SAN JUAN REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION
AGENDA
NOVEMBER 19, 2024
SILVERTON TOWN HALL

San Juan Regional Planning Commission meetings will be conducted in a hybrid virtual/in-
person format. All persons including Board Members, Staff, Applicants and interested Public
may meet in person or via zoom. The information necessary to connect to the public meeting is
listed below.

6:00 PM Town of Silverton Land Use Code Work Session
7:30 PM Roll Call of Members and Minutes

7:35 PM Barbara Nolan - Improvement Permit Application For The Construction Of
An 18’ X 20° 360 Sq. Ft. Addition To Her Cabin Located 1325 CR4A On A Portion Of The
Una Mill Site, M.S. 10036B And Emma Lode M.S. 10036A

7:50 PM Travis Mohrman - Improvement Permit Application For The Development
Of A 20° X 8 160 Sq. Ft. Storage Shed To Be Located On The GW Lode MS 1132
Variance Request - Section 4-110.20 Square Footage Limitations

OTHER:

ADJOURN: Next Regular Meeting — 7:00 PM, Tuesday December 10, 2024

Join Zoom Meeting
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/88637487127
By Telephone: Dial 669-900-6833 and enter Webinar ID 886 3748 7127 when prompted




San Juan Regional Planning Commission
October 15, 2024

The San Juan Regional Planning Commission met virtually via zoom and in the San Juan
Commission meeting room on October 15, 2024, at 7:05 PM with roll call showing the
following attendance:

Bev Rich Absent Ken Safranski X
Jim Weller X Melissa Childs X
Lindsey Halvorson X Austin Lashley X
Jim Harper X

Also present via Zoom were Melissa Childs, Austin Lashley, Gloria Kaasch-Buerger, Jim
Harper, Walt Brown, Blake Campbell, DeAnne Gallegos, and Gabby Hart from Clarion
Associates. Present in the San Juan Meeting Room were William Tookey, County
Administrator and Chris Tookey. Secretary, along with Jim Weller, Ken Safranski,
Lindsey Halvorson. melody Skinner and Lucy Mulvihill.

MINUTES: September 17, 2024
Jim Weller made a motion to approve the minutes of September 17. 2024, with a second
from Ken Safranski. The motion passed unanimously with a show of hands.

BLAKE CAMPBELL HAS SUBMITTED A VACATION RENTAL
APPLICATION FOR 66 MILL CREEK DRIVE. THE PROPERTY IS
CURRENTLY OWNED BY DIANE CAMPBELL, LIME CREEK PROPERTIES
LLC. HE HAS RECEIVED AUTHORIZATION TO OPERATE A VACATION
RENTAL AT 66 MILL CREEK DRIVE.

Blake Campbell was on Zoom to answer questions.

After discussion and background information of the project from William Tookey. Land
Use Administrator, and the applicant. The Chairman asked for any input from any public.
There was none. The Planning Commission members knew the background of Mr.
Campbell. Ken Safranski made a motion to recommend to the San Juan County
Commissioners that they approve the Vacation Rental Request. Jim Harper seconded the
motion. and the motion was called with a roll call vote. Weller-Y. Safranski-N. Childs-Y.
Halvorson-N, Harper-Y, Lashley-N. The final vote was 3-3. The end result was no
recommendation could be sent.

A letter was sent to the San Juan County Commissioners.
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San Juan Regional Planning Commission
October 15, 2024

CONTINUATION OF THE TOWN OF SILVERTON LAND USE CODE UPDATE
WORK SESSION

Gabby Hart and Elizabeth Garvin were present from the Clarion Association group who
have been working for the Town of Silverton’s Land Use Code. They gave the Planning
Commission the update of the land Use Code Timeline.

The meeting was adjourned at 9:33 PM.

Respectfully Submitted,

Christine M. Tookey, Secretary
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MEMORANDUM

November 19, 2024

TO: San Juan Regional Planning Commission

FR: William A. Tookey

RE: Una Mill Site, M.S. 10036B and Emma Lode M.S. 10036A

Barbara Nolan has submitted an Improvement Permit Application for the construction of
an 18” X 20° 360 sq. ft. addition to her cabin located 1325 CR4A on a portion of the Una
Mill Site, M.S. 10036B and Emma Lode M.S. 10036A. The property is located in
Cunningham Gulch and will be accessed from CR4A.

The property is currently owned by Barbara Nolan and the taxes are current.

The property is located within the Mountain Zoning District which requires a minimum
lot area of 5 acres. The area of the property is 2.71 acres and not in compliance with the
minimum 5 acres. However, I believe that this property is a “Nonconforming lot”,
pursuant to pre-existing subdivision plats of record at the time of passage of this
resolution and may be built upon providing that all other relevant district requirements
are met.

On April 26, 2006 the County Commissioners approved the Application for Improvement
Permit submitted by David and Barbara Nolan for the construction of a cabin, storage
shed and septic system on the Una Mill Site, M.S. 10036B and Emma Lode M.S. 10036A
with the following conditions:

I. That the septic system be located and designed in a manner approved by the San Juan Basin
Health Department and that the well is separated from the septic system according to
requirements from San Juan basin Health Department.

2. That the applicants retain as many trees as possible for screening purposes while still complying
with the county fire safety regulations.

3. That the cabin be engineered for protection from powder avalanche loads.

4. That on-site trash is stored within a structure until removed to the Transfer Station.

5. That no structures, gates, posts etc. are installed within the 60 foot County Road 4 right-of-way.
6. That the historic Silverton Northern railroad grade be preserved and protected.

7. That the portions of the Una Mill Site and Emma Lode be replatted to consolidate the two
properties into one parcel of property. A plat note would state that no portion of the consolidated
property could be sold without an approved subdivision.

This application would amend the previously approved Improvement Permit.

The current cabin is 42° X 20” 840 sq. ft. with a 120 sq. ft. open porch. If the application
is approved the total area would be 1200 sq. ft.



The addition would increase the visual impact of the property. The addition shouldn’t
have any impact on water, wastewater treatment, or access.

The Planning Commission has the option to recommend approval as submitted, approval
with conditions or denial of this application to amend the current Improvement Permit.

Should the Planning Commission choose to recommend approval, they should do so with
the following conditions prior to the issuance of an Improvement Permit.

1.

(8]

That the applicant acknowledges that emergency services will not be available in a
timely manner and perhaps not at all.

All improvements to the consolidated Una Mill Site, M.S. 10036B and Emma Lode
M.S. 10036A tract shall fully and completely comply with, and strictly conform to,
all terms, conditions and restrictions contained in the San Juan County Zoning and
Land Use Regulation, all permits issued, and all applicable State and Federal rules
and regulations.

The applicant shall fully and completely comply with the San Juan County Zoning
and Land Use Regulation 4-110 Design and Development Standards for all
Improvement and Use Permits.

That the cabin be professionally designed and constructed for protection from powder
avalanche loads as identified in the Mears Avalanche Study of September 23, 2005.

That the applicants retain as many trees as possible for screening purposes while
still complying with County wildfire safety regulations. If necessary, as determined
by the County Commissioners, the applicant agrees to plant additional vegetation to
reduce the visual impact.

That the historic Silverton Northern railroad grade be preserved and protected. If
any historic artifacts are discovered on site during the excavation or construction,
all work on the project will be stopped immediately until the Historic Review
Committee or qualified archeologist can visit the site to document and preserve
those artifacts.

That the Land Use Administrator visits the site after the proposed improvements
have been located and staked on site prior to construction.

That the applicant be placed on the Town of Silverton’s Utility billing system for
refuse.

The failure to comply with these conditions shall be grounds for the revocation of
this Improvement Permit.



10. That the applicant acknowledges that this is an amendment to the properties current
approved Improvement Permit and that all such approvals, restrictions and
conditions will remain valid.

11. Any other conditions that the Planning Commission deems necessary.













San Joan County, Coloraln

Application for Improvement Permit

— |
Name I . 4 APPRON AL CHECKLIST laitial Dale
L ]hu [ (\_;L.[ﬁr'\_ ; —
D[ Mtdeess ’,*}.* & ¢ !L L,\‘ }:l Land Use Administrator
v €] = TR 7 == P Phone| Ownership of Surface
L e el 1 1) (R s
Name S*(,\ 28] Q Ownership of Minerals
: [Address Vicinin Vlap
- Phone| Certified Survey Plat
- |>ame TR e W u_,\_[ f’z Moaumentation
I TITI Basic Plan Vlap
R = T Y P B L VI Phone| Plans and Drawings
270 63 -3V 7 i
L.egal Description of Property: Road System Relationship
- | { ‘ ) ({ Zoning Compatibility
. - [ (=
7 oY on f Ay Sy vel State Mining Permit
J Owner Netification il
Avalanche tlazard
Geologic Hazard =it |
Floodplain Hazard
Wildfire Hazard
Township N, Range W, Section Mineral Rcsou-r:e lmp_ac(
Nature of Improsement Planncd: Wildlile Ympact -
i — I - - . -~ P Vintoric Nite Impact ———[i i o
Gty acd [Lun SPWCL
Watershed Gearance
County Building lnspector
| Building Permit
i — =0 1
State Electrical Inspeclar
Land Use Zone: o T o Electrical Permit ] |

\|b\|licdnl Signafure

/‘, I,,I‘-/“, I;’,?”_ } o /2[1

San Juan Basin Health Unit

Sewape Disposal: Test

Design

Date \pplication Requested

Central Sewage Collection

"~ Date Submitted for Permit | l I3 ' f L ") "“lf Stitte Division of Water Resources
e ——————————————————— A 1 + A
Date Permif Issued T \deguate VWater Source

" Date Permit Denied

Well Permit

Redson for Denial

Receipt FEE PAYMENI

Central W aler Distribution

L.S. Forest Service/Bl M

~ Access \pproval

State Division of Highways

\pplication

Driveway Permit

Building Permit

Subdivision/PL D

Subdivision Yariance

Hearing Nolice

Subdivision \pproval

PLD \pproval




PeCle
hrock 5@pot mad) . Com

Q7% - aq;p 3370

Hea+ther

SAN JUAN COUNTY
SUPPLEMENT TO APPLICATION FOR IMPROVEMENT AND LAND USE PERMITS
(Attach additional sheets as necessary)

County Land Use Regulations, thc County Master Plan and relevant forms may be found on the
County website: http://www.sanjuancountycolorado.us/planning

NOTE: THIS CHECK LIST HAS BEEN PREPARED TO MAKE IT EASIER FOR
APPLICANTS FOR LAND USE PERMITS TO DETERMINE WHAT IS REQUIRED BY
SAN JUAN COUNTY FOR LAND USE APPROVAL. IF YOU DON'T THINK YOU
CAN COMPLETE IT, CONSIDER HIRING A PROFESSIONAL TO ASSIST YOU.
SEVERAL PROFESSIONALS ARE AVAILABLE IN SILVERTON OR ELSEWHERE
WHO ARE FAMILIAR WITH THE COUNTY LAND USE CODE AND MIGHT BE
ABLE TO ASSIST YOU IN COMPLETING YOUR APPLICATION. THE COUNTY
PLANNER CANNOT COMPLETE THIS CHECK LIST FOR YOU!

See Section 3-102 for a preliminary list of information required for all improvement and
use permit applications.

NOTE: NO LAND USE OR IMPROVEMFENT PERMIT APPLICATION WILIL, BE,
REVIEWED BY THE SAN JUAN COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION OR BOARD
OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS UNTIL THE LAND USE ADMINSTRATOR HAS
CERTIFIED THAT THE APPLICATION IS COMPLETE AND CONTAINS ALL
REQUIRED INFORMATION.

l. A. Names/Addresses/telephone numbers/email addresses ol all Owners of any interest in

etc.) leca U ¢ clelyess © jods R o 0N B
Caaree Neolan K2 O ('(,c MM LNGS 147
O C O 73107 e nelen 136 ga heds cow)

(el 925-242- /7/0 land fine ot (Gbin Q20- 557-5057

B. Property Descrlpllon/locatlon/mze (3-102.3)._ 1) [eaSt SVE ( I(, (e K €Y ‘r/)

e
Lnclaced oA T ¢ iy b cadrory
¢ Proof of ownership or consent of all owners of any interest in the land (3-1 02.2)?

}q\Y [JN

* Proofof legal and adequate access for maximum use of proposed development
and provision of emergency services consistent with the proposed use? (3-102.2,
3-102.12, 3-102.13. 4-103.3()) /]QY [IN

[ ] federal access permit if access is across federal land (3-102.13, 4-103.3(H(ii))

1

Property and a drgrlptlon of their interest (fractional ow nershlp mineral 1ptm_s casements, S ) \.{
{ L
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| |ummu1l ll acgess is across private pruf\uh owned by nlhus[ F-103.3¢0)(11)

-' i lY‘L‘f'IleL‘[ L/ dung O f
( uunw ulnuwa\a permit it cl\.L%‘\ s Irn['m ad]a(c;ul dmjnl) rn.ul or if aceess

requires new intersection with or change to any County road (3-102.12)
[ ] State driveway permit if access is from adjacent State highway (3-102.12)

[ ] Road Use and Maintenance Agreement if multiple properties accessed from a
private road (3-1-2.13, 4-103.3()(i1))

How does the applicant propose to get to and trom the state highway system?

d RIS TNy (FTn LJ foad o4 2, e
C. What is the proposed improvement or use? N e t‘fq’;l—u\c\ \\\/lﬂci y POC S
D. N ame and contact info for any contractor who will be working on the project.
7-'“"”Icw\ Ychu(tz ( Dutfulo Py Framn }“‘L"_
Colll 2J0-943- 9997 Nome, §70-3877 /70

E. Are there any existing structures or other improvements on the Property? Tgél,Y [N
[fyes, describe them in detail including nature or type of improvement, location, etc. and provide
photographs of all such improvements.

E\(\_l"j‘h |\L’\ (0 LO\Q /'_')l\ul_d_f EREN A S ¢ A ‘\C"\ \') L\U_\C{ Hk_f
v i Lile" tnd enelesed decanvads.

F. Are there any historic structures, sites or artifacts known on the property? [ [ Y b(] N
[f so, describe them in detail including nature or type, location, ete. and provide photographs of
all such structures, sites and known artifacts.

‘ G. Are all property taxes assessed against the property fully paid up (2-105.5, 3-102.18)
/H\Y [IN It the Answer is NO, the application cannot be processed until all taxes are fully paid.

2. Applicable Land Use Zone: ﬂl(_"'{, € [’)"}L’t’ (N - elevation of property? l()i &_X)ﬂ ¢

A. [s the proposed use consistent with the intent of the applicgble zone as stated in the
Code (see section 1-106.1 for statement of intent for each zone)? P [N

B. Is proposcd development consistent with applicable zone regulations re density,
minimum parcel size, setbacks (sce 1-1 13)?/‘{(Y [IN

C. If the proposed use is in the Mountain Zone (see 1-106.1):

» Does the proposed use adversely affect natural and scenic environment? 1f so,

how? ne



¢ Is the proposed use consistent with seasonal access? Y [IN

¢ Is it within the alpine tundra ccosystem (see 1-107.1)? [JY ﬁdN Note: Residential
development is prohibited within any alpine tundra ecosystem.

» Isthe applicant or any related person or entity the owner of any existing residence
in the Mountain Zone? NY [IN Ifso, what existing property?

1M !_i__. Sanvmey g (,/J,tr\

Note: Under 1-107.1, if an applicant has an existing residential property in the
Mountain Zone, any land use application cannot be processed as a use subject to
review but must be reviewed using the criteria of the subdivision regulations in
Chapter 7.

D. If the proposed development is at or above 11.000 feet elevation. does it meet the
limitations on square footage (4-110.20)?

E. Is the proposed use a vacation rental? []Y m\l\l IT so, is it permitted under and
consistent with the vacation rental regulations (4-110.21)?

F. Is the proposed development a subdivision? []Y MN If so. see Chapter 7 of the Code
for additional requirements.

3. Arc any Overlay Zones applicable? (check all applicable) ﬂ /Af

[ 1 Scenic preservation — is property within 1300 ft of [ ] SNGRR? [ ] Hwy 5507
{ ] Alpinc Loop? (1-107.4, 1-114)

[ 1 Mineral (see 1-107.5) — is property located within Sections 10, 13, 14, 15, 16. 17, 22
250fT4I N, R7W? (1-116.1)

[ | Watershed Protection? (1-107.6)

[ 1 Town - County Mutual Interest (1-107.7) - is property ever likely to be connected to
Town services or annexed into Town? (1-107.7, 1-117)

[ ] Does the property likely cross a county line or is access from another County?
4. Master Plan Compliance (4-103.3):

A. What provisions of Master Plan apply to area or to proposcd use/development?

Sk ‘\(:\1”'--.5 N u [‘ P 1-4{ 4"2({ I)\. }5 N M \QQ }\(,ﬁx“’L
I ) -
o l\JT [ Lt(_*\'ﬂ’-

B. Is the proposed development consistent with applicable Master Plan provisions? List
applicable sections and explain how proposed development/use is consistent with those
provisions'”
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5. Is County review of the application likely to cost the County more than the base review fee
(see 2-104.1)7 []Y If so, what additional services is the County likely to require in
connection with its review of the application?

6. How many properties/parcels/claims are located within a relevant area for determination of
cumulative impacts under (4-103.1 and .2))? N\D A€ Describe the area deemed to be relevant
and the basis for that determination

A. How many other parcels are accessed via same road? \GYI_

B. How many other parcels are located within the same drainage basin or other relevant
arca and might be affected by drainage from the property? (G

D. Are any other parcels likely to obtain water from any underground source which is
interconnected with any underground water source which is proposed to be tapped for
water tor usc on the property? If'so. how many? N\

7. Do any natural hazards pose a risk on the property or with regard to any access to the
property? (check as applicable)

e
[} Avalanche Hazard (Chapter & K (opclucted (v L‘“q Loy
5“1([ ,JHH )LL cht {(

oytaine L Ca L“f\ ( Tlease
[ ] Floodplain Hazard (Chapter 10) =

se¢ ¢ reloxd ¢ f‘“_f

[ ] Geologic Hazard (Chapter 9)

| | Wildfire Hazard (Chapter 11) -

Lxplain the nature of the natural hazards which may pose a risk in connection with the proposed
development and how the applicant proposes to minimize or avoid such risks.

,.{ yre (v '\(\L,u lu 3§\‘dj (’bl\{lU( {*‘C‘ r\ 9\0(’
\1';\ ]\n Jl'\l,\ DRTZEEES {1‘ E. INC. (A M\A\a d n
L\_E PL&L(\‘\'[L\\ \l{t(K\({'

8. Historic Impact Review (3-105) Might the proposed development have any impact on historic
sites or assets located either on or off the property? (4-103.3(e)) If so, identify the historic sites



or assets which might be affected and explain how they might be affected and how the applicant
proposes to avoid such effects.  N\CNEL

9. Potential Health Impacts — Might the proposed use (when considered cumulatively with
existing or potential development on all other properties within the relevant area — see number
listed in 6 and in 6(a - d)above ) have any adversc impact on health of humans, wildlife or
natural habitat or on environmental quality? (3-106, 4-103.3(a) and (e))

(1Y PN Wildlife

[1Y B4 N Dust, smoke, fumes, contaminants or air pollution

[1Y BN Noise

[1Y 3N Water pollution

[1Y P(N Adverse affect on quality of water for human consumption? (1-115.3)
[ 1Y PN Soil contamination, erosion, etc.

[] Yb(& Hazardous materials/substances

Explain the nature of each potential impact and how the applicant proposes to minimize or avoid

such risks
N A

10. Might the proposed development (when considered cumulatively with existing or potential
development on all other properties within the relevant area - see number listed in 6(a) above)
have any adverse impacts on County roads? (3-107) [ ] Y'Kj N

Explain the nature ot each potential impact and how the applicant proposes to minimize or avoid

such risks.
CN[A

I'1. Might the proposed development (when considered cumulatively with existing or potential
development on all other properties within the relevant area — see numbers listed in 6 and 6(a —
d) above) have any adverse impuacts on other property”? (4-103.3(d)) | ] YKr,\J

Explain the nature of each potential impact and how the applicant proposes to minimize or avoid

such risks. N/ Pf



12. Might the proposed development (when considered cumulatively with existing or potential
development on all other properties within the relevant area — see numbers listed in 6 and 6(a —
d) above) have any adverse impacts on scenic values? (4-103.3(e))[]Y [)(N

Explain the nature of each potential impact and how the applicant proposes to minimize or avoid

such risks.
Ul

13. Might the proposed development (when considered cumulatively with existing or potential
development on all other propertics within the relevant area — sec numbers listed in 6 and 6(a —
d) above) have any adverse impacts on wildlife (habitat, food sources, migration, hunting, etc.)?
(4-1033(e) [ ] YR N

Lxplain the naturc of each potential impact and how the applicant proposes to minimize or avoid

such risks.
N/ fr

(4. Might the proposed development (when considered cumulatively with existing or potential
development on all other properties within the relevant area — see numbers listed in 6 and 6(a —
d) above) have any adverse impacts on erosion or other natural condition? (4-103.3(e)) | | YM
N

Explain the nature of each potential impact and how the applicant proposes to minimize or avoid

such risks.
N

IS. Are Skyline Regulations (3-102.7, 4-110.18) applicable? [ ] Y NN If yes, has the Applicant
demonstrated compliance with Skyline regulations? []JY [N

j(] Photos of existing property conditions (3-102.7(a))4 [V}G[LL(L"C’
[ ] Representations of proposed development against skyvline (3-102.7(h))
—)( JH’\L’ E’)L“f\ér\‘j fUy ) . 1 I 'hfv'y"\l'{ Jreacd) il bt;
at- oo e Lo e s q bin strucae



[ ] Story poles (if necessary) (3-102.7(c))
16. Has the applicant provided a Scenic Quality Report (4-110.19)? []Y m\l

16. Has Applicant provided proof of availability of adequate source of potable water for
maximum potential use of proposed development, fire fighting and other purposes (3-102.8, 4-
103.3(b))

[ ] Decreed water right

[ ] Central water system
pq Well permit

[ ] Water storage system

17. tlas Applicant provided prool of adeyuate sewage disposal for maximum use of proposed
development (3-102.10, 4-1-3.3(¢)) Li{\ [N

[ ] Central sewer system [ ] existing or [ ] new
_b(lndividual septic system permit

18. Has the Applicant provided proot of adequate utilities for maximum use of proposed
development (4-103.3(g))? NY | IN

a. clectric N SMPA service commitment
[} other
b. telephone communications [ | land line service commitment
[ ] cell phone service available

b{satellite phone service available

Plother CL\Y(QV\+\~j '\&S'\r\(‘ [(L ! h(r'\}; Q\\-L ) l'i LLJ l&\LJ\}
LT U AN LV v i v\ =

19 A. What emergency services might be required by the proposed development or its
potential uses?

K] Fire

M EMS

M Law Enforecement

[ ] Mountain or back country rescue

[] Other

B. What are probable response times for any indicated emergency services?

o ,
TA Fire \3 NN \/C\ ¥<



[1EMS 15 ks
[ ] Law Enforecement 7L£ "M \klf\és

[ ] Mountain or back country rescue
| ] Other

C. Has the Applicant provided proof of availability of each emergency service which
might be required for the proposed use (unless deemed unnecessary) (4-103.3(h))?
Explain how Applicant proposes to secure cach emergency service which may be
required by or in connection with the proposed development or its use?

\PS . ENXIS Lifltéi_ residunce B
i

D. Ifany emergency service listed is deemed unnccessary, explain why it is
unnecessary? :1
ry /\;/ oo

20. Is Expert Assistance required for any portion of the County’s review? If so, in what area
and for what purpuose? N / A
4

21. Are any special permit conditions needed to:
a. Protect of health, safety or welfare of general public? (2-110.1)
b. Protect of persons or property? (2-110.1)
c. Protect of historic assets? (1-114.3,2-110.1)
d. Protect of scenic views and vistas? (1-114.2, [-115.1, 1-116.4, 2-110.1)
e. Protect cultural assets? (2-110.1)
f. Protect against natural hazards? (2-110.2 and .3)
g. Protect environmental assets? (1-114.2, 1-115.1 1-116.4)
h. Address soils, slopes, geologic hazards? (1-114.4, [-115.2, 1-116.5)
i. Adequately address access incl. roads, drives, parking? (1-114.5.1-116.6)
j. Protect water purity? (1-115.1)

k. Preserve access to mineral development? (1-116.3)

Land Use Checkint 2006 11
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FoomNo. OFFICE OF THE STATE ENGINEER i (1’ el
cws-25 COLORADO DIVISION OF WATER RESOURCES

818 Centennial Bldg . 1313 Sherman St , Denver, Colorado 80203
(303) 865-3581

WELL PERMIT NUMBER 2702086 - 0 -

\
APPLICANT DIV 7 WD 30 DES. BASIN MD

CL/)\-f‘UY(j/no\-/( o e &

/0~ R 3 Ve

l.gtf Block: Filing: Subdiv EMMA MILLSITE

APPROVED WELL LOCATION
SAN JUAN COUNTY
1/4 SE 1/4  Section 12
DAVID J AND BARBARA NOLAN
3HI5BISON-GIR P O. Doy 375 DISTANCES FROM SECTION LINES
PINETOP, AZ 85935-

Township 41 N Range 7W New Mex P.M

Ft from Section Line
Ft from Section Line
(928) 369-2091 UTM COORDINATES (Metars Zone 13 NADA3)
PERMIT TO CONSTRUCT AWELL Easting: Northing:

( ISSUANCE OF THIS F’ERMIT DOES NOT CONFER A WATER RIGHT
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

seeking relief 1n a civil court action

of a variance has been granted by the State Board of Examiners of Water Well Construction and Pump Installation
Contractors 1n accordance with Rule 18

3)  Approved pursuant to CRS 37-92-602(3)(b)(I}

animals This well is lo be located on the Emma Millsite San Juan County
5)  The pumping rate of this well shall not exceed 15 GPM

Range and distances from section ines or 3 GPS iocation pursuant to the Division of Water Resources' guidelines

| ™ 8100

4)  The use of ground water from this well is limited to fire protection. ordinary household purposes inside not more than 3
singte family dwelling(s) the irngation of not more than 1 acre of home gardens and lawns, and the watering of domestic

1)  This well shall be used in such a way as to cause no material injury to existing water rights The issuance of this permit
does not ensure that no Injury will occur tu another vested water right or preclude another owner of a vested water right from

23 The construction of this well shall be in compliance with the \Water Well Construct:on Rules 2 CCR 402-2, uniess approval

6) Pursuantto Rule 6 2.3 of the Water Well Construction Rules the well construction contractor shall submit the as-buiit well
location on work reports required by Rule 17 3 within 60 days of compielion of the well  The measured location must be
accurate to 200 feet of the actual location The location information must include either the 1/4 1/4, Section. Township.

p
e T
[}

rof {
APPROVED /1 : fa
JST i A—) _‘__-_._:]-, B g ‘/i

State Engineer

—

|Receipl No 9702301 DATE ISSUED 08-16-2006 E‘(Bfﬁé)’l ION DATE 08-156-2008

)



COLORADO DIVISION OF WATER RESOURCES
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

1313 SHERMAN ST., RM 818, DENVER, CO 80203
phone —Info: (303) 866-3587 main: (303) 866-3581

fax: (303) 866-3580 hitp/Awww.water.stals.co.us

RES'DENT'AL Note: Also use this form to apply for livestock watering
Water Well Permit Application

Review instructions on reverse side prior to completing form.
The form must be compieted in black or biue Ink or typed.

Office Use Only

Form GWS-44 (02/2005)

—

1. Applicant Information

Nrn.oqul

Dav.d e Nolew
cxacg Nolan -

265 B Ge -
Pooen Az [f5as

T
(
2. Type Of Application (check eck applicable boxes)

8. Use Of Well (check applicable boxes)

See Inshudjoru to detarmine use(s) for which you mny qullify
A, Ordina huunhnld usae in one single-family dwelling

(noo

ide use)

O B. Ordinary household use in 1 to 3 single-family dwellings:
Number of dwellings:

{J Home gardenfawn irrigation, not to exceed one acre:

area irigated

O sq. . J sae

[ Domestic animal watering — (non-commercial)
[ C. Livastock watering (on farm/ranch/range/pasture)

acre-feet

A Conatruct new well ] Use existing well
[ Replace existing well [ Change or increase use 7. Well Data (proposed) -
(0 Change source (aquifer) [ Reapplication (expired permit) | Mmémum pumping rete Knrwil smoun 1 ba wilidrewn
[] Other: gpm
3. Refer To (if applicable) Towi deph ot | o
| Wel permit # Waisr Courl case § =
‘ 8. Water Suppllier
Dess Baain D i L '\"\'dn-morl e =

Is this parce! within boundarles of a water service area? [ IYES m NO
8, provide name of supplier:

It

4, Locauon Of Proposed WQII

9. Type Of Sewage System

YoumuuMGPSuMbrmqund-ulnw-MM
Format muet be UTM
O Zone 12 or [J Zone 13 Easting
Unita must be Meters

;!, \_\QQ‘C | 14 of the 114 JEl Septic tank / absorption leech flekd
Townahip 8 fﬁim' "EorW | PrincpsiMeiden | [] Central system: District name:
%A“’“d ! ’K’ | oo _ _ | O Veult: Location sewage tc be haulzd fo:
8 of wall from eeclion lines (secten fnes arg F=iiingy - ——os a3}
Ferom CINDDS ferom(JEJw | O Other (atinch copy of engineering design and report)
Foe rapiacenent wails coly — distance and drsciion from old wal i new wel i n [ 10. Proposed Well Driller License #(optional):
feet . direction

The ‘making of falsa statements herein constitutes perjury In the second

- degree, which Is punishable as a class 1 misdemeanor pursuant to C.R.S.

24-4-104 (13)(m). | have read the statements herein, know the contents
Hnmd-nd state that they are trus to my knowladge.

mm{lﬂuﬂ

Deturn must be NADS3 | Northing;
Lnkt must be set o true north |
Was GPS un checkad for sbove? [ ] YEB Remember to set Datum to NADS3

2-28-0lL

A. You must check and complete one of the following:

Lot Block Fillng/Unit

[0 County exemption (attach copy of county approval & survey):
Name/# ) Lot#

[0 Parcet less than 35 acres, not in a subdivision, attach a deed with mates
and bounds description recorded prior to June 1, 1972

E Mining clalm (attach & copy of the deed or murvey): €1\ £V Name/#

» a ool DO\R

(O Square 40 acre parcet as described In Hsm 4

[OJ Parcel of 35 or more acres (stach 4 metne and bounda descsiption or survey)

O Ovnr(mMmsmmm«mmww documents)

B. # of acree in parcal | C.. Are you the owner of this percel?
,J‘ O m'ﬂ:u D NO (if tr - sew histructions)

D. WAl this be the only well on thie parcel? mYES DNO(ﬂno-lﬂMh.rw.I)

E State Percel 108 (opionl)

4229 013 ool DOk

5. Parcel On Which Well Wil Be Located L

0 Subdision: Name =

CwiB
TOPO
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APPLICATION to INSTALL, CONSTRUCT, ALTER or REPAIR ONSITE WASTEWATER SYSTEM

Owner:_D.u,d deea by cnd Audnrmo - ogon o Phone:_54% - 3L4G -0
Mailing Address: 3195 B (e Puelp az ¥e438 T
Site Address: Mgz @ 530 Assesor's Parcel #_18349ci2¢0 ) coig
Subdivision: ™ Y0e s 1oo@weis  Unit___ Block______ lot____
Lot Size: 2 s Living Units:_____ Bedrooms:_o/ __ Water Supply:_____

Date: =2 - O & Owner's Signature: .m-h__ \,\.__.c:-'-_ ______________

lacknowledge this application does not guarantee a permit to fistall an QOSWS on a mgraal lot\and that the issuance of this permit does
not imply any warranty by this department to the operation of the system This syskem will be xonstructed in accordance with the
San Juan Basin Health Department onsite wastewater system regulations. s ,
5 e T ) - — . <
Permit Fee:$_>J 9 _ Perc Test Fee:$_Z2J~.  Rec'd By:ﬂ% _____ ,D@,te:_-v_’fi’/f’_(:____
T AR E Lol h5Ts L

PERMIT to INSTALL, CONSTRUCT,ALTER or REPAIR ONSITE WASTEWATER SYSTEM

Percolation Rate:_ £ Min/ Inch / Limiting Zone:_ /72 < Feet: _

Soil Profile:_ > .« i ( weepie /.75 /Slope % 422 __ Requires Eng. Design: 22_____

From the application informatfon & the site evaltiatign, the following minimum installation specifications are required:

Septic Tank:_ /700 Equivalent Sizing:_—___ 60% 75% 100% ,

Final Disposal: .25 ¥ _Ft2 Lines:_______ Length:_____ Width:_____ Depth:_é_z_(é;))O

Gravel-less chambers: Number of Units: (2 _ Number of Rows: __ 22
COMMENTS:

- Mandein. AW e Bade Yeefeely e WOexL |, 2T
/?\% D- Rox oy \ene) ’v\dﬁux Sekhce (Ree Qe Ca&z
IS\ ony Comone. of ebpe-

“Re e o Upsiope-" R o=
P VO QL Sader d BUAA N TR horioes
M XA Rows oF 3 oy e B0\,

‘%ﬁCﬂ F, \\ m\\% Ces Y A PP l-27 -
%k’ \&(L%t ’M$ i _5 nwro;mental He‘aI:h{Specialist o Date: L =

EINAL_INSPECTION
The 6:16 system has been inspected and found to comglx%ith the above requirements.

e WO 959-929) o s 9/25 00

See map on reverse side 281 SAWYER DRIVE » DURANGO. GE7 81303 « 970-247-5202  WWW.SJBHD.ORG OSWS permit app/ 5104 wh
A /C?"/ O,B0X 597 » PAGOSA SPRAINGS, CO 81147 « 570-264-2409
AT,

_ Ll ’f(,(,.;.q{,@! /45._4{ & M
(;/j"/»’i LS o Lt T 2 P <= R




Arthur [. Mears, P.E., Inc.
Natural Hazards Consultants
555 County Road 16

Gunnison, CO 81230
Tel/Fax: (970) 641-3236

September 23, 2005

Mr. Pete Maisel
P.O. Box 826
Silverton, CO 81433

RE: Nolan building sites, Cunningham Gulch
Dear Pete:

As you know, | investigated two potential building sites (the “Upper” and “Lower”
sites on Figure 1) within the Nolan property in Cunningham Guich yesterday.
The reason for this site investigation was to assess the snow-avalanche hazard
at the sites, to recommend the most viable site for building, and to discuss
mitigation options. This report summarizes my observations and conclusions
and should be used in conjunction with the attached topographic map (Figure 1).

General Information

Both building sites are located within range of avalanches that can begin at
approximately 12,600 feet elevation, some 2,700 feet above the valley floor.
When large avalanche occur they will start as deep, wind-loaded slabs of dry
snow that fracture at the upper elevations, accelerate, and fall over cliff bands
located approximately 1,000 feet above. As they fall over the cliffs they will
further accelerate, entrain air into the flow and form mixed-motion avalanches of
dense flowing snow surrounded by a deep, low-density powder blast. The large
avalanches will cross the valley floor and overrun both sites we visited. Details of
the exposure are summarized below.

Lower Site (see Figure 1)

The lower site is located in the valley bottom a short distance east of the creek.
This site will be impacted with flowing snow of relatively high density and
destructive potential and powder blast. Based on my experience with structural
avalanche protection at various sites in North America, South America and
Europe, | feel it would be difficult to design an above-ground structure for the
large impact pressures that would be associated with the design-magnitude, 100-
year avalanche event at this location. Because of the large forces that would
occur during design-magnitude avalanche conditions, | recommend this site be
abandoned in favor of the upper site.



Upper Site (see Figure 1)

The upper site is located just above the lower road and roughly 30 feet above the
level of the floodplain. The site, nevertheless, is within range of powder blast
when the large, dry-snow avalanche occurs. The majority of the denser, flowing
avalanche will be deposited in the level valley floodplain which is approximately
500 feet wide. Powder blast will extend beyond (in a northeasterly direction) to
and beyond the building site and into the forest. A house on the "upper site” will

experience a uniform powder-blast pressure of 80 Ibs/ft?, as illustrated in the

sketch below.
Powder blast
pressure (80 psf)

\ !
! v — o~

A
R . ( > g — e m———
R ~ p
\ e “"’—/""_

safe design of a building will require the powder-avalanche loads, which will act
over the entire exposed surface area of the building, be accommodated in
structural, foundation, window, and door design. It should be noted that these
powder avalanche loads are much smaller than pressure from a denser flowing
avalanche which would occur at the “lower site.”

l?ebn’s from flowing avalanchﬂ ;

Localized avalanche hazard also exists on the opposite side of the valley.
Avalanches from this west-facing slope will not be a design constraint at either
the upper or lower site considered here because (a) the terrain is rougher and
more broken up, thus large continuous snow slabs will not form, (b) the slope will
generally be scoured by the prevailing winds also limiting the thickness of snow
slabs, and (c) the terrain just above the two sites is concave and will tend to
deflect any flowing snow to either side, away from the building sites.

Thank you for providing this opportunity to work with you. Please contactme if
you have any questions.

Sincerely,

[ ifterd) VI ano

Arthur |. Mears, P.E.
Avalanche-control engineer



Topo USA® 5.0

| EIGURE 1. Outline of the avalanche-path boundary that should be considered during design,

:‘ \".;3 100-year retumn period conditions at the upper and lower sites Is shown. Current positions of
1. Ty roads have changed since mapping several decades ago by the U.S. Geological Survey

"‘Q'? ‘" [+ | Numerous additional avalanche paths occur in this immediate area but have not been mapped.
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SAN JUAN COUNTY, COLORADO
[ LADONNA L. JARAMILLO, RECORDER
[ 01-30-2023 02:18 PM Recording Fee $18.00

PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE’S DEED OF DISTRIBUTION

THIS DEED is made by Barbara Carol Nolan, as Personal Representative of the
Estate of David John Nolan, deceased, Grantor, to Barbara Carol Nolan, whose legal
address is 2620 Cur-mings Drive, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73107, Grantees.

WHEREAS, the decedent died on December 7, 2017, and the Grantor was duly
appointed Personal Representative of said Estate by the District Court in and for the
County of San Juan, State of Colorado, Probate No. 2022PR03003, on January 6, 2023,
and is now qualified and acting in said capacity.

NOW, THEREFORE, parsuant to the powers conferred upon Grantor by the
Colorado Probate Code, Grantor does hereby convey, assign, transfer, and release unto
Granice, and as the person entitled to distribution, all interest in and to the foilowing
described real preperty vested in the Grantor, situated in the County of San Juan, State of
Colorado, to-wit:

A tract of [and located in Cunningham Gulch, San Juan County, Colorado
and more particularly described as follows:

Beginnirig at a point whence the centerline of the first timber section of the
Emma Tunnel kears South 59° 30" East a distance of 590 0 feet;

Thence the Stoney Gulch U.S.L..M. bears South 56° 34* 30” East a distance
of 1776.20 feet
* from said point of beginning South 40° 00 West a distance of 330.0 fect

to the North Line of the Nan C. Mill Site (U.S. Survey No. 17470B);

“ North 39° 16> West a distance of 410.0 feet along said North line to
corner No. 5 of said Nan C. Mill Site; thence North 40° 30’ East a
distance of 257.2 fest along the Southerly line of the Charleston Placer

(Survey No. 12365)
“ South 4%° 30° East = distance of 400.6 feet to the point of beginning.

TOGETHER with ali improvements, appurtenances, and any and all
minerals includiag cil and zas, weter and ditch rights, thereto, and SUBJECT TO:
casements, reservatior.s, and all matters of record.

ALSO KNOWN AS: 1325 County Road 4, Silverton, Colorado 81433-5047

/
) vl
Exccuted this Z ('Z day nf'/' !-,{_;}P_d i ggf:; , 2023,
/ =
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Grantor has executed this deed on the date set forth

above. |
: [
Bfa/ﬁ’m«[]c(ﬁ /\@@M
By

Barbara Carol Nolan, Personal Representative
of the Estate David John Nolan

STATE OF W\ lahwea
)ss
COUNTYOF & 'alwra )

The foregoing Personal Kepresentative's Deed of Distribution was acknowledged
before me this ' day of veanmat 7 , 2023, by Barbara Carol Nolan, Personal
Representative of the Estate of David John Nolan, deceased.

Witness my hand and official seal. (P e . - ST S o

) ._.ﬁ-i‘;':‘ij; ANTHONY J. HINDMAN !

, B o LsEaL) Notary Public i

My commission expires: 27 / '1/ 120N P ST State of Oklahoma !
[]

....................................

f*:j'&ﬁr

Notafy Public

Retorn to: Frank ) Anesi

835 E 2 Ave, #220
Durango CO 81301
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SAN JUAN COUNTY, COLORADO
LADONNA L. JARAMILLO, RECORDER
01-30-2023 02:20 PM Recording Fee $18.00

BENEFICIARY DEED

BARBARA CAROL NOLAN, as GRANTOR, whose legal address is 2620
Cummings Drive, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, 73107 designate the following person as
GRANTZE-BENEFICIARIES: HEATHER LYNNE ROCK, whose address is 553
Mountain View Drive, Lakeside Arizona, 85929; ERIN ANACORTEZ NOLAN, 61D
Swedentorgsgatar. Uppsala, Sweden, 753 34; and MEAGAN LODUSCA WILSON, 2516
NW 26° Street, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, 73107, as tenants in common. (Note (o Assessor
and Trecsurer: Al notices and tax statements should continue to be sent to Grantor) and
Grantor wansfers, sells, and conveys to Grantee-Beneficiaries, the following described real
property located in the County of San Juan, State of Colorado, to wit:

A tract of land located in Cunningham Gulch, San Juan County, Colorado and more
particularly described as follows:

Beginning a: a point whence the centerline of the first timber section of the Emma
Tunnel bears South 59° 30’ East a distance of 590.0 feet;

Thence the Stoney Gulch U.S.L.M. bears South 56° 34’ 30” East a distance of
1776.20 feet

* from said point of beginning South 40° 00" West a distance of 330.0 feet to the
North Line of the Nan C. Mill Site (U.S. Survey No. 17470B);

*“ North 39° 16" West a distance of 410.0 feet along said North line to comer No. 5
of said Nan C. Mill Site; thence North 40° 30’ East a distance of 257.2 feet along
the Southerly line of the Charleston Placer (Survey No. 12365)

* South 49° 30’ East a distance of 400.6 fect 1o the point of beginning.

TOGETHER with all improvements, appurtenances, and any and all minerals
including oil and gas, water and ditch rights, thereto, and SUBJECT TO: easements,
reservaticns, and all matters of record.

ALSO KNOWN AS: 1325 County Road 4, Silverton, Colorado 81433-5047

THIS BENEFICIARY DEED IS REVOCABLE. IT DOES NOT TRANSFER ANY
OWNERSHIP UN7IL THE DEATH OF THE GRANTOR.

Executed this [. ('2 dayn!'_'/i (¢ WAL ;.t-!j[ , 2023,
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| )}m[ﬂa o[ Yl | fote—

Barbara Carol Nolan[)

STATE OF ¢ Yahora )
} ss.
County of o, i{ 'alasraa )

+Hn
The forcgoing Beneficiary Deed was acknowledged before me this 1 day of
Ne:n snty 2023, by Barbara Carol Nolan.

WITNESS my hand ard official seal. I
, ce e SRR,
DS ANTHONY J. HINDMAN :'
i | ii_‘?' Motary Pubdic '
I8 Slate of Oklahoma :
1
e

“+h Aoy
My commission expires: M?—_:u >

Commission #21006432 Exp: 05/12/26 |

Raturn to: Anesi L:wl-‘irm
8ISE.2 Ave, #1220
Durango, CO 81301



Certificate of Occupancy

San Juan County
Building Department

This Certificate issued pursuant to the requirements of Section 306 of the Uniform Building Code
certifying that at the time of issuance this structure was in compliance with various regulations of San
Juan County regarding building construction or use for the following:

Use Classification RESIDENTIAL Building Permit No. _ 1726

Group _R-3 Type Construction Use Zone MOUNTAIN

Owner of Building J0oHN & BARBARA NOLAN Address 1325 CR 4 CUNNINGHAM GULCH

Building Contractor L Address

Building Address

By: 7 Y
N K//I‘; Py /%M"x(’&/r

Date 7-11-07 AMQS DEE JARAMILLO
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SURVEY NOJES:

his plat represents o resurvey of thotl Troct of lond described under Reception Number
135158 in the San Juan County Colorode. Clerk’s Office.

The Troct descrived under Reception Number 135159 is lied lo the Yirst timber section of
the Emmo tunnel” and the Slony Gulch Localing Monument”

The Emmo Tunnel has been demclished The only remoiing evidence of the Emmo

lunnel is severol deleriorated reol planks ond ¢ droin ppe. he original fie point was (kely
destrayed. The lia shown hereen is of the exposed end of (he roof planks over Ihe drom
pipe This fie /s shown for informalion pupeses oniy

Comer 1 and @ of the Chorlesion Placer were re-esfoblished from fhe original beoring
object and bearing free. The position of these cormers malch the original record by aboul
one fool, We attempled the find the Stany Guich Locating Menumenl besed on he record
fie from Comer 1 of the Choreston Placer, The record position fods i the County Rood
(Stony Pass) ) Prvale records indicole o seorch was mode in Seplember of 1966 for the
Stony Guieh Locoling Menument, dut i was nol recovered

He aiso ottempled lo find other comers of the Charfeston Plocer. The origmol record Says
Corner 2 falls i "slide rock”™ and o ‘deod 6 inch aspen” wos scrided. Ihis pesition Iolls i
the County Rood il of o nomow siide rock erea. Ihe & inch aspen (hal was dead over one
hundreg years ogo could not be recovered. Comer F fols on lhe soulhedly sdpe of ¢ waE
snow and siide rock orea The origing! record describes ¢ 12 inch spruce beoring Iree. he
position of the bearing tree falls i the snow ond siide rock area. A 12 inch stump was
found in the. siide area neor fhe record position. Ne Post or Stene Mound could be
recovered and was likely obliferated

e bosed line 1-2 of the Charlesion Flacer on (he re—estoblished Comers | and § and set
the property comers ol e record position. No origingl ewidence could be recovered (o
conltradict this position.

Resource malerials include, bul are nol limiled (o, the ariginal ds of the Ch tor
Placer. Ung Ml Site ond Nen C MW Sile lhe desd recorded undesr Receplion Number
135159 ond other public and private records.

o e location of subsurfoce uliilies or feolures is upknown. Avolonche hazards are
wunknowr. The client oid not request easemenis of recard be researched or Shomn.

DESCRIPTTON:

That Troct of fand recorded @ the Son Juen Caunty Colorods, Clerks Office under
Roceplion Mumber 135158 located in o non Sectioned oreo of Son Juan Counly
Colorads, Animas Mining Disctict &1 Cunningham Guich, and being redescrided herein (o
reflect the results of a survey os follows:

Commencing of Comer 1 of the Charleston Plocen Survey No. 12365 from which Comer 9
of soid Charleston Plocer bears N7 "I995E o distance of 17195 feel

Thence N0 JOE between Comers | and 2 of said Charleston Flocer o distance of
L0350 feet to Comer J of the Una M Site Survey No. 1003665, baing ideatical with
Comner 5 of the Nan C Mil Site, Survey No. 174708 and the TRUE PONT OF
BECINVING:

hence contiing N40°FOE o distance of 27520 feel;
Thence 549°30E o distonce of 400.00 rfeel;
Thence S40°00W o distance of JF0.05 feel (o the northeaslerly boundory of the
Non © Miy Site, Survey No. 174708
Thence NIO*T6'W olong the boundary of said Nen € Ml Site ¢ disfonce of 4710.00 fee!
fo the point of beginning. Conlaining 2.71 ocres more or /65s.

SURVEYORS STATEMENT:
Sa This survey is subject to any facts thol may be disclosed by a litle seorch and abstroct.

2o
Z ~ 1 hereby stote this plot is based on o fisld survey mode by me or under my direct
suypervision and thot fo the best of my professional knowledge, informotion, and Lefief it

;c"-}-\;:"mﬁm correctly represents the focls found of the lime of survey

Emma Turme,

(oemeished)  poREEr According fo Coforado fow you musl commence ony legal aclion based upon ony
defiect in this survey within three yeors offer you first discovered such defect. In no event,
may eny oction bosed upon ony defect in this survey be.commenced more than len years
From the daole of the cerfificotion shown Aereon, ke

3 (= SeiGeoa
Frank Gdbons, Cofp Req. L5 £77495
COUNTY SURVEYOR'S CERTIFICATE
oG
Deposited this _ IS day of s 2045 of L300, b ook _____
s 2o y
of he counly Surveyor’s land survey plofs of page ——. receplion
number___ .
County Surveyor
© 2004 Obbons — MEOG Inc. All righis reserved. Thiy
plen moy nol be copled o modifisd without written permission
o Gwbonn = NBO Ine =
=]
@ibbons - NBQ@ Ine.
Pa Eemii ‘%ﬂy’”ﬂy Bo. e,
P.0. Box 3178 _ DURANGO, CO. 81
Boundory Resurvey of Rec.f 175159
Animos Mining District, Cunningham Gulch
#n a Non Sectionol Area of
- +=
/Y\w,o /a7 Son Msan Counly Colorado
. [o- /5- s Job: emmea.dwg Drawn by o
91434=-- Ceef Checked by Rev:
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MEMORANDUM

November 19, 2024

TO: San Juan Regional Planning Commission

FR: William A. Tookey

RE: Improvement Permit/Variance GW Lode MS 1132

Travis Mohrman had previously submitted a Sketch Plan Improvement Permit
Application for the development of a 20° X 8” 160 sq. fi. storage shed to be located
on the GW Lode MS 1132. The property is located near Ophir Pass and will be
accessed via a trail from Country Road 8. The Sketch Plan was reviewed by the
Planning Commission and recommended to the Board of County Commissioners
that it be conditionally approved. The Commissioners conditionally approved the
Sketch Plan Application. One of the conditions was that the applicant receive a
variance to Section 4-110.20 Square Footage Limitations. The applicant has
submitted a Variance Request and it is included in the packet.

The property is currently owned by Travis Mohrman and the taxes are current.

The property is located within the Mountain Zoning District and meets the minimum lot
area of 5 acres.

This application would amend the Improvement Permit previously approved for Mr.
Robert D. Kingsley (Opus Hut) for the construction of a timber frame cabin,
improvements to the existing trail and an accessory structure.

The elevation of the property is 11,750 ft. 4-110.20 Square Footage Limitations states
that development located at or above 11,000 feet and below the alpine/tundra zone shall
be limited to a maximum floor area of up to one thousand (1,000) square feet. A single-
story, detached accessory building, no greater than 200 square feet would be allowed.

The current cabin is 2200 sq. ft. with an 800 sq. ft. footprint and an additional 400 sq. ft.
with 200 sg. ft. footprint is attached. Also on site is a 150 sq. ft sauna. The current total
square footage is 2750 sq. ft.

[ believe any additional construction would not be in compliance with the current land
use regulations. As such a variance to Section 4-110.20 Square Footage Limitations of
the Zoning and Land Use Regulations would be required. Section 13-104 allows for
variances to be granted by the Board of County Commissioners after completion of
review by the Planning Commission and County Commissioners.

The Planning Commission has the option to recommend approval as submitted, approval
with conditions or denial of this application to amend the current Improvement Permit.

Should the Planning Commission choose to recommend approval, they should do so with
the following conditions prior to the issuance of an Improvement Permit.



1. That the applicant receives a variance to Section 4-110.20 Square Footage
Limitations

2. That the applicant acknowledges that emergency services will not be available in a
timely manner and perhaps not at all.

3. All improvements to the GW Lode shall fully and completely comply with, and
strictly conform to, all terms, conditions and restrictions contained in the San Juan
County Zoning and Land Use Regulation, all permits issued, and all applicable State
and Federal rules and regulations.

4. The applicant shall fully and completely comply with the San Juan County Zoning
and Land Use Regulation 4-110 Design and Development Standards for all
Improvement and Use Permits.

5. Ifany historic artifacts are discovered on site during the excavation or construction,
all work on the project will be stopped immediately until the Historic Review
Committee or qualified archeologist can visit the site to document and preserve
those artifacts.

6. That the proposed improvements are identified and staked on site.

7. That the Land Use Administrator or designee visits the site after the proposed
improvement has been identified and staked on site

8. The failure to comply with these conditions shall be grounds for the revocation of
this Improvement Permit.

9. That the applicant acknowledges that this is an amendment to the currently
approved Improvement Permit and that all such approvals, restrictions and
conditions will remain valid.

10. Any other conditions that the Planning Commission deems necessary.

Should the Planning Commission choose to deny they should do so on the basis that the square
footage of the additional shed exceeds the square footage limitations for development above
11,000 feet in elevation.

The Planning Commission will also need to make a recommendation concerning the requested
variance to Section 4-110.20 Square Footage Limitations.

The variance request is somewhat unique and should not set a precedent for future
requests. First the improvements on the subject property were approved prior to the
current regulations that limit development located at or above 11,000 feet to a maximum
floor area of up to one thousand (1,000) square feet with a detached accessory building,
no greater than 200 square feet. Second, this variance is for commercial use which would
allow the Opus Hut to be more resilient with extra gear and supplies.









SAN JUAN COUNTY
APPLICATION FOR VARIANCE

Travis Mohrman 646-853-3730
Name of Property Owner Telephone
225 E Serapio Dr Telluride, CO 81435 tmohrman@gmail.com
Owner’s Mailing Address E-Mail

Name of Applicant (if different from Owner) Telephone
Applicant’s Mailing Address (if different from Owner) E-Mail

3660 County Road 8, Sitverton, CO 81433

Address of Subject Property

CHAPTER, ARTICLE AND SECTION of the Code for which the variance is requested:
4-110.20

Reason(s) for which the variance is requested: Existing structures exceed the
current 1000 square footage limit because they were approved and built before the limit
existed. [ would like to build a storage shed of 160 square feet to store extra equipment
and supplies. but the total square [ootage would be over the current limit of 1000 square
feet + 200 square feet of detached accessory building.

Justification for variance request: _The proposed shed would be very well hidden behind
an existing building, and would not meaningfully contribute to visual or site impact
beyond what currently exists. Nor would it change the number of guests that we host. or
any other capacity changes. The existence of the shed would allow me to run the hut in a
more resilient way by storing extra gear and supplies given that we are cutoff from most
forms of resupply for the entirety of the

winter.

Proposed time schedule for construction:  Spring +Summer 2025

7
Ty /Z,% 11/7/2024
27

Signature of applicant Date
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SAN JUAN COUNTY
SUPPLEMENT TO APPLICATION FOR IMPROVEMENT AND LAND USE PERMITS
(Attach additional sheets as necessary)

County Land Use Regulations, the County Master Plan and relevant forms may be found on the

County website: http:ffww.sanjuancountycolorado.us/planning

NOTE: THIS CHECK LIST HAS BEEN PREPARED TO MAKE IT EASIER FOR
APPLICANTS FOR LAND USE PERMITS TO DETERMINE WHAT IS REQUIRED BY
SAN JUAN COUNTY FOR LAND USE APPROVAL. IF YOU DON’T THINK YOU
CAN COMPLETE IT, CONSIDER HIRING A PROFESSIONAL TO ASSIST YOU.
SEVERAL PROFESSIONALS ARE AVAILABLE IN SILVERTON OR ELSEWHERE
WHO ARE FAMILIAR WITH THE COUNTY LAND USE CODE AND MIGHT BE
ABLE TO ASSIST YOU IN COMPLETING YOUR APPLICATION. THE COUNTY
PLANNER CANNOT COMPLETE THIS CHECK LIST FOR YOU!

See Section 3-102 for a preliminary list of information required for all improvement and
use permit applications.

NOTE: NO LAND USE OR IMPROVEMENT PERMIT APPLICATION WILL BE
REVIEWED BY THE SAN JUAN COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION OR BOARD
OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS UNTIL THE LAND USE ADMINSTRATOR HAS
CERTIFIED THAT THE APPLICATION IS COMPLETE AND CONTAINS ALL
REQUIRED INFORMATION.

1. A. Names/Addresses/telephone numbers/email addresses of all Owners of any interest in
Property and a description of their interest (fractional ownership, mineral interests, easements,
etc.) Teaviy, MoTmen - 20 %

205 B %ermpo Oc Tllysde O S1H3S
_GQé %5% %3190 s ‘f—(}fzoh(fhw'té? a\ma—c(-c,o_’fr

B. Property Description/location/size (3-102.3) %60 C-&Un}‘z_f__ R-Oa,_iy\

_ﬁMJ"”?, £o. _A?ow (O AereS

e Proof of ownership or consent of all owners of any interest in the land (3-102.2)?
AR IN

e Proofof legal and adequate access for maximum use of proposed development
and provision of emergency services consistent with the proposed use? (3-102.2,
3-102.12,3-102.13,4-103.3(0) []JY[IN

[ ] federal access permit if access is across federal land (3-102.13, 4-103.3(D(ii))

1
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[ ] easement if access is across private property owned by others (4-103.3(f)(ii)
ess is from adjacent County road or if access

change to any County road (3-102.12)
te highway (3-102.12)

[ ] County driveway permit if acc
requires new intersection with or

[ ] State driveway permit if access is from adjacent Sta

[ ] Road Use and Maintenance Agreement if multiple properties accessed from a
private road (3-1-2.13, 4-103.3(f)(i1))

How does the applicant propose to get to and from the state highway system?

Zog ¢!
C. What is the proposed improvement or use? _ (7 'r')’c?i"ﬂacod/ ?{"—LA—‘_A.F?W (e

D. Name and contact info, for any contractor who will be working on the project.

42"/“: Gutu) ‘Zi ownes

E. Are there any existing structures or other improvements on the Property? }PQ;Y [] _N
If yes, describe them in detail including natyre or type of improvement, location, etc. and provide
photographs of all such improvements. Mc!_-lfj__ Golding 15 e

3 gloty b Apprer 600 oq¥ Festgruy Z10°

| 4 - }
b Buchd 4 ey vollag 2o gabt Sobernk 4o
9
F. Are there any historic structures, sites or artifacts known on the property? []Y ’
7 o

[f so, describe them in detail including nature or type, location. etc. and provide photographs
all such structures, sites and known artifacts.

G. Are all property taxes assessed against the property fully paid up (2-105.5, 3-102.1 8)
X [IN Ifthe Answer is NO, the application cannot be processed until all taxes are fully paid.

2. Applicable Land Use Zone: J\Q(_/Alogk{l L : elevation of property? _L\ 75@

A. ls the proposed use consistent with the intent of the applicable zone as stated in the
Code (see section 1-106.1 for statement of intent for each zone)? {}Q,Y [IN

B. Is proposed development consistent with applicable zone regulations re density
minimum parcel size, setbacks (see 1-113)?4 Y [N ‘
C. If the proposed use is in the Mountain Zone (see 1-106.1):

e Does the prtpo:‘cd use adversely affect natural and scenic envir ament? If so

how? (4 t@ pep e 1 ber YYe w

exshay ghectoe duebly to Ve aorth

Vo cddibionad 2 visued 1 pact



* [s the proposed use consistent with seasonal access? EKY [IN

* Isit within the alpine tundra ecosystem (see 1-107.1)? [JY &K\J Note: Residential
development is prohibited within any alpine tundra ecosystem.

* Is the applicant or any related person or entity the owner of any existing residence
in the Mountain Zone? []Y ﬁ\N [f so, what existing property?

Note: Under 1-107.1, if an applicant has an existing residential property in the
Mountain Zone, any land use application cannot be processed as a use subject to
review but must be reviewed using the criteria of the subdivision regulations in
Chapter 7.

D. If the proposed development is at or above 11,000 feet elevation. does it meet the
limitations on square footage (4-110.20)?

E. Is the proposed use a vacation rental? []Y [N Ifso, is it permitted under and
consistent with the vacation rental regulations (4-110.21 )?

F. Is the proposed development a subdivision? []Y ﬂN If so, see Chapter 7 of the Code
for additional requirements.

3. Are any Overlay Zones applicable? (check all applicable)

[ 1 Scenic preservation - is property within 1500 ft of [ ] SNGRR? [ ] Hwy 5507
[ ] Alpine Loop? (1-107.4, 1-114)

[ 1 Mineral (see 1-107.5) - is property located within Sections 10, 13, 14, 15, 16. 17, 22
250f T4l N.R7W? (1-116.1)

[ ] Watershed Protection? (1-107.6)

[ 1 Town ~ County Mutual Interest (1-107.7) — is property ever likely to be connected to
Town services or annexed into Town? (1-107.7. 1-117)

[ ] Does the property likely cross a county line or is access from another County?
4. Master Plan Compliance (4-103.3):

A. What provisions of Master Plan apply to area or to proposed use/development?

B. Is the proposed development consistent with applicable Master Plan provisions? List
applicable sections and explain how proposcd development/use is consistent with those
provisions?

3



5. [Is County review of the application likely to cost the? County more .than the basc’:r;eivnlcw fee
(see 2-104.1)? []Yﬂ If so, what additional services is the County likely to requi
connection with its review of the application? — e

6. How many properties/parcels/claims are located within a relevant area for determination of
cumulative impacts under (4-103.1 and .2))? Describe the area deemed to be relevant
and the basis for that determination

A. How many other parcels are accessed via same road?

B. How many other parcels are located within the same drainage basin or other relevant
area and might be affected by drainage from the property?

C. How many other parcels are located within the same air shed? o

D. Are any other parcels likely to obtain water from any underground source which is
interconnected with any underground water source which is proposed to be tapped for
water for use on the property? 1f so, how many?

7. Do any natural hazards pose a risk on the property or with regard to any access to the
property? (check as applicable)

T Avalanche Hazard (Chapter 8)
[ ] Geologic Hazard (Chapter 9)

[ ] Floodplain Hazard (Chapter 10)
[ ] Wildfire Hazard (Chapter 11)

Explain the nature of the natural hazards which may pose a risk in connection with the proposed
development and how the applicant proposes to minimize or avoid such risks,

- opredt G oneccopid cloace cpyce
B [ﬂmoé,{w“{,{ 6-4/50‘.!'_14.__ tes _ﬁﬂwﬁ@_%@?@‘{%\

o g

8. Historic Impact Review (3-105) Might the proposed development have any impact on historic
sites or assets located either on or off the property? (4-103.3(e)) If so, identify the historic siteg

or as:



or assets which might be affected and explain how they might be affected and how the applicant
proposes to avoid such effects.

9. Potential Health Impacts — Might the proposed use (when considered cumulatively with
existing or potential development on all other properties within the relevant area — see number
listed in 6 and in 6(a ~ d)above ) have any adverse impact on health of humans, wildlife or
natural habitat or on environmental quality? (3-106, 4-103.3(a) and (¢))

1y M\N Wildlife

[1Y K N Dust, smoke, fumes. contaminants or air pollution

[TY KN Noise

[1Y KN Water pollution

[1Y KN Adverse affect on quality of water for human consumption? (1-115.3)
[ 1Y KN Soil contamination, erosion, etc.

[1Y DI\N Hazardous materials/substances

Explain the nature of each potential impact and how the applicant proposes to minimize or avoid
such risks.

10. Might the proposed development (when considered cumulatively with existing or potential
development on all other properties within the relevant area — see number listed in 6(a) above)
have any adverse impacts on County roads? (3-107)[]Y WN

Explain the nature of each potential impact and how the applicant proposes to minimize or avoid
such risks,

11. Might the proposed development (when considered cumulatively with existing or potential
development on all other properties within the relevant area - see numbers listed in 6 and 6(a ~
d) above) have any adverse impacts on other property? (4-103.3d) [] Y[ |N

Explain the nature of each potential impact and how the applicant proposes to minimize or avoid
such risks. o . -



ed cumulatively with existing or potential

12. Might the proposed development (when consider _ see numbers listed in 6 and 6(a —

development on all other properties within the relevant area :
d) above) have any adverse impacts on scenic values? (4-103.3()) [] YX|N

o ; inimize or avoid
Explain the nature of each potential impact and how the applicant proposes to min

such risks.

13. Might the proposed development (when considered cumulatively with e‘xistm.g or potential
development on all other properties within the relevant area — sce numbers listed in 6 gnd 6(a—
d) above) have any adverse impacts on wildlife (habitat, food sources, migration, hunting, etc.)?
(4-103.3(e) [] YN

Explain the nature ot each potential impact and how the applicant proposes to minimize or avoid
such risks.

14. Might the proposed development (when considered cumulatively with existing or potential
development on all other properties within the relevant area — see numbers listed in 6 and 6(a —-
d) above) have any adverse impacts on erosion or other natural condition? (4-103.3(eN [ ] YM
N

Explain the nature of each potential impact and how the applicant proposes to minimize or avoid
such risks.

I5. Are Skyline Regulations (3-102.7, 4-110.18) applicable? [ ] Y?q N If yes, has the Applicant
demonstrated compliance with Skyline regulations? []Y [N

[ ] Photos of existing property conditions (3-102.7(a))

[ I Representations of proposed development against skyline (3-102.7(b))

6



[ ] Story poles (if necessary) (3-102.7(c))
16. Has the applicant provided a Scenic Quality Report (4-110.19)? []Y )ﬂ\l

16. Has Applicant provided proof of availability of adequate source of potable water for
maximum potential use of proposed development, fire fighting and other purposes (3-102.8, 4-
103.3(b))

[ ] Decreed water right

[ ] Central water system
[1 Well permit

[] Water storage system

17. Has Applicant provided proof of adequate sewage disposal for maximum use of proposed
development (3-102.10, 4-1-3.3(c)) []Y[]N

[ ] Central sewer system [ ] existing or [ ] new
[ 1 Individual septic system permit

18. Has the Applicant provided proof of adequate utilities for maximum use of proposed
development (4-103.3(g)? [1Y [N

a. electric [ 1 SMPA service commitment

[] other

b. telephone communications [ ] land line service commitment
[ ] cell phone service available
[ ] satellite phone service available
[ ] other

19 A. What emergency services might be required by the proposed development or its
potential uses?

[ ] Fire

[ 1EMS

[ ] Law Enforecement

[ ] Mountain or back country rescue

[] Other

B. What are probable response times for any indicated emergency scrvices?

[ ] Fire )



[1EMS S

[ ] Law Enforecement

[ ] Mountain or back country rescue

| ] Other _ —

C. Has the Applicant provided proof of availability of each eme‘rgenci Sleﬂr; lth\;};lCh
might be required for the proposed use (unless deemed unnecest:af)/) [hh "= be.
Explain how Applicant proposes to secure each emergency service W r1)(: may
required by or in connection with the proposed development or 1ts use:

D. If any emergency service listed is deemed unnecessary, explain why it is
unnecessary?

20. Is Expert Assistance required for any portion of the County’s review? If so, in what area
and for what purpose?

21. Are any special permit conditions needed to:
a. Protect of health, safety or welfare of general public? (2-110.1)
b. Protect of persons or property? (2-110.1)
c. Protect of historic assets? (1-114.3,2-110.1)
d. Protect of scenic views and vistas? (1-114.2, 1-115.1, 1-116.4, 2-110.1)
e. Protect cultural assets? (2-110.1)
f. Protect against natural hazards? (2-110.2 and .3)
g. Protect environmental assets? (1-114.2, 1-115.1 1-116.4)
h. Address soils, slopes. geologic hazards? (1-114.4, 1-115.2, 1-116.5)
i. Adequately address access incl. roads, drives, parking? (1-114.5, 1-116.6)
j. Protect water purity? (1-115.1)

k. Preserve access to mineral development? (1-116.3)

Land Lise Chechhist 2006 11 1






San Josn County, Colorado

Application for Improvement Permit
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SAN JUAN COUNTY
SUPPLEMENT TO APPLICATION FOR IMPROVEMENT AND LAND USE PERMITS

(Attach additional sheets as necessary)

County Land Use Regulations, the County Master Plan and relevant forms may be found on the
County website: http:ﬁwww.sanjuancountycolorado.us/planmng

NOTE: THIS CHECK LIST HAS BEEN PREPARED TO MAKE IT EASIER FOR
APPLICANTS FOR LAND USE PERMITS TO DETERMINE WHAT IS REQUIRED BY
SAN JUAN COUNTY FOR LAND USE APPROVAL. IF YOU DON'T THINK YOU
CAN COMPLETE IT, CONSIDER HIRING A PROFESSIONAL TO ASSIST YOU.
SEVERAL PROFESSIONALS ARE AVAILABLE IN SILVERTON OR ELSEWHERE
WHO ARE FAMILIAR WITH THE COUNTY LAND USE CODE AND MIGHT BE
ABLE TO ASSIST YOU IN COMPLETING YOUR APPLICATION. THE COUNTY
PLANNER CANNOT COMPLETE THIS CHECK LIST FOR YOU!

See Section 3-102 for a preliminary list of information required for all improvement and
use permit applications.

NOTE: NO LAND USE OR IMPROVEMENT PERMIT APPLICATION WILL BE
REVIEWED BY THE SAN JUAN COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION OR BOARD
OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS UNTIL THE LAND USE ADMINSTRATOR HAS
CERTIFIED THAT THE APPLICATION IS COMPLETE AND CONTAINS ALL
REQUIRED INFORMATION.

1. A. Names/Addresses/telephone numbers/email addresses of all Owners of any interest in
Property and a description of theig interest (fractional ownership, mineral interests, casements,
ete) _ [raviy, MoMTman - 100 %

215 & Sesppio Oc Tllurde CO M_
_é‘(é %53 ’5730 % ‘f"@qh{mwr,:@ 6(!45%(.00@

B. Property Description/location/size (3-102.3): %60 Louﬂ%‘f R-Oaé y

 Sluesrbon, co. Approg (O AeseS
Lo XY
e Proof of ownership or consent of all owners of any interest in the land (3-102.2)?
R ON

e Proof of legal and adequate access for maximum use of proposed development
and provision of emergency services consistent with the proposed use? (3-102.2,
3-102.12,3-102.13,4-103.3(f) ([]Y[]N

[ ] federal access permit if access is across federal land (3-102.13, 4-103.3(f)(ii))

1
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: hers (4-103.3(f)(ii .
[ ] easement if access is across private property owned by others ( (i) .

f access is from adjacent County road or if access

[ ] County driveway permit i County road (3-102.12)

requires new intersection with or change to any

[ ] State driveway permit if access is from adjacent State highway (3-102.12)

[ ] Road Use and Maintenance Agreement if multiple properties accessed from a
private road (3-1-2.13, 4-103.3())(i1))

How does the applicant propose to get to and from the state highway system?

_ ot o
C. What is the proposed improvement or use? 9 -10%@6/ 5{"” L\-‘ JQ??W (e

D. Name and contact info, for any contractor who will be working on the project.

AZ‘/NB _r_ﬁyt_l_g_;__‘ﬂ;/ ownes

E. Are there any existing structures or other improvements on the Prf)perty? M‘r’ [ .N
[f yes. describe them in detail including nature or type of i@frovement, location, etc. and provide
photographs of all such improvements. i1 Bolding 15 e«

3 ﬁ?L@“f hov PT'\Dpvo,( L4600 f,_au%\ ;ao)"?r-\_/la' 270

P i.
oty Abachd 7 gyocy L Moy 200 408+ Sateruh t(:;:?i}
F. Are there any historic structures, sites or artifacts known on the property? []Y "V!;g C;Aul?an

If s0, describe them in detail including nature or type. location. etc. and provide photographs
all such structures, sites and known artifacts.

G. Are all property taxes assessed against the property fully paid up (2-105.5, 3-102.1 8)
1Y [N Ifthe Answer is NO. the application cannot be processed until all taxes are fully paid.

2. Applicable Land Use Zone: I\'(Dl_/ﬂl?g\/l o : elevation of property? _‘.\'750

A. Is the proposed use consistent with the intent of the applicable zone as stated in the
Code (see section 1-106.1 for statement of intent for each zone)? {ﬂ.Y N

B. Is proposed development consistent with applicable zone regulations re density,
minimum parcel size, setbacks (see 1-113)> XY [N

C. If the proposed use is in the Mountain Zone (see 1-106.1):

* Does the prtp(\jed use adversely affect natural and scenic environment? If so

how? _Shed- 14 propeac 3o Loyl
exshag ghwetve ducell) to M porbly
Ne q,cuz()‘(a'ld 2 Ut Led V4 paet o




» [s the proposed use consistent with seasonal access? }]{Y [IN

* Isit within the alpine tundra ecosystem (see 1-107.1)? [JY PN Note: Residential
development is prohibited within any alpine tundra ecosystem.

* Is the applicant or any related person or entity the owner of any existing residence
in the Mountain Zone? {]Y WY If so, what existing property?

Note: Under 1-107.1, if an applicant has an existing residential property in the
Mountain Zone, any land use application cannot be processed as a use subject to

review but must be reviewed using the criteria of the subdivision regulations in
Chapter 7.

D. If the proposed development is at or above 11,000 feet elevation. does it meet the
limitations on square footage (4-110.20)?

E. Is the proposed use a vacation rental? []Y [|N Ifso, is it permitted under and
consistent with the vacation rental regulations (4-110.21)?

F. Is the proposed development a subdivision? []Y ﬂN If su, see Chapter 7 of the Code
for additional requirements.

3. Are any Overlay Zones applicable? (check all applicable)

[ 1 Scenic preservation - is property within 1500 ft of [ ] SNGRR? [ ] Hwy 550?
[ 1 Alpine Loop? (1-107.4, 1-114)

[ 1 Mineral (see 1-107.5) — is property located within Sections 10, 13, 14, 15, 16. 17, 22
250f T4I N.R7W? (1-116.1)

{] Watershed Protection? (1-107.6)

[ ] Town ~ County Mutual Interest (1-107.7) - is property ever likely to be connected to
Town services or annexed into Town? (1-107.7, 1-117)

[ 1 Does the property likely cross a county line or is access from another County?
4. Master Plan Compliance (4-103.3):

A. What provisions of Master Plan apply to area or to proposed use/development?

B. Is the proposed development consistent with applicable Master Plan provisions? List
applicable sections and explain how propased development/use is consistent with those
provisions?
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5. Is County review of the application likely to cost thg County more _than the bas; reivnlew fee
(see 2-104.1)? []Y If so, what additional services is the County likely to require
connection with its review of the application? —

6. How many properties/parcels/claims are located within a relevant area for determination of
cumulative impacts under (4-103.1 and .2))? Describe the area deemed to be relevant
and the basis for that determination _ : —

A. How many other parcels are accessed via same road?

B. How many other parcels are located within the same drainage basin or other relevant
area and might be affected by drainage from the property?

C. How many other parcels are located within the same air shed? -

D. Are any other parcels likely to obtain water from any underground source which is
interconnected with any underground water source which is proposed to be tapped for
water for use on the property? If so, how many?

7. Do any natural hazards pose a risk on the property or with regard to any access to the
property? (check as applicable)

T Avalanche Hazard (Chapter 8)
[ ] Geologic Hazard (Chapter 9)

[ ] Floodplain Hazard (Chapter 10)
[ ] Wildfire Hazard (Chapter 11)

Explain the nature of the natural hazards which may pose a risk in connection with the proposed
development and how the applicant proposes to minimize or avoid such risks.

Teprd
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8. Historic Impact Review (3-105) Might the proposed development have any impact on historic
sites or assets located either on or off the property? (4-103.3(e)) If so, identify the historic sites

AT G oneccotid  cfoase opyee

or as:



or assets which might be affected and explain how they might be affected and how the applicant
proposes to avoid such effects.

9. Potential Health Impacts — Might the proposed use (when considered cumulatively with
existing or potential development on all other properties within the relevant area — see number
listed in 6 and in 6(a — d)above ) have any adverse impact on health of humans, wildlife or
natural habitat or on environmental quality? (3-106, 4-103.3(a) and (e))

(1Y M\N Wildlife

[1Y K N Dust, smoke, fumes. contaminants or air pollution

[1Y BN Noise

(1Y %LN Water pollution

[ 1Y KN Adverse affect on quality of water for human consumption? (1-115.3)
[ 1Y KN Soil contamination, erosion, etc.

[y DI\N Hazardous materials/substances

Explain the nature of each potential impact and how the applicant proposes to minimize or avoid
such risks.

10. Might the proposed development (when considered cumulatively with existing or potential
development on all other properties within the relevant area — see number listed in 6(a) above)
have any adverse impacts on County roads? (3-107)[]Y WN

Explain the nature of each potential impact and how the applicant proposes to minimize or avoid
such risks.

11, Might the proposed development (when considered cumulatively with existing or potential
development on all other properties within the relevant area — see numbers listed in 6 and 6(a —-
d) above) have any adverse impacts on other property? (4-103.3(d)[]Y [N

Explain the nature of each potential impact and how the applicant proposes to minimize or avoid
such risks. ) - = ——
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=
umulatively with existing or potential
_ see numbers listed in 6 and 6(a —

12. Might the proposed development (when cons}idered c
development on all other properties within the relevant area
d) above) have any adverse impacts on scenic values? (4-103.3(e)) [] YXIN

o ; inimize or avoid
Explain the nature of each potential impact and how the applicant proposes to min

such risks. =

13. Might the proposed development (when considered cumulatively with e'xisting or potential
development on all other properties within the relevant area — sce numbe.rs lxs'ted in 6 a}nd 6(a -
d) above) have any adverse impacts on wildlife (habitat, food sources, migration, hunting, etc.)”

(4-103.3(e) [ ] Y AN

Explain the nature ot each potential impact and how the applicant proposes to minimize or avoid
such risks.

14. Might the proposed development (when considered cumulatively with existing or potential
development on all other properties within the relevant area — see numbers listed in 6 and 6(a -
d) above) have any adverse impacts on erosion or other natural condition? (4-103.3(e)) [ | YM
N

Explain the nature of each potential impact and how the applicant proposes to minimize or avoid
such risks.

15. Are Skyline Regulations (3-102.7, 4-110.18) applicable? [ ] Y?(l N If yes, has the Applicant
demonstrated compliance with Skyline regulations? []Y[]N

[ I Photos of existing property conditions (3-102.7(a))

[ ] Representations of proposed development against skyline (3-102.7(b))
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[ ] Story poles (if necessary) (3-102.7(c))
16. Has the applicant provided a Scenic Quality Report (4-110.1 9?1y )(N

16. Has Applicant provided proof of availability of adequate source of potable water for
maximum potential use of proposed development, fire fighting and other purposes (3-102.8, 4-

103.3(b))
[ ] Decreed water right
[ ] Central water system
[1 Well permit
[] Water storage system

17. Has Applicant provided proof of adequate sewage disposal for maximum use of proposed
development (3-102.10, 4-1-3.3(c)) []Y [N

[] Central sewer system [ ] existing or [ ] new
[ 1 Individual septic system permit

18. Has the Applicant provided proof of adequate utilities for maximum use of proposed
development (4-103.3(g))? [1Y [|N

a. electric [ ] SMPA service commitment

[] other

b. telephone communications [ ] land line service commitment
[ ] cell phone service available
[ ] satellite phone service available
[ ] other

19. A. What emergency services might be required by the proposed development or its
potential uses?

[ ] Fire
[ 1 EMS
[ ] Law Enforecement

[ ] Mountain or back country rescue

[] Other

B. Whal are probable response times for any indicated cmergency scrvices?

[]Fire



[TJEMS I

[ ] Law Enforecement

[ ] Mountain or back country rescue

[ ] Other I SR

bility ol each emergency service which
deemed unnecessary) (4-103 3(hy)?
ncy service which may be

C. Has the Applicant provided proof of availa
might be required for the proposed use (unless
Explain how Applicant proposes to secure each emerge \ !
required by or in connection with the proposed development or its use.

D. If any emergency service listed is deemed unnecessary, explain why it is
unnecessary? .

20. Is Expert Assistance required for any portion of the County’s review? If so, in what area
and for what purpose?

21. Are any special permit conditions needed to:
a. Protect of health, safety or welfare of general public? (2-110.1)
b. Protect of persons or property? (2-110.1)
c. Protect of historic assets? (1-114.3, 2-110.1)
d. Protect of scenic views and vistas? (1-114.2, 1-115.1, 1-116.4, 2-110.1)
e. Protect cultural assets? (2-110.1)
f. Protect against natural hazards? (2-110.2 and .3)
g. Protect environmental assets? (1-114.2, 1-115.1 1-116.4)
h. Address soils, slopes. geologic hazards? (1-114.4, 1-115.2, 1-116.5)
i. Adequately address access incl. roads, drives. parking? (1-114.5, 1-116.6)
j. Protect water purity? (1-115.1)

k. Preserve access to mineral development? (1-116.3)
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IMPROVEMENT LOCATION CERTIFICATE:

! hareby certify that this Improvement
Locotion Certificate was prepored for Lond
Title Guarantee Campany, that it s not o
Land Survey Plat or Improvement Survey
Prat, that it is not to be relisd upon for
the establishment of fence, building, or
other improvement lines.

| further certify that the improvements on
the below described parcel on this date
September 15, 2022, except utility
connections, are entirely within the
boundaries of the parcel, except as shown,
that there are no encroachments upon the
described premises by improvements on
any adjoining premises, except as indicated,
and that there is no apparent avidence or
sign of ony eosement crossing or
burdening any part _qlgaid parcel, except
as noted. -

LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

GW LODE MINING CLAIM, UNITED STATES
SURVEY NO. 1132, ANIMAS MINING DISTRICT,

SAN JUAN COUNTY, COLORADO.

NOTES:

1. Easement research and legal
description from Land Title Guarantee
Company, Order No. OUC85008090, dated
August 30, 2022 at 5:00 P.M.

2. According to FEMA Flood Insurance
Rate Maps doted September I, 1978, this
parcel is not within the 100-year flood
plain.

3. There exists on Acknowledgment of
Conditions of Improvemment Permit recorded
May 22, 2007 under Reception No. 145701.

4. There exists a Grant of Easement set
forth in instrument recorded October 3,
2011 undsr Reception No. 148174, allowing
for a Public Trail Easement 10° wide, being
5' on each side of the cenlerline of the
existing historic trail,

NOTICE:

According to Colorade law, you must
commence any legal action based upon
any defect in this survey within three years
after you first discover such dsfect. In no
asvenl maoy any oclion based upon any
defect in this survey be commenced more

SCALE: 17 = 100 Rast] than ten years from the date of the
E certification shown hereon,
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