Water Supply Reserve Account — Grant and Loan Program
Water Activity Summary Sheet
September 24, 2013
Agenda Item 18(p)

Applicant: Plum Valley Heights Sub-District

Water Activity Name: Plum Valley Heights Water Supply Pipeline
Water Activity Purpose: Municipal

County: Douglas

River Basin: Metro

Water Source: Roxborough Water and Sanitary District

Amount Requested: $50,000 (Metro Account)

Matching Funds: $511,800 cash match by applicants (91%)

Staff Recommendation

Staff recommends approval of up to $50,000 from the Metro Account to help complete the project titled: Plum
Valley Heights Water Supply Pipeline

Water Activity Summary: 28 rural homeowners in the Plum Valley Heights community have formed a sub-
district to acquire renewable water to replace non-tributary ground water supplies and gain service deliveries
through inclusion in the Roxborough Water and Sanitation District. Currently, each property has an individual
ground water well, and hence there are no existing water distribution facilities. It is estimated that these 28 rural
homes will have indoor usage of an average of 5,000 gallons per month, with an average annual usage of 0,4
acre-feet annually for both indoor use and outside irrigation per property, or approximately 11.2 acre-feet for the
28 homes in the community. Service will be provided by the construction of approximately 11,000 linear feet of
4 inch water supply pipeline with each home serviced by a % inch residential water tap, costing each property
$19,372. Plum Valley Heights property owners will be charged monthly service fees for water delivery by
Roxborough Water and Sanitation District, in addition to an annual property tax charged by the Roxborough for
capital facilities such as water treatment and storage. Sub-District funding will be through a combination of
property owner contributions, grants and public borrowing.

Threshold and Evaluation Criteria
The application meets all four Threshold Criteria.

Funding Overview:

WSRA Metro Account Grant $50,000 9%
Cash Match by Applicants $467,400 83%
Cash Match by Douglas County  $44,400 8%

Total Project Costs $561,800 100%

Discussion:
No additional discussion is needed.

Issues/Additional Needs:
No issues have been identified.




Staff Recommendation:
Staff recommends approval of up to $50,000 from the Metro Basin Account to help complete the project titled:
Plum Valley Heights Water Supply Pipeline.

All products, data and information developed as a result of this grant must be provided to the CWCB in hard copy
and electronic format as part of the project documentation. This information will in turn be made widely
available to Basin Roundtables and the general public and will help promote the development of a common
technical platform. In accordance with the revised WSRA Criteria and Guidelines, staff would like to highlight
additional reporting and final deliverable requirements. The specific requirements are provided below.

Reporting and Final Deliverable: The applicant shall provide the CWCB a progress report every 6 months,
beginning from the date of the executed contract. The progress report shall describe the completion or partial
completion of the tasks identified in the scope of work including a description of any major issues that have
occurred and any corrective action taken to address these issues. At completion of the project, the applicant shall
provide the CWCB a final report that summarizes the project and documents how the project was completed.
This report may contain photographs, summaries of meetings and engineering reports/designs.

Engineering: All engineering work (as defined in the Engineers Practice Act (§12-25-102(10) C.R.S.))
performed under this grant shall be performed by or under the responsible charge of professional engineer
licensed by the State of Colorado to practice Engineering.



August 22, 2013

Jacob Bornstein

Colorado Water Conservation Board

Water Supply Planning Section, WSRA Application
1580 Logan Street, Suite 200

Denver, CO. 80203

Re: Plum Valley Heights Sub-District of Roxborough Water and Sanitation District
Renewable Water Pipeline Project

Dear Jacob:

The Metro Roundtable has made a determination to support the Plum Valley Heights {PVH) Sub-District
of the Roxborough Water and Sanitation District (RWSD) in the construction of a potable water pipeline
which would connect to the existing facilities of RWSD. The PVH water pipeline project will bring a
renewable and permanent water supply from RWSD to 28 rural homes {PVH) that currently depend on
non-tributary groundwater underlying this property that is limited and diminishing. This “Rural Water
Alternatives” project is the first of many in Douglas County to begin the process of moving from a
depleting groundwater source to a renewahle water supply.

Douglas County has been working directly with PVH for several years and has identified PVH as one of
the more critical areas of concern for depleted groundwater supplies. Douglas County has provided
funding for preliminary engineering studies and committed to fund the engineering design for the water
line project for PVH. RWSD, in December of 2010, executed an Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) with
the City of Aurora for a renewable water supply. As a result RWSD determined that it has enough excess
water to provide service, through inclusion, to PVH. The Metro Roundtable support will assist in the
construction cost of the main water transmission line from RWSD’s Water Treatment Plant to PVH. The
total cost of the construction of the water pipeline is in excess of $560,000.00.

At the August 14, 2013 Metro Roundtable meeting, a motion was made, seconded and unanimously
adopted to provide $50,000.00 of support from the Metro Roundtable WSRA funds to support the PVH
Sub-District project. A quorum of the Metro Roundtable voted on the motion, and no Metro
Roundtable member expressed dissenting positions.

Attached please find the application and supporting materials for this project.
Sincerely,

o 1 (({oben

Mark Koleber
Chair, Metro Roundtable



COLORADO

WATER SUPPLY RESERVE ACCOUNT

DEPARTMENT OF APPLICATION FORM

NATURAL
RESOURCES

COLORADO WATER CONSERVATION BOARD

Plum Valley Heights Water Supply Pipeline

Name of Water Activity/Project

The Plum Valley Heights community is in the process of forming The Plum
Valley Heights Sub-District of the Roxborough Water & Sanitation District

Name of Applicant

Amount from Statewide Account:

Metro

Amount from Basin Account(s):

Approving Basin Roundtable(s) Total WSRA Funds Requested:

(If multiple basins specify amounts in parentheses.)

Application Content 3

Application Instructions

Part [ — Description of the Applicant

Part Il — Description of the Water Activity

Part III — Threshold and Evaluation Criteria

Part IV — Required Supporting Material
Water Rights, Availability, and Sustainability
Related Studies
Signature Page

Required Exhibits
A. Statement of Work, Budget, and Schedule
B. Project Map
C. AsNeeded (i.e. letters of support, photos, maps, etc.)

Appendices — Reference Material
1. Program Information
2. Insurance Requirements

$50,000

$50,000

page 2
page 3
page 5
page 7

page 10
page 10
page 12

3. WSRA Standard Contract Information (Required for Projects Over $100,000)

4. W-9 Form (Required for All Projects Prior to Contracting)




Water Supply Reserve Account — Application Form
Revised December 2011

Instructions

To receive funding from the Water Supply Reserve Account (WSRA), a proposed water activity must be
approved by the local Basin Roundtable AND the Colorado Water Conservation Board (CWCB). The
process for Basin Roundtable consideration and approval is outlined in materials in Appendix 1.

Once approved by the local Basin Roundtable, the applicant should submit this application with a detailed
statement of work including budget and schedule as Exhibit A to CWCB staff by the application
deadline.

WSRA applications are due with the roundtable letter of support 60 calendar days prior to the bi-monthly
Board meeting at which it will be considered. Board meetings are held in January, March, May, July,
September, and November. Meeting details, including scheduled dates, agendas, etc. are posted on the
CWCB website at: http://cwcb.state.co.us Applications to the WSRA Basin Account are considered at
every board meeting, while applications to the WSRA Statewide Account are only considered at the March
and September board meetings.

When completing this application, the applicant should refer to the WSRA Criteria and Guidelines
available at: http://cwcb.state.co.us/L.oansGrants/water-supply-reserve-account-
grants/Documents/WSRA CriteriaGuidelines.pdf

The application, statement of work, budget, and schedule must be submitted in electronic format
(Microsoft Word or text-enabled PDF are preferred) and can be emailed or mailed on a disk to:

Greg Johnson — WSRA Application
Colorado Water Conservation Board
1580 Logan Street, Suite 200
Denver, CO 80203
gregory.johnson(@state.co.us

If you have questions or need additional assistance, please contact Greg Johnson at: 303-866-3441 x3249
or gregory.johnson(@state.co.us.




Water Supply Reserve Account — Application Form
Revised December 2011

Part I. - Description of the Applicant (Project Sponsor or Owner);

1.

Appﬁcaananuis) The Plum Valley Heights community is in the process
of becoming The Plum Valley Heights Sub-District of
the Roxborough Water & Sanitation District

6222 North Roxborough Park Road
Mailing address: Littleton, CO 80126

Taxpayer ID#: Forming 8/21/2013
Primary Contact: | Larry Moore Position/Title: | Manager
Email: larry@roxwater.org
Phone Numbers: Cell: | 303-549-7148 Office: | 303-979-7286
Alternate Contact: | Alan Pogue Position/Title: | Attorney
Email: apogue@isp-law.com
Phone Numbers: Cell: | 303-912-7405 Office: | 303-867-3006

2. Eligible entities for WSRA funds include the following. What type of entity is the Applicant?

Public (Government) — municipalities, enterprises, counties, and State of Colorado agencies. Federal
agencies are encouraged to work with local entities and the local entity should be the grant recipient.
Federal agencies are eligible, but only if they can make a compelling case for why a local partner cannot be
the grant recipient.

Public (Districts) — authorities, Title 32/special districts, (conservancy, conservation, and irrigation districts),
and water activity enterprises.

Private Incorporated — mutual ditch companies, homeowners associations, corporations.

Private individuals, partnerships, and sole proprietors are eligible for funding from the Basin Accounts but
not for funding from the Statewide Account.

Non-governmental organizations — broadly defined as any organization that is not part of the government.



Water Supply Reserve Account — Application Form
Revised December 2011

Provide a brief description of your organization

The Plum Valley Heights Sub-District of the Roxborough Water and Sanitation District, a Title 32 Special District,
will be formed in 2013 to acquire and deliver renewable water supplies to a community of 28 single family rural
homes that are currently fully dependent on non-tributary groundwater. Right now, there is an extraordinary
opportunity for these property owners to acquire renewable water supplies that can be delivered to the Roxborough
Water Treatment Plant, which provides for a relatively short delivery pipeline to reach Plum Valley Heights. The
reason for forming the organization is to acquire the water through the purchase of water taps, and construct and
operate a system to deliver this water. It is estimated that these 28 homes will have indoor usage of an average of
5,000 gallons per month, with an average annual use of 0.4 acre-feet annually for both indoor use and outside
irrigation per property, or approximately 11.2 acre-feet for the 28 homes in the neighborhood.

4. If the Contracting Entity is different then the Applicant (Project Sponsor or Owner) please describe the
Contracting Entity here.

5. Successful applicants will have to execute a contract with the CWCB prior to beginning work on the portion of
the project funded by the WSRA grant. In order to expedite the contracting process the CWCB has
established a standard contract with provisions the applicant must adhere to. A link to this standard contract
is included in Appendix 3. Please review this contract and check the appropriate box.

X | The Applicant will be able to contract with the CWCB using the Standard Contract

The Applicant has reviewed the standard contract and has some questions/issues/concerns. Please
be aware that any deviation from the standard contract could result in a significant delay between
grant approval and the funds being available.

6. The Tax Payer Bill of Rights (TABOR) may limit the amount of grant money an entity can receive. Please
describe any relevant TABOR issues that may affect the applicant.

The Plum Valley Heights Sub-District will hold a TABOR Election in November of 2013 to authorize general
obligation debt, and does not anticipate that there will be any TABOR issues that will affect the applicant. If for
any reason, the election fails, which is extremely unlikely, the debt would be funded through service fee revenues
and no election is required.



Water Supply Reserve Account — Application Form
Revised December 2011

Part II. - Description of the Water Activity/Project
1. What is the primary purpose of this grant application? (Please check only one)

Nonconsumptive (Environmental or Recreational)

Agricultural

X Municipal/Industrial

Needs Assessment

Education

Other Explain: | See attached copy of the alternatives report.

2. If you feel this project addresses multiple purposes please explain.
The project provides a renewable water supply that will maintain property values, and most important, this

project will eliminate this rural community’s reliance on the rapidly depleting deep groundwater supply.

3. Is this project primarily a study or implementation of a water activity/project? (Please check only one)

Study X Implementation

4. To catalog measurable results achieved with WSRA funds can you provide any of the following numbers?

New Storage Created (acre-feet)

New Annual Water Supplies Developed, Consumptive or Nonconsumptive (acre-feet)

Existing Storage Preserved or Enhanced (acre-feet)

Length of Stream Restored or Protected (linear feet)

11,000 LF | Length of Pipe/Canal Built or Improved (linear feet)

Efficiency Savings (acre-feet/year OR dollars/year — circle one)

Area of Restored or Preserved Habitat (acres)

Other -- Explain:




Water Supply Reserve Account — Application Form
Revised December 2011

4. To help us map WSRA projects please include a map (Exhibit B) and provide the general coordinates below:

Latitude: | 39°28.903’'N Longitude: 105°1.815'W

5. Please provide an overview/summary of the proposed water activity (no more than one page). Include a
description of the overall water activity and specifically what the WSRA funding will be used for. A full
Statement of Work with a detailed budget and schedule is required as Exhibit A of this application.

28 homeowners in the Plum Valley Heights community are in the process of forming a sub-district to
acquire renewable water and gain service deliveries through inclusion in the Roxborough Water and
Sanitation District. Currently, each property has an individual ground water well, and hence there are no
existing water distribution facilities. The cost of inclusion and a % inch residential water tap from
Roxborough is 326, 882. A water delivery system will need to be constructed and is estimated to cost
$561,800. After the construction of the water delivery system, the Plum Valley Heights property owners will
be charged monthly service fees for water deliveries by the Roxborough Water and Sanitation District,
There will also be annual property tax charges by Roxborough for capital facilities such as the water
treatment plant and storage tank. The Sub-District funding will be though a combination of property owner
contributions, grants and public borrowing.

Part III. — Threshold and Evaluation Criteria

1. Describe how the water activity meets these Threshold Criteria. (Detailed in Part 3 of the Water Supply
Reserve Account Criteria and Guidelines.)

a) The water activity is consistent with Section 37-75-102 Colorado Revised Statutes.'
The water supply and delivery agreement that Roxborough Water and Sanitation District has with the City of
Aurora is a permanent renewable water supply that is consistent with Section 37-75-102 Colorado Revised
Statutes.

b) The water activity underwent an evaluation and approval process and was approved by the Basin
Roundtable (BRT) and the application includes a description of the results of the BRTs evaluation and

1'37.75-102. Water rights - protections. (1) It is the policy of the General Assembly that the current system of allocating
water within Colorado shall not be superseded, abrogated, or otherwise impaired by this article. Nothing in this article shall
be interpreted to repeal or in any manner amend the existing water rights adjudication system. The General Assembly affirms
the state constitution's recognition of water rights as a private usufructuary property right, and this article is not intended to
restrict the ability of the holder of a water right to use or to dispose of that water right in any manner permitted under
Colorado law. (2) The General Assembly affirms the protections for contractual and property rights recognized by the
contract and takings protections under the state constitution and related statutes. This article shall not be implemented in any
way that would diminish, impair, or cause injury to any property or contractual right created by intergovernmental
agreements, contracts, stipulations among parties to water cases, terms and conditions in water decrees, or any other similar
document related to the allocation or use of water. This article shall not be construed to supersede, abrogate, or cause injury
to vested water rights or decreed conditional water rights. The General Assembly affirms that this article does not impair,
limit, or otherwise affect the rights of persons or entities to enter into agreements, contracts, or memoranda of understanding
with other persons or entities relating to the appropriation, movement, or use of water under other provisions of law.



Water Supply Reserve Account — Application Form
Revised December 2011

approval of the activity. At a minimum, the description must include the level of agreement reached by
the roundtable, including any minority opinion(s) if there was not general agreement for the activity. The
description must also include reasons why general agreement was not reached (if it was not), including
who opposed the activity and why they opposed it. Note- If this information is included in the letter
from the roundtable chair simply reference that letter.
This water activity, i.e. the construction of a water delivery pipeline from the Roxborough Water and Sanitation
District’s water treatment plant to Plum Valley Heights for delivery of renewable water to replace non-tributary
ground water supply was presented to the Metro Roundtable at its meeting on June 12, 2013, and received
Javorable consideration subject to the submittal of this detailed application.

¢) The water activity meets the provisions of Section 37-75-104(2), Colorado Revised Statutes.” The Basin
Roundtable Chairs shall include in their approval letters for particular WSRA grant applications a
description of how the water activity will assist in meeting the water supply needs identified in the basin
roundtable’s consumptive and/or non-consumptive needs assessments.

d) Matching Requirement: For requests from the Statewide Fund, the applicants is required to
demonstrate a 20 percent (or greater) match of the request from the Statewide Account. Statewide
requests must also include a minimum match of S percent of the total grant amount from Basin Funds.
Sources of matching funds include but are not limited to Basin Funds, in-kind services, funding from
other sources, and/or direct cash match. Past expenditures directly related to the project may be
considered as matching funds if the expenditures occurred within 9 months of the date the application
was submitted to the CWCB. Please describe the source(s) of matching funds. (NOTE: These matching
funds should also be reflected in your Detailed Budget in Exhibit A of this application)

N/A

2 37-75-104 (2)(c). Using data and information from the Statewide Water Supply Initiative and other appropriate sources and
in cooperation with the on-going Statewide Water Supply Initiative, develop a basin-wide consumptive and nonconsumptive
water supply needs assessment, conduct an analysis of available unappropriated waters within the basin, and propose projects
or methods, both structural and nonstructural, for meeting those needs and utilizing those unappropriated waters where
appropriate. Basin Roundtables shall actively seek the input and advice of affected local governments, water providers, and
other interested stakeholders and persons in establishing its needs assessment, and shall propose projects or methods for
meeting those needs. Recommendations from this assessment shall be forwarded to the Interbasin Compact Committee and
other basin roundtables for analysis and consideration after the General Assembly has approved the Interbasin Compact
Charter.
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2. For Applications that include a request for funds from the Statewide Account, describe how the
water activity/project meets all applicable Evaluation Criteria. (Detailed in Part 3 of the Water Supply
Reserve Account Criteria and Guidelines and repeated below.) Projects will be assessed on how well
they meet the Evaluation Criteria. Please attach additional pages as necessary.

Evaluation Criteria — the following criteria will be utilized to further evaluate the merits of the water activity
proposed for funding from the Statewide Account. In evaluation of proposed water activities, preference will be
given to projects that meet one or more criteria from each of the three “tiers” or categories. Each “tier” is
grouped in level of importance. For instance, projects that meet Tier 1 criteria will outweigh projects that only
meet Tier 3 criteria. WSRA grant requests for projects that may qualify for loans through the CWCB loan
program will receive preference in the Statewide Evaluation Criteria if the grant request is part of a CWCB
loan/WSRA grant package. For these CWCB loan/WSRA grant packages, the applicant must have a CWCB
loan/WSRA grant ratio of 1:1 or higher. Preference will be given to those with a higher loan/grant ratio.

Tier 1: Promoting Collaboration/Cooperation and Meeting Water Management Goals and Identified Water
Needs

a. The water activity addresses multiple needs or issues, including consumptive and/or non-consumptive
needs, or the needs and issues of multiple interests or multiple basins. This can be demonstrated by
obtaining letters of support from other basin roundtables (in addition to an approval letter from the
sponsoring basin).

b. The number and types of entities represented in the application and the degree to which the activity will
promote cooperation and collaboration among traditional consumptive water interests and/or non-
consumptive interests, and if applicable, the degree to which the water activity is effective in addressing
intrabasin or interbasin needs or issues.

c. The water activity helps implement projects and processes identified as helping meet Colorado’s future
water needs, and/or addresses the gap areas between available water supply and future need as identified
in SWSI or a roundtable’s basin-wide water needs assessment.

Tier 2: Facilitating Water Activity Implementation
d. Funding from this Account will reduce the uncertainty that the water activity will be implemented. For
this criterion the applicant should discuss how receiving funding from the Account will make a
significant difference in the implementation of the water activity (i.e., how will receiving funding enable
the water activity to move forward or the inability obtaining funding elsewhere).
e. The amount of matching funds provided by the applicant via direct contributions, demonstrable in-kind
contributions, and/or other sources demonstrates a significant & appropriate commitment to the project.

Tier 3. The Water Activity Addresses Other Issues of Statewide Value and Maximizes Benefits

f. The water activity helps sustain agriculture & open space, or meets environmental or recreational needs.

g. The water activity assists in the administration of compact-entitled waters or addresses problems related
to compact entitled waters and compact compliance and the degree to which the activity promotes
maximum utilization of state waters.

h. The water activity assists in the recovery of threatened and endangered wildlife species or Colorado
State species of concern.

i. The water activity provides a high level of benefit to Colorado in relationship to the amount of funds
requested.

J-  The water activity is complimentary to or assists in the implementation of other CWCB programs.
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Continued: Explanation of how the water activity/project meets all applicable Evaluation Criteria.
Please attach additional pages as necessary.

Suggested Format for Scope of Work

Part IV. — Required Supporting Material

1. Water Rights, Availability, and Sustainability — This information is needed to assess the viability of the
water project or activity. Please provide a description of the water supply source to be utilized, or the water
body to be affected by, the water activity. This should include a description of applicable water rights, and
water rights issues, and the name/location of water bodies affected by the water activity.

The Roxborough Water and Sanitation District recently completed a water supply and delivery agreement with the
City of Aurora which provides permanent renewable water supply. Roxborough, in assessing the permanent water
supply now available from Aurora, has determined that it has 50 taps available beyond full development projections
within its boundaries. Roxborough has made these taps available to Plum Valley Heights if they chose to include
into Roxborough for water service, which has been done. The water supply from Aurora is delivered to the
Roxborough Water Treatment Plant which is located east of the Roxborough development. This plant is located in
close proximity to the community of Plum Valley Heights which results in the need for a very limited infrastructure
to deliver the water to Plum Valley Heights. While expensive, it is very unlikely that any other option for renewable
water supply acquisition and delivery will ever be less expensive than this opportunity. A reliable and permanent
water supply is critical to maintaining property values.

2. Please provide a brief narrative of any related studies or permitting issues.

Douglas County funded the “Northwest Douglas County Rural Water Alternatives” report for Plum Valley Heights
and the Town of Louviers. This study was a preliminary engineering evaluation to identify a plan and the costs
required to acquire and deliver renewable water to replace the current source of water supply for Plum Valley
Heights and the Town of Louviers. A copy is attached to this application.

3. Statement of Work, Detailed Budget, and Project Schedule

The statement of work will form the basis for the contract between the Applicant and the State of Colorado. In
short, the Applicant is agreeing to undertake the work for the compensation outlined in the statement of work and
budget, and in return, the State of Colorado is receiving the deliverables/products specified. Please note that costs
incurred prior to execution of a contract or purchase order are not subject to reimbursement. All WSRA
funds are disbursed on a reimbursement basis after review invoices and appropriate backup material.

Please provide a detailed statement of work using the template in Exhibit A. Additional sections or
modifications may be included as necessary. Please define all acronyms and include page numbers.
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REPORTING AND FINAL DELIVERABLE

Reporting: The applicant shall provide the CWCB a progress report every 6 months, beginning from the
date of the executed contract. The progress report shall describe the completion or partial completion of
the tasks identified in the statement of work including a description of any major issues that have
occurred and any corrective action taken to address these issues.

Final Deliverable: At completion of the project, the applicant shall provide the CWCB a final report
that summarizes the project and documents how the project was completed. This report may contain
photographs, summaries of meetings and engineering reports/designs.

PAYMENT

Payment will be made based on actual expenditures and invoicing by the applicant. Invoices from any
other entity (i.e. subcontractors) cannot be processed by the State. The request for payment must
include a description of the work accomplished by major task, and estimate of the percent completion
for individual tasks and the entire water activity in relation to the percentage of budget spent,
identification of any major issues and proposed or implemented corrective actions. The last 5 percent of
the entire water activity budget will be withheld until final project/water activity documentation is
completed. All products, data and information developed as a result of this grant must be provided to
the CWCB in hard copy and electronic format as part of the project documentation. This information
will in turn be made widely available to Basin Roundtables and the general public and help promote the
development of a common technical platform.

10
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' Project Title: Plum Valley Heights Water Supply Pipeline

The above statements are true to the best of my ledge:
. Signature of Applicant; D/ // 7’ ;

Print Applicant’s Name: Larry Moore

. e — —.pregorysjohnson@state.co.us

Return an electronic version (hérdcopy may also be submitted) of this application to:

Greg Johnson — WSRA Application
Colorado Water Conservation Board
1580 Logan Street, Suite 200
Denver, CO 80203

11



Exhibit A
Statement of Work

WATER ACTIVITY NAME - Plum Valley Heights Water Supply Pipeline

GRANT RECIPIENT — The Plum Valley Heights Sub-District of the Roxborough Water and
Sanitation District

FUNDING SOURCE - A combination of property owner contributions, grants and public
borrowing,.

INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND

Provide a brief description of the project. (Please limit to no more than 200 words; this will be used to
inform reviewers and the public about your proposal)

Douglas County funded the “Northwest Douglas County Rural Water Alternatives Report for Plum
Valley Heights and the Town of Louviers. This study was a preliminary engineering evaluation to
identify a plan and the costs required to acquire and deliver renewable water to replace the current
source of water supply for Plum Valley Heights and the Town of Louviers. As a result of this study, 28
homeowners in the Plum Valley Heights community are in the process of forming a sub-district to
acquire renewable water through the purchase of water taps from and gain service deliveries through
inclusion in the Roxborough Water and Sanitation District (“RWSD”). Currently, each property has an
individual ground water well, and there are no existing water distribution facilities. The $50,000 in
grant funds would be used to construct a water delivery system (PVH Improvements). The lowest cost
alternative (Option 1) is for a 4 inch water supply pipeline from the RWSD Water Treatment Plant to
North Moore Road and a 4 inch water line loop, estimated to cost 3561,800. The sub-district will be
pursuing other financial partners and the possibility of applying for a State Grant and evaluating their
ability to fund and construct PVH Improvements, Option 2, an 8 inch water supply pipeline from the
RWSD Water Treatment Plant to North Moore Road and a 6 inch water line loop, estimated to cost
$874,517. Option 2 would provide moderate fire flow deliveries. After the construction of the water
delivery system, the Plum Valley Heights property owners will be charged monthly service fees for
water delivers by the Roxborough Water and Sanitation District.

OBJECTIVES

List the objectives of the project

To provide a reliable and permanent water supply for the homes in Plum Valley Heights, a community
that is currently fully dependent on non-tributary groundwater. Maintain the property values in this
community. Possibly provide moderate fire flow protection deliveries.

TASKS
Provide a detailed description of each task using the following format

TASK 1 — Form the Sub-District

Description of Task: the Board of Directors of the Roxborough Water and Sanitation District meets
on August 21, 2013 to approve a resolution forming the Plum Valley Heights sub-district.




Method/Procedure: Board Resolution
Deliverable: Entity formed that will hold an election to authorize debt to purchase taps from RWSD
and construct the PVH Improvements.

TASK 2 — Authorize Debt

Description of Task: Hold election in November of 2013 for debt authorization
Method/Procedure: Comply with Title 32 statute and hold a mail ballot election.

Deliverable: Funding for tap fee purchases and PVH Improvements. While unlikely, if the election
failed, the project would be funded with service fees.

TASK 3 — Seek other Funding Opportunities

Description of Task: Apply for State Grant and seek funding partnerships with Douglas County and
the Town of Louviers.

Method/Procedure: Submit State Grant application to be considered at the March 2014 CWCB
Board meeting. Meet with Douglas County and the Town of Louviers to see if funding partnerships
exits

Deliverable: If additional funding is obtained, the sub-district would choose to construct PVH
Improvements, Option 2.




PVH Improvements, Option 1 (Peak Day Deliveries)

This alternative provides water delivery to Plum Valley Heights for domestic use only. This
alternative results in the smallest diameter piping and costs. Water delivered from the RWSD WTP
has a static head of approximately 100 feet at the high point of the connection. For a peak day
demand for Plum Valley Heights, the pipe sizing would be as shown on Figure 7. The main line
piping would be 4 inch diameter PVC pipe, with 4 inch diameter piping completing the loop in W.
Trail South Drive and N. Moore Road as shown. Flow deliveries would be at pressures ranging
Jfrom about 40 psi for properties at the higher elevations to 80 psi on the low end. This assumes
pressure losses for service lines, valves and meters to be approximately 5 psi. This is a minimum
pressure at the highest properties in the community but is close to the maximum available pressure
that can be attained without incorporating a booster system.

_PVH Improvements
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PVH Improvements,

Option 1
hlj:l Description Quantity | Unit g 7:_2 :‘:;1
1 [Pothole Existing Utilities to identify all potential conflicts with 40 | EA| $319 | $12,760
Furnish and install 4-inch potable PVC C900 Class 150, DR 18 with
2 [standard bedding, backfill, and all associated items including joint 11,047 | LF 20 220,940
restraint, complete in place.
3 Furnish and install 4-inch valve with epoxy coating, including bedding, w0 |EAl 750 15000
and all related appurtenances, complete in place
4  |Tie-into existing 16-inch water line at RWSD-WTP (16" w/l) 1 EA| 8,000 8,000
5 tf"ulrg(;?;l and install- 3/4" service taps (assumes PVC service line - up w9 |EAl 750 21750
0
6 |2-inch air relief valve including all related appurtenances, complete in 1 EA| 2293 2,293
7 |2-inch blowoff assembly including all related appurtenances, complete in 1 EA [ 2,293 2,293
8 Furnish and install 4-inch tee with epoxy coatif\g, including bedding, thrust 2 EA | 300 600
block and all related appurtenances, complete in place
9 Furni.sh and install 4-inch 45 degree bend with epoxy coating, _including 7 |Eal 25 3825
bedding, thrust block and all related appurtenances, complete in place
Furnish and install 4-inch 11.25 degree bend with epoxy coating, including
10 bedding, thrust block and all related appurtenances, complete in place 8 EA| 2 A
11 [Street cut & repair (15% of PVH roads) 330 |TON| 85 28,050
12 |Furnish, Install and Maintain Vehicle Construction Entrance 2 EA [ 2488 4976
13 |Furnish, Install and Maintain Stabilized Staging Area 2500 | SY | 25 6,250
14 |Furnish, Install and Maintain Silt Fence 10417 | LE | 1.5 15,626
15 |Furnish, Install and Maintain Reinforced Rock Berm 250 | LF 20 5,000
16 |Furnish, Install and Maintain Concrete Washout Area 2 EA | 550 1,100
17 |Seeding and Mulching 6.5 |AC| 1500 | 9,750
18  [Street Maintenance 1.5 |LM| 4,000 6,000
19  [Furnish and install marker posts, complete in place. 17 EA| 200 3,400
20 [Mobilization - 5% 1 LS | 18482 | 18482
21 _|Contingency, including easements - 25% 1 LS | 92,400 | 92,409
22 |[Engineering - 12% 1 LS | 44,357 | 44357
23 |Administrative - 10% 1 LS | 36,964 | 36,964
Total = $561,849



PVH Improvements, Option 2 (Moderate Fire Flow Deliveries)

This alternative would be sized for a fire flow demand of 600 gpm. The main line pipe would be an
8 inch diameter pipe, with 6 inch diameter piping in W. Trail South Drive and N. Moore Road as
shown in Figure 8. This would provide a substantial fire flow from a hydrant, albeit well below the
1,500 gpm which is the desired flow for fire control in a residential area. Flow deliveries would be

about 2.5 psi greater than Option 1, ranging from about 42.5 psi to 82.5 psi, again allowing for 5
psi for service system losses.

PVH Improvements_\
. | Wiy
! - \‘A

- N.' Moore Rd

1”4;,- Plum Valley
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LA
PVH Improvements_ /"

(6" W/l Loop)



PVH Improvements,

Option 2
Item . i . . oo ,
No. Description Quantiry | Unit | Unit Price | Total Price
1 |Pothole Existing Utilities to identify all potential conflicts with construction| 40 EA $319 $12,760
Furnish and install 8-inch PVC pipe C900 Class 150, DR 18 with standard
2 |bedding, backfill, and all associated items including joint restraint, 6,423 | LF 40 256,920
complete in place.
Furnish and install 6-inch PVC pipe C900 Class 150, DR 18 with standard
3 |bedding, backfill, and all associated items including joint restraint, 4,624 | LF 28 129,472
complete in place.
4 Furnish and install 8-inch valve wutl? epoxy coating, including bedding, and 10 EA 1.800 18,000
all related appurtenances, complete in place
Furnish and install 6-inch valve with epoxy coating, including bedding, and
0 EA
> all related appurtenances, complete in place (PCVH South Trail Rd) : 800 8,000
6 |Tie-into existing 16-inch water line at RWSD-WTP (16" w/l) | EA 8,000 8,000
7 |Furnish and install- 3/4" service taps (assumes PVC service line - up to100%) 29 EA 750 21,750
8 |2-inch air relief valve including all related appurtenances, complete in place 1 EA 2,293 2,293
9 i{;tzh blowoff assembly including all related appurtenances, complete in 1 EA 2293 2.203
10 Furnish and install 8x6-inch tee with epoxy coating, fncludmg bedding, ’ EA 410 820
thrust block and all related appurtenances, complele in place
" Fuml'sh and install 8-inch 45 degree bend with epoxy coating, 'mcludmg 7 EA 400 2.800
bedding, thrust block and all related appurtenances, complete in place
Furnish and install 6-inch 45 degree bend with epoxy coating, including
0 EA
12 bedding, thrust block and all related appurtenances, complete in place ! el .
13 Furnish and install 6-inch 11.25 degree bend with epoxy coating, including 9 EA 350 3.150
bedding, thrust block and all related appurtenances, complete in place ’
14 |Furnish and install Fire Hydrants 10 EA 4,500 45,000
15 |[Street cut & repair (15% of PVH roads) 330 |TON 85 28,050
16 |Furnish, Install and Maintain Vehicle Construction Entrance 2 EA 2,488 4,976
17 |Furnish, Install and Maintain Stabilized Staging Area 2,500 | SY 2.5 6,250
18 |Furnish, Install and Maintain Silt Fence 10,417 | LF 1.5 15,626
19 |Furnish, Install and Maintain Reinforced Rock Berm 250 LF 20 5,000
20 |Furnish, Install and Maintain Concrete Washout Area 2 EA 550 1,100
21 _|Seeding and Mulching 65 [AC| 1,500 9,750
22  |Street Maintenance 1.5 LM| 4,000 6,000
23 |Fumish and install marker posts, complete in place. 17 EA 200 3,400
24 {Mobilization 5% 1 LS | 29,745 29,745
25 [Contingency, including easements - 20% 1 LS| 118982 | 118,982
26 |Engineering - 12% | LS| 71,389 71,389
27 |Administrative - 10% 1 LS| 59491 59,491
Total = $874,.517




TASK 4 — Tap Purchases & Project Design

Description of Task: Purchase taps and obtain bids for and award contract to design PVH
Improvements.

Method/Procedure: In the first quarter of 2014, homeowners will purchase taps from RWDS and
RWSD will contract with an engineering firm to complete the design of the PVH Improvemenits.
Deliverable: Water taps for the 28 homes and a design for a water delivery distribution system.

TASK 5 — Construction

Description of Task: Obtain bids for and award contract to construct PVH Improvements.
Method/Procedure: In the second quarter of 2014, RWSD will contract for the construction of the
PVH Improvements.

Deliverable: A water delivery distribution system.

REPORTING AND FINAL DELIVERABLE

Reporting: The applicant shall provide the CWCB a progress report every 6 months, beginning from
the date of the executed contract. The progress report shall describe the completion or partial
completion of the tasks identified in the statement of work including a description of any major issues
that have occurred and any corrective action taken to address these issues.

Final Deliverable: At completion of the project, the applicant shall provide the CWCB a final report
that summarizes the project and documents how the project was completed. This report may contain
photographs, summaries of meetings and engineering reports/designs.



BUDGET

Provide a detailed budget by task including number of hours and rates for labor and unit costs for other direct costs
(i.e. mileage, $/unit of material for construction, etc.). A detailed and perfectly balanced budget that shows all costs
is required for the State’s contracting and purchase order processes. Sample budget tables are provided below.
Please note that these budget tables are examples and will need to be adapted to fit each individual application. Tasks
should correspond to the tasks described above.

The 350,000 in grant funds would be used to construct the water delivery system (PVH Improvements). The grant
money will be applied against the total construction cost as established in the construction contract to build the
pipelines. .

Sub- Financial/Consultant | Engineering Total
District Estimated Cost Estimated Costs
Estimated Cost
Cost (Design)

Task 1 — $0

Form The
Sub-District
Task 2 — $0
Authorize

Debt

Task 3 — $5,000 $5,000
Seek Other

Funding
Task 4 — | $752,696 $44,357* $797,053
Tap
Purchase &
Project
Design:
Task 5 — $517,492% $517,492
Construction
Total: $1,319,545

*Additional costs would be incur in the event that a larger size pipeline (Option 2) is chosen to be constructed



SCHEDULE

Provide a project schedule including key milestones for each task and the completion dates or time
period from the Notice to Proceed (NTP). This dating method allows flexibility in the event of potential
delays from the procurement process. Sample schedules are provided below. Please note that these
schedules are examples and will need to be adapted to fit each individual application.

Plum Valley Height Water Supply Pipeline Project Schedule:

First 6 Months Second 6 Months
Task

713 -9/13 | 10/13-1213 | 1/14-3/14 414 - 7114

1 — Formation of PVH
Sub-District

2 — Authorization of
Debt

3 — Seek other funding
opportunities

4 — Tap Purchase &
Project Design

5 — Construction

PAYMENT

Payment will be made based on actual expenditures and invoicing by the applicant. Invoices from any
other entity (i.e. subcontractors) cannot be processed by the State. The request for payment must
include a description of the work accomplished by major task, and estimate of the percent completion
for individual tasks and the entire water activity in relation to the percentage of budget spent,
identification of any major issues and proposed or implemented corrective actions. The last 5 percent of
the entire water activity budget will be withheld until final project/water activity documentation is
completed. All products, data and information developed as a result of this grant must be provided to
the CWCB in hard copy and electronic format as part of the project documentation. This information
will in turn be made widely available to Basin Roundtables and the general public and help promote the
development of a common technical platform.



Appendix 1
Reference Information

The following information is available via the internet. The reference information provides additional
detail and background information.

e  Water Supply Reserve Account main webpage:

o http://cwcb.state.co.us/LoansGrants/water-supply-reserve-account-grants/Pages/main.aspx

e Water Supply Reserve Account — Basin Fund Application Details:

o http://cwcb.state.co.us/LoansGrants/water-supply-reserve-account-

grants/Pages/BasinWaterSupplyReserve AccountGrants.aspx

e  Water Supply Reserve Account — Statewide Fund Application Details:

o http://cwcb.state.co.us/LoansGrants/water-supply-reserve-account-

grants/Pages/Statewide WaterSupplyReserve AccountGrants.aspx

e (Colorado Water Conservation Board main website:
o http://cwcb.state.co.us/
e Interbasin Compact Committee and Basin Roundtables:

o http://cwcb.state.co.us/about-us/about-the-ibcc-

brts/Pages/main.aspx/Templates/BasinHome.aspx
e House Bill 05-1177 — (Also known as the Water for the 21% Century Act):
o http://ewcbweblink.state.co.us/DocView.aspx?id=105662&searchhandle=28318
e House Bill 06-1400 — (Adopted the Interbasin Compact Committee Charter):
o http://cwcbweblink.state.co.us/DocView.aspx?id=21291&searchhandle=12911
e Senate Bill 06-179 — (Created the Water Supply Reserve Account):
o http://cwcbweblink.state.co.us/DocView.aspx?id=21379&searchhandle=12911

e Statewide Water Supply Initiative 2010:

o http://cwcb.state.co.us/water-management/water-supply-planning/Pages/SWSI12010.aspx
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Appendix 2
Insurance Requirements

NOTE: The following insurance requirements taken from the standard contract apply to WSRA projects
that exceed $25,000 in accordance with the policies of the State Controller’s Office. Proof of insurance as
stated below is necessary prior to the execution of a contract.

13. INSURANCE
Grantee and its Sub-grantees shall obtain and maintain insurance as specified in this section at all times during the
term of this Grant: All policies evidencing the insurance coverage required hereunder shall be issued by insurance
companies satisfactory to Grantee and the State.

A. Grantee

i. Public Entities
If Grantee is a "public entity" within the meaning of the Colorado Governmental Inmunity Act, CRS
§24-10-101, et seq., as amended (the “GIA™), then Grantee shall maintain at all times during the term of
this Grant such liability insurance, by commercial policy or self-insurance, as is necessary to meet its
liabilities under the GIA. Grantee shall show proof of such insurance satisfactory to the State, if
requested by the State. Grantee shall require each Grant with Sub-grantees that are public entities,
providing Goods or Services hereunder, to include the insurance requirements necessary to meet Sub-
grantee’s liabilities under the GIA.

ii. Non-Public Entities
If Grantee is not a "public entity" within the meaning of the GIA, Grantee shall obtain and maintain
during the term of this Grant insurance coverage and policies meeting the same requirements set forth
in §13(B) with respect to sub-Grantees that are not "public entities".

B. Sub-Grantees
Grantee shall require each Grant with Sub-grantees, other than those that are public entities, providing
Goods or Services in connection with this Grant, to include insurance requirements substantially similar to
the following:
i. Worker’s Compensation
Worker’s Compensation Insurance as required by State statute, and Employer’s Liability Insurance
covering all of Grantee and Sub-grantee employees acting within the course and scope of their
employment.
ii. General Liability
Commercial General Liability Insurance written on ISO occurrence form CG 00 01 10/93 or equivalent,
covering premises operations, fire damage, independent Grantees, products and completed operations,
blanket Grantual liability, personal injury, and advertising liability with minimum limits as follows:
(2)$1,000,000 each occurrence; (b) $1,000,000 general aggregate; (c) $1,000,000 products and
completed operations aggregate; and (d) $50,000 any one fire. If any aggregate limit is reduced below
$1,000,000 because of claims made or paid, Sub-grantee shall immediately obtain additional insurance
to restore the full aggregate limit and furnish to Grantee a certificate or other document satisfactory to
Grantee showing compliance with this provision.
iii. Automobile Liability
Automobile Liability Insurance covering any auto (including owned, hired and non-owned autos) with a
minimum limit of $1,000,000 each accident combined single limit.
iv. Additional Insured
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Grantee and the State shall be named as additional insured on the Commercial General Liability and
Automobile Liability Insurance policies (leases and construction Grants require additional insured
coverage for completed operations on endorsements CG 2010 11/85, CG 2037, or equivalent).

v. Primacy of Coverage
Coverage required of Grantee and Sub-grantees shall be primary over any insurance or self-insurance
program carried by Grantee or the State.

vi. Cancellation
The above insurance policies shall include provisions preventing cancellation or non-renewal without at
least 45 days prior notice to the Grantee and the State by certified mail.

vii. Subrogation Waiver
All insurance policies in any way related to this Grant and secured and maintained by Grantee or its
Sub-grantees as required herein shall include clauses stating that each carrier shall waive all rights of
recovery, under subrogation or otherwise, against Grantee or the State, its agencies, institutions,
organizations, officers, agents, employees, and volunteers.

C. Certificates
Grantee and all Sub-grantees shall provide certificates showing insurance coverage required hereunder to the
State within seven business days of the Effective Date of this Grant. No later than 15 days prior to the
expiration date of any such coverage, Grantee and each Sub-grantee shall deliver to the State or Grantee
certificates of insurance evidencing renewals thereof. In addition, upon request by the State at any other time
during the term of this Grant or any sub-grant, Grantee and each Sub-grantee shall, within 10 days of such
request, supply to the State evidence satisfactory to the State of compliance with the provisions of this §13.

12



Appendix 3
Water Supply Reserve Account Standard Contract Information

NOTE: The standard contract is required for WSRA projects that exceed $100,000. (Projects under this
amount will normally be funded through a purchase order process.) Applicants are encouraged to review
the standard contract to understand the terms and conditions required by the State in the event a WSRA
grant is awarded. Significant changes to the standard contract require approval of the State Controller’s
Office and often prolong the contracting process.

It should also be noted that grant funds to be used for the purchase of real property (e.g. water rights,
land, conservation easements, etc.) will require additional review and approval. In such cases applicants
should expect the grant contracting process to take approximately 3 to 6 months from the date of
CWCB approval.

The standard contract is available here under the header “Additional Resources” on the right side:
http://cwcb.state.co.us/LoansGrants/water-supply-reserve-account-
grants/Pages/BasinWaterSupplyReserve AccountGrants.aspx

13



Appendix 4
W-9 Form

NOTE: A completed W-9 form is required for all WSRA projects prior execution of a contract or purchase
order. Please submit this form with the completed application. A tax ID will be applied for after the
formation of the Sub-District, then a W-9 will be submitted when the tax ID has been assigned.
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Northwest Douglas County Rural Water Alternatives
Plum Valley Heights and Town of Louviers

Executive Summary

This study is a preliminary engineering evaluation to identify a plan and the costs required for
the Plum Valley Heights community and the Town of Louviers to acquire and deliver renewable
water to replace the current source of water supply for these rural communities, i.e., non-
tributary ground water. While the cost of acquiring and importing water supply to a rural
community is very expensive on a per unit basis, the continued availability of domestic water
supply is critical to maintain the value of properties. Currently, there is an extraordinary
opportunity for property owners to acquire renewable water supplies that can be delivered to the
Roxborough Water Treatment Plant, which provides for a relatively short delivery pipeline to
reach Plum Valley Heights, and a moderate delivery distance further on to reach the Town of
Louviers. While expensive, it is very unlikely that any other option for renewable water supply
acquisition and delivery will ever be less expensive than this opportunity.

The results of this study are summarized in the following:

1. Renewable water supplies may be made available to the Plum Valley Heights community
and/or the Town of Louviers through the Roxborough Water and Sanitation District
(“Roxborough”) and/or the Dominion Water and Sanitation District (“Dominion”, the
water provider for Sterling Ranch), with water delivered to the Roxborough Water
Treatment Plant. If the communities desire to pursue these supplies by paying the costs
and by constructing the delivery system described in this report, they should immediately
approach Roxborough and/or Dominion as appropriate to obtain a specific agreement for
water deliveries and/or service.

2. The Louviers Water and Sanitation District (“Louviers”) has indicated that they have
other pressing water supply and infrastructure needs that are a priority and may limit their
ability to invest substantially in these renewable water supplies in the near term.
Louviers, however, remains interested in pursuing a contract for future renewable water,
and may be in a position to participate in some components of a water transmission
pipeline in the near future. This report provides them with plan and cost information for
their financial planning purposes.

3. The best opportunity for Plum Valley Heights to acquire renewable water and gain
service deliveries appears to be through inclusion in Roxborough.

4. The cost of inclusion and a % inch residential water tap from Roxborough is $26,882.
5. The least expensive water delivery system to provide water to the Plum Valley Heights

community is shown in Figure 7. This system would provide peak day delivery capacity,
but would not be sized to provide for fire flow deliveries. The estimated cost of this
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12.

delivery system is $561,800. For 29 property owners, this results in a capital facility
contribution of $19,400 per property owner.

Total up-front costs for Plum Valley Heights including inclusion and tap fees (4) plus the
capital facility contribution (5) amount to $46,300 per property owner.

Adding fire flow deliveries to Plum Valley Heights would increase costs by $10,740 per
property owner for a moderate fire flow delivery of 600 gpm, or by $22,730 for a full fire
flow delivery of 1,500 gpm.

Additional costs to Plum Valley Heights would include monthly service fees for water
deliveries that would be charged per the Roxborough rates shown in Table 8. Costs
would also include annual property tax charges by Roxborough for capital facilities that
serve the property such as the Water Treatment Plant and their large water tank storage
facility. These annual charges are shown in Table 9, and are based upon the assessed
value of a property, which is approximately 8% of the property’s market value.

If Plum Valley Heights’ property owners desire to acquire service from Roxborough,
opportunities exist to jointly borrow funds through the formation of governmental
financing entities that take advantage of public financing rates. The property owners
should investigate how much of the upfront capital can be borrowed in this manner, the
financing rate, and the requirements for forming and maintaining these entities.
Additional funds could potentially be obtained through a refinancing of home mortgages
or through a second mortgage. Plum Valley Heights should also investigate the
availability of grants for water supply and water infrastructure that may be available from
state and federal sources.

The least expensive cost option for an extension of a water system for deliveries of
renewable water to Louviers from the Plum Valley Heights system at N. Moore Road and
West Trail North Drive as shown in Figure 10 is $671,900. This, however, presumes use
of the Plum Valley Heights water system that will require a cost share which has been
assumed to be at 50% of the value of the main from the Roxborough Water Treatment
Plant to N. Moore Road. Therefore, adding this cost share, the total cost to Louviers for
renewable water deliveries from the Roxborough Water Treatment plant is estimated at
$827,000.

. These costs may drop for Louviers in the future to the extent that Dominion develops

water infrastructure closer to Louviers, or in the event that a more direct pipeline route
becomes available through the selection of another alignment for the Sterling Ranch
secondary access road, or through an easement obtained across property owned by the
Dupont Company. This could result in a reduction in costs of $50,300 (4” pipe lines)
from the cost presented in (10) above.

Since Louviers has a community water supply through its Arapahoe Well (currently
being replaced), once a water delivery is established, renewable water could potentially



be purchased in small increments over time to slowly replace its ground water — to the
extent that renewable water remains available from Dominion for its rural neighbors.

13. The cost of water supply through Dominion for purchase by Louviers has not yet been
determined, but such information should be available in the coming months. Louviers
should maintain contact and communications with Dominion over time to determine the
cost and to assess the ongoing availability of these renewable water supplies.

14. Louviers could benefit from additional water pressure from a direct connection to the
Roxborough water system, which if directly connected to the Louviers system, would add
about 20 psi in operating pressures.

This study provides detail information on water demands, water systems, and costs that are the
basis for the information provided in this Executive Summary. The report also provides
information that will be helpful in pursuing grants and financing for this infrastructure.



Introduction

History - Rural development in Douglas County has generally obtained water supply through
wells drilled into the non-tributary aquifers of the Denver Basin. Wells are most often individual
wells for a property, or community wells shared by a rural neighborhood. The wells can tap into
any of the four aquifers of the Denver Basin, and are usually drilled into the shallowest
formation that provides the desired flow production and water quality.

Rural development in the Northwest portions of Douglas County (“Highway 85 Corridor”), that
is, generally bordering and west of Highway 85 are located along the western fringe of the
Denver Basin. A cross section of the Denver Basin Formation is shown in Figure 1. The
aquifers within this formation are the Dawson, the Denver, the Arapahoe and the Laramie Fox-
Hills from top to bottom. The aquifers are shaped in a bowl that tilts up at its edges as shown in
Figure 1, and in much of this area, the Dawson Formation has already surfaced and is not
available for water supply. Therefore, properties in this area rely on wells in the Denver,
Arapahoe and Laramie Fox-Hills Formations. Due to the upward tilt of the aquifers, wells in
these aquifers are shallower than wells in the same aquifers located further to the east. As wells
throughout the aquifer pump water, the water level in the aquifers declines over time which
impacts water levels and production capability. This decline in water level may dry up wells or
substantially impact production on this fringe while wells further to the east can continue to
effectively operate, albeit at reduce production.

Denver Formation
Arapahoe Formation

Laramie Formation

Fox Hills Sandstone
Pierre Shale

Castle Rock
Conglomerate

Dawson Formation

Denver Formation

Fox Hills Sandstone

Pierre Shale
Laramie Formation

Arapahoe Formation

Figure 1

As the urban areas of Douglas County developed over the past 30 years, there has been intensive
development of wells in these aquifers which has resulted in large declines in water levels that
have been impacting the ability of rural properties in the Highway 85 Corridor to produce water.
In 2003, the South Metro Water Supply Study modeled these demands and the effects on wells



and well production and alerted the urban water providers to the fact that these aquifers would
not be able to economically support the level of urban development that was in process.
Therefore, the study recommended that urban water providers find alternative renewable water
supplies to supplement or replace these ground water supplies. The water providers, in general,
have made large efforts over the last 10 years to reduce their reliance on the Denver Basin
groundwater which has resulted in reduced levels of aquifer decline. However, since these
aquifers recharge very slowly, and since some level of pumping does continue in the urban areas,
the declines in water levels are likely to continue for properties in the Highway 85 Corridor.
Therefore, this area should look for any available opportunities to replace or supplement its
Denver Basin ground water supplies.

Many rural property owners in this area have recognized the problems with producing Denver
Basin ground water, and have been pursuing water supply solutions. Water solutions are very
challenging because other water sources are not readily available, and because the cost of
transporting and distributing water into rural areas is very difficult economically. This is
because the purchase of water supplies and construction of infrastructure is very expensive and
with low densities of rural development, there are few property owners sharing this large
expense. However, a reliable and permanent water supply is critical to maintaining property
values, and hence even expensive solutions deserve consideration.

Existing Opportunities - Two events of substantial significance have occurred recently which
present an opportunity for some optimally situated rural property owners to acquire and deliver
renewable water supplies to this area. These are:

1. The Roxborough Water and Sanitation District (“Roxborough”) recently completed a
water supply and delivery agreement with the City of Aurora which provides a
permanent renewable water supply. Prior to this time, Roxborough had a lease for
water supply from Aurora that had a termination date in 2022. Roxborough, in
assessing the permanent water supply now available from Aurora has determined that
it has about 50 taps available beyond full development projections within its
boundaries. This means that these taps could potentially be made available to nearby
property owners who desire to include into Roxborough for water service. Decisions
regarding inclusions for service or the availability of these taps are totally at the
discretion of Roxborough acting through its Board of Directors. However,
management has indicated that the District is willing to hear inclusion requests that are
in the best interests of Roxborough.

The water supply from Aurora is delivered to the Roxborough Water Treatment Plant
(“RWTP”) which is located east of the Roxborough development as shown on Figure 2.
This plant is located in close proximity to the community of Plum Valley Heights and
the Town of Louviers which results in the need for very limited infrastructure to deliver
the water to either of these communities.
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2. The Sterling Ranch Development is a new planned community whose zoning was
recently approved by Douglas County. The development is planned to include some
12,500 residential properties when complete and water services are to be provided for
this development. The Dominion Water and Sanitation District has been pursuing
water supply for this development, and has offered to make a certain amount of water
supply available to rural neighbors.

Recently, Dominion acquired its initial water supply and has arranged for delivery, and
has offered to negotiate an agreement to make a portion of that water supply available
to rural neighbors in Plum Valley Heights and/or the Town of Louviers when Dominion
begins delivering within its District and when these communities have installed a water
delivery system. Dominion has also arranged for this water supply to be delivered to
the RWTP, and hence the water is available for delivery from the same location as the
Roxborough water. Dominion has indicated that water for rural neighbors will be
offered under terms similar to those for property owners in the Sterling Ranch.

The cost of renewable water supply delivered to this location is very expensive whether acquired
through Roxborough or Dominion. This is the case for new development throughout much of
the Denver Metropolitan area as water supplies become more and more scarce. At the same
time, it seems unlikely that less expensive water supplies will ever be available in this area, and
the location of delivery in close proximity to Plum Valley Heights and the Town of Louviers is
very fortunate and cost effective for the additional costs of treatment and delivery.

Town of Louviers, Water System Priorities — The Louviers Water and Sanitation District
(“Louviers”), in recent times, has been pursuing major water improvements for the Town.



Specifically, Louviers has been planning to install a new non-tributary ground water well as their
primary source of water supply and is in need of replacing portions of its distribution piping
where ongoing failures have raised considerable concern. Their proposed investment in these
improvements will be substantial, but with significant grant money, Louviers may be in a
position to also participate in some initial investments in renewable water and/or delivery
infrastructure. Therefore, Louviers should be in the planning to understand the opportunities for
renewable water and deliveries, and the costs involved. Therefore, this study has included an
evaluation of the infrastructure required to connect to the RWTP for delivery of renewable water.

Study Plan and Purpose - This report is being prepared to provide information for Plum Valley
Heights and Louviers to evaluate the plan and the cost for delivery of renewable water supplies
from these sources to these communities. The plan is a preliminary engineering study that
identifies the infrastructure and preliminary costs which are intended to provide these
communities with information so that the property owners can effectively assess their ability to
participate in a plan to replace their non-tributary ground water supplies with a renewable water
resource.

Since Louviers has indicated its inability to fully participate in renewable water improvements in
the near future, this study shows the development of a phased program. The Plum Valley
Heights Improvements (“PVH Improvements™) could be the initial phase that includes a water
supply system to serve the Plum Valley Heights community. The Louviers Improvements could
then be an extension of that system in the future for additional water deliveries to the Town of
Louviers, and there is a potential for some participation by Louviers in the initial phase as well.

Both Plum Valley Heights and Louviers will need financial assistance to participate in renewable
water improvements. The opportunity for these entities to team on a joint project may well be
attractive to agencies offering grants or low cost loans, and should be explored.

Water Demands
Plum Valley Heights —

The Plum Valley Heights community consists of 29 properties located a short distance directly
east of the Roxborough Water Treatment Plant (“RWTP”) as shown on Figure 3. Each property
has an individual ground water well, and hence there are no existing water distribution facilities.
Some properties deliver water to a cistern with limited storage. Most, however, deliver water
from the well through a pressure tank which maintains water pressure in the home and draws
well deliveries as use depletes pressure in the tank.

These homes have a variety of outside irrigation demands that relate directly to the area that is
irrigated. In general, the area irrigated is relatively small for each property. There is also no fire
delivery system and the fire department would use tender trucks to carry water in to fight a fire.
In home use is estimated to be typical of small lot residential homes in the Denver Metropolitan
area, and is estimated at 5,000 gallons per month as an average. Outdoor irrigation use is
estimated at 2.5 feet of water per irrigated area. Based upon these assumptions and rough
estimates of irrigated areas, the average annual use of a property is estimated to be 0.4 acre-feet



per unit, or about 11.6 acre-feet for the 29 homes in the neighborhood. There are S other
properties located nearby that could potentially participate in a delivery system for this area.
These properties would add an additional 2.0 acre-feet of demands so that the total delivery
considered is 13.6 acre-feet. These water demands are estimates since no records exist.

The Plum Valley Heights community also desires to consider the opportunity to install a water
delivery and distribution system that would deliver fire flow demands. The South Metro Fire
Rescue Authority (“SMFRA™) provides fire protection services in this area. The SMFRA has
indicated that the desired flow through a hydrant for a residential fire is 1,500 gallons per minute
(“gpm”). However, flows of 600 gpm would provide sufficient delivery to greatly improve the
capability to fight a fire in this location, and would improve the area classification for insurance
ratings. Therefore, in evaluating a water transmission system for this area, design flows of 1,500
gpm and 600 gpm were evaluated in addition to designing the system for the peak day rates
shown in Table 1.
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Louviers —

The Town of Louviers is located a short distance south and east of Plum Valley Heights as
shown on Figure 4. The Town consists of 108 properties that are currently served by the
Louviers Water and Sanitation District (“Louviers”). The properties are served from a
community well in the Arapahoe Aquifer of the Denver Basin Formation. The well pumps to
two water storage tanks located immediately west of the Town (Figure 4), and deliveries are
made by gravity from the tanks through a distribution system located generally in the streets.
The Town serves these 108 properties plus a number of public properties including the Louviers



Clubhouse, Triangle Park and the Dupont Park. The properties typically have irrigated lawns
that are relatively small in size. Annual water demands range from 20 to 48 acre-feet per year.
Annual historical demands for individual residential properties average 0.3 acre-feet per year.
The water system does include fire hydrants with fire flow delivery from the water tanks which
contain 90,000 gallons when full. Fire flow delivery is assumed to come from the water tank and
therefore this analysis considers only the peak demands for domestic flows when sizing water
transmission facilities to deliver renewable water.
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Average water deliveries are determined as the total annual demand delivered at a constant rate
throughout the year. The peak day demand is conservatively estimated from residential water
demands at 4.0 times the average annual demand for purposes of pipe sizing. The peak day
demand is commonly used to determine delivery rates with hourly peaks met through storage.
Table 1 shows the average and estimated peak day demands for Plum Valley Heights and the
Town of Louviers.



TABLE 1

ESTIMATED DEMANDS
Community Average Demand Peak Day Demand
(gpm) (gpm)
Plum Valley Heights 11.5 46
Town of Louviers 30 120
Plum Valley Heights and 42 166
Town of Louviers

Water System Alignment

Project Phasing — As discussed in the “Introduction”, a water delivery system for Plum Valley
Heights and the Town of Louviers is proposed to be installed in 2 phases. The initial phase
would include deliveries from the RWTP to Plum Valley Heights (“PVH Improvements™), and
the later phase would extend the system from Plum Valley Heights to the water tank serving the
Town of Louviers (the “Louviers Improvements”).

PVH Improvements - This water main would connect to the existing treated water line exiting
the RWTP on the west side of the plant, and would then loop east across the RWTP property
toward Plum Valley Heights as shown in Figure 5.
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Leaving the RWTP property, the water line will require an easement from the Sterling Ranch.
The Sterling Ranch has indicated its intent to cooperate in providing such an easement to the
extent that it corresponds with their site development. On Figure 5, the alignment shown is a
direct alignment across the property which is a best case condition, and has not been confirmed

10



as acceptable to the Sterling Ranch. While this alignment is shown, cost estimates provided in
this report add 20% to the length of the alignment shown to account for some revision in the
alignment. Since development will not occur for some time in this portion of Sterling Ranch, the
easement provided may require that portions of the line be relocated in the future, if necessary, to
accommodate development. While the cost of an easement is expected to be reasonable, the risk
of a future relocation of a portion of the line, either horizontally or vertically will exist. The
Sterling Ranch has indicated its willingness to cooperate to the extent practical to minimize any
such relocation in the future. The extent of risk for the cost of relocations will need to be worked
through with Sterling Ranch in the process of acquiring an easement.

The water line will then traverse through the Plum Valley Heights community as shown in
Figure 5. The primary water main will traverse along the northern half of the community
adjacent to W. Trail North Drive, and a distribution main will traverse the southern half of the
community adjacent to W. Trail South Drive as shown. Services will be provided off of this
loop to all properties. The loop will allow redundancy for flow delivery in the event of a line
failure within the loop, and will provide for better water quality as water circulates with home
demands. The pipeline will include a limited number of valves so that services can be
reasonably isolated.

The pipeline alignment is intended to be constructed in the right-of-way adjacent to the street to
avoid the costs of asphalt removal and replacement. The actual location will be determined
during final design after utilities are located. In some areas, utilities, and in other areas
topography, will certainly conflict with the proposed pipeline location. In these areas, this study
assumes that the pipeline would be moved to within the pavement. For this preliminary
investigation, the study assumes that this would occur in locations that would amount to 15
percent of the pipeline length through the community.

This is the extent of the PVH Improvements which will be sufficient to provide flow deliveries to
the Plum Valley Heights community. This pipeline would be installed as an independent system
that could be extended in the future to the Town of Louviers through a connection adjacent to N.
Moore Road.

There are 5 property owners (“PVH Neighbors™) located south of Plum Valley Heights that may
have an interest in connecting to the Plum Valley Heights system for service. While these
properties are located relatively close to Plum Valley Heights, the cost of extending water lines
to these properties with so few owners sharing in the costs will be very expensive. In addition,
because water pressures will be the minimum for properties located on higher ground and at
greater distances from the RWTP, a booster pump station may be required to reach some or all of
the properties. Furthermore, in order to minimize these service line costs, alignments through
the private properties should also be investigated. Therefore, service line extensions are not
shown to these properties, nor are costs developed for these extensions in the following
paragraphs, nor are these properties assumed to participate in the Plum Valley Heights delivery
system. However, to the extent these property owners desire an estimate of costs for these
extensions, after reviewing the costs for service described in this report for Plum Valley Heights
water deliveries, they can be provided through further study as an addendum to this report.
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Louviers Improvements — For service to Louviers in the future, a connection is proposed to
occur near the intersection of N. Moore Road and W. Trail North Drive as shown in Figure 6.
The water line then would continue east across property that is currently owned by the Dupont
Company. It is likely that a secondary access road for the Sterling Ranch will be constructed
across this property in the future to provide a second connection to Highway 85. Sterling Ranch
has been working with Douglas County on alignment options for this roadway which are still
being evaluated, some of which are shown on Figure 6. For planning purposes, this study has
selected one of those alignments as shown and assumes that the pipeline crossing the Dupont
property would be installed within the right-of-way that will be acquired for the roadway. The
alignment shown requires that the pipeline from Plum Valley Heights be extended north along N.
Moore Road to a point where it connects with this potential alignment. This alignment was
chosen as one of the more likely proposals, and choice of another alignment may well result in a
reduction in the length of pipeline, and hence a reduction in the costs presented herein.
Therefore, this selected alignment is thought to provide a conservative estimate of costs required
for an extension to the Town of Louviers. If an easement could be acquired from the Dupont
Company, an alternative alignment is also shown in Figure 6, and costs are provided for this
alignment as well.
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Figure 6
The water main will then traverse open space within the Town of Louviers to the existing

Louviers’ Water Storage Tank. Figure 6 shows a direct connection of the water main into the
storage tank. The Town of Louviers would then receive flow delivery from these tanks under
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gravity flow as it does now. The tanks could also be bypassed with the pipeline connecting
directly into the distribution system. Louviers could use this to boost flow pressures in the
community as described in the following section. In this case, the flow deliveries would be
controlled by water pressures Zone 1 (low zone) of the Roxborough water system. Even if the
tanks were bypassed for domestic delivery, water would be delivered to the storage tanks for fire
protection, with fire deliveries operating off of Louviers’ tanks pressures.

Water Delivery System Hydraulics and Sizing

A single alignment is proposed for deliveries to Plum Valley Heights as described in the
previous paragraphs. The size of the pipelines, and hence the cost of improvements, would vary
for three potential options. Option 1 sizes these pipelines to deliver peak day demands only.
Option 2 increases pipeline diameters to deliver a “moderate” fire flow demand of 600 gpm.
Option 3 increases the pipe sizing further to deliver 1,500 gpm, the common fire flow delivery
for typical urban residential development. These options are described in the following.

PVH Improvements, Option 1 (Peak Day Deliveries)

This alternative provides water delivery to Plum Valley Heights for domestic use only. This
alternative results in the smallest diameter piping and costs. Water delivered from the
RWSD WTP has a static head of approximately 100 feet at the high point of the connection.
For a peak day demand for Plum Valley Heights, the pipe sizing would be as shown on
Figure 7. The main line piping would be 4 inch diameter PVC pipe, with 4 inch diameter
piping completing the loop in W. Trail South Drive and N. Moore Road as shown. Flow
deliveries would be at pressures ranging from about 40 psi for properties at the higher
elevations to 80 psi on the low end. This assumes pressure losses for service lines, valves
and meters to be approximately 5 psi. This is a minimum pressure at the highest properties in
the community but is close to the maximum available pressure that can be attained without
incorporating a booster system.
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PVH Improvements, Option 2 (Moderate Fire Flow Deliveries)

This alternative would be sized for a fire flow demand of 600 gpm. The main line pipe
would be an 8 inch diameter pipe, with 6 inch diameter piping in W. Trail South Drive and
N. Moore Road as shown in Figure 8. This would provide a substantial fire flow from a
hydrant, albeit well below the 1,500 gpm which is the desired flow for fire control in a
residential area. Flow deliveries would be about 2.5 psi greater than Option 1, ranging from
about 42.5 psi to 82.5 psi, again allowing for 5 psi for service system losses.
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PVH Improvements — Option 3 (Full Residential Fire Flow)

Figure 9 shows a 12 inch main line from the RWTP through Plum Valley Heights on W.
Trail North Drive with an 8 inch water loop located in W. Trail South Drive and N. Moore
Road. This is the same alignment as Options 1 and 2, but with a larger diameter main.
Pressures at Plum Valley Heights remain in the range of 42.5 psi to 82.5 psi. This pipeline
can deliver the typical full residential fire flow of 1,500 gpm at pressures exceeding 20 psi.
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Figure 9

For any of these options, it is assumed that the Plum Valley Heights residents could continue to
use their well water for irrigation purposes as long as the wells will allow. This would require
that the in-door system and outdoor irrigation be completely separate, and would be subject to
the approval of Roxborough.

As described previously, this study anticipates that if the Plum Valley Heights community
decides to pursue renewable water supplies under this plan, the PVH Improvements will be
constructed initially with an extension to Louviers a possibility for the future. For this extension,
the Louviers’ Improvements would be sized to meet peak day demands. This “peak day” system
would provide deliveries as necessary to provide domestic water service to the community and
the ability to fill the existing Louviers’ Water Storage Tank for fire deliveries. Therefore, no
upsizing of the delivery pipeline is proposed to provide fire deliveries to Louviers.

There are two options proposed for the Louviers Improvements. Option 1 would be to construct
a small booster station on the extension from the PVH Improvements, located near the
intersection of W. Trail North Drive and N. Moore Road, and keep pipeline diameters small; or
Option 2 would be to provide larger size piping that would substantially reduce the pressure
losses and will allow for deliveries to the Town of Louviers without a booster pump station. If
the PVH Improvements, Option 1 is constructed by Plum Valley Heights, the only option
available to Louviers is the booster pump station option because the head loss in the 4 inch
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pipeline to Plum Valley Heights will be large enough that boosting of pressure to Louviers will
be required. Therefore, the options for Louviers are as follows.

Louviers Improvements — Option 1 (Booster Pumping)

A small booster pump station would be constructed near the connection to the PVH
Improvements at W. Trail North Drive and N. Moore Road as shown in Figure 10. There is
latitude in the location of this booster station to be constructed anywhere along the pipe
alignment next to N. Moore Road. The pipeline to Louviers would then be a 4 inch main
from the booster pump station to the Louviers’ Water Storage Tanks. The pipeline would
connect directly into the Louviers’ distribution system to boost pressures. The pump and
pipeline sizing shown assumes that delivery pressures into the Louviers’ system would be at
about 30 psi, a 20 to 25 psi increase over existing delivery pressures from the water storage
tanks. The pipeline would also be connected to the water storage tanks for purposes of filling
the tanks.
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Louviers Improvements — Option 2 (Large Main Delivery)

An 8 inch diameter pipeline would be constructed from the connection to the PVH
Improvements at W. Trail North Drive and N. Moore Road to the Louviers’ Water Storage
Tanks. This requires that Plum Valley Heights has selected and implemented PVH
Improvements — Options 2 or 3, with at least an 8 inch diameter pipeline through Plum
Valley Heights. Under these conditions, deliveries to Louviers will be at about 30 psi, the
same pressure delivery proposed in Option 1, but without the need to include a booster pump
station. This option is shown in Figure 11.
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Rural Water Systems — Water systems in rural areas necessarily vary in sizing, redundancy, and
water system looping that benefits urban areas. In this case, much of the length of the water
system is a single line that could result in delivery interruption to all customers in the event of a
line break, depending on location. In addition, with long pipeline deliveries to a small number of
properties with limited demands, water quality can be a concern where water is in a pipeline for
an extended period of time. While these conditions are not desirable, they are conditions that are
common in rural areas, and can be addressed with proper operations and planning.
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Water System Costs — Plum Valley Heights Options

PVH Improvements

Tables 2, 3, and 4 present the cost estimates for PVH Improvements, Options 1, 2, and 3
respectively. These are the water system improvements only and do not include the costs for
water supply which are presented in the following section.
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TABLE 2

PVH Improvements,
Option 1
1;::’ Description Quantity | Unir lle-’zlé:’ g’:g:
1 |Pothole Existing Utilities to identify all potential conflicts with 40 |EA| $319 | $12,760
Furnish and install 4-inch potable PVC C900 Class 150, DR 18 with
2 |standard bedding, backfill, and all associated items including joint 1,047 | LF | 20 220,940
restraint, complete in place.
3 Furnish and install 4-inch valve with cpgxy coating, including bedding, w |EAl 7% 15,000
and all related appurtenances, complete in place
4 |Tie-into existing 16-inch water line at RWSD-WTP (16" w/l) | EA | 8,000 | 8000
5 ::ulr(l)lg:\ and install- 3/4" service taps (assumes PVC service line - up 29 EA | 750 21750
6 [2-inch air relief valve including all related appurtenances, complete in 1 EA | 2293 2,293
7 |2-inch blowoff assembly including all related appurtenances, complete in 1 EA [ 2293 2,293
g Furnish and install 4-inch tee with epoxy coaliflg, including bedding, thrust 5 EA | 300 600
block and all related appurtenances, complete in place
9 Fumi.sh and install 4-inch 45 degree bend with epoxy coating, 'including 7 |EAl 225 3825
bedding, thrust block and all related appurtenances, complele in place
10 Fum'fsh and install 4-inch 11.25 degree bend with epoxy coatiflg, including 9 EA | 225 2,005
bedding, thrust block and all related appurtenances, complete in place
11 |Street cut & repair (15% of PVH roads) 330 |TON| 85 28,050
12 |Furnish, Install and Maintain Vehicle Construction Entrance 2 EA | 2,488 4976
13 |Furnish, Install and Maintain Stabilized Staging Area 2500 | SY| 25 6,250
14 |Furnish, Install and Maintain Silt Fence 10417 | LF 1.5 15,626
15 |Furnish, Install and Maintain Reinforced Rock Berm 250 | LF 20 3,000
16 |Furnish, Install and Maintain Concrete Washout Area 2 EA|[ 550 1,100
17 [Seeding and Mulching 6.5 |AC| 1500 | 9,750
18 |Street Maintenance 1.5 |LM]| 4,000 6,000
19 |Furnish and install marker posts, complete in place. 17 EA| 200 3,400
20 |Mobilization - 5% 1 LS | 18482 | 18482
21 [Contingency, including casements - 25% 1 LS | 92409 | 92,409
22 |Engineering - 12% 1 LS | 44,357 | 44,357
23 |Administrative - 10% 1 LS | 36,964 | 36,964
Total = $561,849
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TABLE 3

PVH Improvements,
Option 2
Item . . . .o .
No Description Quantity | Unit | Unit Price | Total Price
1 [Pothole Existing Utilities to identify all potential conflicts with construction] 40 EA $319 $12,760
Furnish and install 8-inch PVC pipe C900 Class 150, DR 18 with standard
2 |bedding, backfill, and all associated items including joint restraint, 6423 | LF 40 256,920
complete in place.
Furnish and install 6-inch PVC pipe C900 Class 150, DR 18 with standard
3 |bedding, backfill, and all associated items including joint restraint, 4624 | LF 28 129.472
complete in place.
4 Furnish and install 8-inch valve wntl} epoxy coating, including bedding, and 10 EA 1,800 18,000
all related appurtenances, complete in place
Furnish and install 6-inch valve with epoxy coating, including bedding, and
0
5 all related appurtenances, complete in place (PCVH South Trail Rd) : EA 800 8,000
6 |Tie-into existing 16-inch water line at RWSD-WTP (16" wil) ) EA | 8,000 8,000
7  |Furnish and install- 3/4" service taps (assumes PVC service line - up 10100 29 EA 750 21,750
8  |2-inch air relief valve including all related appurtenances, complete in place 1 EA 2,293 2,203
9 :.';;rézh blowoff assembly including all related appurtenances, complete in [ EA 2203 2293
10 Furnish and install 8x6-inch tee with epoxy coating, {ncludmg bedding, 2 EA 410 820
thrust block and all related appurtenances, complete in place
" Fuml‘sh and install 8-inch 45 degree bend with epoxy coating, 'mcludmg 7 EA 400 2,800
bedding, thrust block and all related appurtenances, complete in place
12 Fuml.sh and install 6-inch 45 degree bend with epoxy coating, .lncludmg 10 EA 350 3.500
bedding, thrust block and all related appurtenances, complete in place
13 Furnish and install 6-inch 11.25 degree bend with epoxy coating, including 9 FA 350 3.150
bedding, thrust block and all related appurtenances, complete in place )
14 [Furnish and install Fire Hydrants 10 EA 4,500 45,000
15 |Street cut & repair (15% of PVH roads) 330 |TON 85 28,050
16 |Furnish, Install and Maintain Vehicle Construction Entrance 2 EA 2,488 4,976
17 [Furnish, Install and Maintain Stabilized Staging Area 2,500 | SY 2.5 6,250
18 |Furnish, Install and Maintain Silt Fence 10,417 | LF 1.5 15,626
19 |Furnish, Install and Maintain Reinforced Rock Berm 250 LF 20 5,000
20 |Furnish, Install and Maintain Concrete Washout Area 2 EA 550 1,100
21 |Seeding and Mulching 6.5 AC 1,500 9,750
22 |Street Maintenance 1.5 LM | 4,000 6,000
23 |Furnish and install marker posts, complete in place. 17 EA 200 3,400
24 |Mobilization 5% 1 LS | 29,745 29,745
25 |Contingency, including easements - 20% i LS | 118,982 118,982
26 |Engineering - 12% 1 LS | 71,389 71,389
27 |Administrative - 10% 1 LS | 59,491 59,491
Total = $874.517
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TABLE 4

PVH Improvements,
Option 3
Item ; i . . Lo .
No Description Quantity | Unit | Unit Price | Total Price
1 [Pothole Existing Utilities to identify all potential conflicts with 40 |EA| $319 $12,760
Furnish and install 12-inch PVC pipe C900 Class 150, DR 18 with standard
2 |bedding, backfill, and all associated items including joint restraint, 6423 | LF 65 417,495
complete in place.
Furnish and install 8-inch PVC pipe C900 Class 150, DR 18 with standard
3 [bedding, backfill, and all associated items including joint restraint, 4,624 | LF 40 184,960
complete in place.
4 Furnish and install 12-inch valve with epoxy coating, including bedding, 10 EA | 2500 25,000
and all related appurtenances, complete in place
Furnish and install 8-inch valve with epoxy coating, including bedding, and
> all related appurienances, complete in place (PCVH South Trail Rd) 10 FA 1800 18,000
6 [Tie-into existing 16-inch water line at RWSD-WTP (16" w/l) | FA 8,000 8,000
7 E)ulr(l)l;)h and install- 3/4" service taps (assumes PVC service line - up 29 EA 750 21750
8  [2-inch air relief valve including all related appurtenances, complete in 1 EA| 2293 2,293
9 |2)1:,2§h blowoff assembly including all related appurtenances, complete in | EA | 2203 2293
Furnish and install 12x8-inch tee with epoxy coating, including bedding,
10 thrust block and all related appurtenances, complete in place 2 EA 720 1,440
1" Furnish and install 12-inch 45 degree bend with epoxy coating, including 7 EA 550 3.850
bedding, thrust block and all related appurtenances, complete in place '
Furnish and install 8-inch 45 degree bend with epoxy coating, including
0 m 4
12 bedding. thrust block and all related appurtenances, complete in place : EA 4 4000
Furnish and install 8-inch 11.25 degree bend with epoxy coating, including
13 bedding, thrust block and all related appurtenances, complete in place ? EA 400 3,600
14 {Furnish and install Fire Hydrants 10 EA [ 4,500 45,000
15 |Street cut & repair (20% of PVH roads) 330 |TON 85 28,050
16 |Furnish, Install and Maintain Vehicle Construction Entrance 2 EA 2,488 4976
17 |Furnish, Install and Maintain Stabilized Staging Area 2,500 | S§Y 2.5 6,250
18 (Furnish, Install and Maintain Silt Fence 10,417 | LF 1.5 15,626
19 |Furnish, Install and Maintain Reinforced Rock Berm 250 | LF 20 5,000
20 |Furnish, Install and Maintain Concrete Washout Area 2 EA 550 1,100
21 |Seeding and Mulching 6.5 AC 1,500 9,750
22 |Street Maintenance 1.5 LM| 4,000 6,000
23 |Furnish and install marker posts, complete in place. 17 EA 200 3,400
24 |Mobilization 5% 1 LS | 41,530 41,530
25 |Contingency, including easements - 20% 1 LS 166,119 | 166,119
26 {Engineering - 12% 1 |LS 99,671 99,071
27 |Administrative - 10% 1 LS 83,059 83,059
Total = $1,220,971
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Louviers Improvements

Tables 5 and 6 present the cost estimates for Louviers Improvements, Options 1 and 2,
respectively. These are the water system improvements only and do not include the costs for
water supply which are presented in the following section.

TABLE §
Louviers Improvements,
Option 1
Item i oy , , S .
No. Description Quantity | Unit | Unit Price |Total Price
I |Pothole Existing Utilities to identity all potential conflicts with 10 |EA| 8319 $3,190
Furnish and install 4-inch potable PVC C900 Class 150, DR 18 with
2 |standard bedding, backfill, and all associated items including joint restraint,| 10,363 | LF 20 207,260
complete in place.
3 Furnish and install 4-inch valve witl? epoxy coating, including bedding, and I8 EA 750 13,500
all related appurtenances, complefe in place
4 |Tie-into 4-inch water line at W. Trail N. Dr. & N. More Rd. 1 EA 800 800
5 |Tie-into dual 8" lines at Louviers water tanks, including bypass | LS [ 10,000 10,000
6  |2-inch air relief valve including all related appurtenances, complete in 2 EA | 2293 4,586
7 |2-inch blowoff assembly including all related appurtenances, complete in 2 FA| 2293 4,586
3 Fumish and install 4-inch 45 degree bend with epoxy coating, ’including 4 | EA 225 3,150
bedding, thrust block and all related appurtenances, complete in place
9 Furnish and install 4-inch 11.25 degree bend with epoxy coating, including g EA 210 1680
bedding, thrust block and all related appurtenances, complete in place '
10 |Booster Station, including enclosure | LS | 125,000 | 125,000
11 |Street cut & repair (N. Moore Rd) 68 [TON 85 5,780
12  [Furnish, Install and Maintain Vehicle Construction Entrance 2 EA | 2488 4,976
13 [Furnish, Install and Maintain Stabilized Staging Area 2,500 | SY 2.5 6,250
14  |Furnish, Install and Maintain Silt Fence 19,136 | LF 1.5 28,704
15 |Furnish, Install and Maintain Reinforced Rock Berm 150 | LF 20 3,000
16  |Fumish, Install and Maintain Concrete Washout Area 2 FA 550 1,100
17 |Seeding and Mulching 9 AC| 1,500 13,500
18 [Street Maintenance 04 |LM| 4,000 1,600
19 |Furnish and install marker posts, complete in place. 17 EA 200 3,400
20 |Mobilization - 5% | LS| 22,103 22,103
21 |Contingency, including easements - 25% ! LS| 110516 | 110516
22 |Engineering - 12% | LS | 53,047 53,047
23 |Administrative - 10% | LS | 44,206 44,206
Total = $671,934

Note: If the alternative alignment shown in Figure 6 is possible through acquisition of an easement,
the estimated cost reduction is $50,300.



TABLE 6
Louviers Improvements,

Option 2
Irem - . , —_ ;
No. Description Quantiry | Unit | Unit Price | Total Price
1 |Pothole Existing Utilities to identity all potential conflicts with 10 EA| $319 $3,190
Furnish and install 8-inch potable PVC C900 Class 150, DR 18 with
2 |standard bedding, backfill, and all associated items including joint restraint,| 10,363 | LF 40 414,520
complete in place.
3 Furnish and install 8-inch valve witl? epoxy coating, including bedding, and 8 EA 1,200 21,600
all related appurtenances, complete in place
4 [Tie-into 12 or 8-inch water line at W. Trail N. Dr. & N. More Rd. | EA 1,400 1,400
5 |Tie-into dual 8" lines at Louviers water tanks, including bypass | LS| 10000 10,000
6  |2-inch air relief valve including all related appurtenances, complete in 2 EA | 2293 4,586
7 [2-inch blowoff assembly including all related appurtenances, complete in 2 EA | 2203 4,586
Furnish and install 8-inch 45 degree bend with epoxy coating, including :
8 bedding, thrust block and all related appurtenances, complete in place 14 EA 400 5.600
Furnish and install 8-inch 11.25 degree bend with epoxy coating, including
4 bedding, thrust block and all related appurtenances, complete in place 8 EA 400 3,200
10 [Street cut & repair (N. Moore Rd) 68 |TON 85 5,780
11 |Fumnish, Install and Maintain Vehicle Construction Entrance 2 EA| 2488 4,976
12 |Furnish, Install and Maintain Stabilized Staging Area 2,500 [ SY 2.5 6,250
13 |Furnish, Install and Maintain Silt Fence 19,136 | LF 1.5 28,704
14  |Furnish, Install and Maintain Reinforced Rock Berm 150 LF 20 3,000
15 |Furnish, Install and Maintain Concrete Washout Area 2 EA 550 1,100
16 [Seeding and Mulching 9 AC| 1,500 13,500
17 {Street Maintenance 0.4 LM| 4,000 1,600
18 |{Furnish and install marker posts, complete in place. 17 EA 200 3,400
19 {Mobilization - 5% ] LS | 26,850 26,850
20 [Contingency, including easements - 25% | LS | 134,248 | 134,248
21 |Engineering - 12% | LS | 64,439 64,439
22 |Administrative - 10% 1 LS | 53,699 53,699
Total = $816,228

Note: If the alternative alignment shown in Figure 6 is possible through acquisition of an easement,
the estimated cost reduction is $158,000.
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The following are assumptions that pertain to the cost estimates presented above for all options.

1. Service Connections - Service connections include the connection to the water main
and a 3/4 inch PVC delivery line to the home’s residential plumbing (not applicable to
Louviers cost estimates). The costs are based upon an average distance (100 feet) from
the street to the home and are intended to estimate an average cost per home.

2. Easements — Easements are assumed to be 20 feet in width unless otherwise noted. No
cost is assumed for easements in road right-of-ways.

Contingency — Estimated as 25 percent in the preliminary design stage.
Engineering — Includes final design, construction observation and materials testing.

W

5. Administrative — Includes costs for Owner’s representative, easement acquisition,
accounting, and general administration.

Water Supply Options and Costs

As discussed in the “Introduction”, there are two potential water supply options available for
renewable water flow deliveries. These are described separately in the following paragraphs.

Roxborough Water and Sanitation District — The Roxborough Water and Sanitation District
(“Roxborough™) has an estimated 50 water taps available in its District by virtue of the water
purchased from the City of Aurora. Roxborough will make these taps available to properties in
Plum Valley Heights and/or the Town of Louviers. Should these taps be made available to Plum
Valley Heights, the properties served are required to be included in the District, and water
service would be under the same terms as any other water customer in the District pursuant to the
District agreement with Aurora. Average annual water use for Roxborough for a residential tap
is 0.33 acre-feet per unit. This is reasonably consistent with expected water use in Plum Valley
Heights. For Louviers, the terms of service would likely be through an intergovernmental
service agreement for a specific volume of water. ~ Since this would not be an inclusion, this is
subject to negotiation of additional terms and/or charges by Roxborough if a request for service
is made by Louviers.

The current fees for service in Roxborough are shown on Table 7 & 8, and include Inclusion
Fees, System Development Fees and Service Fees. For properties to gain service, the properties
would need to 1) pay the inclusion fee, 2) invest in and install the water delivery system, and 3)
pay the system development fee for service.

For Plum Valley Heights, this will need to be done for the community as a whole, as it is not
feasible for Roxborough to offer these services to individual properties. For Louviers, this would
be done through the Louviers Water and Sanitation District for the benefit of the properties
within their service area.
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Once service is established, the properties included would pay the service fees for delivery of
water which include costs for water treatment, storage and delivery. In the case of Plum Valley
Heights, the properties, assuming inclusion in Roxborough, would also be subject to property
taxes which pay the annual debt service associated with the funds that have been borrowed by
the District to construct its capital infrastructure. For Louviers, while property taxes would not
be charged as such, the cost for participation in this infrastructure would need to be paid through
other fees, which are assumed to be the equivalent of the property taxes.

A summary of the current fees in Roxborough is provided in the following Tables 7, 8 and 9.
Table 7 shows the current fee which is paid for each property as a part of the process of
including within the boundaries of the Roxborough. Table 7 also shows the current water system
development charge and permit fee for a single family residential home with a % inch tap. These
fees combined are the “up-front” fees that would need to be paid to gain water services
consistent with other residential customers of the District.

TABLE 7
Up-Front Fees
Inclusion Fees and Tap Fees
Typical Single Family Residence

Inclusion Fee $3,200
Water System Development Fee $22,032
Permit Fee $1,650
Total Up-Front Fees $26,882

Table 8 shows the current service fees paid by Roxborough customers for water service. The
charges include a “base fee” which is a fixed monthly fee established as a minimum charge by
the District to cover their fixed costs such as personnel, equipment and facility costs.  The
District charges for each thousand gallons of water used at the rates shown in the table. These
costs increase with increased usage as shown to promote water conservation.

TABLE 8
Service Fees
Base Rate 0-20,000 gal | 20,001 — 40,000 gal | 40,000 gal & above
$43.14 $5.06/1,000 $6.54/1,000 $11.85/1,000

A typical residential in-door use during the winter is 5,000 gallons. In summer, typical usage
would range from 10,000 to 20,000 gallons. Therefore, the monthly water bill during the winter
would be expected to be around $80, and in the summer is estimated to be between $100 and
$160. These costs relate directly to the cost of obtaining and delivering renewable water
supplies. While somewhat high, these are not substantially above entities in the south and east
metro areas that are not served by Denver Water.
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Roxborough currently has a mill levy of 13.266 mills which is part of the overall annual property
tax bill. Table 9 presents an estimate of the property taxes that would be paid based upon the
property value of an individual residential property. Plum Valley Heights customers would be
required to pay the full Roxborough property tax even though only water services would be
provided. Again, this level of mill levy is not unusual for districts in the south and east metro

area.

TABLE 9
Property Taxes

Market Value Assessed Value Annual Taxes

(8% of Market Value) (13.266 mills)
$200,000 $16,000 $212
$500,000 $40,000 $530
$800,000 $64,000 $849
$1,200,000 $96,000 $1,274

These costs represent all of the charges associated with service from Roxborough. However, in
any new development, water delivery infrastructure is constructed and funded by the developer.
Therefore, the water pipelines shown previously in Figures 5 and 6 must also be designed,
constructed and funded by Plum Valley Heights or the Town of Louviers as appropriate. Once
the system is constructed for properties included within Roxborough, Roxborough will be
responsible for operations and maintenance. Therefore, in addition to the charges presented in
this section, a property owner will be responsible for a share of the capital costs of these water
delivery pipelines.

Dominion —-Dominion, the water provider for Sterling Ranch, has secured their initial water
supply which may be delivered to the Roxborough Water Treatment Plant. As discussed
previously, Dominion is willing to make available a portion of the water supply that it has
acquired for neighboring rural development. Dominion has also indicated their willingness to
allow for deliveries of water through their water distribution system once developed. However,
for deliveries in the near term, rural communities should look to develop their own water supply
delivery system from the Roxborough Water Treatment Plant.

Dominion has also indicated that it will make water supplies available to rural neighbors on the
same basis as customers within its development. That is, the volume and delivery of flow will be
on the same basis as Sterling Ranch customers. Annual water volume for a tap in Sterling Ranch
will be limited to 0.25 acre-feet which is substantially less than is estimated for Plum Valley
Heights. In that case, the volume of use will need to be limited to that volume, although
additional needs could potentially be met by maintaining the existing well supply for outside
irrigation uses. The cost for water delivery to the RWTP will include the cost of acquiring and
developing water supply including the infrastructure necessary to deliver the water, and a rate of
return as Dominion may determine appropriate. Since Dominion is acquiring water from a
number of sources with different purchase, system development and operational costs, they will
be determining their water supply investment costs as the weighted average costs for delivery of
all sources. Currently, they continue to work on their water development plan and are in the
process of estimating their capital and operation costs that will be assessed through system
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development and service fees. Dominion is expected to have an estimate of these initial costs in
the near future, and has agreed to make these costs available to Plum Valley Heights and
Louviers for consideration when available.

For both Plum Valley Heights and Louviers, the cost information associated with deliveries from
Dominion may be meaningful to their near term decisions. However, since Roxborough has
sufficient taps available to provide service to all Plum Valley Heights properties, and since
Roxborough has confirmed its willingness to serve Plum Valley Heights, a unique opportunity
with Roxborough is currently available for Plum Valley Heights. Therefore, the primary
recommendation of this study is for Plum Valley Heights to immediately consider service from
Roxborough.

If Plum Valley Heights were to commit to service from Roxborough at this time, water
availability from Roxborough for Louviers would be limited. Dominion, though, has committed
a substantial amount of water supply for rural development near to their boundaries. This should
remain a viable source of water supply for Louviers for some time. Louviers should, in the
interim, continue contacts with Roxborough and Dominion regarding the availability and cost of
this water supply. Louviers may also further benefit in the future from water systems developed
within the Sterling Ranch, or through extensions to other rural communities.

Cost Evaluation and Summary

Plum Valley Heights - Acquiring renewable water supplies and service for a rural community is
an expensive undertaking for property owners. In this case, a Plum Valley Heights inclusion into
Roxborough for water service results in an up front fee of $26,882. This does not include the
cost of water system improvements that must be constructed before any water deliveries can
occur. Assuming that all property owners in Plum Valley Heights participated, the up front
water system costs would be about $19,400 per unit for Option 1, $30,200 per unit for Option 2,
and $42,100 per unit for Option 3. Therefore, total up front payments would amount to $46,300,
$57,100, or $69,000 for Options 1, 2 and 3, respectively.

Service fee payments would be based upon use as shown in Table 8 previously, but for most
customers would range from about $100 to $130 per month as an average with higher payments
in the summer months and lower payments during the winter. Property taxes would also be
incurred for contributions to debt service for the infrastructure of the Roxborough. These costs
are directly proportional to property value as shown in Table 9. For most properties in Plum
Valley Heights, these costs are estimated to range from $500 to $800 annually, and are paid as
part of property tax payments made directly to the County, or made through a mortgage
payment.

Presumably, for costs of this magnitude, most property owners will desire to finance the up front
costs. This could be done individually, or through a governmental financing entity such as a
Special District formed by the community, a Public Improvement District or a Local
Improvement District formed through Douglas County, or a sub-district formed through
Roxborough. The scope of this study did not include an evaluation of these options, but the
Plum Valley Heights community should determine the best financing option available from
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formation of these institutional entities by evaluating the amount that can be financed, the
finance rate available through each type of district, and the annual cost of administration. For
any of these options, a vote of the property owners in the district will be required to authorize the
borrowing of funds. In most cases, it requires a majority vote to form the district and authorize
the amount of funds to be borrowed. To the extent a vote is successful, all properties in the
district are required to participate. Timing of a public election on formation and voted
authorization varies by the type of district.

It is likely that only a portion of these up front costs is financeable through one of these entities.
In that case, individual property owners may be able to finance the remaining costs through a
refinancing of their individual mortgages or through a second mortgage on the property.

Since the cost of renewable water supply and delivery is very substantial, the Plum Valley
Heights community should investigate the possibility of grants that may be available from State
or Federal sources to lessen the burden. These types of grants do exist and are worth pursuing.
Obtaining a grant will often require an intensive effort, and some investment in preparing
applications and studies to support the requests are typical.

Louviers — For Louviers, the primary option for acquisition of a renewable water supply in the
future appears to be a purchase through Dominion. The cost for this water supply is currently
being developed by Dominion. While it is expected that these costs will be comparable to the
cost of acquisition through Roxborough both for up front costs and ongoing service fees and
capital contributions, cost information should be available from Dominion in the relatively near
future. These costs will be in addition to the water delivery system costs estimated in this study
to extend the water main from Plum Valley Heights to Louviers. This cost is estimated at
$671,900 or $816,200 (Tables 5 & 6), plus a capital contribution to Plum Valley Heights for use
of their system. While a “buy-in” to the Plum Valley Heights water system, if constructed,
would be negotiated at the time of connection, it seems reasonable to assume that Louviers
would be expected to contribute substantially for its use of the Plum Valley Heights water main
from the RWTP to Moore Road. Given that without the use of the Plum Valley water system, a
parallel system of approximately the same size would be required, it would seem that a 50/50
cost share of the depreciated value of the system is an appropriate assumption for the purposes of
estimating future costs for Louviers. This cost today would be either $155,100 or $259,300
depending on the Plum Valley Heights option selected. The cost would depend on the system
Louviers selects as well, and would bring the total estimated cost for infrastructure for Louviers
to either $827,000 or $1,075,500. As discussed previously, other options may be available to
Louviers in the future through on-going development of the Dominion water infrastructure.

Since Louviers may have an interest in participating in the Plum Valley Heights system, and
some initial ability to participate in renewable water improvements, Plum Valley Heights should
coordinate with Louviers in planning of this delivery system. The opportunity to serve multiple
communities through the project could open up additional funding opportunities for both through
joint grants or low cost loans.

Future renewable water for Louviers will be a substantial investment. Since Louviers is
currently proceeding to install a new Arapahoe Aquifer well, the District will want to maximize
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use of that asset into the future. To the extent that this well continues to produce water
effectively going forward, Louviers may be able to acquire renewable water supply gradually
over time once the opportunity exists to invest in a water supply delivery system.

Recommendations

This study has been prepared to identify existing opportunities for the Plum Valley Heights
community and the Town of Louviers to invest in renewable water acquisition and delivery.
These opportunities currently include potential water deliveries from Roxborough and/or
Dominion. This study identifies the water system and costs required to connect to Roxborough
for service, and the various costs to include in the District and purchase water taps. This study
also identifies the infrastructure necessary for Louviers to connect to this same water system now
or at a later time, and discusses the opportunity for Louviers to acquire renewable water from
either Roxborough or Dominion.

The cost of acquiring and delivering water to these entities is a very expensive endeavor.
However, should production of ground water supplies in this area continue to decline to where
normal domestic demands can no longer be maintained, there will be a severe negative impact on
property values. It is very unlikely that there will be a future option more cost effective than the
current opportunity to acquire renewable water supplies from the nearby system of Roxborough.

The acquisition of renewable water supply and the funding and construction of water delivery
infrastructure promises to be a challenging effort requiring significant time, study and investment
to gather support, investigate financial opportunities and grants, vote to form entities and
authorize debt, obtain easements, complete designs, construct facilities and establish operations.
The process will take time and will require perseverance. However, today there are means of
acquiring renewable water for rural homeowners in this area that may not exist in the future and
homeowners should consider taking advantage of support by Douglas County, Roxborough and
Dominion to work through this process and acquire these supplies. Specifically, the following
actions should be considered by each entity:

Plum Valley Heights:

1. The Plum Valley Heights (“PVH”) community should begin immediately to meet and
discuss the opportunity, the proposed water delivery system and the cost of service.

2. The PVH community should assess homeowner interest and capability to fund
improvements.

3. Once interest by a majority of the community is determined, PVH should approach the
Board of Directors of Roxborough to confirm the willingness of the District to serve

the property and document the terms of service.

4. The PVH community should investigate and identify opportunities for grants for rural
water supply from State and Federal sources. PVH should also investigate
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opportunities for joint participation and funding of facilities with Louviers, and joint
opportunities for grants or low cost loans.

5. The PVH community should investigate the institutional financing entities available to
them through Douglas County, Roxborough or through the formation of a Title 32
Special District. A study should be completed to identify the amount of funding
available, the terms available for public financing and the administrative costs that the
community would incur through creation of one of these entities.

6. Once the plan to establish service and fund infrastructure has been clearly determined
and vetted with the community, the PVH community should establish the institutional
funding entity as required by law by petitioning for an election to form the entity and
authorize debt financing.

7. Following establishment of the entity, petitions should be filed with Roxborough for
service, and the new entity should proceed with financing as needed.

8. Once financing is completed, the entity should contract for the final design of water
infrastructure.

9. Once final design is complete, the entity should contract for construction of facilities.

Town of Louviers:
1. Following completion of priority improvements, Louviers should:

a) Establish contact with both Roxborough and Dominion to express interest in
acquiring a portion of their renewable water supply now or in the future.
Investigate the possibility of a water supply contract with Roxborough or
Dominion that would allow for a “phased” buy-in over time.

b) Establish contact with Plum Valley Heights to discuss and participate in the
planning of the water delivery system from the Roxborough Water Treatment
Plant.

c) Participate with Plum Valley Heights in pursuing grants or low cost loans
since applications may well be stronger and more effective with multiple

community involvement.

d) Stay informed of water system development within Dominion that could
provide for connections in the future.

e) Investigate the potential for a pipeline easement across the Dupont Property
from Plum Valley Heights to help reduce the cost of future infrastructure.
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