within thirty (30) days after receipt. If the City has any valid reason for disputing any portion of the
invoice, the City will notify the Contractor within fifteen (15) days of receipt of the invoice. The portion of
the invoice that is not in dispute will be paid in accordance with the procedures outlined herein.

Project Administrators. The City designates the City Manager as Project Administrator for this Contract.
As such, they will be responsible for the coordination of all activities under this Contract, for directing
ongoing federal advocacy services, for initiating and approving the Task Order, and for approving payments.

Independent Contractor. Contractor acknowledges that services rendered under this Contract shall be
performed as an independent contractor. Contractor is responsible for the payment of all federal, state
and local income taxes related to fees for service.

Performance Standard. The Contractor will perform the services required of this agreement with the
highest standards of professional and ethical competence and integrity and consistent with applicable
industry standards. No other representation, express or implied, and no warranty or guarantee are
included or intended in this Contract, or in any report, opinion, deliverable, work product, document, or
otherwise.

Confidentiality. The Contractor shall not, during the term of this Contract, and within one year after its
expiration, disclose any proprietary or confidential information related to the services provided pursuant

-1-
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to this agreement. Notwithstanding this requirement for the Contractor, the City is still obligated to
release information about any of the activities of the Contractor that may be required by law.

Ownership of the Material. Any studies, applications, reports, software or other materials, prepared by
the Contractor for the City under the Contract, shall belong to and remain the property of the City.

Contractor Not to be Engaged in Certain Activities. The Contractor agrees, that during the term of
this agreement, the Contractor shall disclose to the Project Administrator any conflicts of interest that
may arise as a result of their work performed under any Task Order and shall immediately cease to
provide any additional work to the City related to that Task Order. The Contractor shall be compensated
for any work completed up until the point the conflict emerges.

Insurance. The Contractor will be responsible for maintaining appropriate insurance coverage during
the term of this agreement and shall provide the City with a copy of their insurance policy.

Indemnification. The Contractor shall indemnify and save harmless the City, its officers, employees, and
agents against all suits, actions and damages, or costs of every kind and description, including attorneys'
fees, arising directly or indirectly out of the performance of this Contract, whether caused by the negligent
or intentional act or omission on the part of the Contractor, its agents, servants, employees, and
subcontractors.

Assignment. The Contract is not assignable or transferable by the City. This Contract is not
assignable or transferable by the Contractor without the written consent of the City, which consent shall
not be unreasonably withheld or delayed.

Governing Law. This Contract shall be governed by the laws of the State of Colorado.

Dispute Resolution. The City and Contractor acknowledge that disputes arising under this Contract are
best resolved between the parties. Failing resolution of conflicts at the organizational level, the parties
agree that any remaining conflicts arising out of or relating to this Contract shall be submitted to nonbinding
mediation unless otherwise mutually agreed. If the dispute is not resolved through nonbinding mediation,
then the parties may take other appropriate action subject to the other terms of this Contract.

Termination for Convenience. The performance of work or delivery of services under this Contract may
be terminated in whole or in part at any time with sixty (60) days' notice by either party when it is
determined that termination is in its best interest. The City will be liable only for labor, materials, goods, and
services furnished prior to the effective date of such termination.

Force Majeure. The Contractor shall not be responsible for delays or failures if such delay arises out of
causes beyond its control. Such causes may include, but are not limited to, acts of God or of the public
enemy, fires, floods, epidemics, riots, quarantine restrictions, strikes, freight embargoes, earthquakes,
electrical outages, severe weather, and acts or omissions of third parties.

Severability. Should any part of this Contract for any reason be declared invalid, such decision shall not
affect the validity or any remaining provisions, which remaining provisions shall remain in full force and
effect as if this Contract had been executed with the invalid portion thereof eliminated, and it is hereby
declared the intention of the parties that they would have executed the remaining portion of this Contract
without including any such part, parts, or portions, which may, for any reason, be hereafter declared invalid.
Any provision shall nevertheless remain in full force and effect in all other circumstances.

Entire Contract. The foregoing constitutes the entire Contract between the parties and may only be
modified if agreed to in writing by both parties.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Contract as of the day and year first
written above.

-2-
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City of Rifle Sustainable Strategies DC

S
p S

Signature: 44/{ yf—\ [ <JW/D¥L Q/L,,“_,

Print Name: Tommy Klein Print Name: Ashley Badesch

Title: City Manager Title: Partner

-3-
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Sustainable Strategies DC

2020: A Yearin Review

We are an a Government Affairs and

Strategic Consulting Firm. This report @

highlights the company's financial and
non financial achievements and
examines the past year’s performance
and trends.

$83,281,973
Awarded in

2020 — =

I 2017

34,647,936

15,310,155

2018 B 2019 M 2020

83,281,973

63,432,663

Grants Awarded ($)

e Grants By the Numbers

Year Amount Won # of Grants

2020 $86,281,973

2018 $34,647,936 47

34 Clients &
Organizations Served

0 Over 90 Grants
Submitted

Increase Between 2019
and 2020

36%
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Tommy Klein

From: Tommy Klein

Sent: Tuesday, January 4, 2022 4:14 PM

To: Council

Cc: Jim Neu (jsn@mountainlawfirm.com); Misty Williams; Alexis Ramirez
Subject: FW: Data Request

Attachments: 2020-A Year In Review[1].pdf

All,

Mr. Strode requested this information from S2. Scroll down for more information.
Thank you,

Tommy

From: Ashley Badesch <ashley.badesch@strategiesdc.com>
Sent: Tuesday, January 4, 2022 12:23 PM

To: Tommy Klein <tklein@rifleco.org>

Subject: FW: Data Request

Hi Tommy —

| apologize for not getting this info to Council sooner. Attached is the summary of grant wins from 2020. As you can see,
our batting average in terms of grants won in 2020 was approximately 53% (48 grants won out of 90 submitted). | had
my colleague pull together some quick numbers from this past year, as well. The totals for 2021 (see email below) are
artificially low at this point, as we still have many pending grants that were submitted last calendar year. Even without
the pending grants from the past few months, which total > $30 million in pending funds, our success rate last year was
40%. These success rates should be considered within the context that many grant programs award fewer than 10% of
applicants.

As for the question about dollars spent on fees vs. dollars obtained, here are a few examples from my retainer clients:

e Frederick, MD: Pays $65,000/year; won $4.2 million in 2021 (with > $1 million in earmarks still pending)

e Glenwood Springs, CO: Pays $102,000/year; won $1.1 million in 2021 (with $1 million in earmarks still pending)
While the dollars spent vs. dollars obtained can vary widely year to year depending upon the size, quantity, and success
rate of our grant applications, we are very confident that we can give clients that actively engage with us a positive
return on investment.

Hopefully this helps! Let me know if you have any questions or want any additional information.
Best,

Ashley

Ashley Badesch

Partner

Sustainable Strategies DC
Western Practice
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783 N Lafayette St
Denver, CO 80218
(303) 981 - 4477

From: Sarah Marin <sarah.marin@strategiesdc.com>
Date: Tuesday, January 4, 2022 at 9:38 AM

To: Ashley Badesch <ashley.badesch@strategiesdc.com>
Subject: Re: Data Request

Hi Ashley,

So, we won 43 grants in 2021 worth $40,684,141.73. The average grant size was $992,296.14. Below are

the categories of the wins.

Transportation & Infrastructure $16,347,695.00
Community & Economic Development $10,894,941.00
Community Health & Substance Abuse Prevention $6,372,882.00
Environmental Sustainability, Clean Energy & Green Infrastructure $2,460,000.00
Arts, Culture & Historic Preservation $1,839,349.00
Brownfields Revitalization & Smart Growth $1,459,953.00
Public Safety & Criminal Justice $776,830.73
Workforce Development $532,491.00
Grand Total $40,684,141.73

We applied for over 104 grants in 2021 (there was a month that wasn't recorded so I don't have the exact
number). That would make our success rate just over 40%, but that number is likely higher since we are

still waiting to hear back on some of the grants we applied for.

Please let me know if you'd like me to put the information together as a one-pager.

Thanks!
Sarah

Sarah Marin (she/ her/ hers)
Associate & Client Services Manager

Sustainable Strategies DC

500 New Jersey Ave. NW #600

Washington, DC 20001

Office: (202) 750-6559 | Mobile: (202) 308-7125
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From: Sarah Marin

Sent: Monday, January 3, 2022 6:53 PM

To: Ashley Badesch <ashley.badesch@strategiesdc.com>
Subject: Re: Data Request

I should be able to put this together relatively easily. | can get something by tomorrow!

OnJan 3, 2022, at 6:16 PM, Ashley Badesch <ashley.badesch@strategiesdc.com> wrote:

Do you have the info available to pull together a little 2021 summary like you did last year? (How many
grants applied to, how much funding secured, etc.?). If that’s something you could pull together quickly,
let me know! If not, | will see what | can get together to answer Tommy’s question. Thanks!

From: Tommy Klein <tklein@rifleco.org>

Date: Monday, January 3, 2022 at 4:10 PM

To: Ashley Badesch <ashley.badesch@strategiesdc.com>
Subject: Data Request

Ashley,
Thank you for sending the link for our next meeting.

In talking to Council, one member asked about some information that | hope you can help with. He
mentioned that in your presentation he requested additional information on:

Success Rates
Average amounts awarded

Dollar spent on fees to dollar obtained

Obviously, we are already a go and are committed to our relationship. A few numbers in this vein will
help. If you have this information, | will present it to Council Wednesday.

Thank you,

Tommy
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7\
Preparing for Sustainable Strategies DC’s e
Community Visit to Rifle, CO trategiesDC

WHO WE AR

Sustainable Strategies DC (S?) is a grant-writing, consulting and government affairs firm based in
Washington, DC, that helps local communities secure resources for revitalization and tools for
sustainable local progress. We provide strategic consulting, funding guidance, grant writing,
federal advocacy, and support for formation of public-private partnerships. We primarily represent
local governments and non-profit organizations, with a focus on infrastructure improvements,
sustainable economic development, community revitalization, equitable progress, resiliency,
brownfields redevelopment, smart growth, arts and cultural initiatives, police and fire projects, and
other local improvements. We have a team of six professionals, along with a robust network of
professional partnerships with planning, engineering, environmental, community engagement, and
other firms and industry experts.

WHAT WE DO IN THE RESOURCE ROADMAPPING PROCES.

S?’s “Resource Roadmap” process is designed to identify and confirm local priorities, align these
community priorities with available resources, and establish an organized approach to pursuing
and leveraging funds.

Review of Community Plans & Demographics

Before our meetings with City of Rifle leadership, staff, and key external stakeholders, S? seeks to
review any local strategic plans, project planning documents, and relevant studies you can make
available to usto provide background and context for our visit. The more information you and your
stakeholders can provide usabout specific projects and plans you are pursuing, the more we can
maximize the productivity of our meetings toward gathering the details we need to determine
eligibility and competitiveness of specific projects for variousfederal, state, and philanthropic
funding sources. It may be useful to conduct a survey with your City departments to determine
what priority projects and funding needs they would like to focus on prior toour meetings. Please
aim to send Ashley Badesch (Ashley.Badesch@strategiesdc.com) all plans and background
documents at least a few days ahead of the visit to allow ample time for reviewing these documents.

Local Strateqy Session & Virtual Site Visit

To better understand local goals & needs, S? seeks to organize a series of meetings with key staff
and stakeholdersto discuss community projects and develop funding strategies. We recommend
that these meetings include a variety of public and nonprofit leaders in your community who will
be integral in the success your projects. Initial conversations could include:

» Leadership (Mayor, City Council, City Manager)

» Infrastructure (Public Works Director, Civil Engineer, Utility Department)

«  Community & Economic Development (Planning Director, Planner)

- Parks & Recreation (Parks & Recreation Director, relevant staff)

« Public Safety (Chief of Police, Fire Chief, EMS)

« Meetings with key, non-municipal stakeholders from local agencies, civic organizations,
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non-profits,business organizations or other aligned parties
= Site tour (time permitting, it can be useful to go see priority project sites in person)

Develop a Resource Roadmap

Following our local visit, we will research and develop a written “Resource Roadmap” reflecting

the City of Rifle’s top priorities. The Roadmap is intended to inform and support strategic

planning,budgeting, project formation and implementation of priority local projects over a 12-36

month period. Accordingly, the Roadmap will:

« Provide an executive summary to guide you through this comprehensive advocacy strategy
and funding agenda on your community priorities.

= Align priority projects with potential resources from federal, state, local, philanthropic &
private sources.

- Recommend a strategic approach with tactics for enhancing the community’s
competitiveness for fundingand strengthening its advocacy efforts.

« Describe relevant best practices of other communities advancing similar priorities.

*  Suggest community-specific next steps for implementing this roadmap.

HOW TO PREPARE FOR AN EFFECTIVE ROADMAP VIST

The City of Rifle can prepare effectively for our roadmap virtual visit by:

= Identifying the top priorities for your locality/departments and determining the status, direction
and needs ofthose projects. Look beyond only the priorities of “Town Hall” or the core
municipal government, to considerthe needs and priorities of all groups and constituents in
your community, including community groups, neighborhood organizations, communities of
color, low-income residents, and other vulnerable populations.This could include conducting
an online survey of your departments regarding their top funding needs.

« Considering project stages, your readiness for the next step of planning, design and
engineering, and/or implementation, how much funding you can leverage now, and how much
funding is needed to fill gaps.

« Assessing your ability to provide matching funds, as most funding sources require a local match.

» Identifying any political, regulatory, community opposition, competitive threats, or other
barriers to progresson key projects.

» Reviewing which grants you have already pursued, successfully and unsuccessfully.

» Sharing the most updated reports or plans if relevant.

« Sharing addresses of key projects so that we can explore them while in town.

For more information, contact Ashley Badesch at (303) 981-4477 or
Ashley.Badesch@strategiesdc.com.
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CITY OF RIFLE
AGENDA ITEM REPORT
MEETING DATE: January 19, 2022

C O L OfJR A D O

Agenda Item #b.

Agenda Item Name:
Receive Presentation on Street Improvement Plan

Presenter:
Craig Spaulding, Civil Engineer

Item Description:
Receive Presentation on Street Improvement Plan

Recommended Action:
None

Fiscal Impact:
None

Operational Impact:
None

Prior Board Motions:
N/A

Background Information:

Beginning in 2019 streets have received annual surveys to measure both condition and remaining service life.
This was then incorporated into a Street Maintenance and Capital plan. A critical part of the maintenance plan
is the understanding that in 1 year an unmaintained street looses 1 year of service life. Rifle has 44 miles of
streets which means in a year without maintenance the street network looses 44 mile-years. The goal with
Rifle's pavement management plan is to add at a minimum, 44 mile-years to the street network each year.
When deciding on what operation to perform to maintain the remaining service life it must be understood that
routine maintenance such as crack seal is performed at $0.60/sy but a major rebuild is $60.00/sy. This
relationship can be seen on the Street Capital and Maintenance Plan on the website and is also included in the
packet. Page 148 of 205 As roads age the costs of repair increase by orders of magnitude. This is why the crack
sealing operations that began in 2020 are so important to maintaining Rifles Streets. This is also seen in the
annual street surveys that are also attached. In 2019 the average remaining service life (RSL) of Rifle's streets
was 7.95 years. As of spring of 2022 the average RSL is 8.8.

Executive Summary:

Rifle's street network is in a maintainable condition with a strong annual maintenance and replacement plan.
Currently revenues are short of supporting the maitenacne and replacement plan.
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Notification Requirements:

None

Prepared By:

Tommy Klein, City Manager

Attachments:

1. 2022 SIF Fund Maintenance and Capital Projects 1-13-21
2. Capital Improvement Plan - Draft 11.23.21

3. West Second Sidewalk Project Narrative

4. WhiteriverRepave Project Narrative

5. 2ndWest-Reconstruct Project Narrative - Copy

6. Sth St and Ute Ave Project Narrative - Copy

7. BirchAve-Rebuild Project Narrative - Copy

8. Centennial PkwyBridge-Trail Project Narrative - Copy
9. CentennialPkwyCorridor Project Narrative - Copy

10. Coalmine Willow Connection Project Narrative - Copy
11. Downtown Parking Garage Project Narrative - Copy
12.  East Avenue Rebuild Project Narrative - Copy

13.  Enterprise Court Project Narrative

14. Fairway Ave ext. - 24th St to Hwy 13 Project Narrative
15. GatewayRoundabout Project Narrative

16. HI3Streetscaping Project Narrative

17.  HHR-reconstruct Project Narrative

18. Highway 13 Ped Improvements Project Narrative

19. HWY 13 Sidewalk Project Narrative

20.  North-I70roundabout Project Narrative

21.  North-I70roundaboutParkNRide Project Narrative

22.  Park and Ride Project Narrative

23. Park and West Construction Project Narrative

24.  ParkAvenueUpgrades Project Narrative

25.  Stoplight upgrades Project Narrative

26.  TrippDrive Project Narrative

27. W 5th Phase III Project Narrative
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2022 SIF Fund
Maintenance and

Capital Projects




Multi-part workshop

* Overview of Street Capital and Maintenance projects and funding

» Desired takeaways:
* Broad understanding of maintenance, replacement, capital, and funding
* Identify questions to be answered

* Go Over CIPs in more detail and place them in years of construction
* |ldentify any funding source changes or changes in revenue
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Pavement Life
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Shown below is the life cycle of a typical .
asphalt roadway without routine

maintenance. The road stays in good

condition for the first 75% of its life and

then rapidly degrades, usually after about

20 years.

Good | Preservation ($0.20-$1.25sf)
Resurface ($1.75-$2.50/sf) |

If the same road above receives regular maintenance
the road’s life can be extended without reconstruction.
Every jump in the red line below represents an
improvement to the road that restores it to near its
original condition.
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Applying to Rifle’s Roadways
OBtion 1: ReBIace roads at end of lifetime and =erform no ; reventative maintenance
Frequenc ears annual percentage m_m_m_

Crack Seal
Surface Treatment

Mill and Overla

Replace 20 5% 24939.2 S 60.00 $ 1,496,352.00

$ 1,496,352.00

Option 2: Replace roads at end of lifetime and perform and add 5 vears to pavement life with crack seal
[ Frequency[years] | annual percentage | annualsy | unitcost |

Crack Seal 5 20% 99756.8 S 0.60 S 59,854.08
Surface Treatment

Mill and Overlay
Replace 25 4% 1995136 $ 60.00 $ 1,197,081.60

$ 1,256,935.68

Option 3: Replace roads at end of lifetime and perform and add 5 years to pavement life with crack seal and 10

years with a surface treatment

| Frequencylvears] | ____annual percentage [ annualsy | unitcost ___________Jannualcost __________________|
5 20% 99756.8 S  0.60 $  59,854.08

10 10% 498784 $  2.50 $  124,696.00
Mill and Overla
35 3% 1425097 $ 60.00 $  855,058.29

] $ 1,039,608.37

Option 4: Replace roads at end of lifetime and perform and add 5 years to pavement life with crack seal and 10

years with a surface treatment
| Crack seal, surface Treatmentsand Milland overlays | |

Frequency [years] annual percentage annual sy unit cost annual cost

Crack Seal 5 20% 99756.8 $ 0.60 S 59,854.08
Surface Treatment 10 10% 498784 S 250 S 124,696.00
Mill and Overla 15 7% 3325227 S 33.50 S 1,113,950.93
Replace 50 2% 9975.68 S 60.00 S 598,540.80

S 1,897,041.81
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Pavement Maintenance Summary

Option 3 with:
* increased replacement to match waterline replacement (1% of 76miles)
* increased unit cost to cover curb, getter, and sidewalk replacement

* Replace roads at end of lifetime and perform and add 5 years to pavement life with crack seal and 10

years with a surface treatment

L rFrequencyjyears annual percentage | annualsy _____ lunitcost ______lannualcost |

Crack Seal 5 20% 99756.8 S 0.60 S 59,854.08

Surface Treatment 10 10% 498784 S 2.50 S 124,696.00
Mill and Overlay

Replace 35 3% 14579.84 S 77.00 S 1,122,647.68

Pavement Maintenance $ 1,307,197.76

Patching/Repair [l 100,000.00

Soft Costs S 130,000.00

Traffic Signals/Infrastructure S 150,000.00

S 45,000.00

NIV ETN L ECR I GGUEIETE G S 1,732,197.76
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Considerations

Rifle is currently undergoing a wave of aging infrastructure and roads installed in the 1980’s boom
era. Looking below it can be seen that the natural gas boom in the early 2000’s will create a similar

surge in maintenance and replacement needs.

2002

2006

2002: There has not yet been development of North Pasture, Rifle Heights,
half of Deerfield, Homestead, Highlands East, the North end of Palomino

Park, and Knollridge

2006: All development that we know today except for Knowlridge was
underway or built out

Page 23 of 181



=
! Fmee
=] o
e
s . — .
o oo oo
o T

Page 24 of 181



* Currently, the maintenance only budget
exceeds revenues

* Because of this capital projects have been
performed where replacements were

\ needed
Ca p |ta | * |t is recommended that this continues
PrOJ ects * There are also: |
» Street Impact/Growth Related Capital
Projects

* Already Budgeted Capital Projects
* Development Triggered Capital Projects
* Capital Projects without a funding source
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* These Capital Projects would go first
beginning in 2025 (2022-2024 has
previously planned capital projects and
places a priority on maintenance and
repair of major arterials)

I e East Avenue - 1st St to 5th St rebuild
Street RebU||d e West 5th Phase lll
" " e 5th Monroe to Aspen/Ute Ave/5th
Ca p lta | P rOJ eCtS Aspen to Birch (50%/39%/10%)

West Ave - 3rd to 6th
W 26th Street reconstruction
Hospital Hill Road - final phase
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e Centennial and Whiteriver Intersection 4
years

St e et | M pa Ct e Hwy 13 Sidewalk - west side from 26th St
. . to 24th St (100k Traffic Control)
Ca p |ta | P I’OJ eCtS e W. 2nd Street Sidewalk 6 years
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Already Planned * Gateway

e Park and Ride/Whiteriver Intersection

Capital Projects
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Long Term
e 3rd Street Bridge 20357
I ﬂfra St U Ct ure e RR Avenue Bridge 20407

e Pedestrian Bridge at 26th

Capital Projects
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Ca p |ta | P rOj eCtS o E::ijlr?d;g?;())th Street Stoplight (Maybe

\N|t h @) ut F un d | ng o E:;l;\;vsiy Ave extension - 24th St to Hwy 13
Downtown Parking Garage
W. 29 St rebuild

Source
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e Acacia Avenue Extension - to Whiteriver

Ave
e Fairway Ave Extension - 16th St to Hwy 13
Bypass
e Future West 9th St - connection to Hwy
Development future

Stillwell Ave - build street, water main
Coalmine/Willow Connection
Taughenbaugh Extension

River Rock Road

North | - 70 Roundabout

Park Avenue Extension to Centennial
Pkwy

e Last Chance Extension

Triggered Capital

Projects
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Reccomendations

Capital Projects funded by SIF
must be street replacement
projects

Whenever possible grants

should be focused towards
street projects
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Funding Deficit Options

* General Fund or Public Works
* Especially for infrastructure items such as storm, signals, lighting...
* Capital fund for major capital projects that are not street replacements
* Increase revenues from either sales tax or other taxes
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PUBLIC WORKS PROJECT NARRATIVE FORM

Project Name: West Second Street Sidewalk
Submitted by: CS
Date of Initial Submittal: 2021

coLofR AD o

PROJECT TYPE(S): (check all that apply) SCOPING
DOCUMENTS
Road Water main Sewer main
] CIG Water service Sewer service
| Sidewalk/Flat Water Appurt Sewer Appurt
]| Drainage surf Study/Investigation Major Design
Grading/earthwork Monitoring Other

PRIME REASON FOR WORK:

There is no pedestrian connection connecting West Rifle to the remainder of Rifle. Capital
projects have looked at trails and sidewalks along Centennial Parkway but West Second is a
safer and less expensive alternative. This alternative is also what residents have requested.

SECONDARY ISSUE(S):

There are sewer and water replacement need in the area

RELEVANT CODE/STATUTES/DEADLINES, ETC.

TARGET TIMEFRAME TO COMPLETE PHASES
2028 Likely

FURTHER INVESTIGATION REQUIRED? (Type and When)
Utilities

CONSULTATION OR OUTSOURCE? Y O N @ TBD O

INITIAL COST ESTIMATE (Please detail design / const / contingency / maint):
$8,500 / $250,000 / $50,000/ $4,000/yr

PROVIDED BY: GRANT AVAILABILITY? (Source)
CONSULTANT GRANT AND TYPE/TIMEFRAME?
ADDITIONAL EQUIPMENT? ONGOING MAINT/STAFFING?
None known No, NEW

city of Rifle | 2015 [N
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The City of Rifle Colorado December 8, 2021

Print map scale is approximate.
Critical layout or measurement
1 activities should not be done using
— this resource.
MAP EOR REFERENCE ONLY
NOT A LEGAL DOCUMENT

The City of Rifie Colorado makes no claims and no
warranbes, expressed o mphed, concerning e vakdity o
accuracy af ;e GIS data presentsd on thes map.

Geometry updated WE2021
Data updated 32021
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PUBLIC WORKS PROJECT NARRATIVE FORM

Project Name: Whiteriver asphalt/guardrail, 10-16th
Submitted by: RLB

Project Type(s): check all that apply

[E] Road [ c/g [ Sidewalk/flatwork
[ ] Drain Pipe [ 1 Drain appurt [] Surface grading

[ ] Watermain [ 1 Water service [ 1 Water appurtenance
[ 1 Sewermain [ 1 Sewer service [1 Sewer appurtenance
[ ] Study/Inves [ 1 Monitoring [O] Other

PRIME REASON FOR WORK:

Repave the asphalt of Whiteriver as subgrade should have stabilized at south end. Replace guardrail.

\ c o Ldo/ReAsgiile

SECONDARY ISSUE(S):

Waterline is OK, class pipe

RELEVANT CODE/STATUTES/DEADLINES, ETC.

None
TARGET TIMEFRAME TO COMPLETE PHASES
2019 TBD

FURTHER INVESTIGATION REQUIRED? TYPE AND WHEN?

Private utility coordination

CONSULTATION OR OUTSOURCE? Y O N @ TBDO

INITIAL COST ESTIMATE DONE BY:
$350,000 Asphalt and guardrail RLB

GRANT AVAILABILITY?

city of Rifle | 2015 [N
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Rifle, CO GIS Viewer 8/31/2015

WR-repave

Property Information

Property ID
Location
Owner
=.".'.i
3
Fa
§
MAP FOR REFERENCE ONLY -~ g
NOT A LEGAL DOCUMENT R i
[ I

This data set/map is for planning purposes only and should i 'l-ui.- | _f'-'

not be used for larger scale analysis. The City of Rifle, CO -" an®

shall not be held liable for any use of the data or images 'llll

shown on this map, nor is any warranty of accuracy
expressed. All uses of this data set/map are subject to field
verification.
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Rifle, CO Map Legend
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PUBLIC WORKS PROJECT NARRATIVE FORM

coLofR AD o

Project Name: 2nd/West Reconstruct (TIGER F)

Submitted by: RLB
Date of Initial Submittal: 2015

: SCOPING
PROJECT TYPE(S): (check all that apply) DOGUMENTS
[J] Road [J| Water main Sewer main
] CIG Water service Sewer service
| Sidewalk/Flat Water Appurt Sewer Appurt
]| Drainage surf Study/Investigation Major Design
]| Grading/earthwork Monitoring (1| Other

PRIME REASON FOR WORK:
Design at 90% with estimates for reconstruction to downtown boulevard rejuvination

SECONDARY ISSUE(S):

Private partnering, land uses, notable power (elec) through 1st Street alley ($100,000+) to bury
the prime feed through that corridor. DDA has some responsibility on this corridor.

RELEVANT CODE/STATUTES/DEADLINES, ETC.

None known
TARGET TIMEFRAME TO COMPLETE PHASES
2018 No

FURTHER INVESTIGATION REQUIRED? (Type and When)

See TIGER application, 2015, for more information.

CONSULTATION OR OUTSOURCE? Y @ N G TBD O

INITIAL COST ESTIMATE (Please detail design / const / contingency / maint):
$X/$1.1M / $100,000 / $TBD

PROVIDED BY: GRANT AVAILABILITY? (Source)
CRE TBD
ADDITIONAL EQUIPMENT? ONGOING MAINT/STAFFING?

city of Rifle | 2015 [N
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Table 1 - 2nd Street & West Avenue Improvements

Engineer's Estimate of probable construction costs

Quantity | Units | Unit Cost Cost $
A - Site Preparation/Earthwork
1|Mobilization 1 LS| $15,000.00 $15,000.00
2|Traffic Control 1 LS| $5,000.00 $5,000.00
3|Erosion Control BMP's 1 LS| $1,000.00 $1,000.00
4|Sawing asphalt 484 LF $3.00 $1,452.00
5|Sawing concrete 173 LF $4.00 $692.00
6|Remove/export existing asphalt 5,318 SY $1.50 $7,977.00
7|Remove/export existing concrete sidewalk, curb, gutter, pans, etc. 1,670 SY $3.00 $5,010.00
8|Remove/export subgrade (8" below asphalt, 6" below concrete) 1,550 CY $10.00 $15,500.00
9|Final Road Grading 1 LS| $5,000.00 $5,000.00
10|Grading Fill (Structural) 500 CY $12.00 $6,000.00
11|Prepare subgrade: Scarify, moisture treat, & recompact 7,878 SY $0.50 $3,939.00
12|Remove/export pavers, shrubs, and street scaping at 3rd Street intersection 1 LS| $1,000.00 $1,000.00
Subtotal $67,570.00
B- Roadway/Sidewalks
13|Asphalt base course, 8" depth (CDOT class 6 aggregate) 1,695 TN $28.00 $47,460.00
14|Concrete base course, 6" thick (CDOT class 6 aggregate) 912 TN $28.00 $25,536.00
15|Asphalt, 4" depth (Asphalt dimension 38,206 s.f.) 987 TN $95.00 $93,765.00
16|Concrete: 6" vertical curb & 18" gutter 2,014 LF $13.00 $26,182.00
17|Concrete Sidewalk: 4" thick (Type 4 surface treatment) 13,374 SF $3.80 $50,821.20
18|Furnishing Zone: Stamped & Colored Concrete, 4" thick, (Type 3 surface treatment) 7,201 SF $12.00 $86,412.00
19|Crosswalks: Stamped & Colored Concrete, 6" thick with reinforcement, (Type 1 surface treatment) 1,721 SF $24.00 $41,304.00
20|ADA Concrete Pedestrian Ramps with Landing 33 EA| $1,000.00 $33,000.00
21|Concrete: Pans, alley entrances, & driveways (6" thick with reinforcement) 2,823 SF $8.00 $22,584.00
22|Sidewalk Improvements, SW corner of 2nd & West: Regrade area, replace pavers and base, concrete stairway adjustment, planter walls, etc. 1 LS| $10,000.00 $10,000.00
Subtotal| $437,064.20
C-Storm Drain
23|24" ADS N-12 Storm Drain 498 LF $65.00 $32,370.00
24(12" ADS N-12 Storm Drain 370 LF $45.00 $16,650.00
25|Concrete Manholes (60" dia) 6 EA| $4,500.00 $27,000.00
26|Concrete Inlet, Single (2'x3" with cast iron grate) 5 EA[ $1,800.00 $9,000.00
27|Concrete Inlet, Double (2'x6" with cast iron grate) 4 EA| $3,000.00 $12,000.00
28|12" Cap, Future Connection 2 EA 100 $200.00
29|Connect to existing inlet box (cut hole, grout, form fit) 1 EA 1,000 $1,000.00
30|Extend roof gutter drains through sidewalk 1 LS 2,000 $2,000.00
31|Relocate existing storm inlets on 3rd Street, extend pipe connections 2 EA 1,000 $2,000.00
Subtotal]  $102,220.00
D-Landscaping & Irrigation
32|Deciduous Trees (2.5") 28 EA $450.00 $12,600.00
33[Shrubs, Perennials,& Ornamental Grasses 125 EA $40.00 $5,000.00
34|Compacted Crushed Granite 4,300 SF $2.00 $8,600.00
35/Irrigation Conduit (4" PVC Sched 40) & Trenching 1,900 LF $10.00 $19,000.00
36/Irrigation Pipe (1" PVC Class 200 pipe) 2,000 LF $3.00 $6,000.00
37|Irrigation Controller, zone valves, misc fittings 1 LS| $5,000.00 $5,000.00
38|Drip System 1 LS| $3,000.00 $3,000.00
Subtotal $59,200.00
E-Lighting & Electrical
39|Parking Lot Lights Type A (Intersection Street Lighting) 12 EA[ $2,200.00 $26,400.00
40|Parking Lot Lights Type B (Pedestrian Lighting) 24 EA| $2,700.00 $64,800.00
41|Electrical Trenching (24" depth with conduit and multiple conductors per plan) 1,700 LF $15.00 $25,500.00
42(Meter and Circuit Panel 2 EA| $1,000.00 $2,000.00
43|GFCI pedestals & services at Treewells 32 EA $500.00 $16,000.00
44|Underground Tier 22 Box in driveway for future light 1 EA[ $1,200.00 $1,200.00
45|Remove existing street lights, deliver to City yard 13 EA $100.00 $1,300.00
Subtotal]  $137,200.00
F-Signage & Utilities
46|Road Signs 25 EA $300.00 $7,500.00
47|Striping, parking areas & handicap symbols 1 LS| $5,000.00 $5,000.00
48|Relocate City Banner Poles at 3rd St/West Ave intersection (remove & install new concrete base) 2 EA| $1,000.00 $2,000.00
49|Remove and replace existing trash cans, benches, bike racks, etc. 1 LS| $1,000.00 $1,000.00
50[{Sewer Manhole rim adjustments 3 EA $200.00 $600.00
51|Replace Sewer Manhole 1 LS| $5,000.00 $5,000.00
52|Water main valve rim adjustments 8 LS $100.00 $800.00
53|Relocate water meter pit & corp valve 4 EA| $1,000.00 $4,000.00
54|Remove old Fire Hydrant, install new Fire Hydrant & valve in relocated location. 3 EA| $5,000.00 $15,000.00
55|Fiber optic vault manhole rim adjustments 3 EA $200.00 $600.00
56|Pothole utilities at crossings 1 LS| $1,000.00 $1,000.00
57|Phone pedestal relocates 2 EA $200.00 $400.00
Subtotal $42,900.00
G-Retaining Walls & Neighboring Property Improvements

58|Retaining Wall A, fit with sidewalk and edge of building 50 SF $100.00 $5,000.00
59|Retaining Wall B with handrailing 40 SF $60.00 $2,400.00
60|Retaining Wall C with handrailing, provide Stairway to Arnold Property, remove trees 700 SF $70.00 $49,000.00
61|Savage building (Rifle House): rear stairway connection (saw cut, remove step, provide transition, remove trees) 1 LS| $2,500.00 $2,500.00
62| Ted Koutsoubos building (Timberline Sporting Goods): concrete loading ramp, plaza area (new concrete b/w building & sidewalk) 1 LS| $15,000.00 $15,000.00
63|Louis Koutsoubos building (2nd Street): entry door connections to new sidewalk 3 EA $400.00 $1,200.00
64|Swallow Family (Phillips 66 Station): remove trees, replace rock landscaping, save vacuum stands 1 LS| $2,500.00 $2,500.00
Subtotal $77,600.00

Notes:
This summary of probable construction costs was prepared for estimating purposes only. A - Site Preparation/Earthwork $67,570.00
Estimates are based on current market conditions and the preliminary design construction drawings. B- Roadway/Sidewalks  $437,064.20
C-Storm Drain  $102,220.00
D-Landscaping & Irrigation $59,200.00
E-Lighting & Electrical ~ $137,200.00
F-Signage & Utilities $42,900.00
G-Retaining Walls & Neighboring Property Improvements $77,600.00
Subtotal  $923,754.20
Construction QA/QC & surveying 5% $46,187.71
Contingency 15%  $138,563.13
Total $1,108,505.04

Estimated Cost Breakdown by Street

11/19/2013 M:\CRE;jobfiles\969.5-2nd and West\Worksheets\Quantities

28.9% of Total
71.1% of Total

2nd Street

$320,491.71

West Ave

$788,013.33

Colorado River Engineering, Inc.
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2nd Street & West Avenue Improvements
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GENERAL CONSTRUCTION NOTES:
1. ALL IMPROVEMENTS TO BE IN ACCORDANCE WITH LATEST EDITION OF THE CITY OF RIFLE PUBLIC WORKS MANUAL AND SPECIFICATIONS
OR AS APPROVED BY PROJECT ENGINEER AND CITY OF RIFLE PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR.

2. DRY UTILITY PLANS BY UTILITY PROVIDERS TO BE SUBMITTED TO THE CITY PRIOR TO CONSTRUCTION.

3. CONTRACTOR TO OBTAIN APPROVAL FROM PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT FOR STREET CLOSURE AND TRAFFIC DETOUR PLAN OR SIGNAGE.
CONTRACTOR TO OBTAIN CITY APPROVAL ON ANY WATER OR UTILITY SYSTEM SHUT DOWN PERIODS AND SHALL NOTIFY THOSE PROPERTY
OWNERS AFFECTED.

4. ENGINEER OR CITY REP TO BE PRESENT FOR ALL WATER AND SEWER SYSTEM TESTING. CONTRACTOR TO NOTIFY BOTH CITY AND
PROJECT ENGINEER PRIOR TO TESTING.

5. SURVEYOR TO FIELD MEASURE ALL IMPROVEMENTS FOR DEVELOPMENT OF "RECORD DRAWINGS”
6. CONTRACTOR RESPONSIBLE FOR ALL LOCATES AND AVOIDANCE OF EXISTING UTILITIES.
7. ALL ELBOWS, CAPS, REDUCERS, AND HYDRANTS TO HAVE REACTION BLOCKS PER CITY OF RIFLE PUBLIC WORKS MANUAL DETAILS.

8. ALL WATER LINE TAPS TO HAVE MINIMUM DISTANCE BETWEEN TAPS AND BETWEEN TAPS AND PIPE JOINTS DETERMINED BY
MANUFACTURERS SPECIFICATIONS.

9. ALL WATER MECHANICAL FITTINGS TO BE INSTALLED WITH MEGALUGS AND CONCRETE REACTION BLOCKS.

10. OWNER TO OBTAIN GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEERING FIRM TO COMPLETE CONSTRUCTION OBSERVATION.,

FREQUENCY OF INSPECTION TO BE DETERMINED BY PROJECT ENGINEER AND IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE RIFLE PUBLIC WORKS MANUAL AND
TESTING, AT A MINIMUM. ALL OVERLOT GRADING SHOWN ON THESE DRAWINGS APPROXIMATE. ALL LOT FILLS TO BE STRUCTURAL, PLACED
AND TESTED TO MEET GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEERS SPECIFICATIONS.

11. CUT AND FILL SLOPES NOT TO EXCEED GEOTECH REPORT RECOMMENDATIONS.

12. UNDERGROUND UTILITY LOCATIONS BASED ON FIELD LOCATES OR CITY GIS SYSTEM.

13. SPOT ELEVATIONS PROVIDED TO INDICATE WARPING OF STREET CROSS SECTION AT INTERSECTIONS. PAVING CONTRACTOR TO GRADE
FINAL SUBGRADE SLOPE TO PROVIDE POSITIVE DRAINAGE ON ALL SURFACES. GRADING TO BE APPROVED BY PROJECT ENGINEER PRIOR TO
PAVEMENT PLACEMENT.

14. ALL EXISTING CULVERTS BEING ABANDONED, TO BE REMOVED.

SITE GRADING NOTES

1. ALL SITE GRADING (EXCAVATION, EMBANKMENT, AND COMPACTION) SHALL CONFORM TO THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE LATEST SOILS

INVESTIGATION FOR THIS PROPERTY AND SHALL FURTHER BE IN CONFORMANCE WITH THE CITY OF RIFLE'S PUBLIC WORKS MANUAL -
LATEST EDITION.

2. NATURAL VEGETATION SHALL BE RETAINED AND PROTECTED WHEREVER POSSIBLE. EXPOSURE OF SOIL TO EROSION BY REMOVAL OR
DISTURBANCE OF VEGETATION SHALL BE LIMITED TO THE AREA REQUIRED FOR IMMEDIATE CONSTRUCTION OPERATION AND FOR THE
SHORTEST PRACTICAL PERIOD OF TIME.

3. AT ALL TIMES, THE PROPERTY SHALL BE MAINTAINED AND/OR WATERED TO PREVENT WIND-CAUSED EROSION AND DUST. EARTHWORK
OPERATIONS SHALL BE DISCONTINUED WHEN FUGITIVE DUST SIGNIFICANTLY IMPACTS ADJACENT PROPERTY. IF EARTHWORK IS COMPLETE
OR DISCONTINUED AND DUST FROM THE SITE CONTINUES TO CREATE PROBLEMS, THE OWNER/DEVELOPER SHALL IMMEDIATELY INSTITUTE
MITIGATIVE MEASURES AND SHALL CORRECT DAMAGE TO ADJACENT PROPERTY.

4, TEMPORARY CUT/FILL SLOPES SHALL NOT EXCEED A STEEPNESS OF 2:1 (2H:1V).

5. PERMANENT OR TEMPORARY SOIL SURFACE STABILIZATION MUST BE APPLIED TO DISTURBED AREAS AND STOCKPILES AS SOON AS
POSSIBLE BUT NO LATER THAN 14 DAYS AFTER FINAL GRADE IS REACHED ON ANY PORTION OF THE SITE. SOIL SURFACE STABILIZATION
SHOULD BE NO LATER THAN 14 DAYS AFTER EXPOSED TO DISTURBED AREAS THAT MAY NOT BE AT FINAL GRADE BUT WILL REMAIN
DORMANT FOR A PERIOD THAT DOES NOT EXCEED 60 DAYS.

6. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL PROVIDE ANY ADDITIONAL DUST ABATEMENT AND EROSION CONTROL MEASURES DEEMED NECESSARY, SHOULD
CONDITIONS MERIT THEM.

7. TEMPORARY FENCES SHALL BE INSTALLED ALONG ALL BOUNDARIES OF THE CONSTRUCTION LIMITS OR PROPERTY LINES AS SHOWN ON
THE APPROVED EROSION CONTROL PLAN, TO PREVENT GRADING ON PROPERTY NOT OWNED BY THE DEVELOPER. IN ADDITION, THE CITY
MAY REQUIRE ADDITIONAL TEMPORARY FENCES IF FIELD CONDITIONS SO MERIT THEM.

8. ALL TEMPORARY AND PERMANENT EROSION CONTROL AND SEDIMENT CONTROL PRACTICES SHALL BE MAINTAINED AND REPAIRED BY
THE OWNER DURING THE CONSTRUCTION PHASE AS NEEDED TO ASSURE CONTINUED PERFORMANCE OF THEIR INTENDED FUNCTION. ALL
FACILITIES MUST BE INSPECTED A MINIMUM OF EVERY TWO WEEKS AND FOLLOWING EACH PRECIPITATION OR SNOWMELT EVENT THAT
RESULTS IN RUNOFF.

9. ALL TEMPORARY EROSION CONTROL AND SEDIMENT CONTROL MEASURES SHALL BE REMOVED WITHIN 30 DAYS AFTER FINAL
STABILIZATION IS ACHIEVED, OR AFTER THE TEMPORARY MEASURES ARE NO LONGER NEEDED, WHICHEVER OCCURS EARLIEST, OR AS
AUTHORIZED BY THE CITY OF RIFLE.

10. ROAD CUTS, ROAD FILLS AND PARKING AREAS SHOULD BE COVERED AS EARLY AS POSSIBLE WITH THE APPROPRIATE AGGREGATE BASE
COURSE. THIS IS NOT REQUIRED WHEN FINAL CONSTRUCTION OF THE ROADS WILL TAKE PLACE WITHIN 30 DAYS OF REACHING FINAL
SUBGRADE LEVEL.

These drawings have been prepared for the client
identified on the design sheet titleblock. Unless
these drawings bear a signed engineers seal, they
may be used only at owners sole risk.
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2nd Street

OWNER:

CITY OF RIFLE
NATHAN LINDQUIST
CITY PLANNER

202 RAILROAD AVE

WWW.RIFLECO.ORG

PLANNER:

ENGINEERING

INCORPORATED

SURVEYOR:

GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEER:

ELECTRICAL ENGINEER:

RIFLE, COLORADO 81650
PHONE: (970) 665-6499

'CHARLIER ASSOCIATES, INC.
c/o JAMES F. CHARLIER
2511 31ST STREET
BOULDER, COLORADO 80301
PHONE: (866) 768-0261

PROJECT ENGINEERS:
CHRISTOPHER MANERA P.E. #30578
ERIC BRYNILDSON, P.E. #45306

P.O. BOX 1301

RIFLE, COLORADO 81650

PHONE: (970) 625-4933

BOOKCLIFF SURVEY
SERVICES, INC.

136 EAST THIRD STREET
RIFLE, COLORADO 81650
PHONE: 970-625-1330

Ground Engineering Consultants, Inc.
101A Airpark Drive, Unit 9

P.O. Box 464

Gypsum, CO 81637

Bighorn Consulting Engineers, Co.
569 S. Westgate Drive, Suite 1
Grand Junction, CO 81505
Phone: 970-241-8709

SHT# TITLE
1. COVER
2. EXISTING CONDITIONS
3. PROIJECT OVERVIEW
4. SIGNAGE AND STRIPING PLAN
5. UTILITY OVERVIEW
6. LIGHTING AND ELECTRICAL PLAN
7. 2ND STREET PLAN & PROFILE
8. WEST AVENUE PLAN & PROFILE STA: 0+00 to 3+00
9. WEST AVENUE PLAN & PROFILE STA: 3+00 to 6+00
10. WEST AVENUE PLAN & PROFILE STA: 6+00 to 8+29.97
11. STREETSCAPE & LANDSCAPING PLAN WEST AVE.
STA: 0+00 to 6+00
12. STREETSCAPE & LANDSCAPING PLAN WEST AVE.
STA: 6+00 to END & 2ND STREET :
13. DETAILS - CURB AND GUTTER, SIDEWALK, CALL BEFORE
CROSSWALKS YOUDIG
14. DETAILS - ROAD <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>