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COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS - TABLE 13
URS PROJECT NUMBER 49209
SUMMARY OF ALTERNATIVE CONSTRAINTS

COTTONWOOD CREEK MAIN CHANNEL
MONUMENT CREEK TO ACADEMY BLVD

PINE CREEK MAIN CHANNEL 100-YEAR VELOCITY RANGES FROM 10 TO 20 FPS
MONUMENT CREEK TO [-25

100-YEAR FLOW RANGES FROM 16,000 TO 17,000 CFS

DESCRIPTION

The majority of the existing channel consists of a natural channel with bridge structures for roadway crossings. The channel is fairly narrow (40’-80’) and deep (10’-15’
depth for the 100-year flow). The channel currently has the capacity to carry the 100-year storm except that the streambed is currently eroding and the stability of the
banks is in question due to the steepness of the side slopes. These are concerns in regard to the future stability of the bridges in this area. The primary type of
environment is riparian forest which is a high value wildlife habitat due to the semi-isolated nature of this area. There are some wetlands in the bottom of the channel but
the primary environmental concern is the wildlife habitat. The land uses planned for this area are fairly high density (residential and other) next to the channel. The
majority of the land is platted next to the channel with a mix of setbacks from the buildings to the channels. The present development occurred without any improvements to
the main channel of Cottonwood Creek. There is a trail and utility main proposed along this corridor but there may be some problems in actually building either of these.

The maintenance of this area is a problem due the difficulty in getting maintenance access to the channel banks and bottom.

ALTERNATIVE ADVANTAGES OF ALTERNATIVE DISADVANTAGES OF ALTERNATIVE
ALTERNATIVE A Conserves wildlife habitat Significant safety risk due to potential bank failure
Limited permitting involved - only for bridges, grade control where needed, May require some additional right-of-way in existing development or
isolated bank protection and maintenance considerations comprehensive inspection program
Limited mitigation required only for any new bridges planned Requires significant maintenance program to protect existing development and

bridges from hazards of erosion

May require additional setbacks in areas that have been platted but not
developed yet

Does not address additional improvements needed to protect existing bridges

ALTERNATIVE B Maintain existing right-of-way requirements

May require selective removal of existing trees
Protect existing and property from flood damage

Construction of this type of improvement would be very difficult to accomplish
with the nature of the existing banks

The type of habitat may be difficult or impossible to replace due the maturity
of the vegetation

Maintenance of this type of channel will be difficult to accomplish

ALTERNATIVE C/D This alternative was eliminated due the the difficulties with construction and

mitigation

RECOMMENDATIONS

The recommendation for this area is to select alternative A and implement a comprehensive inspection/maintenance program by the City and County to protect public safety.
Setbacks for any new buildings would need to be closely monitored. Critical erosion areas will use alternative B.




COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS -

TABLE 13

URS PROJECT NUMBER 49209
SUMMARY OF ALTERNATIVE CONSTRAINTS

COTTONWOOD CREEK MAIN CHANNEL
ACADEMY BLVD TO RANGEWOOD DRIVE

DESCRIPTION

The existing channel is a mix of natural channel and channel simitar to alternative B (partially lined).
(4'-9' depth for the 100-year flow).

crossings.

to the channel
adjacent to thi

ALTERNATIVE

ALTERNATIVE A

ALTERNATIVE B

ALTERNATIVE C/D

RECOMMENDAT IONS

The lower reaches of this area also have some bank stability problems due to the steepness of the side slopes.
of shrub wetland and riparian forest, with the former predominant.
wildlife habitats are of fairly high value.

is already developed.
s corridor.

ADVANTAGES OF ALTERNATIVE

Conserves wildlife habitat and diversity

Limited permitting involved - only for bridges, grade control where needed,
isolated bank protection and maintenance considerations

Limited mitigation required only for any new bridges planned

Least costly alternative when construction, land, , mitigation and maintenance
costs are considered

Maintain existing right-of-way requirements

Protect existing improvements and property from flood damage

Most of the existing improvements are already built this way

Use of drop structures could actually enhance the diversity of the wetland
types

The channel does not have the capacity to carry the full 100-year flow in most cases.
increasing the depth with the exception of the north bank of the channe! upstream of Union Blvd.

100-YEAR FLOW RANGES FROM 14,000 TO 16,000 CFS

100-YEAR VELOCITY RANGES FROM 10 TO 15 FPS

The channel is moderate in width (115/-200/) and moderate in depth
However, additional capacity is available by

The channel is currently having erosion problems at the existing bridge

The existing environment consists of a combination

This type of environment has the highest degree of beta diversity for the basin and both the wetlands and
The land uses in this area consist of a mixture of low to moderate density residential and parks.
This area has both a proposed trail and an existing utility corridor.
The maintenance of this area is moderate in difficulty with some maintenance roads already in place.

The majority of the land next
There are also existing recreational facilities both along and

DISADVANTAGES OF ALTERNATIVE

Requires additional right-of-way in existing development which is not readily
available

Downcutting of the streambed and bank erosion will continue to be a problem

The existing bridge structures, especially at Union Blvd., are still at risk

The existing recreational uses are urban in character instead of natural

May require selective removal of existing vegetation
Some onsite mitigation may be required
Some disturbance of habitats will occur during construction

This alternative was eliminated since it does not fit into the existing
channel types and recreational uses

The recommendation for this area is to use alternative B since it best fits the nature of the existing channel and recreational uses and still safeguards both public safety

and the environment,

This area also has the potential to be used for mitigation measures.
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TABLE 13

URS PROJECT NUMBER 49209
SUMMARY OF ALTERNATIVE CONSTRAINTS

COTTONWOOD CREEK MAIN CHANNEL

RANGEWOOD DRIVE

DESCRIPTION

The existing ch
capacity of the
Bridge.
the channel bot

ALTERNATIVE

ALTERNATIVE A

ALTERNATIVE B

ALTERNATIVE C/D

RECOMMENDATIONS

TO WOODMEN ROAD

annel consists of a low flow channel with an overbank area that is from 100’

tom.

ADVANTAGES OF ALTERNATIVE

There is an opportunity to enhance wildlife habitat and diversity

Limited permitting involved - only for bridges, grade control where needed,
isolated bank protection and maintenance considerations

Limited mitigation required only for any new bridges planned

Least costly alternative when construction, land, , mitigation and maintenance
costs are considered

Minimal right-of-way requirements beyond the existing channel width

Use of drop structures could actually enhance the diversity of the wetland
types and wildlife habitat

Minimize maintenance requirements compared to the other alternatives

High potential for multi-use in a more urban setting

to 250 feet wide.
channel is adequate if you consider the overbank area as part of the full system.
The bank slopes are moderate with exceptions in isolated cases.

100-YEAR FLOW RANGES FROM 6,000 TO 14,000 CFS

100-YEAR VELOCITY RANGES FROM 10 TO 15 FPS

The depth of flow for the 100-year storm is moderate. The
There is evidence of considerable bed degradation especially at the Woodmen

The primary environmental value for this area is in the wetlands and wildlife habitat that exist in
The land uses for this area consist of undeveloped industrial and commercial types.

This area is also both a planned trail and utility corridor.

DISADVANTAGES OF ALTERNATIVE

Existing channel is in Piney Creek alluvium which is suceptible to erosion

Downcutting of the streambed and bank erosion will continue to be a problem

The rural character of this alternative may not be compatible with planned
Land uses

Cost of land required is significant compared to other alternatives

High maintenance costs may be involved due to the erodable nature of the soils

May require some removal and replacement of existing vegetation
Some onsite mitigation may be required
Some disturbance of wetlands will occur during construction

This alternative was eliminated since it was the highest cost due to
mitigation required

The recommendation for this area is to use alternative B since it best fits the nature of the existing channel and recreational uses and still safeguards both public safety

and the environment.

This area also has the potential to be used for mitigation measures.
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TABLE 13

URS PROJECT NUMBER 49209
SUMMARY OF ALTERNATIVE CONSTRAINTS

COTTONWOOD CREEK MAIN CHANNEL
WOODMEK ROAD TO BLACK FOREST ROAD

DESCRIPTION

The majority of the existing channel in this area is deeply incised and fairly narrow (807+/-).

in this area.

of erosion caused by gullying at points of concentrated flow.
This may be due to both the instability of the channel and some overgrazing by tivestock
or comercial uses outside that.
and Powers Blvd. all cross Cottonwood Creek in this area.

100-YEAR FLOW RANGES FROM 1,300 TO 6,000 CFS

100-YEAR VELOCITY RANGES FROM 9 TO 12 FPS

This is evidence of the significant amount of bed erosion that is occurring

The channel does have the capacity to carry the flow but the stability of some of the banks is in question due to both the steep slopes and the ample evidence

This area has a relatively low value for the environmental aspects since the vegetation is patchy or sparse.

. The land uses in this area call for a linear park along the channel and residential
The westerly part of this area is where some of the major transportation links cross Cottonwood Creek.
The majority of the land is unplatted in this area.

Woodmen Road, Austin Bluffs Parkway,
This is also a planned utility corridor and trail link.

Access to the bottom of the existing channel would be very difficult for maintenance activities to take place.

ALTERNATIVE

ALTERNATIVE A

ALTERNATIVE 8

ADVANTAGES OF ALTERNATIVE

There is an opportunity to enhance wildlife habitat and diversity

Limited permitting involved - only for bridges, grade control where needed,
isolated bank protection and maintenance considerations

Limited mitigation required only for any new bridges planned

Minimal right-of-way requirements beyond the existing channel width

Use of drop structures could actually enhance the diversity of the wetland
types and wildlife habitat

High potential for multi-use in a more urban setting

Able to control erosion problems that are occurring

Public safety is protected with lLowest cost for channels

May be able to improve aesthetics with this treatment

ALTERNAT IVE Rinimum right-of-way required for channels
c/b Minimum bridge costs for the many crossings in the westerly portion of this
area
Able to control erosion problems that are occurring
& Allows additional area for parks outside the channel itself
Reduces maintenance requirements and costs
RECOMMENDAT IONS

For this area the recommended solution is to use alternative B.

DISADVANTAGES OF ALTERNATIVE

Existing channel has significant erosion occurring

Downcutting of the streambed and bank erosion will continue to be a problem

High meintenance costs may be involved due to the erodable nature of the soils
and the access difficulties

It is questionable whether the width of the park is adequate for required
buffer areas

May require some removal and replacement of existing vegetation

Some onsite mitigation may be required

Some disturbence of wetlands will occur during construction

May have some problems with actually constructing this type of facility

Requires removal of existing vegetation

Some offsite mitigation may be required

Eliminates wetlands totally in this area where they occur
May be more difficult to fit into park setting
Mitigation costs should be moderate




COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS -  TABLE 13
URS PROJECT NUMBER 49209
SUMMARY OF ALTERNATIVE CONSTRAINTS

COTTONWOOD CREEK MAIN CHANNEL

100-YEAR FLOW RANGES FROM LOW TO 1,500 CFS
BLACK FOREST ROAD TO EAST SIDE OF THE BASIN

100-YEAR VELOCITY RANGES FROM 5 TO 8 FPS

DESCRIPTION

The existing channel in this area transitions from the deeply incised channel characteristic of area 4 to numerous small tributaries in the Black Forest area. The channel
varies in width from 20 to 80 feet. The capacity is available to handle the 100-year storm. This area predominantly has herbaceous wetlands where they are present with some
shrub wetlands. The potential for wetlands is high with a significant amount of open water but it has been grazed and disturbed. The wildlife habitat has realtively high
beta diversity along the channel but is not very significant away from the channel. The land uses planned for this area transition from urban residential densities by Black
Forest Road to rural five acre lot densities in the Colorado Black Forest. The soils in this area include some sandstone and claystone outcrops with the majority being
glacial deposits. The area in the forest will be difficult to maintain with heavy construction equipment since there is Limited access available.

ALTERNATIVE ADVANTAGES OF ALTERNATIVE DISADVANTAGES OF ALTERNATIVE
ALTERNATIVE A The right-of-way is available for this type of channel since the planned Downcutting of the streambed and bank erosion may be a problem
densities are low High maintenance costs may be involved due to the erodable nature of the soils
Limited permitting involved - only for bridges, grade control where needed, and the access difficulties
isolated bank protection and maintenance considerations
Limited mitigation required only for any new bridges planned
ALTERNATIVE B Minimal right-of-way requirements beyond the existing channel width May require some removal and replacement of existing vegetation
Use of drop structures could actually enhance the diversity of the wetland Some onsite mitigation may be required
types and wildlife habitat Some disturbance of wetlands will occur during construction
Able to control erosion problems that are occurring May have some problems with actually constructing this type of facility in the
May be able to improve aesthetics with this treatment forest area

ALTERNATIVE C/D This alternative was eliminated due the the difficulties with construction and

mitigation

RECOMMENDAT IONS

For this area the recommended solution is a combination of alternatives A and B. Alternative B would be used mostly in the westerly portion of the basin in order to
transition from the reach downstream and alternative A would be used for the remainder of the area.
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TABLE 13

URS PROJECT NUMBER 49209
SUMMARY OF ALTERNATIVE CONSTRAINTS

TRIBUTARY TYPE

1

TRIBUTARIES WITH JURISDICTIONAL WETLANDS PRESENT

DESCRIPTION

There are several of the tributaries to Cottonwood Creek that are very similar to area 3 of the main channet.
The velocities for these areas are fairly high due to the slopes of the existing channels.
wildlife habitats that exist in the channel bottom.
are already improved.

similar.

ALTERNATIVE

ALTERNATIVE A

ALTERNATIVE B

ALTERNATIVE C/D

RECOMMENDAT IONS

ADVANTAGES OF ALTERNATIVE

There is an opportunity to enhance wildlife habitat and diversity

Limited permitting involved - only for bridges, grade control where needed,
isolated bank protection and maintenance considerations

Limited mitigation required only for any new bridges planned

Least costly alternative when construction, land, , mitigation and maintenance
costs are considered

Minimal right-of-way requirements beyond the existing channel width

Use of drop structures could actually enhance the diversity of the wetland
types and wildlife habitat

Minimize maintenance requirements compared to the other alternatives

High potential for multi-use in a more urban setting

The tand uses for this area vary depending on where you are, with urban type densities planned.

The flows are less but the environmental characteristics are
The primary environmental value for this area is in the wetlands and
Some of these channels

DISADVANTAGES OF ALTERNATIVE

Existing channels are susceptible to erosion

Downcutting of the streambed and bank erosion will continue to be a problem

The rural character of this alternative may not be compatible with planned
land uses

Cost of land required is significant compared to other alternatives

High maintenance costs may be involved due to the erodable nature of the soils

May require some removal and replacement of existing vegetation
Some onsite or offsite mitigation may be required
Some disturbance of wetlands will occur during construction

This alternative was eliminated since it was the highest cost due to
mitigation required

<The recommendation for this area is to use slternative B since it best fits the nature of the existing channel and recreational uses and still safeguards both public safety

and the environment.

This area also has the potential to be used for mitigation measures.




COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS - TABLE 13
URS PROJECT NUMBER 49209
SUMMARY OF ALTERNATIVE CONSTRAINTS

TRIBUTARY TYPE 2

TRIBUTARIES WITHOUT JURISDICTIONAL WETLANDS PRESENT

DESCRIPTION
The remainder of the tributaries for the basin consist of either areas not classified as environmentally sensitive or open rangeland. These areas are primarily agricultural

with Little or no defined channel. While there may be some potential for wildlife corridors, fully developed conditions will not be compatible with these., These areas will
most Likely develop in the urban densities typical of the rest of the developed area in the basin.

RECOMMENDAT 1ONS

The improvements for this area will include a full range of the three channel alternatives in addition to street/storm sewer combinations. These area will be looked at on &
reach by reach basis based on the land use plans for the particular reach.
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COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS - TABLE 14
INITIAL SYSTEM - EXAMPLE LOCATION NO. 1

UPGRADE TO EXISTING SYSTEM COST ESTIMATE

ITEM QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST ITEM COST

18" RCP 3170 L.F. $25.00 $79,250.00
24" RCP 3075 L.F. $34.00 $104,550.00
30" RCP 250 L.F. $40.00 $10,000.00
36" RCP 2100 L.F. $45.00 $94,500.00

6° CURB INLET 1 EA. $2,500.00 $2,500.00
10° CURB INLET 1 EA. $3,000.00 $3,000.00
14° CURB INLET 24 EA. $3,500.00 $84,000.00
16 CURB INLET 4 EA. $4,000.00 $16,000.00
18° CURB INLET 12 EA. $4,500.00 $54,000.00
CONTINGENCY 15% $69,405.00

ENGINEERING &

T

COST PER ACRE (188.5 ACRES) $2,743.81

NEW FACILITY COST ESTIMATE
(ASSUMES NEW DEVELOPMENT W/ NO EXISTING FACILITIES)

ITEM QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST ITEM COST
18" RCP 3755 [ L.F $25.00 $93,875.00
24" RCP 3800 L.F $34.00 | $129,200.00
30" RCP 250 | L.F. $40.00 $10,000.00
42" RCP 2025 | L.F $60.00 | $121,500.00
48" RCP 1650 | L.F $80.70 | $133,155.00
4° CURB INLET 1 EA. $2,000.00 $2,000.00
6° CURB INLET 11 EA. $2,500.00 $27,500.00
8° CURB INLET EA. $2,750.00 $8,250.00
10° CURB INLET EA. $3,000.00 $6,000.00
12° CURB INLET EA. $3,250.00 $9,750.00
14° CURB INLET 28 EA. $3,500.00 $98,000.00
16° CURB INLET 1 EA. $4,000.00 $4,000.00
18° CURB INLET 10 EA. $4,500.00 $45,000.00
ENGINEERING & CONTINGENCY 15% $106,675.65

$794,905.65 |
COST PER ACRE (188.5 ACRES) $4,217.01
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COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS - TABLE 15

UPGRADE TO EXISTING SYSTEM COST ESTIMATE

INITIAL SYSTEM - EXAMPLE LOCATION NO. 2

ITEM QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST ITEM COST

18" RCP 350 L.F. $25.00 $8,750.00
24" RCP 2400 L.F. $34.00 $81,600.00
36" RCP 1500 L.F. $45.00 $67,500.00
42" RCP 100 L.F. $60.00 $6,000.00
16° CURB INLET 17 EA. $4,000.00 $68,000.00

ENGINEERING & CONTINGENCY 15%

$35,936.

COST PER ACRE (98.5 ACRES)

NEW FACILITY COST ESTIMATE

sé;ﬁi

(ASSUMES NEW DEVELOPMENT W/ NO EXISTING FACILITIES)

ITEM QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST ITEM COST

18" RCP 350 | L.F. $25.00 $8,750.00
24" RCP 2300 | L.F. $34.00 $78,200.00
36" RCP 1500 | L.F. $45.00 $67,500.00
42" RCP 200 | L.F. $60.00 $12,000.00

8° CURB INLET 4 EA. $2,750.00 $11,000.00
10° CURB INLET 1 EA. $3,000.00 $3,000.00
12° CURB INLET 1 EA. $3,250.00 $3,250.00
16° CURB INLET 18 EA. $4,000.00 $72,000.00
B .. .. .. . . ’suBTOTAL  $255,700.00
ENGINEERING & CONTINGENCY 15% $39,633.50
o OTAL . $295,333.50

COST PER ACRE (98.5 ACRES) $2,998.31
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COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS - TABLE 16
RATIONAL METHOD - SUBBASIN HYDROLOGIC DATA - PLATTED AREAS

SHEET 1 OF 19

DATE: 18-May-92
AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES OVERALL VALUES
HYDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID [SCHOOL AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE { PARKS OR BUSIN [INDUST [1/8 AC [1/6 AC |L/4 AC]1/3 AC [1/2 Ac| 1 Ac| 5 Ac| /cHUR | ac/sM c
Al B 3.0 3.0 0.20
(o} 0.005
D
A2 B 23.0 23.0 0.20
(o} - 0.036
D
A3 B 9.6 9.6  0.20
(o] 0.015
D
Ad B 124.5 124.5 0.20
c 0.195
D
AS B 94.0 94.0| 0.20
c 0.147
D
A6 B 67.7 67.7 | o0.20
c 0.106
D
a7 B 29.4 29.4| o0.20
c 0.046
D
A8 B 122.1 122.1 | 0.20
c 0.191
D
A9 B 124.6 124.6 0.20
c 0.195
D




COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS - TABLE 16 SHEET 2 OF 19
RATIONAL METHOD - SUBBASIN HYDROLOGIC DATA - PLATTED AREAS
DATE: 18-May-92

AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES OVERALL VALUES
HYDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID ISCBOOL AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN [INDUST |1/8 AC [1/6 AC 1/4 Ac |1/3 Ac[1/2 ac|{ 1 Ac| 5 Aac| /crUR| Ac/sM c
AlO B ' 92.4 92.4| o0.20
c 0.144
D
All B 26.4 26.4 | 0.20
c 0.041
D
Al2 B 31,0 31.0| 0.40
c 0.048
D
Al3 B 99,2 99.2| o0.20
c 0.155
D
B1 B 15.4 | 29.4 4.8| 0.27
c 0.070
D
B2 B 0.0 0,0 1.0 1.0] 0.40
c 0.002
D
B3 B 0.0 4.4 0.0 4.4 o0.58
c 0.007
D
B4 B .6 0.0 9.6 | 0.58
c 0.015
D
BS B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D




COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS - TABLE 16
RATIONAL METHOD - SUBBASIN HYDROLOGIC DATA - PLATTED AREAS

SHEET 3 OF 19

DATE: 18-May-92
AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES OVERALL VALUES
HYDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID [SCHOOL AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN |INDUST |1/8 AC [1/6 AC [1/4 AC |1/3 AC[1/2 AC| 1 ACc| 5 AC| /CHUR | AC/SM c
B6 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 9.9 9.9 | 0.58
c 0.015
D
B7 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.000
D
B8 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D
B9 B 21.6 | 0.65
c 0.0] 21.6 0.034
D
cl B 0.0 38.1 0 38.1| 0.40
c 0.060
D
c2 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D
c3 B 0.0 0.0 2.0 2.0| o0.20
c 0.003
D
cd B 0.0 0.0 2.0 0.0 2.0| 0.20
c 0.003
D
cs B 0.0 0.0 37.2 37.2| o0.20
c 0.058
D




COTTONWOQOD CREEK DBPS - TABLE 16
RATIONAL METHOD - SUBBASIN HYDROLOGIC DATA - PLATTED AREAS

DATE: 18-May-92

SHEET 4 OF 19

AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES

OVERALL VALUES

HYDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID ISCHOOL AREA
BASIN { SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN [INDUST [1/8 AC [1/6 AC [1/4 AC [1/3 AC |1/2 AC 1 AC 5 AC | /CHUR AC/8SM o]
o] B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
(o 0.000
D
c? B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D
c8 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.0 1.0 0.40
(o] 0.0 0.002
D
c9 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.0 0.000
D
Cl0 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.0 0.000
D
Cli B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.000
D
cl2 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.0 0.000
D
c13 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
(o] 0.000
D
Cl4 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D




COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS - TABLE 16
RATIONAL METHOD - SUBBASIN HYDROLOGIC DATA - PLATTED AREAS
DATE: 18-May-92

SHEET 5 OF 19

AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES

OVERALL VALUES

rYDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID kCHOOL AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN [INDUST [1/8 AC {1/6 AC [1/4 AC {1/3 AC [1/2 AC 1 AC 5 AC | /CHUR AC/SM (o]
c15 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D
Cl6 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D
c17 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
o] 0.000
D
cl8 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D
cl9 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
(o] 0.000
D
c20 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
[ 0.0 0.0 0.000
D
Dl B 0.0 N/A
(o] 0.0 0.0 0.000
D
D2 B 0.0 8.8 0.69
c 1.3 7.5 0.014
D
D3 B 6.8 27.1 0.90
o] 20.3 0.042
D




COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS - TABLE 16 SHEET 6 OF 19
RATIONAL METHOD - SUBBASIN HYDROLOGIC DATA - PLATTED AREAS
DATE: 18-May-92

AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES OVERALL VALUES
YDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID RESID ISCHOOL AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN [INDUST 1/8 AC 1/6 AC 1/4 AC [1/3 AC 1/2 AC 1 AC 5 AC | /CHUR AC/SM C
D4 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
[ 0.0 0.0 0.000
D
D5 B 21.8 1.2 23.0( 0.90
c 0.036
D
El B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D
E2 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
C 0.000
)
E3 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D
Ed B 6.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.0 0.000
D
E5 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
[ 0.000
D
E6 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c ) 0.000
D
E7 B 0.0 0.0 10.3 13.1 23.9] 0.65
c 0.0 0.5 0.037
D




COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS - TABLE 16
RATIONAL METHOD - SUBBASIN HYDROLOGIC DATA - PLATTED AREAS

SHEET 7 OF 19

DATE: 18-May-92
AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES OVERALL VALUES
HYDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID |SCHOOL AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN INDUST 1/8 AC 1/6 AC 1/4 AC {1/3 AC[1/2 AC| 1 Ac| 5 Ac| /cHUR | ac/sm c
E8 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D
E9 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D
E10 B 16.6 0.0 0.0 16.6 | 0.63
c 0.026
D
Ell B 0.0 0.0 4.7 4.7 0.58
c 0.007
D
Fl B 0.0 0.0 10.3 10.3 0.63
c 0.016
D -
61 B 0.0 0.8 17.2 8.4 39.0 o0.63
c 0.2 9.3 3.1 0.061
D
G2 B 0.0 53.5 53.5 0.65
c 0.084
D
@3 B 3.0 3¢.9 100.1| 0.63
c 57.2 5.0 0.156
D
G4 B 15.4 3.8 3.8 8.5 43.4 0.72
c 0.0 0.0 11.9 0.068
D




COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS - TABLE 16 SHEET 8 OF 19
RATIONAL METHOD - SUBBASIN HYDROLOGIC DATA - PLATTED AREAS
DATE: 18-May-92

AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES OVERALL VALUES
HYDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID RESID [SCHOOL AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN [INDUST [1/8 AC 1/6 AC 1/4 AC [1/3 AC 1/2 AC 1 AC 5 AC | /CHUR AC/SM (o]
as B 3.8| o0.0] 15.0 18.8 | 0.59
[+ 0.029
D
a6 B 6.5| 78.5 85.0| 0.63
c 0.133
D
a7 B 2.3 0.0 2.3 4.6 0.76
c B 0.007
D
a8 B 1.1 0.0| 10.1 11.2| 0.65
c 0.017
D
H1 B 72.9 | 3s.0 107.9 | ©.82
c 0.169
D
H2 B 0.0 0.0] w/a
c 0.000
D
H3 B 2.3] 86.1 88.4 | 0.63
c 0.138
D
H4 B 0.4 62.6 63.0] 0.63
c 0.098
D
HS B 0.0] o.0 0.0 wN/a
c 0.000
D




COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS - TABLE 16
RATIONAL METHOD - SUBBASIN HYDROLOGIC DATA - PLATTED AREAS

DATE: 18-May-92

SHEET

9OF 19

AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES

OVERALL VALUES

HYDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID kCHOOL AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN [INDUST |1/8 AC [1/6 AC [1/4 AC 1/3 AC 1/2 AC 1 AC 5 AC | /CHUR AC/SM C
H6 B 47.8 47.8 0.90
(o] 0.075
D
H7 B 29.9 49.9 79.8 0.73
c 0.125
D
H8 B 5.8 68.5 74.3 0.65
C 0.116
D
H9 B 23.0 0.0 23.0 0.63
c 0.036
D
H10 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D
H11l B 3.5 3.5 0.90
c 0.005
D
H12 B 15.0 28.0 43.0 0.72
c 0.067
D
H13 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
o] 0.000
D
H14 B 3.6 0.0 3.6 0.90
Cc 0.006
D




COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS - TABLE 16
RATIONAL METHOD - SUBBASIN HYDROLOGIC DATA - PLATTED AREAS

SHEET 10 OF 19

DATE: 18-May-92
AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES OVERALL VALUES
HYDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID |SCHOOL AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN |INDUST |1/8 AC |L/6 AC 1/4 AC J1/3 AC1/2 Ac| 1 Ac| 5 Ac| /cuur AC/SM c
H1S B 2.4 1.6 4.0| 0.90
c 0.006
D
H16 B 10.3 0.0} 37.0 47.3 0.68
c 0.074
D
H17 B 2.8 5.6 10.4 18.8| 0.67
c 0.029
D
H18 B 0.0 6.3 0.0 6.3] 0.63
c 0.010
D
H19 B 2.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.2 3.9 0.58
c 0.006
D
H20 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D
H21 B 0.0 0.0 N/A
C 0.000
D
H22 B 3.3 0.0 3.3 0.90
c 0.005
D 0.0 0.0
H23 B 0.0 2.0 0.0 2.0| 0.65
c 0.003
D




COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS - TABLE 16
RATIONAL METHOD - SUBBASIN HYDROLOGIC DATA - PLATTED AREAS

SHEET 11 OF 19

DATE: 18-May-92
AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES OVERALL VALUES
TIYDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID |SCHOOL AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN INDUST [1/8 AC [1/6 AC 1/4 Ac 1/3 Ac fi/2 ac| 1 ac| 5 ac| /curR | Ac/su c
Il B 2.1 35.2 66.0 9.4 112.7 0.60
[o] 0.0 0.0 0.176
D
12 B 37.0 23.1 60.1 0.61
c 0.094
D
I3 B 85.4 85.4 0.58
(o] 0.133
D
I4 B 2.8 2.0 106.4 111.2 0.58
o] 0.174
D
15 B 3.9 7.7 5.4 16.7 73.7 42.7 7.1 157.2 0.64
c 0.246
D
16 B 175.1 175.1| 0.90
c 0.274
D
17 B 27.5 7.3 4.3 | s6.6 95.7 | 0.68
c 0.150
D
18 B 18.5 | 11.5 38.2 68.2 | 0.68
c 0.107
D
19 B 29.4 29.4 0.58
c 0.046
D




COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS - TABLE 16
RATIONAL METHOD - SUBBASIN HYDROLOGIC DATA - PLATTED AREAS

SHEET 12 OF 19

DATE: 18-May-92
AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES OVERALL VALUES
HYDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID ‘scnoon. AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN [INDUST (1/8 AC [1/6 AC L/4 AC[1/3 AC[1/2 Ac| 1 AC| 5 Ac| /cHUR| Ac/sM c
110 B 31.4 21.4 10.3 31.7 109.7 0.61
c 14.9 0.171
D
J1 B 1.8 52.2 43.8 97.8 0.62
[ 0.153
D
J2 B 47.8 51.7 0.90
c 0.081
D 3.9
J3 B 45.9 58.9 0.90
c 0.092
D 13
K1 B 20.7 23.0| o0.66
[} 2.3 0.036
D
X2 B 0.0 27.0 30.0| 0.64
c 0.0 3.0 0.047
D
K3 B 2.0 0.0 23.4 11.9 41.7 0.66
c 4.4 0.065
D
x4 B 0.0 2.0 0.6 9.8 0.79
c 2.4 0.015
D 0.0 1.9 2.9
Ll B 0.0 59.1 85.8 0.66
c 0.134
D 26.7




COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS - TABLE 16
RATIONAL METHOD - SUBBASIN HYDROLOGIC DATA - PLATTED AREAS

SHEET 13 OF 19

DATE: 18-May-92
AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES OVERALL VALUES
#(YDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID [SCHOOL AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN |INDUST 1/8 AC [1/6 AC 1/4 AC 1/3 Acfi/2 Ac| 1 ac| 5 ac| /cuur | ac/sm c
L2 B 32.2 - 3.0 17.5 52.7 0.58
[+ 0.082
D 0.0
M1 B 45.1 9.9 2.6 57.6 0.64
c 0.0%0
D
M2 B 4.6 4.9 8.3 62.2 15.8 95.8 0.61
c 0.150
D 0.0
M3 B 18.4 29.4 26.5 17.9 9.9 102.1 0.65
C 0.160
D
M4 B 3.9 49.5 27.1 65.4 146.5 0.52
c 0.229
D
M5 B 11.3 11.4 22.6 7.6 52.9 0.58
c 0.083
D
M6 B 36.0 23.6 5.0 64.6 0.60
c 0.101
D
N1 B 56.2 25.4 81.6 | 0.81
c 0.128
D
N2 B 5.0 50.0 3.4 58.4 0.59
c 0.091
D




COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS - TABLE 16 SHEET 14 OF 19

RATIONAL METHOD - SUBBASIN HYDROLOGIC DATA - PLATTED AREAS
DATE: 18-May-92

AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES OVERALL VALUES
YDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID ISCHOOL AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN |[INDUST {1/8 AC [1/6 AC 1/4 AC 1/3 AC 1/2 AC 1 AC 5 AC | /CHUR AC/SM [o]
N3 B[ 24.9 38.3| 15.6| 62.5 5.7| 162.4] 0.60
c| 15.4 0.254
D
o1 B 0.0/ 6.0 ¢.8| 47.0| 0.70
c 0.0| 36.2 0.073
D
02 B 18.3 70.0| 0.70
c 36.5 0.109
D 3.0 12.2
P1 B| 2.8 2.0| 26.1 77.8| o0.68
(o] 3.8 15.0 0.122
D 1.0| 27.1
P2 B 53.7 53.7 | o.s8
c 0.084
D
P3 B 6.1 6.1 78.9 | 27.1 127.7| o0.64
c 8.4 0.200
D 1.
01 B 1.2 22.5 32.6 1.9 58.2 | 0.61
c 0.091
)
Q2 B 11.8 2.3 6.7 | 100.7 3.1 124.6| o.61
c 0.195
D
Q3 B 9.0 i 31.3 6.7 47.0| 0.65
c 0.073
D




COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS - TABLE 16
RATIONAL METHOD - SUBBASIN HYDROLOGIC DATA - PLATTED AREAS

SHEET 15 OF 19

DATE: 18-May-92
AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES OVERALL VALUES
HYDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID kCHOOL AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN |[INDUST [1/8 AC [1/6 AC [1/4 AC [1/3 AC [1/2 AC 1 AC S AC | /CHUR AC/SM C
Q4 B 22.0 42.5 4.6 69.1 0.72
C 0.108
D
Qs B 98.2 98.2 0.58
[+ 0.153
D
Q6 B 91.8 6.6 29.3 134.4 0.81
(o 0.210
D 3.9 2.8
Q7 B 0.0 2.4 27.1 33.4 106.5 0.64
C 0.166
D 6.0 37.6
Q8 B 13.8 10.3 29.7 53.8 0.67
(o] 0.084
D
Rl B 34.4 54.5 25.7 114.6 0.813
(o] 0.179
D
R2 B 4.1 37.0 22.0 16.5 79.6 0.61
(o] 0.124
D
R3 B 14.0 20.8 12.6 47.4 0.83
(o] 0.074
D
R4 B 10.3 58.5 34.4 103.2 0.87
(o] 0.161
D




COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS - TABLE 16
RATIONAL METHOD - SUBBASIN HYDROLOGIC DATA - PLATTED AREAS

DATE: 18-May-92

SHEET 16 OF 19

AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES

OVERALL VALUES

HYDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID [SCHOOL |  AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS | OR BUSIN [INDUST [1/8 AC [1/6 AC [1/4 Ac 1/3 Ac 1/2 Ac| 1 ac| s AC| /CHUR | ac/sM| ¢
RS B 117.5 ‘ ' 117.5 | 0.90
c 0.184
D
R6 B 4.8 6.6 38.3] 28.0 2.3} 111.9| a.66
c| 1s.7 16.2 0.175
D
R7 B 61.3 5.0 35.6 0.6 | 102.5| 0.77
c 0.160
D
51 B 0.0 0.0 20.3] 37.4 57.7 | o.s9
c 0.090
D
82 B 18.8 35.8 31.2 85.8 | 0.68
c 0.134
D
53 B 11.7 37.6 67.5 116.8 | 0.63
c 0.183
D
T1A B 16.3 17.2 23.4 56.9 | 0.69
c 0.089
D
T1B B 11.5 69.9 81.4| o0.62
c 0.127
D
T2 B 5.7 1.4 13.7 74.5 6.4 101.7| 0.48
c 0.159
D




COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS - TABLE 16
RATIONAL METHOD - SUBBASIN HYDROLOGIC DATA - PLATTED AREAS

SHEET 17 OF 19

DATE: 18-May-92
AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES OVERALL VALUES
HYDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID |SCHOOL AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN [INDUST [1/8 AC [1/6 AC [1/4 AC]L/3 Ac [1/2 Ac| 1 AC| S Ac| /CHUR| Ac/sM c
T3 B 54.1 20.5 74.6 | 0.56
c 0.117
D
T4A B 8.1 25.0 10.5 60.7| 0.64
c 14.0 3.1 0.095
D
T4B B 26.2 5.2 1.4 8.0 0.73
¢ 15.2 0.075
D
U4A B 12.4 8.1| 16.9 16.0 53.4 | 0.61
c 0.083
D
U4B B 18.7 10.0 64.4 100.0 | 0.52
c 6.9 0.156
D
Ul B 11.5 62.7 4.2 86.9] 0.63
c 0.136
D
u2 B 13.5 2.5 68.2 84.2 | o0.63
c 0.132
D
u3 B 43.7 17.6 4.8 66.1| o0.80
¢ 0.103
D
v1 B 0. 16.5 51.6 135.6 | 0.64
c 7.6 _ 0.212
D 2.4 57.5




COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS - TABLE 16
RATIONAL METHOD - SUBBASIN HYDROLOGIC DATA - PLATTED AREAS

SHEET 18 OF 19

DATE: 18-May-92
AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES OVERALL VALUES
HYDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID [SCHOOL AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN JINDUST [1/8 AC |1/6 AC [1/4 AC [1/3 ACc|i/2 Ac| 1 Ac| S Ac| /cHUR | AC/sM c
v2 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 13.1| o0.90
(o) 13.1 0.020
D
w1 B 43.9 | 12.7 68.9 134.0| 0.73
c 0.209
D 8.5
w2 B 74.8 79.7 0.90
[ 0.125
D 4.9
w3 B 25.5 6.2 67.3 0.90
c 34.7 0.5 0.105
D 0.4
X1A B| 29.5 1.1 30.6 | 0.56
c 0.048
D
X1B B 69.7 0.6 79.1 0.57
(o] 0.125
D 4.8 2.3 2.3
X2 B 2.2 45.8 43.3 91.3 0.89
[ 0.143
D
X3 B 2 27.2 | 48.3 16.2 118.8 | 0.82
o] 0.186
D 0.8 15.1 0.6 4.2
X4 B 20.9 16.1 24.7 . 117.3 0.64
c . 0.183
D 0.4 0.2 38.2| 11.8 1.6




COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS - TABLE 16
RATIONAL METHOD - SUBBASIN HYDROLOGIC DATA -~ PLATTED AREAS

SHEET 19 OF 19

DATE: 18-May-92
AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES OVERALL VALUES
HYDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID |[SCHOOL AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN [INDUST [1/8 AC [1/6 AC{1/4 AC [1/3 Ac i/2 Ac| 1 Ac| § Ac] /cHUR| Ac/sM c
X5 B 18.6 11.7 3.2 78.9 0.68
[ 0.123
D 0.6 35.2 9.6
Yl B 5.0 1.1 57.4 63.5 0.58
c 0.099
D
Y2 B 67.3 0.8 81.7 0.89
o] 0.3 0.128
D 6.7 3.4 3.2
TOTAL 282.6 1258 | 790.5 658 [1465.3 [2283.6 53.5 11.7 | 386.9 | 886.5 | 220.2 8,297 0.63
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COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS - TABLE 17
RATIONAL METHOD - SUBBASIN HYDROLOGIC DATA - UNPLATTED AREAS

SHEET 1 OF 19

DATE: 18-May-92
AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES OVERALL VALUES
HYDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID [SCHOOL AREA
PASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN /INDUST {1/8 AC [1/6 AC [1/4 AC |1/3 Ac[1/2 Ac| 1 Ac| 5 ac| /cHUR| Ac/sM c
Al B 117.6 117.6 0.20
c 0.184
D
A2 B - 111.2 111.2 0.20
(o] 0.174
D
a3 B 94.3 94.3 ] o0.20
(o] 0.147
D
Ad B 37.9 37.9 0.20
c 0.059
D
AS B 40.2 40.2 0.20
(o] 0.063
D
A6 B 22.3 22.3 0.20
c 0.035
D
1Y B 58.0 58.0 0.20
c 0.091
D
a8 B 31.2 31.2 | 0.20
c 0.049
D
A9 B 1.4 1.4 0.20
c 0.002
D




COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS - TABLE 17

RATIONAL METHOD - SUBBASIN HYDROLOGIC DATA - UNPLATTED AREAS
DATE: 18-May-92

SHEET 2 OF 19

AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES OVERALL VALUES
HYDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID ISCHOOL AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN |INDUST [1/8 AC {1/6 AC [1/4 AC 1/3 AC 1/2 AC 1 AC 5 AC | /CHUR AC/8M o]
Al0 B 15.8 15.8 0.20
C 0.025
D
All B 49.7 49.7 0.20
[ 0.078
D
Al2 B 45.2 45.2 0.40
c 0.071
D
Al3 B 3.7 3.7 0.20
Cc 0.006
D
Bl B 77.8 0 77.8 0.40
c 0.122
D
B2 B 22.5 8 37.1 67.6 0.60
c 0.106
D
B3 B 13.5 55.3 20.0 88.8 0.55
c 0.139
D
B4 B 35.6 14.8 57.0 0.54
c 6.6 0.089
D
BS B 21.8 12.7 33.7 68.2 0.72
[o] 0.107
D




COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS - TABLE 17
RATIONAL METHOD - SUBBASIN HYDROLOGIC DATA ~ UNPLATTED AREAS

SHEET 3 OF 19

DATE: 18-May-92
AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES OVERALL VALUES
HYDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID ISCHOOL AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN |[INDUST (1/8 AC {1/6 AC [1/4 AC {1/3 AC {1/2 AC 1 AC 5 AC | /CHUR AC/8M c
B6 B 11.5 24.5 46.3 25.0 107.3 0.65
c 0.168
D
B7 B 13.5 | 104.3 21 6.4 6.4 180.1 0.63
C 5.6 28.6 0.297
D
B8 B 39.4 62.4 101.8 0.73
[ 0.159
D
B9 B 86.4 0.71
(o] 64.8 21.6 0.135
D
cl B 15.6 33.7 17.9 67.2 0.39
o] 0.105
D
c2 B 12.1 86.2 98.3 0.22
(o] 0.154
D
c3 B 27.1 49.0 25.5 101.6 0.40
c 0.159
D
cd B 53.2 68.8 13.2 5.9 141.1 0.46
o] 0.220
D
c5 B 54.9 45.7 7.8 108.4 0.47
c 0.169
D




COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS - TABLE 17
RATIONAL METHOD - SUBBASIN HYDROLOGIC DATA - UNPLATTED AREAS

SHEET 4 OF 19

DATE: 18-May-92
AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES OVERALL VALUES
HYDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID LSCHOOL AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS | OR BUSIN [INDUST [1/8 Ac [1/6 Ac [1/4 Ac [1/3 Ac [1/2 Ac| 1 Ac| 5 ac /CHUR | Ac/sM| ¢
c6 B 38.3 27.2 2.8 68.3| 0.62
c 0.107
D
c7 B 15.6 5.5{ 22.0 0.5 56.0 99.6 | 0.63
c 0.156
D
ce B 21.3 21.8 9.0 39.0 12.5 108.2 | 0.64
c 4.6 0.169
o .
c9 B 25.5| 11.¢ | 70.0 21.1| 132.0] o0.61
c 4.0 0.206 '
D
c10 B 18.6 | 37.0 6.4 67.7| o.61
c 5.7 0.106
D
c11 B 2. 1.3 | 20.7 79.7 ] 0.66
c 7. 27.2| 10.3 0.125
D
c12 B 50.7 3.7 71.6 | 0.65
c 17.2 0.112
D
c13 B 5.3 15.2 59.4 79.9 | 0.45
c 0.125
D
c14 B 28.5| 38.2 66.7 | 0.60
c 0.104
D




COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS - TABLE 17

RATIONAL METHOD - SUBBASIN HYDROLOGIC DATA - UNPLATTED AREAS
DATE: 18-May-92

SHEET 5 OF 19

AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES

OVERALL VALUES

FYDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID { RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID hCHOOL AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN |INDUST [1/8 AC {1/6 AC [1/4 AC [1/3 AC [1/2 AC 1 AC S AC | /CHUR AC/SM C
Cc15 B 4.7 29.9 7.4 12.6 54.6 0.62
(o] 0.085
2]
Cl16 B 10.6 28.1 51.8 90.5 0.60
o] 0.141
D
Ccl17 B 12.1 24.8 19.5 56.4 0.61
(o] 0.088
D
cls B 1.6 | 106.5 20.4 128.5 0.62
c 0.201
D
c19 B 6.2 58.7 7.0 71.9 0.62
c 0.112
D
c20 B 16.6 14.8 23.0 72.5 0.63
c 2.9 4.2 11.0 0.113
D
Dl B 105.7 0.68
c 44.2 61.5 0.165
D
D2 B 6.9 118.3 0.70
c 23.5 87.9 0.185
D
D3 B 33.4 54.0 0.90
c 20.6 0.084
D




COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS - TABLE 17

RATIONAL METHOD - SUBBASIN HYDROLOGIC DATA - UNPLATTED AREAS
DATE: 18-May-92

SHEET 6 OF 19

AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES OVERALL VALUES
YDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID lSCHOOL AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN [INDUST |1/8 AC [L/6 AC {1/4 AC {1/3 AC /CHUR AC/SM (o]
D4 B 28.5 19.3 15.5 75.2 0.81
Cc 5 6.9 0.118
D
DS B §5.2 3.5 58.7 0.90
c 0.092
D
El B 18.6 24.1 59.5 0.54
[o] 0.093
D
E2 B 43.6 9.5 4.6 57.7 0.83
[o] 0.0%0
D
E3 B 43.8 16.5 27.17 5.7 93.7 0.75
[ 0.146
D
Ed B 33.4 .7 18.8 98.6 0.70
Cc 11.7 0.154
D
ES B 27.0 4.4 3.7 16.3 81.4 0.72
c 0.127
D
E6 B 3.0 13.9 11.9 28.8 0.60
Cc 0.045
D
E7 B 10.6 6.7 6.4 5.7 51.3 0.71
c 3.4 18.5 0.080
D




COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS - TABLE 17 SHEET 7 OF 19

RATIONAL METHOD - SUBBASIN HYDROLOGIC DATA - UNPLATTED AREAS
DATE: 18-May-92

AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES OVERALL VALUES
HYDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID kCHOOL AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN [INDUST [1/8 AC [1/6 AC |L/4 AC [1/3 AC 1/2 AC 1 AC 5 AC | /CHUR AC/SM C
E8 B 32.6 20,1 4.1| 22.8 79.6 | 0.73
c 0.124
D
E9 B 13.7| 10.0]| 43.5 67.2 | o.60
c 0.105
D
E10 B 12.2 | 14.8 16.3| 43.3| 0.62
c 0.068
D
E1l B 2.5 7.7] 48.9 59.1 | 0.60
c 0.092
D
F1 B 18.4 9.8 | 49.2 77.4| 0.69
c B 0.121
D
61 B| 15.0 21.6 4.4 o| 76.1| o.80
c 32.7 2.4 0| o0.119
D
62 B| 14.1 1.1 15.2| 0.56
c 0.024
D
63 B| 0.0 11.8 16.8 | 0.60
c 5 0.0| 0.026
D
o4 B 5.3 15.2 0 0 41.3| 0.80
c 17.4 3.4 0 0.065
D
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DATE: 18-May-92
AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES OVERALL VALUES
HYDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID RESID kCEOOL AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN (INDUST [1/8 AC 1/6 AC [1/4 AC 1/3 AC [1/2 AC 1 AC S AC | /CHUR AC/SM C
a5 B 6.3 17.1 33.3 56.7 0.60
[} 0.089
D
a6 B 1.2 2.8 4.0 0.63
[ 0.006
D
a7 B 11.8 - 2.6 90.9 105.0 0.66
[} 0.164
D
a8 B 5.8 14.9 20.2 40.9 0.67
[o] 0.064
D
H1 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D
H2 B 67.7 67.7 0.90
[ 0.106
D
H3 B 0.9 0.9 1.8 0.64
(] 0.003
D
H4 B 0.0 19.1 19.1 0.63
c 0.030
D
HS B 86.3 | 145.6 231.9 0.90
(o] 0.362
D




COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS - TABLE 17
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DATE: 18-May-92
AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES OVERALL VALUES
HYDROLOGIC COMMER . | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID |SCHOOL AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN [INDUST |1/8 AC [1/6 AC |1/4 AC J1/3 AC1/2 Ac| 1 Ac| 5 Ac| /cHUR | Ac/sM c
H6 B 89.0 89.0 0.90
o] 0.139
D
H7 B 10.1 0.0 10.1 0.90
c 0.016
)
HB B 0.0 5.7 5.7 0.63
c 0.009
D
H9 B 81.7 5.7 87.4 0.63
c 0.137
D
H10 B 9.4 14.7 16.7 40.8 | o0.70
c 0.064
D
H11 B 88.7 88.7| o0.90
c 0.139
D
H12 B 32.6 28.4 61.0 0.77
c 0.095
D
H13 B 46.5 35.2 81.7] o0.78
c 0.128
D
H14 B 62.3 7.7 70.0| o0.87
c 0.109
D
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RATIONAL METHOD - SUBBASIN HYDROLOGIC DATA - UNPLATTED AREAS
DATE: 18-May-92

AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES OVERALL VALUES
hYDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID { RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID kCHOOL AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN |INDUST [1/8 AC {1/6 AC {1/4 AC [1/3 AC [1/2 AC 1 AC 5 AC | /CHUR AC/8M C
H15 B 29.4 20.0 49.4 0.%0
Cc 0.077
D
H16 B 7.2 10.3 3.2 20.7 0.73
c 0.032
D
H17 B 0.0 3.7 42.5 46.2 0.63
c 0.072
D
H18 B 4.0 92.9 7.8 104.7 0.63
c 0.164
D
H1S B 16.7 2.8 37.3 9.9 4.6 71.3 0.63
(o 0.111
D
H20 B 32.4 13.0 45.4 0.57
c 0.071
D
H21 B 51.7 51.7 0.90
(o] 0.081
D
H22 B 0.4 98.9 110.4 0.90
[o] 0.173
D 4.0 7.1
H23 B 21.0 34.0 10.0 65.0 0.61
c 0.102
D
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DATE: 18-May-92
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AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES

OVERALL VALUES

HYDROLOOIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID RESID kCHOOL AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN |[INDUST [1/8 AC [1/6 AC 1/4 AC [1/3 AC 1/2 AC 1 AC 5 AC | /CHUR AC/SM (o]
11 B 0.0 0.0 7.3 0.0 17.0] 0.74
c 8.4 1.3 0.027
D
12 B 0.0 4.6 4.6 | 0.58
c 0.007
D
I3 B 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D
14 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D
15 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000 |
D
16 B 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D
17 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D
18 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D
19 B 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D
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DATE: 18-May-92

SHEET 12 OF 19

AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES OVERALL VALUES
TIYDROLOOIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID ’FCHOOL AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN |[INDUST [1/8 AC 1/6 AC [1/4 AC 1/3 AC {1/2 AC 1 AC S AC | /CHUR AC/8M (o]
Il10 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.0 0.000
D
J1 B 3.8 7.7 26.8 38.3 ) 0.62
c 0.060
D
J2 B 2.5 2.5 o0.90
c 0.004
D 0.0
J3 B 25.7 25.7| 0.90
c 0.040
D 0.0
X1 B 70.3 85.0| 0.67
c 1¢.7 0.133
D
X2 B 9.2 2.4 89.9 | 0.72
c 3.2{ 75.1 0.140
D
X3 B 8.4 10.6 0.0 2.1 21.1| 0.7s
c . 0.033
D
x4 B 7.3 9.9 22.6 84.0| 0.72
c 7.2 0.131
D 9.4 14.2 13.4
L1 B 1.1 2.9 6.9 0.71
c 0.011
D 2.9
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DATE: 18-May-92
AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES OVERALL VALUES
HYDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID [SCHOOL AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN |[INDUST {1/8 AC [1/6 AC [1/4 AC [1/3 AC|1/2 Ac| 1 Ac| 5 AC| /CHUR | AC/sM c
L2 B 13.5 0.0 0.0 41.3 0.58
c 0.065
D 27.8
M1 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D
M2 B 13.6 3.0 0.0 9.1 0.0 35.1| 0.75
c 0.055
D 9.
M3 B 0.0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D
M4 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D
M5 B 0.0 0.0 12.2 0.0 12.2 0.58
c 0.019
D
M6 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D
N1l B 14.9 1.6 16.5 0.87
c 0.026
D
N2 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D
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DATE: 18-May-92
AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES OVERALL VALUES
HYDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESTD |scHooL AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN JINDUST [1/8 AC [1/6 AC [1/4 AC[1/3 AC 1/2 Ac| 1 Ac| 5 Ac| /cHUR | Ac/sm c
N3 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.0 0.000
D
o1 B 8.5 .3 0.0 25.0| o0.68
¢ 9.2 .0 0.039
D
02 B 0.0 7.8] 0.75
c 0.0 0.012
D 7.8 0.0
Pl B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.0 0.0 0.000
D 0.0 0.0
P2 B 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
)
P3 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c - 0. 0.000
D 0.0
Q1 B 4.1 2.8 0.0 0.0 6.9 0.80
c 0.011
D
Q2 B 6.0 0.0 0.0 2.0 2.0 4.0] o.61
c 0.006
D
Q3 B 0.0 0.3 2.7 3.0 o.6¢
c 0.005
D
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RATIONAL METHOD - SUBBASIN HYDROLOGIC DATA - UNPLATTED AREAS
DATE: 18-May-92

AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES OVERALL VALUES
HYDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID ISCHOOL AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN [INDUST [1/8 AC [1/6 AC [1/4 AC [1/3 AC 1/2 AC 1 AC 5 AC | /CHUR AC/SM C
Q4 B 0.0 13.1 0.0 13.1 0.65
c 0.020
D
Q5 B 0.0 0.0 N/A
(o] 0.000
D
Q6 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D 0.0 -
Q7 B 1.9 0.0 3.1 2.2 9.9 0.63
(o] 0.015
D 1.3 1.4
Q8 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
(o] 0.000
D
Rl B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D
R2 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
o] 0.000
D
R3 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D
R4 B 0.0 20.9 0.0 20.9 0.90
c 0.033
D
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DATE: 18-May-92
AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES OVERALL VALUES
YDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID kcnoon AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN |INDUST |1/8 AC |1/6 AC [1/4 Ac 1/3 Ac /2 Ac| 1 Ac| 5 Ac| /cHUR | Ac/sM c
RS B 6.9 6.9 0.90
[ - 0.011
D
R6 B 0.0 5.6 10.3 0.0 0.0 15.9 | 0.74
c 0.0 0.0 0.025
D
R7 B 3.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.2 0.80
c 0.005
D
Ss1 B 8.6 11.6 0.0 6.2 26.4 0.71
o] 0.041
D
s2 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D
53 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D
T1A B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D
T1B B 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
(o] 0.000
D
T2 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
o] 0.000
D
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RATIONAL METHOD - SUBBASIN HYDROLOGIC DATA - UNPLATTED AREAS
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DATE: 18-May-92
AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES OVERALL VALUES
HYDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID |SCHOOL AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN [INDUST [1/8 AC [1/6 AC [1/4 Ac 1/3 Ac 1/2 ac| 1 ac| s ac /CHUR | AcC/sM c
T3 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D
T4A B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.0 0.0 0.000
D
T4B B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.0 0.000
D
UdA B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D
u4B B 0.0 0.0 .0 0.0 N/A
c 0.0 0.000
D
u1 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.0 0.000
D
u2 B 5.1 0.0 3.4 8.5 0.77
c 0.013
D
u3 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D
vi B 2. 0.0 0.0 11.0| o0.90
c 8. 0.017
D 0.0 0.0
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RATIONAL METHOD - SUBBASIN HYDROLOGIC DATA - UNPLATTED AREAS
DATE: 18-May-92

SHEET 18 OF 19

YDROLOGIC

AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES

OVERALL VALUES

COMMER

RESID lSCHOOL

RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID AREA
BASIN TlSOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN [INDUST j1/8 AC {1/6 AC [1/4 AC [1/3 AC [1/2 AC 1 AC 5 AC | /CHUR AC/8M [

v2 B 4.1 9.9 0.6 77.5 0.87
c 62.9 0.121
D

wl B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
(o] 0.000
D 0.0

w2 B 0.0 0.0 H/A
c 0.000
D 0.0

w3 B .0 0.0 0.0 N/A
C 0.0 0.0 0.000
D 0.0

X1A B 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
(o] 0.000
D

X1B B 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
o] 0.000
D 0.0 0.0 0.0

X2 B 3.0 0.0 0.0 3.0 0.55
C 0.00S
D

X3 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

X4 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
c 0.000
D 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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RATIONAL METHOD - SUBBASIN HYDROLOGIC DATA - UNPLATTED AREAS

SHEET 19 OF 19

DATE: 18-May-92
AVERAGE LAND USE TYPE AND AREA IN ACRES OVERALL VALUES
HYDROLOGIC COMMER RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID | RESID ISCHOOL AREA
BASIN | SOIL TYPE | PARKS OR BUSIN [INDUST {1/8 AC {1/6 AC [1/4 AC 1/3 AC {1/2 AC 1 AC 5 AC | /CHUR AC/SM [
X5 B 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 N/A
(o] 0.000
D 0.0 0.0 0.0
Yl B 16.1 0.0 0.0 16.1 0.55
c 0.025
D
Y2 B 15.6 0.0 15.6 0.90
(o] 0.0 0.024
D 0.0 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 241.6 1175.7 547 | 730.4 1620.1 [1253.8 0 0] 493.4 | 740.3 | 175.9 6,978 0.63
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PLATTED VS. UNPLATTED AREAS - CA VALUES DATE: 18-May-92
UNPLATTED PLATTED UNPLATTED PLATTED UNPLATTED

AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA

BASIN ACRES ACRES ACRES C VALUE C VALUE CA VALUE CA VALUE
Al 120.6 3.0 117.6 0.20 0.20 0.6 23.5
A2 134.2 23.0 111.2 0.20 0.20 4.6 22.2
A3 103.9 9.6 9.3 0.20 0.20 1.9 18.9
Ao 162.4 124.5 37.9 0.20 0.20 24.9 7.6
AS 134.2 94.0 40.2 0.20 0.20 18.8 8.0
Ab 90.0 67.7 22.3 0.20 0.20 13.5 4.5
A7 87.4 29.4 58.0 0.20 0.20 5.9 11.6
A8 153.3 122.1 31.2 0.20 0.20 24.4 6.2
A9 126.0 124.6 1.4 0.20 0.20 24.9 0.3
A10 108.2 92.4 15.8 0.20 0.20 18.5 3.2
Al 76.1 26.4 49.7 0.20 0.20 5.3 9.9
A2 76.2 31.0 45.2 0.40 0.40 12.4 18.1
A3 102.9 99.2 3.7 0.20 0.20 19.8 0.7
81 122.6 44.8 77.8 0.27 0.40 12.1 31.1
82 68.6 1.0 67.6 0.40 0.60 0.4 40.6
83 93.2 4.4 88.8 0.58 0.55 2.6 48.8
B4 66.6 9.6 57.0 0.58 0.54 3.6 30.8
B85 68.2 0.0 68.2 1.00 0.72 0.0 49.1
B6 117.2 9.9 107.3 0.58 0.65 5.7 69.7
B7 190.1 0.0 190.1 1.00 0.63 0.0 119.8
B8 101.8 0.0 101.8 1.00 0.73 0.0 74.3
89 108.0 21.6 86.4 0.65 0.71 14.0 61.3
c1 105.3 38.1 67.2 0.40 0.39 15.2 26.2
c2 98.3 0.0 98.3 1.00 0.22 0.0 21.6
c3 103.6 2.0 101.6 0.20 0.40 0.4 40.6
Cé4 143.1 2.0 141.1 0.20 0.46 0.4 64.9
c5 145.6 37.2 108.4 0.20 0.47 7.4 50.9
Cé6 68.3 0.0 68.3 1.00 0.62 0.0 42.3
c7 99.6 0.0 99.6 1.00 0.63 0.0 62.7
c8 109.2 1.0 108.2 0.40 0.64 0.4 69.2
c9 132.0 0.0 132.0 1.00 0.61 0.0 80.5
c10 67.7 0.0 67.7 1.00 0.61 0.0 41.3
c11 .7 0.0 79.7 1.00 0.66 0.0 52.6
Ci2 71.6 0.0 71.6 1.00 0.65 0.0 46.5
c13 79.9 0.0 79.9 1.00 0.45 0.0 36.0
C14 66.7 0.0 66.7 1.00 0.60 0.0 40.0
c15 54.6 0.0 54.6 1.00 0.62 0.0 33.9
C16 90.5 0.0 90.5 1.00 0.60 0.0 54.3
c17 56.4 0.0 56.4 1.00 0.61 0.0 34.4
c18 128.5 0.0 128.5 1.00 0.62 0.0 7.7
c19 7.9 0.0 71.9 1.00 0.62 0.0 44.6
€20 72.5 0.0 72.5 1.00 0.63 0.0 45.7
D1 105.7 0.0 105.7 1.00 0.68 0.0 71.9




COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS - TABLE 18

PLATTED VS. UNPLATTED AREAS - CA VALUES

SHEET 2 OF 5

DATE:

18-May-92

UNPLATTED

AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA

BASIN ACRES ACRES ACRES C VALUE C VALUE CA VALUE CA VALUE
D2 127.1 8.8 118.3 0.69 0.70 6.1 82.8
03 81.1 27.1 54.0 0.90 0.90 24.4 48.6
D& 75.2 0.0 75.2 1.00 0.81 0.0 60.9
05 81.7 23.0 58.7 0.90 0.90 20.7 52.8
E1 59.5 0.0 59.5 1.00 0.54 0.0 32.1
E2 57.7 0.0 57.7 1.00 0.83 0.0 47.9
E3 93.7 0.0 93.7 1.00 0.75 0.0 70.3
E4 98.6 0.0 98.6 1.00 0.70 0.0 69.0
E5 81.4 0.0 81.4 1.00 0.72 0.0 58.6
E6 28.8 0.0 28.8 1.00 0.60 0.0 17.3
E7 75.2 23.9 51.3 0.65 0.7 15.5 36.4
E8 79.6 0.0 79.6 1.00 0.73 0.0 58.1
E9 67.2 0.0 67.2 1.00 0.60 0.0 40.3
E10 59.9 16.6 43.3 0.63 0.62 10.5 26.8
E11 63.8 4.7 59.1 0.58 0.60 2.7 35.5
F1 87.7 10.3 77.4 0.63 0.69 6.5 53.4
G 115.1 39.0 76.1 0.63 0.80 24.6 60.9
G2 68.7 53.5 15.2 0.65 0.56 3.8 8.5
G3 116.9 100.1 16.8 0.63 0.60 63.1 10.1
G4 84.7 43.4 41.3 0.72 0.80 31.2 33.0
G5 75.5 18.8 56.7 0.59 0.60 1.1 34.0
G6 89.0 85.0 4.0 0.63 0.63 53.6 2.5
G7 109.6 4.6 105.0 0.76 0.66 3.5 69.3
68 52.1 11.2 40.9 0.65 0.67 7.3 27.4
H1 107.9 107.9 0.0 0.82 1.00 88.5 0.0
K2 67.7 0.0 67.7 1.00 0.90 0.0 60.9
H3 90.2 88.4 1.8 0.63 0.64 55.7 1.2
Hé 82.1 43.0 19.1 0.63 0.63 39.7 12.0
H5 231.9 0.0 231.9 1.00 0.90 0.0 208.7
H6 136.8 47.8 89.0 0.90 0.90 43.0 80.1
N7 89.9 79.8 10.1 0.73 0.90 58.3 9.1
d 80.0 74.3 5.7 0.65 0.63 48.3 3.6
N9 110.4 23.0 87.4 0.63 0.63 14.5 55.1
H10 40.8 0.0 40.8 1.00 0.70 0.0 28.6
H11 92.2 3.5 88.7 0.90 0.90 3.2 79.8
K12 104.0 43.0 61.0 0.72 0.77 31.0 47.0
H13 81.7 0.0 81.7 1.00 0.78 0.0 63.7
H14 73.6 3.6 70.0 0.90 0.87 3.2 60.9
H15 53.4 4.0 49.4 0.90 0.90 3.6 44.5
H16 68.0 47.3 20.7 0.68 0.73 32.2 15.1
17 65.0 18.8 46.2 0.67 0.63 12.6 29.1
H18 111.0 6.3 104.7 0.63 0.63 4.0 6.0
H19 75.2 3.9 71.3 0.58 0.63 2.3 44.9
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PLATTED VS. UNPLATTED AREAS - CA VALUES DATE: 18-May-92
BASIN PLATTED UNPLATTED PLATTED UNPLATTED PLATTED UNPLATTED

AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA

BASIN ACRES ACRES ACRES C VALUE C VALUE CA VALUE CA VALUE
H20 45.4 0.0 45.4 1.00 0.57 0.0 25.9
H21 51.7 0.0 51.7 1.00 0.90 0.0 46.5
H22 113.7 3.3 110.4 0.90 0.90 3.0 99.4
H23 67.0 2.0 65.0 0.65 0.61 1.3 39.7
J1 136.1 97.8 38.3 0.62 0.62 60.6 23.7
J2 54.2 51.7 2.5 0.90 0.90 46.5 2.3
J3 84.6 58.9 25.7 0.90 0.90 53.0 23.1
K1 108.0 23.0 85.0 0.66 0.67 15.2 57.0
K2 119.9 30.0 89.9 0.64 0.72 19.2 64.7
3 62.8 41.7 21.1 0.66 0.75 27.5 15.8
Ké 93.8 9.8 84.0 0.79 0.72 7.7 60.5
L1 92.7 85.8 6.9 0.66 0.71 56.6 4.9
L2 94.0 52.7 41.3 0.58 0.58 30.6 264.0
M1 57.6 57.6 0.0 0.84 1.00 48.4 0.0
M2 130.9 95.8 35.1 0.61 0.75 58.4 26.3
M3 102.1 102.1 0.0 0.65 1.00 66.4 0.0
M4 146.5 146.5 0.0 0.52 1.00 76.2 0.0
M5 65.1 52.9 12.2 0.58 0.58 30.7 7.1
M6 64.6 64.6 0.0 0.60 1.00 38.8 0.0
01 72.0 47.0 25.0 0.70 0.68 32.9 17.0
02 77.8 70.0 7.8 0.70 0.75 49.0 5.9
P1 77.8 77.8 0.0 0.68 1.00 52.9 0.0
P2 53.7 53.7 0.0 0.58 1.00 31.1 0.0
P3 127.7 127.7 0.0 0.64 1.00 81.7 0.0
1 65.1 58.2 6.9 0.61 0.80 35.5 5.5
Q2 128.6 124.6 4.0 ' 0.61 0.61 76.0 2.4
Q3 50.0 47.0 3.0 0.65 0.64 30.6 1.9
Q4 82.2 69.1 13.1 0.72 0.65 49.8 8.5
Q5 98.2 98.2 0.0 0.58 1.00 57.0 0.0
Qb 134.4 134.4 0.0 0.81 1.00 108.9 0.0
Qa7 116.4 106.5 9.9 0.64 0.63 68.2 6.2
Q8 53.8 53.8 0.0 0.67 1.00 36.0 0.0
s1 84.1 57.7 26.4 0.59 0.71 34.0 18.7
$2 85.8 85.8 0.0 0.68 1.00 58.3 0.0
s3 116.8 116.8 0.0 0.63 1.00 73.6 0.0
T1A 56.9 56.9 0.0 0.69 1.00 39.3 0.0
T18 81.4 81.4 0.0 0.62 1.00 50.5 0.0
T2 101.7 101.7 0.0 0.48 1.00 48.8 0.0
T3 74.6 T4.6 0.0 0.56 1.00 41.8 0.0
T4A 60.7 60.7 0.0 0.64 1.00 38.8 0.0
T4B 48.0 48.0 0.0 0.73 1.00 35.0 0.0
V1 146.6 135.6 11.0 0.64 0.90 86.8 9.9
V2 90.6 13.1 7.5 0.90 0.87 11.8 67.4
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COTTONWOOD CREEK DBPS - TABLE 18
PLATTED VS. UNPLATTED AREAS - CA VALUES

BASIN PLATTED UNPLATTED PLATTED UNPLATTED PLATTED UNPLATTED

AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA

BASIN ACRES ACRES ACRES C VALUE C VALUE CA VALUE CA VALUE
Wt 134.0 134.0 0.0 0.73 1.00 97.8 0.0
W2 7.7 9.7 0.0 0.90 1.00 7.7 0.0
w3 67.3 67.3 0.0 0.90 1.00 60.6 0.0
TOTAL 12,110.6 5,260.6 6,850.0 3,093.6 4,311.5
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PLATTED VS. UNPLATTED AREAS - CA VALUES DATE: 18-May-92
BASIN PLATTED UNPLATTED PLATTED UNPLATTED PLATTED UNPLATTED

AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA

BASIN ACRES ACRES ACRES C VALUE C VALUE CA VALUE CA VALUE
I 129.7 112.7 17.0 0.60 0.74 67.6 12.6
12 64.7 60.1 4.6 0.61 0.58 36.7 2.7
13 85.4 85.4 0.0 0.58 1.00 49.5 0.0
14 111.2 111.2 0.0 0.58 1.00 64.5 0.0
15 157.2 157.2 0.0 0.64 1.00 100.6 0.0
16 175.1 175.1 0.0 0.90 1.00 157.6 0.0
17 95.7 95.7 0.0 0.68 1.00 65.1 0.0
18 68.2 68.2 0.0 0.68 1.00 46.4 0.0
19 29.4 29.4 0.0 0.58 1.00 17.1 0.0
110 109.7 109.7 0.0 0.61 1.00 66.9 0.0
N1 98.1 81.6 16.5 0.81 0.87 66.1 14.4
N2 58.4 58.4 0.0 0.59 1.00 34.5 0.0
N3 162.4 162.4 0.0 0.60 1.00 97.4 0.0
R1 114.6 114.6 0.0 0.83 1.00 95.1 0.0
R2 79.6 79.6 0.0 0.61 1.00 48.6 0.0
R3 47.4 47.4 0.0 0.83 1.00 39.3 0.0
R4 124.1 103.2 20.9 0.87 0.90 89.8 18.8
RS 124.4 117.5 6.9 0.90 0.90 105.8 6.2
R6 127.8 111.9 15.9 0.66 0.74 73.9 11.8
R7 105.7 102.5 3.2 0.77 0.90 78.9 2.9
u1 86.9 86.9 0.0 0.63 1.00 54.7 0.0
U2 92.7 84.2 8.5 0.63 0.77 53.0 6.5
u3 66.1 66.1 0.0 0.80 1.00 52.9 0.0
ULA 53.4 53.4 0.0 0.61 1.00 32.6 0.0
U4B 100.0 100.0 0.0 0.52 1.00 52.0 0.0
X1A 30.6 30.6 0.0 0.56 1.00 17.1 0.0
X18 7.7 79.7 0.0 0.57 1.00 45.4 0.0
X2 94.3 91.3 3.0 0.89 0.55 81.3 1.7
X3 118.8 118.8 0.0 0.82 1.00 97.4 0.0
X4 117.3 117.3 0.0 0.64 1.00 7.1 0.0
X5 78.9 78.9 0.0 0.68 1.00 53.7 0.0
Y1 79.6 63.5 16.1 0.58 0.55 36.8 8.9
Y2 97.3 81.7 15.6 0.89 0.90 7.7 14.0
TOTAL 3,164.4 3,036.2 128.2 2,126.0 100.4
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