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NUMBER RESPONSIBLE
NUMBER INITIAL | FINAL PARTY
Hudson Land 1 Roadwa objection - objection will be cleared once 60% plans are submitted with vertical profiles and reviewed AC AC KHA
MATERIALé - See Kdb Red lines
-Select materials to be used in the ROW from CCD's pre-approved materials list at https://www.d .org/Gover ol Departments-Offi s/ Departments-Offices-
Directory/Department-of-Transportation-and: e/Programs-Services/Right-of-Wi i p
Kim Blair 2 Roadway See the Materials drop-down at the bottom of the page. AC AC KHA
Materials questions may be sent to CCDMaterialsReview@denvergov.org
CCD follows MGPEC :_httos://www.mapec, html
630 SPECIFICAITON 2 630 spec has been drafted based on coordination with the
Please make the 630 Spec Site specific. Much of CDOT's 630 spec does not apply to CCD's projects. Suggest using dotipt 116.1 and dotirr 022.3 as the Traffic Control specs (uploaded). N P ) h N
. . City Traffic Engineer and the Bond Team. Two versions of
Kim Blair 8 Specs AC AC KHA work zol i 1ts have been developed. 1. Utility
Please include Joe Saejiw and Kim Blair in any discussions with the City Traffic Engineer's office, and invite us to the precon. This coordination will help when it comes time to apply for Street Occupancy - < - '
ermits. relocations 2. Streetscape Contractor. See specs.
Hudson Land 4 Roadwa Due to the project’s limit of disturbance (greater than one acre) a Construction Activities Stormwater Discharge Permit (CASDP) is required. AC AC KHA
Hudson Land 5 Roadwa It is unclear what the total limits of disturbance is for the project. Please provide a plan showing the total limits of disturbance AC AC KHA
Please prepare CASDPmm%mmﬁm-
permits.html.
To submit a new application online,
+ Go to the E-permits website and sign into your account: denvergov.org/epermits
Hudson Land 6 Roadway « Click Apply for a Permit under the Development Services tab AC AC KHA Submitting in parallel to the 90% plans.
« Select the appropriate option from the Site Planning options
o For anew EC permit, select Erosion Control Plan
«  When prompted to enter a project master, enter your project master number YEAR-PROJMSTR-0000XXX
+_Follow the prompts to enter ation data and upload file: _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _
Hudson Land B Roadway The fmgl SWMP/EC Plans and NAarratlve will need to be signed and sealed by a Colorado licensed P.E. The review period for the CASDP is 3 weeks and it should be anticipated that at least two reviews will AC AC KHA Submitting in parallel to the 90% plans.
be required prior to approval and issuance of the CASDP.
Nick Evers 8 Roadwa objection - as noted in the plan set, planters, trees, and vegetation are to be added to 60%. OCF cannot review this project until these components are included. AC AC KHA
Andy Whitty 9 iy DDPHE has |nfurmat|nr1 to suggest that numerws historical gas slaFlons. dry cI9§ners, and other businesses of high environmental risk have operated along this corridor. DDPHE recommends an ED AC KHA . e S o S s
environmental screen prior to and an material management plan during construction
Mark Gehrke 10 Roadway I:tilr;dduergion of the street width reduces the capacity of the street to convey storm runoff. Street capacity checks and hydraulics analysis, including offsite flows should be done to verify private property won't AC AC KHA :gggis:s fnl{irhrz j&i S;ﬁ;g?ﬂsi:rg:;zaxi?; ::: 2?:/;0223“[3&
| design.
Craig Long 1 4 Roadwa General note 3. change “should" to “shall" or add after should “with approval of the engineer." AC AC KHA
12 4 Roadway General note 8. how paid? ED DC KHA Cleaning will be incidental to the work.
13 4 Roadwa Proj Plans, Specs & Permits, # 1. is listed twice, adj numbering. AC AC KHA
14 Roadwa Need to schedule a site walk to review constructability. AC AC KHA
15 59-76 Roadwa missing "Constn Notes" octagon 3. AC AC KHA
Proposed storm and GI have been designed per DOTI stds.
MWG 16 77 Roadway the project is reducing the street width which reduces the street's ability to convery storm flows, which could increase flow depths and flood adjacent properties. This project needs to provide analysis that shows AC AC KHA Spread criteria will be met. Extensive coordination with DOTI
the storm depths of the proposed street improvements doesn't cause flooding above the allowed 12" of depth in the streets, or less if entry ways would be flooded with the 12" of storm depth. storm water has been completed to land on the appropriate
|designs.
MWG 17 78 Roadwa Plan view needs storm dia, length, material. 15" RCP- xxx' WW has a Civil 3D template with styles already created if consultant doesn't already have it. AC AC KHA
MWG 18 78 Roadwa Plan & Profiles on the same sheet (Per City Standards). Show utility crossings. Inverts should show pipe size and direction in or out of the MH/Inlets. Ex and proposed inverts. (Typical) AC AC KHA
MWG 19 79 Roadwa ex 24" RCP @ 0.66% AC AC KHA
MWG 20 79 Roadwa size pipe per flows AC AC KHA
MWG 21 79 Roadwa abandon/remove MH and 12" pipe? AC AC KHA
MWG 22 79 Roadway if the existing pipe being abandoned? If not, why add a smaller pipe? ED AC KHA
MWG 23 79 Roadwa \what is happening to this inlet? AC AC KHA
MWG 24 79 Roadwa plan view should be rotated so proposed pipe is going in the left right direction with downstream end on the left side of the street AC AC KHA
MWG 25 82 Roadwa) keep the pipe from under the walk if possible AC AC KHA
MWG 26 82 Roadwa \where is the pipe going? Is it supposed to be exiting storm? AC AC KHA
MWG 27 85 Roadwa install inlet over existing pipe and connect inlet on west side of street to that inlet AC AC KHA
MWG 28 86 Roadwa |show the entire intersection. Show what the pipe is connecting to. AC AC KHA
MWG 29 86 Roadwa GIS shows an ex 15" pipe AC AC KHA
MWG 30 87 Roadwa ex type 16 inlet AC AC KHA
MWG 31 87 Roadwa ex 21" VCP-GIS (verify) AC AC KHA
MWG 32 88 Roadwa GIS has this as a 24" VCP. Verify AC AC KHA
MWG 33 88 Roadway there is a sidewalk chase midway between 11th and 12th that needs to be addressed. AC AC KHA S|deyvalk chase drains ha\{e been gcmunted for. Will be further
detailed on the proposed side for final.
MWG 4 assumptions page Drainage the analysis should include consideration for by-pass flows or flows within the pipe system. The project is reducing the street width which reduces the streets ability to convery storm flows, which could AC AC KHA
2 increase flow depths and flood adjacent properties. This project needs to provide analysis that shows the storm depths of the proposed street improvements doesn't cause flooding.
DGI 35 dra:’n_:gg;ll;tter Drainage The Levels of Green are outlined in the Denver Green Continuum: Streets Guidelines. Technical details for LOG5s are in the Ultra-Urban Green Infrastructure Guidelines AC AC KHA
DGI 36 fema map Drainage Project Location AC AC KHA
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proposed
DGI 37 conditions Drainage It looks like drainage from these alleys will also make it to the 13th/Santa Fe intersection. This is important to account for when determining the tributary areas for the GI planters on 13th. AC AC KHA
drainage map
. . N " : . N . . . . . i hi i i %. he
DGI 38 Gl Roll Plot Drainage Please do not include green gutters on Santa Fe. | apologize that this deviates from guidance we've previously given, but the intent of the green gutter is to buffer bike lanes, which we don't have on Santa Fe. N/A N/A KHA ! Designs have change firasllcal!y since 30%. All of the
changes have been coordinated with DGI.
DGl 39 &1 Roll Plot Drainage Many of the planter footprints get very close to driveways. Given this, we want to make sure there are some safeguards in the design to deter cars from driving into the planters as they make these turns. Perhaps AC AC KHA Gl Designs have change drastically since 30%. All of the
o this means including some buffer space, vertical elements, planter geometry changes, etc. DGI does not have a hard and fast rule for how to approach this. We'll leave it to the design team to decide. changes have been coordinated with DGI.
. Some of these planter locations look very narrow. Please target a minimum planter width of 4ft, with 3ft being an absolute minimum. Anything narrower than 5ft cannot have trees, unless the design uses soil Gl Designs have change drastically since 30%. All of the
DGI 40 Gl Roll Plot Drainage N N N N N N/A N/A KHA N .
cells to add soil volume. In planters narrower planter than 5ft and without soil cells, grasses and understory plantings are appropriate and acceptable. changes have been coordinated with DGI.
DGl m I Roll Plot Drainage Ple'fiss include vertical elements and/or armoring on any planted bumpouts to deter cars from driving into them and to protect them from vehicle traffic. These could be bollards, reflective posts, etc. TBD by AC AC KHA Gl Designs have change firasllcal!y since 30%. All of the
design team. changes have been coordinated with DGI.
DGl 1 I Roll Plot Drainage For all open planters at 60%, please modify the layouts to account for 2.5' step-out zones in locations adjacent to parking and 1.5' splash strips everywhere else. This buffer is measured from back of curb to AC AC KHA Gl Designs have change firasllcal!y since 30%. All of the
outer planter wall. changes have been coordinated with DGI.
DGl 13 &1 Roll Plot Drainage At 60%, please add appropriate items from DGI's Drainage Report Checklist. Brittnee will send this to the team separately. It's currently a draft, so please reach out if you have any questions about it. In AC AC KHA Gl Designs have change drastically since 30%. All of the
o particular, the 60% review will be an important time to check planter geometries/footprints vs. their tributary areas. It would also be helpful to have LOGs assigned at that point in design. changes have been coordinated with DGI.
DGl M I Roll Plot Drainage At 60%, DGI would like to see preliminary GI details for forebays, inlets, outlets, and any vertical elements to protect planters. Preliminary planter cross-sections would also be appreciated depending on how AC AC KHA Gl Designs have change drastically since 30%. All of the
g far the design has progressed. We are now requiring that all projects use the updated bioretention cross-section from the USDCM Vol. 3 (March 2024 revision). changes have been coordinated with DGI.
DGl 5 I Roll Plot Drainage 'When irrigation design gets underway, we' I! \{vanl to make sure that the irrigation controllers are well-protected from traffic on Santa Fe. We've recently had some incidents where the controllers (which are AC AC KHA Gl Designs have change firasllcal!y since 30%. All of the
somewhat costly) were damaged due to collisions. changes have been coordinated with DGI.
DGl 6 &1 Roll Plot Drainage Referencing the 30% Placemaking Concept Designs: Unless they are LOG2s, all Gl planters will need to have forebays near the inlets to capture sediment. We need access to clean the forebays, but they aren't AC AC KHA Gl Designs have change drastically since 30%. All of the
o very sightly, so maybe there is a way to shield them from pedestrian view using tall grasses or other vertical elements between the forebays and the adjacent sidewalks? changes have been coordinated with DGI.
. B : B - N " i hi i i %. he
DGI 47 Gl Roll Plot Drainage Let's not do a Gl planter here. DGI is worried that it may be driven into due to high traffic volumes on 6th. AC AC KHA CI Designs have change firasllcal!y since 30%. All of the
changes have been coordinated with DGI.
] Target 40ft maximum planter lengths to allow pedestrian access from the street. Many of the Gl areas shown here are much longer, so they would need to be divided into multiple planters. 1 Designs have change drastically since 30%. All of the
Del 4 Gl Roll Plot Drainage AC AC KHA changes have been coordinated with DGI
Exce?tions to the maximum planter length are possible, but there should be a valid reason for an exception (e.g., high drainage needs). g |
DGl likes this planter location.
A However, the sﬁeelscape d55|g.nIW|IAI need to accommodate the e%<|st|ng drainage pattern here: off-site drainage enters the ROW through a chase drain under the sidewalk. We are OK with chasing this directly 1 Designs have change drastically since 30%. All of the
DGI 49 Gl Roll Plot Drainage into the Gl facility, as long as it is sized to accommodate the drainage AC AC KHA N .
changes have been coordinated with DGI.
More globally, chase drains conveying private property drainage to the ROW are fairly common on this stretch of Santa Fe, so the team will need to know where these are (some may be shown on the utility
plans?) and have a plan to accommodate that drainage. We like the idea of capturing it directly in the adjacent Gl facilities wherever that is an option.
. " " . . " _— " . i hi i i %. he
DGI 50 Gl Roll Plot Drainage Locations like this one (in front of a large mixed-use building) could be good options for tree pits/trenches AC AC KHA CI Designs have change firasllcal!y since 30%. All of the
changes have been coordinated with DGI.
DGI 51 Gl Roll Plot Drainage Are the existing mature trees in this location worth keeping? If so, please adjust the GI footprint accordingly. ED AC KHA aTr:Zefrl :::;';:n::;?‘ iﬁ:ﬁ:s IR EE
DGl 50 78 Drainage In locations where GI will accept ROW drainage (LOG3-5), storm sewer inlets may need to be moved, so that the GI can accept enough drainage. For example, in this configuration, the storm inlets shown are ED AC KHA Gl Designs have change drastically since 30%. All of the
Y close to where the Gl inlet should be, and the storm inlet would ideally be moved closer to the curb ramp, so that the GI gets flows first. changes have been coordinated with DGI.
. . I . . . . . Gl Designs have change drastically since 30%. All of the
!
DGI 53 78 Drainage Great storm inlet location, if this bumpout is an LOGS! We typically have one just before the curb ramp to capture any drainage that bypasses the Gl inlet ED AC KHA changes have been coordinated with DGI.
This planter may not receive much ROW drainage with the storm inlet just up the flowline from it, unless the GI inlet can be placed close to the intersection.
DGl 54 78 Drainage _ . . ; ' . _ ) . _ i : - . ED AC KHA Gl Designs have change firastlcal!y since 30%. All of the
For locations where ROW drainage to the planters is small: (1) consider moving the Gl inlet down the flowline to achieve a run-on ratio of at least 7:1 or 8:1 for an LOGS or (2) make the facility an LOG2. This changes have been coordinated with DGI.
is a cost consideration. We want to put LOGSs in locations where we get enough stormwater treatment to justify the added cost.
This is the typical placement of a Gl inlet for a bumpout at an intersection.
DGl 55 78 Drainage . ; . . _ _ _ . _ . - . ) . ED AC KHA Gl Designs have change firastlcal!y since 30%. All of the
Also, since DGI's new standard inlets will be straight (and 2-3ft wide), there would ideally be a straight segment here for the inlet to be installed on. If this isn't possible, contractors usually find a way to install changes have been coordinated with DGI.
them on slight curves too.
B Let's not do a Gl planter here - we've never done a Gl planter right on a corner like this. In part, that's because they often aren't designed to accept any adjacent drainage. They can also easily be driven into if Gl Designs have change drastically since 30%. All of the
DGI 56 79 Drainage s . AC AC KHA N .
someone cuts the corner, which is a maintenance hassle. changes have been coordinated with DGI.
DGI 57 80 Drainage |Are the panels on this sheet supposed to show different views? DC DC KHA ;?ezemaer:jtizgj plEeElionmertlandeacivianjiocusesioniiic
! ) ! o ) - - ) ) i h ically since 30%. h
DGI 58 80 Drainage If this planter accepts ROW drainage, the Gl inlet will need to be right next to the storm inlet. This is OK as long as the Gl inlet accepts flow first. AC AC KHA GI Designs have change firasllcal!y since 30%. All of the
changes have been coordinated with DGI.
DGI 59 81 Drainage Drainage from the alley looks like it could overwhelm this small planter. Please evaluate planter footprint vs. tributary area ED AC KHA EIEEESEREETES firastlcal!y SIE AIED
changes have been coordinated with DGI.
DGI 60 82 Drainage Does this new lateral have to go through the planter? Could the inlet instead be placed on the bumpout (mirroring the layout on the west side of Santa Fe)? DC DC KHA ;Tzfrmf:dl::l’;? AChassincachenced andoesnet oo
DGI 61 85 Drainage Can the proposed storm inlet be moved here to allow a Gl inlet near the point where the storm inlet is currently proposed? ED DF KHA EIEEEBIEREETES firastlcal!y SIE AIED
changes have been coordinated with DGI.
DGl 62 85 Drainage This planter may not accept much ROW drainage with the new storm inlet placed near it. Please evaluate the run-on ratio if the Gl inlet is placed down near the curb ramp. Or can the storm inlet be replaced ED DF KHA Gl Designs have change drastically since 30%. All of the
Y with a Gl inlet, routing the drainage through the Gl instead? Or maybe the 2 inlets are side-by-side? changes have been coordinated with DGI.
DGI 63 88 Drainage Can we a Gl inlet just of this storm inlet? ED DF KHA EIEEEBIEREETES firastlcal!y SIE AIED
changes have been coordinated with DGI.
BlairkD 64 10 Roadway see CCD Std Dwg 12.5: (applies to all typical sections AC AC KHA
. . . N . N N - . . - . Lane configuration has been adjusted based on this comment.
. . o " 3 .
Colton 65 57 Rosdway I'm confused about th?se roafiway dl_me.nslons..ls l|’!|$ saylfg each lane is 1.4 W|51e‘ Ar\d if we're only widening 5' on the south side for parking (here, for example, where it widens to 19' on the south side), does ED AC KHA The Tyical sections now show FL to CL. dimensions for lanes
that mean parked vehicles will be sticking out into “travel" lanes? Maybe I'm misreading the plan set. " N N
adjacent to C&G to help with the confusion.
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Sidewalks (ADA clear path) is clearly defined in the 90%
I understand we're substantially widening the curbside space, but it's unclear what of this widened space will be sidewalk vs. amenities. Our CSD Standards call for 12" of sidewalk space. Will you be making plans. It was agreed upon back in Spring of 2024 that we
Colton 66 58 Roadway I . AC AC KHA N . N .
this distinction more clear in future plan sets? would be proposing a 6' ADA clear path with additional
edestrian space in the amenity zone.
Bus stop details will be provided at final and will include
specific ADA grading requirements. Through coordination
with RTD, the 8th Avenue northeast corner stop will be
Colton 67 69 Roadwa Can we confirm that all bus stops along Santa Fe/adjacent to SF have concrete pads/amenity zones? I'm not seeing an existing concrete bus pad here at the 11st/Santa Fe bus stop, for example, and if it doesn't AC AC KHA consolidated with the 9th Avenue northeast corner stop, and
Y exist, we should add. | also see that some existing bus stops are made up of pavers - does this work when adding amenities (e.g., a bus shelter)? We should be careful about that as well. the 7th Avenue northeast stop will be relocated onto Santa Fe
with the associated removal of the second driveway access.
The 11th Avenue northeast stop will remain in its existing
location
Colton 68 69 Roadway Following up on this thought, have we confirmed with RTD that they want to keep the bust stops in these locations? Now would be the time to change these if desired AC AC KHA See comment on line 81.
Colton 69 7 Roadway Can we confirm with the updated Bike Manual that there's nothing creative we can do at this turn to give bikes a protected intersection? This might only be necessary if we're seeing high right turn volumes ED DF KHA
from 13th onto Santa Fe.
Colton 70 92 Roadway Have we confirmed that both of these left turn lanes need to remain, and that the corner radii can't be tightened up any further (e.g., with a raised turn wedge)? ED DC KHA Traffic data was
An RRFB has been added at 9th Ave. With this being the
epicenter for First Friday Events and due to the regular safety
Colton 7 99 Roadway I understand we don't want to broaden scope to include a signal here, but could we add an RRFB? without having seen the latest data, we seem to be right on the cusp between a Level B & C treatment. AC AC KHA concerns at this intersection a beacons are being added for both|
E/W and N/S crossings. Raised crosswalk are also being
lproposed.
Have we confirmed that this right turn lane is necessary? This is the only right turn lane along the whole corridor. | would assume there are more right turns here than the rest of the intersections, but enough to This right turn has been removed. We collected traffic data
Colton 72 103 Roadway AC AC KHA .
warrant that turn lane? here as well when analyzing 7th, 8th and
We collected additional traffic data at 7th, 8th and 11th. It was
Colton 73 103 Roadway I have the same broad question about all left turn lanes along the corridor, have we confirmed these are necessary given turning volumes? ED AC KHA determined that the left turn lane could be removed at 7th and
the right turn lane could be removed at 11th.
Colton 74 103 Roadway Have we double chgcked with the update_d Bike D_eslgn Menual that t|_1e BL_anng 11th meets standards (in terms of both: is a BL still the right bikeway type given speeds/volumes AND do we have enough ED DF KHA
room for the BL as it travels through the intersection and directly on either side.
Halpin 75 37 Roadway Please double check construction note numbers on these sheets. Some of the numbers appear to be off by 1. (replace 13, 14, 16 with 12, 13, 15) AC AC KHA
Halpin 76 41 Roadway At 60%, please indicate which trees will be protected and which will be removed. AC AC KHA See tree mitigation plans in the 90% set.
Cervera 7 1 Roadway provide irrigation plan and landscape plan on future submittal AC AC KHA
Cervera 78 1 Roadway provide comment responses on pdf DC DC KHA See responses in the matrix, below.
|Add DPR Notes:
DENVER PARKS AND RECREATION NOTES:
[*FOR ALL WORK OCCURRING ON LAND MANAGED AND OPERATED BY DENVER PARKS AND RECREATION (DPR).
THE CONTRACTOR SHALL OBTAIN A TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION ACCESS PERMIT (TCAP) FOR ANY WORK OR OCCUPANCY OF PARK LAND, THIS INCLUDES BUT NOT LIMITED TO: DESIGNATED CITY PARKS, LAND
MAINTAINED BY DPR, OPEN SPACE, TRAILS, AND BIKE PATHS. INFORMATION AND APPLICATION CAN BE FOUND AT: denvergo g Department: g
Development/Construction-Access-Permits
APPLY FOR TCAP TWO WEEKS PRIOR TO CONSTRUCTION
TCAP IS VALID FOR A MAXIMUM OF THIRTY DAYS
WORK TO BE COMPLETED ADJACENT TO OR WITHIN LAND MANAGED AND OPERATED BY DPR SHALL BE REVIEWED WITH DPR PRIOR TO THE WORK STARTING. REPRESENTATIVES FROM DPR SHALL BE INCLUDED IN
| THE PRECONSTRUCTION MEETING, INCLUDING DISTRICT OPERATIONS AND THE OFFICE OF THE CITY FORESTER.
Cervera 79 8 Roadway AC AC KHA Added to the general notes.
ALL WORK SHALL CONFORM TO THE DENVER PARKS AND RECREATION CURRENT CONSTRUCTION STANDARDS AND SPECIFICATIONS.
THE CONTRACTOR SHALL FIELD LOCATE SIGNS AND SITE FURNISHING LOCATIONS WITH REPRESENTATIVES FROM PARKS TO AVOID CONFLICTS WITH IRRIGATION, LANDSCAPE, AND OTHER EXISTING SITE
CONDITIONS. IF DAMAGE OCCURS, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL REPAIR OR REPLACE AND BE ACCEPTED BY A PARKS REPRESENTATIVE.
ANY DAMAGE TO LAND MANAGED AND OPERATED BY DPR, INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TO, CONCRETE, IRRIGATION, LANDSCAPE, UTILITIES, FENCING, AND SITE FURNISHINGS, SHALL BE RESTORED, REPAIRED, OR
REPLACED TO DENVER PARKS AND RECREATION'S CURRENT STANDARDS AND SPECIFICATIONS AND BE ACCEPTED BY A PARKS REPRESENTATIVE
THE CONTRACTOR SHALL USE A QUALIFIED LANDSCAPE/IRRIGATION SUB-CONTRACTOR TO MAKE ANY LANDSCAPE OR IRRIGATION REPAIRS OR ADJUSTMENTS. ALL PROPOSED REPAIRS OR MODIFICATIONS SHALL BE
REVIEWED WITH DPR PRIOR TO STARTING WORK, REVIEWED BY PARKS DURING WORK AND PRIOR TO COVERING, AND ACCEPTED BY A PARKS REPRESENTATIVE WHEN COMPLETE.
RESTORATION OF TURFGRASS SHALL BE DONE WITH TURFGRASS SOD, SEED IS NOT ALLOWED.
FOR PROJECTS WITH AUTOMATIC IRRIGATION CONTROLLERS: IF POWER FROM AN EXISTING LIGHT POLE IS PROVIDING ELECTRICAL SERVICE TO AN IRRIGATION CONTROLLER AND THE SERVICE IS INTERRUPTED, THE
CONTRACTOR SHALL RESTORE POWER TO THE IRRIGATION CONTROLLER
Cervera 80 55 Roadway DPR maintained median AC AC KHA Label added
Cervera 81 56 Roadway label DPR maintained median, typ. AC AC KHA Label added
This plan shows the existing C&G and the proposed. Not two
Cervera 82 75 Roadway there are going to be two curbs here? DC DC KHA proposed curbs. The project no longer has improvements in
this location.
Cervera 83 7 Roadway DPR maintained median AC AC KHA Label added
Cervera 84 7 Roadwa there are going to be two curbs here? AC AC KHA |Label added
Cervera 85 7 Roadway DPR maintained median AC AC KHA Label added
Cervera 86 7 Roadway needs to be cast iron truncated domes DC DC KHA The project does not include this location any longer.
Cervera 87 9 Roadway DPR maintained median AC AC KHA Label added
. . This was a potential location for Green Infrastructure. This is
Cervera 88 91 Roadway \what does this hatching represent? AC AC KHA . N N
not being proposed in the 90% design.
Cervera 89 110 Roadway DPR maintained median AC AC KHA Label added
Cervera 90 111 Roadway DPR maintained median AC AC KHA Label added
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Sperling 9 1 Survey Control be aware that most of the monuments in Santa Fe will be destroyed and will need to be reset for the construction phase. a monumented survey plat will need to be filed. new range point monuments ties sheets AC AC BASELINE These will be handled by the Contractor. This direction has
will need to be provided. been detailed by the project specs.
Sperling urvey Control _|make the text in the table bigger AC AC BASELINE Aknowledged
Sperling urvey Control |no description is shown AC AC BASELINE Revised
Sperling 4 urvey Control _|city and county of Denver (NGS) AC AC BASELINE Revised
Sperling 95 urvey Control |describe the location AC AC BASELINE Revised
Sperling 6 urvey Control_|right of way is being shown and range lines will be used to determine right of way AC AC BASELINE Revised
Sperling 7 urvey Control _|make the text in this table slightly bigger AC AC BASELINE Revised
Sperling 8 4 urvey Control _[according to tie sheet 2019-0069 this is a found drag tooth AC AC BASELINE Revised
Sperling 9 4 urvey Control |according to surveys are is a rock cap stamped #27263 for this range point AC AC BASELINE Revised
Sperling 100 4 Su label the range lines and label the row widths ED DC BASELINE lonument not found
Sperling 101 14 Survey Control accun.ilng to ,,SDP 2019-SDP-0000140 AC AC BASELINE Revised
there is a 2.5" AL cap #35597
Sperling 4 urvey Control _|no monument. ties on monument tie sheet 2023-0075 AC AC BASELINE Revised
Sperling 4 urvey Control _|no monument. ties on monument tie sheet 2016-1162 AC AC BASELINE Revised
Sperling 4 4 urvey Control _|no monument. ties on monument tie sheet 2016-1160 AC AC BASELINE Revised
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