
Form 828 - Rev.12/15/09 

ColO~</g 
lJnivers icy 

Colorado State Forest Service 
Program Payment Request 

GRANT PROGRAM (CHECK APPROPRIATE PROGRAM TYPE): 

Forest Restoration Grant (SB71 and HB1199) 

Volunteer or Rural Fire Assistance (a.k.a.: VFA/RFA) 

Insect and Disease Prevention and Suppression Program ( (.\-\ \C~t(\ \ 
State Fire Assistance (a.k.a.: SFA) 

Front Range Fuels Treatment Partnership (a.k.a.: FRFTP) 

Stevens Fuels Treatment Funds 

Cooperative Fire Agreement (Active Fire Suppression Cooperators; CRS#R-
24-103-206-01) 

Emerg;ncy Supplemental Funds (a.k.a.: ESF) 

v 

~ Checked for Federal sus ension and debarment State Office htt : p p // P g I 08 - .3 I - IV www.e Is. ov 

Name: 
@ 

Address: _<:::::._~ _c_~>_C_ .. G_· __ L_,t\-'"---"-\ <..-=--_.V ...... C\1'"""\"--·= .... "<..J.~___._\2'--"0"'-. ~· ______ _ 

t__· _~___:K_· ...:.._s ____._0----''c _ _.-_:__K_...· ,___,G~· C,,..,_J_---''Cb""'---~_:;_~-__,_\_+-..;;__~/ _____ Approved for Payment 
// C.S.F.S. 

q3'/IJO 
oe .... 31-1 o 

kc.-
The above named has submitted a project application that has been reviewed and 
approved by the Colorado State Forest Service for funding from Federal Assistance. 

Grant Number: S :--) L:,, 11 Le - Fe.. Cooperator Match: $ 2 \ , ~ l S "" 

Approved Funding : f\. ,-:; 1 {)Q "" Total Project: $ 3i o, ~l 5 A--

CSFS Account Number:S 5 Lc- - l I Lv ~ lc~t l 3 "'""~unt of Payment: !; ::\ lpS() """' 
'Of3 1111~ Fu.as Fe.. 

Circle one: 1st Payment 2nd Payment 3rd Payment / 

Date: ----=8~0-~-=c~,__L.L-/-=-t:? __ 

Colorado State Forest Service 
Colorado State University Fort Collins - Colorado 80523-5060 - (970) 491-6303 - FAX: (970) 491-7736 



e EXHIBITB e 
GRANT REPORT/REIMBURSEMENT REQUEST 

COMPETITIVE GRANTS 

Project Number: 536716 

In order to receive reimbursement, you must provide documentation supporting yoiir expenditures covered by this initial disbursement and tbe corresponding 
match. You may request reimbursement on a monthly basis as you incur expenses, however tbe final 10% of tbe award amount will not be released until tbe 
final closeout report is received and accepted. Reimbursement requests must be accompanied by receipts for costs incurred and documentation of matching 
funds. Federal Funds cannot be used as sources for meeting tbe cost sharing (matching) provisions. Matching Funds are expenses for goods. services and 
labor necessary for project implementation and incurred by the applicant which are not reimbursed with Federal Funds. 

L Project#: 536716 2. Project Funding Amount: 15,000 3. Community Protected: Little Valley 
4. Make Payment To: 5. Period of Performance: 

Name: Little Valley Owners' Association From: April, 2010 

Address: 5000 Little Valley Road To: l-Sep-10 

Estes Park, CO 80517 

6. What was accomplished? (Quantity or Status of Project. Please provide a description of accomplishments. Please be specific and report numbers such as 
acres treated, numbers of defensible spaces, tons of cubic feet or yards of slash collected, number of presentations, number of plans written. Attach additional 
sheets as necessary.) 

During April/May 2010, all properties within Little Valley were evaluated for Mountain Pine Beetle activity. Following evaluation, our contractor 

removed 160 actively infested lodge pole, ponderosa and limber pine trees. A map,list & invoice are attached showing properties where beetle trees 

were removed, and numbers & cost of trees removed. This project has helped our property owners minimize tbe impact of tbe pine beetle 

infestation as well as maintain and improve defensible space. The project also complies with our covenants which require that property 

owners remove diseased and/or infested trees. 

~f"~._iy..,.,JD ';\ \G c-.... 0-ei *'-C.c:~<l . DCS 

7. Reimbursement Request: 

Project to Date Reimbursement Request Amount cannot exceed the total Project obligation as identified in the Project Document. The Total Reimbursement 
Request Amount cannot exceed tbe Total Matching Funds amount for the period being billed. 

Current Period Project to Date 
Reimbursement Matching Funds Total Costs 

Reimbursement Matching Funds Total Costs Amount Requested Amount Requested 
For Out of Pocket Cash Donated For Out of Pocket Cash Donated 

Expenses (hard match) IInkind match) Expenses (hard match) (Inkind match ) 
Labor* 4650 11,525 16,175 15,000 Zl.~1S~6~ 36,875 

Material** 

Total 
Donated time and materials can only be counted towards the matching component. 

* Use actual costs or $20.51/hour for donated or volunteers' time. 
** Use actual costs or fair market value of donated materials, supplies, or equipment use. 

8. Amount Paid to CSFS for Products and/Or Services : $ 

9. I request reimbursement in the amount of$_4,650 for tbe work completed and documented above. I certify that to the best of 
my knowledge and belief this report is correct and complete an that all outlays reported are for the purposes set forth in the project documents. 

/. ./'/ · ) 

Signature: .J /(j,J-.1Jft11 ti:_ _ .. Date: August 27, 2010 

All expenses are tru~ ~d~~~~te arid a1fro5t'sbare is true and accurate. 

10. Certification (To be completed by CSFS District): 

Work meets minimum standards as set forth by CSFS. 

Signature: ' ) 

~ 7 t Date: 
/ 

(, ( _LQ/''(, f'.; i 2 ·7 I ZO\ c.~ . \_ . - ..: -z-=----
u Rev March 2008 



Form 828- Rev.12/15/09 e 
Colo~C/g 

l ;niversin 

Colorado State Forest Service 
Program Payment Request 

GRANT PROGRAM (CHECK APPROPRIATE PROGRAM TYPE): 

Forest Restoration Grant (SB71 and HB1199) 

Volunteer or Rural Fire Assistance (a .k.a.: VFA/RFA) 

Insect and Disease Prevention and Suppression Program ( A-\\o.r(\) 
State Fire Assistance (a.k.a.: SFA) 

Front Range Fuels Treatment Partnership (a.k.a.: FRFTP) 

Stevens Fuels Treatment Funds 

Cooperative Fire Agreement (Active Fire Suppression Cooperators; CRS#R-
24-103-206-01) 

Emergency Supplemental Funds (a.k.a.: ESF) 

/ 

D Checked for Federal suspension and debarment (State Office) http://www.epls.gov/ 

Name: L \\t\ {,. v a\\~3 6\M'\,l.,.AJ b $c. (' c...:hvv-:\ 

Address: s-000 L; ,tt-\L Vru\ "'t eo ' 
t:__~R~ Po..·1c, co ~ \ ~ 

The above named has submitted a project application that has been reviewed and 
approved by the Colorado State Forest Service for funding from Federal Assistance. 

Grant Number: S 3 lo 1 \ Le Cooperator Match: $ 2 \ , ~ l S 

Approved Funding: ~ \ S l b()Q 

CSFS Account Number:6 3 Lv-l I lo - (Q/../1 3 

Circle one: 1st Payment 2nd Payment 

Total Project: _$~ .. ~3~i._a~~-1~5 __ _ 
I 

Amount of Payment: $ c:..\ l.eSC1 
' 

3rd Payment 

Approved by ____________ _ Date: __________ _ 
(Program manager signature) 

Colorado State Forest Service 
Colorado State University Fort Collins - Colorado 80523-5060 - (970) 491-6303 - FAX: (970) 491-7736 



inspection report 2010.xls https://mail.goo.m/mail/?ui=2&ik=2b7e49bb27&view=at. .. 

L l iTL S V{}U-6Y 

Sheet 1 - Table 1 fjtllLF ;1rT71-lrTlrJ N 11P.~1 L -Auc..1u > ,, .i G / o 

I 0 I B l c I D I E 
~c.+~Ji:tfUL ,1 I ...1 111,fit,.../ evut..,u.:f10'>1 (b) 
la~- I Name IT~ , Removal Plan 

I ~ I jAddison 5 joebark, chip or lop/scatter 

I 5 F'Addison/Lipsey I 5 jDebark, chip or lop/scatter 

I * 'Biehl I 5 Debark, chip or lop/scatter 

z_ jls1ack I 2 IHaul wood & chip 

I z !sums j3 !Debark, chip or lop/scatter 

l J~ __:_ Glazer I 4 !Debark, chip or lop/scatter 

l 7 lcollingwood i s .,Debark, chip or lop/scatter 

I '-f IDoonell I 4 !Haul wood & chip 

I 'if l 8 !Haul wood & chip Emslie/Barnett 

3 'Fogarty I 3 !Haul wood & chip 

I I FS ~ 
-

~ 
Haul wood & chip & Debark, chip or 
lop/scatter 

! ~ l Henry/Magee I 3 !Haul wood & chip 

I Kennicke/Bradley I 10 ,Debark, chip or lop/scatter 

I 7 I !Kennicke/Bradley & Fogarty I 7 !Debark, chip or lop/scatter 

19 II Kramer-- r11Haul wood & chip & Debark, chip or 
lop/scatter 

I 0 I ILeDoux I 3 !Haul wood & chip 

p=11~ r21Haul wood & chip & Debark, chip or 
lop/scatter 

9 IHaul W<XJd & chip l Loonsten 

!Matthies 2 Haul wood & chip 

I z !McAleenan/Norman 2 !Haul wood & chip 

I l I Moore 1 !Haul wood & chip 

I l I Musslewhite/Daugherty 1 /Haul W<XJd & chip 

I 4 'Nicholson 3 : Haul W<XJd & chip 

!Otis 4 !Haul wood & chip 

3 !Paul Ressue 13 JHaul wood & chip 

I 2. I Simonds j2 !Haul wood & chip 

I llSmith 121"1Haul wood & chip & Debark, chip or 
lop/scatter 

1 of2 8/24110 8:58 PM 



inspection report 2010.xls https://mail.goo. om/mail/?ui=2&i k=2b7e49bb27 & v iew=at... 

130 1 3 I !Souvignier I 2 !Haul wood & chip 

~I 1b 1 roo00pher 12°1Haul Wood & chip & Debark, chip CW 
lop/scatter 

r;1 13 11~ r31Haul wood & chip & Debark, chip a 
lopfscatter 

~I 19- llWe& ~'Haul wood & chip & Debark, chip a 
lop/scatter 

f341 I !wr001ey 1 22 !Haul wood & chip rsr- z I I Lr I tJJ) 5 Tj2() r/l I I " ii ' ( 
t I 

2of2 8/24/10 8:58 PM 



Adam's Tree Service 
P.O. Box4420 
Estes Park, CO 80517 

Invoice 
Bill To: 
UtUe Valley Owner's Association 
5000 Little Valley Road 
Estes Park, CO 80517 

Date Invoice No. 
08f19.'10 1088 

Item Description 
Tree Removal Remove or debark 1Sbeetle i lfested trees, 

299 man h<us O $50 per how 
14,950.00 

I Total $14,950.00 
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Form 828 - Rev.03/08/07 • ~1g 
Univer: icy 

Colorado State Forest Service 
Program Payment Request 

GRANT PROGRAM (CHECK APPROPRIATE PROGRAM TYPE): 

Bureau of Land Management Task Order Program 

Volunteer or Rural Fire Assistance (a.k.a.: VFA/RFA) 

Forest Land Enhancement Program (a .k.a.: FLEP) 

Insect and Disease Prevention and Suppression Program 

State Fire Assistance (a.k.a.: SFA) 

Front Range Fuels Treatment Partnership (a.k.a.: FRFTP) 

Stevens Fuels Treatment Funds 

Cooperative Fire Agreement (Active Fire Suppression Cooperators; CRS#R-
24-103-206-01) 

D Checked for Federal suspension and debarment (State Office) http://www.epls.gov/ 

Name: Liill9- ~C\l\JJ,\, O\vru..v- ~ i\)S0Gl0.-t\oo 
~ 

Address: 5000 l;-\t\_Q_ ~cllt~ ~d . 
E:°'El-\-0 9o.r-\< ) (() &:-6 \ 1-

The above named has submitted a project application that has been reviewed and 
approved by the Colorado State Forest Service for funding from Federal Assistance. 

Grant Number: 5:JU!1 \ Lp Cooperator Match4 / C\ 350 

Approved Funding: l$ /5,6lX) Total Project: $ 2D
1 
]00 

CSFS Account Number: 5 ,?(p 1 /LP- CQL.eq3 Amount of Payment: ~ /0, 350 

Orcleone:Q 2"'Payment 3rd Payment Final Payment 

Approved by _ ___________ _ Date: __________ _ 
(Program manager signature) 

Colorado State Forest Service 
Colorado State University Fort Collins - Colorado 80523-5060 - (970) 491-6303 - FAX: (970) 491-7736 



a EXHIBlTB A 
• GRANT REPORT/REIMBURSEMENT REQUEST W 

COMPETITIVE-GRANTB 

Project Numb"r 5 3 (.p 1 l 4 
In order to 1cc,;iv.: rcimbun;cment. you must provide documentation supporting your c:-.1n:nditurei: covered by thi:: initial disbursement and the corrc:;µomling match. 
You may rt:qu"st r"imburst<ment on a monthly basis as you incur t:Xpt:nscs, however the final 10% of1he award amount will not be released until 1he final closeout 
rt!port is rect!iWd and accept.:d. Reimbursement requests must bt: accompanied by receipts for costs incurred and documentation of matching funds Fedt:ral Funds 
cannot be Lts"d as sources for meeting the cost sharing (matching) provisions Matching Funds ru·e expenses for goods.. senices and labor necessary fo1· 
project implementation and incurred bv the applicant which are not reimbursed with Federal J.'untls. 

.r. Pr~j.,ct tt: '53b 1 \b 2. Projl!ct Funding Amount: $15,000 Ii. Communjty Protected: Little Valley 
-4 , Make Pa ·mcnt To: 5 Period of Perfonnancc: 

Namt:: l.-1~\(., \J(})J..)0UJ'N.-'<',• PcS<;.oC>..~ From: JA °""'\ 2 0 oi 
Addn:.~s.· 0coo L'i-\-\\t.\l~~ ~. To: ?~-\' ' 1 iool . . S.Lf t. l 11-0\0 \)le, ~~ vc.,c..<..:,. \I.(. G.M- e."-~S\..CV\. ->'II.~\ 

Es.r-12:? 'PA-tl-\l, Ca· ~~ 5 \ 1 <?o~ v<..W\G.1..-.c\.<Y llJ. \\\ '-><..v.(..~cl M."1-+ I.( C.O...V-. 
6. What was accomplished'? (Quantity or Status of Project Pka.~c provide a description of t1ccomplisluncnts Please be specific and rdport numbers such as acre~ 
lreat.,U, numbt:rs of tlt:fimsjbJ,, SJ.'<l&t:S, Ions of cubjc fot:t or yartJs of slash co!Ject.,U, number of.1-vcs::ntatjons, number of plans wi·jtt,,n. .Mtach at.ltJitfonaJ ~ as 

n~tc>SlllJ . ) \l'\ 'Mlk.\~ ..ll)v-<. ,1.0()'\ ~v.. ~·llO~hc.~ 6\\.1\-\L Z1'? ~-<:S u.1'1.1'\A,''"" \....'d\i<. ../~~~Vt. 
~v ~l....>c;.."'"c,c:\ ~ ~ i}~v.,a.. b~ ~ V\AA?t\"~e ~\!"\~ J 6.~ ~~\i\G..c;. o1W:,v ll~ ~ 
J. \~'7Lc\ +v-<..rz.<;. ~ ~e..\ ¥!--'~~ f-v'-~~S . A~-\v ~ e..1c..to ~ 1 eWt. ~~ ~..-J. 
u-t~11~1M.~ \5o4Y'u..&' 1~c:.\.u6.l., ~C»\~~~~w.c.$ u&.'\(., y.-o~ ~·~> ~ ~\.""'1.c.r ~\~ .. 
A~<d.';10U- .\>l'1 "'~~ i{ \k.<M7: v-~ ~~~~ v..~t\...1t. ·,""\ti:.J ~~~, o..-h~ 
"'-~ '-"'J..~~~ "1V\t. lo~'""t e~ tvc.(..$ Vc..~ir\lt..~J ""'~\S<\- :!"tu.~~ 'tj~_.., ~ S\z.t, c:J. tv.c..e_.s 
~--\", \11\c.AU&.:~~~. &-w--~ ~ ~t, ~~\lti~ ~Wv.;<.. ~ 4t)~~~. 
P.r\.t 'tY<.e-$ fc., t.d Ui"c..vt. ll.".f..c.S.-k.d uJ '1t\-i. ~~ ~~ ...... ~CG.iK.. 0"~\<..SS o~ ... ~\S."- ·~w:kc}. 
l\'\..~~·t\1\ r.~ ~~~ML.~~hc..+i'ltd,TtV.~'o~e<k~s~~ · 
"''\'\\~\u.- ~ ,~o.ex Q+ t~ '4u..-H£.. "~s~ o...~ Ule..u....64 (.....\"o\.nl\,(.IJ....> ~ ~ 
~~<; ~\e. 47t~ · ~- . ~«I 21 Qtlt.S .\.-tr.JI,.\ O\'\ ovtr \1- ,,,.,..,._r.h-rc;. <l-) 

7 Raimburs..mt:nl Rcqu.,,:l: t 

Project to Dati: Reimbursemi:nt Ri:quest Amount cannot exct:t:d the total Project obligation as identified in the Project Document. Th.: Total R.eimburserru::nt 
Reque.~t Amount cannnt excet:d the Total Matching Funds amount for the period being billdd. 

Curr~·nl. Pc:1fod Project to Date 

Ri:imbursemeot Matching Funds 'fowl Costs Re1mbur~cmi:nt Matching Funds Total Co~ts ,\mount Rtoqur::.1ctl Amount Rc.qu1'>1cd . 
" For Ont of Poclwt Cash. Donated For Out of Pock.et Cru;b Dona1ed ····- ' . ' ' . .•. E..xpcnscs fh..rd match) rlnkind mJllch) Expanse$ fharcl 1ruitchl (Inkiru.l Ullltch) 

Labor fzo 100.~ ~71"1 '7.Nl,"; 'fz.~.1ob ~ 1Lo,loo "'-
I 

Muturi.11° 

Touil ~20100.~ lfio loci~ 
Donated timt: arul materials can only bt: countcd towards the matching component. 

• Use actual costs or $i K 771hour for dnnakd or volunteers' time. 
** TJsc: actual c0>1S or fair market value of donated maforials, .-upplies, or ~-quipmcnl u~e. 

8. Amount Paill to CSFS for Products andiOr St:rvices : s 
9. I request reimbun;i:rnent in the l!ll1nunt nf $ I 0 ~ ( f'i , ~ for thtl work cnmplt:ted and documented above. I certif)" that to tht: best of my 
knowli:,'tlge and bt:lief this n:port is cotrl!{'.tj)mp!cte an that all outlays rt:porti:d Me for tht: purposes sct forth in 1he projt:c.t doc=ts. rrti)ili i><GSi&~ 

Siwmtur r ·~ " • L\}n A Oak: l ~ '0 <1 
All i:xpcnse:; an: true and accurate and all cost s'lw" is true and accurat". 

1 a. C"rtilicatiao (To be completed by C.<;FS Di~trict): 

Work mei;ts minimum standards as set forlh by CSFS 

ru_. JJ fa--{ Mi/ Datt:: 

9 /Iv /tJ9 
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Little Valley Beetle Infested Trees 

p-ponderosa Ip-lodgepole lmb-limber 

1) Ip, island, end of star way 
2) Ip, sypher 
3) Ip, sheffer 
4) p, 22", bryan 
5) p, 19", beach/liebring 
6) p,day/donnell 
7) p, 20" and tall, magee 
8) p, 16", magee 
9) p, 21", henry 
lO)p, 8", leppert 
ll)p, 14", leppert 
12)p, 14", leppert 
13)lmb, 13", otis 
14)lp 
15)lp 
16)lp 
17)lp 
18)lp 
19)lp 
20)lp, 14-20 top of burns/glazer 
21)lp, small, stonecipher 
22)lp, 15" and tall, debark, west 
23)lp, 20" and tall, debark, west 
24)lp, 6", west 
25)lp, 14", debark, west 
26)lp, 20", debark, simonds 
27)lp, 16", debark, simonds 
28)lp, 12", debark, simonds 
29) p, 20", debark, simonds 
30) p, 17", lindstrom 
31)lp, 20", lindstrom 
32)lp, 18'', lindstrom 
33)lp, 16", lindstrom 
34)lp, 20", west 
35)lp, 18", west 
36)lp, 12", next to moss rock 
37)ips clump, addison/lindstrom 
38)lp, 18", lindstrom 
39)lp, 16", lindstrom 
40)ips clump, addison 



41)lp, 13", addison 
42)lp, 12", addison 
43)lp, 10", addison 
44)lp, 10", addison 
45)lp, 13", addison 
46)lp, 16", addison 
47)lp, 20", addison 
48)lp, 10", addison 
49)lp, 11", addison 
SO)lp, 9" , addison 
Sl)lp, 12", debark, lipsey 
52)lp, 14", debark, lipsey 
53)lp, 14", debark, lipsey 
54)lp, 24" and tall, debark, lipsey 
SS)lp, 18", debark, lipsey 
56)lp, 12", debark, lipsey 
57)lp, 18", debark, lipsey /smith 
58)lp, 14", debark, lipsey/smith 
59)lp, 14", debark, lipsey /smith 
60)lp, 18", debark, lipsey /smith 
61)lp, 17", debark, lipsey/smith 
62)lp, 13", debark, lipsey /smith 
63)lp, 16", debark, lipsey /smith 
64)lp, 8", debark, lipsey/smith 
65)lp, 13", debark, smith 
66)lp, 13", debark, smith 
67)lp, 13", debark, smith 
68)lp, 13", debark, smith 
69)lp, 14", debark, smith 
70)lp, 19", debark, smith 
71)lp, 2 tops 12" and 15", gobris 
72)lp, 10", gobris 
73)lmb, 13", gobris 
74)lp, 20", paul ressue 
75)lp, 20", wrobley /paul ressue 
76)lp, 12", paul ressue 
77)lp, 12", paul ressue 
78)lp, 14", paul ressue 
79)lp, 11", moore 
80)lp, 11", moore 
81)lp, 11", moore 
82)lp, 13", moore 
83)lp, 12", moore 
84)lp, 13", moore 
85)lp, 6", moore 
86)lp, 12", kramer 



87)1p, 10", kramer 
88)1p, 11", kramer 
89)1p, 8", burns 
90)1p, 12", burns 
91)1p, 12", burns 
92)1p, 8", burns 
93)1p, 17", lovgren 
94)1p, 13", blanchard 
95)1p, 12", blanchard 
96)1p, 10", blanchard 
97)1p, 15", wells 
98)1p, ips, charmichael 
99)1mb, 18", atkins 
100) p, 10", atkins 
101) p, 12", atkins 
102) lmb, 14", atkins 
103) lmb, 6", atkins 
104) Ip, 19", biehl 
105) Ip, 18", biehl 
106) Ip, 16", biehl 
107) Ip, 16", biehl 
108) Ip, 15", biehl 
109) Ip, 13", heyen 
110) Ip, 11", heyen 
111) p, 17", me alleenan 
112) 112-123, Ip, 12"-20", debark, stonecipher 

additional trees) 
124, 125) Ip, stonecipher 126) Ip, biehl 127) Ip, biehl 

128) Ip, day lS.9 & 130) Ip, Kramer 131-134) Ip, Kramer, debark 

135) lmb, bradley/kennicke 136, 137) Ip, lovgren 

138, 139) Ip, smith 140) Ip, lindstrom 141) Ip, lindstrom, debark 

142, 143, 144) Ip, Addison, debark 

all trees are m.p.b. unless otherwise noted 



Adam's_ Tree Service 
P.~. Box 4420 
Estes Park, CO 80517 

Invoice 
Bill To: 
Little Valley Owner's Association 
5000 Little Valley Road 
Estes Park, CO 80517 

Date Invoice No. 
05/19/09 833 

Item Description 
Inspection Inspect property for beetle infested trees, 72 hours @ $25 per hour 

I 

Amount 
1,800.00 

Total $1,800.00 



Adam's Tree Service 
P .0. Box 4420 
Estes Park, CO 80517 

Invoice 
Bill To: 
Little Valley Owner's Association 
5000 Little Valley Road 
Estes Park, CO 80517 

Date Invoice No. 
07/15/09 882 

Item Description 
Tree Removal Remove, chip and haul or debark, lop and scatter 144 beetle 

trees. 392 man hours at $50 per hour. 

Discount High volume customer discount 

Amount 
19,600.00 

-1,000.00 

'~~T_o_m_1 ~~~-$_1_0_.oo_o_._oo~ 



Adam's Tree Service 
P .0. Box 4420 
Estes Park, CO 80517 

Invoice 
Biii To: 
Little Valley Owner's Association 
5000 Little Valley Road 
Estes Park, CO 80517 

Date Invoice No. 
08/08/09 902 

Item Description 
Tree Removal Remove beetle infested ponderosa, 3 hrs, 2 men, $100 per hour 

\Q~ 
~ :tt1ii 

I 

Amount 
300.00 

Total $300.00 



Selby,Diana 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Lee and Sandy, 

Selby,Diana [Diana.Selby@ColoState.EDU] 
Tuesday, August 04, 2009 4:04 PM 
leemare@airbits.com; Jack & Sandy Burns 
Allard grant extension 

I just got confirmation that I can extend the Allard grant for you as we discussed in our meeting today. This e-mail can 
serve as your confirmation that the grant# 536716 for LVOA in the amount of $15,000 will now have a new deadline of 
September 1, 2010. 

Diana Selby 
Assistant District Forester 

Colorado State Forest Service 
Fort Collins District 
5060 Campus Delivery, CSU 
Fort Collins, CO 80523-5060 
Phone: (970) 491-8839 
FAX: (970) 491-8645 



Summary - PO S037800 
•. 
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Summary - PO S037800 

PO/Reference 
No. 
Supplier 

S037800 

LITTLE VALLEY H 0 A 

ENCUMBERED 

General Information 
PO/Reference No. 

Revision No. 
Priority 

S037800 

0 

Shipping Information 
Ship To 

Billing/Payment 
Bill To 

Supplier Name 
Address 

Normal 
LITTLE VALLEY H 0 A 

C/0 IMA J MATHIAS 

Attention: Karen Carlin 
Building : 1050 
Room Number: -
Department : 5060 
Colorado State University 
200 West Lake Street 
0001 Campus Delivery 

Accounts Payable 
Colorado State Univ 
6003 Campus Delivery 
Fort Collins, CO 80523-
6003 
United States 

Phone 

1637 BLACK SQUIRREL 
ESTES PARK, CO 80517 US Fort Collins, CO 805230001 

United States BillTo AP 
Supplier Fax No. 

Purchase Order Date 
Total 
Requisition Number 

5/29/2009 
15,000.00 USD 
11042187 

ShipTo Address 0001-1 
Code 

Delivery Options 
Expedite X 

Address 
Code 

Billing Options 
Accounting 
Date 
Payment 0% o, Net 30 Contact Information 

Owner Name 
Owner Phone 

Karen Carlin 
+l (970) 491-3006 

Ship Via Best Carrier-Best 
Way 

Terms 
F.O.B . Destination 

Owner Email Karen .Carlin@ColoState.EDU Delivery 

Distribution Information 
Distribution Methods 
Th e system will distri bute purchase orders using the meth od(s) indicated below : 

Email (HTML Attachment) JOHN .SWARO@COLOSTATE.EDU 

6 Distribution options have been overridden for this PO 

Distribution Options 
Supplier 
Terms and 
Conditions 
Order <FONT SIZE=2>Purchase Order Terms and Conditions 
accepta nee http://www. purchasing .colostate .edu/pages/pdf /potermsconditions. pdf 
instructions 

Accounting Codes 

Account 

536716 
08 HAZ FUELS FC -USDA- USFS-FOREST RESEARCH 

Line Item Details 

Product Description Catalog Size / 
No Packaging 

Ii Supplier Information 
iSupplier Information 
I I Contract no value 
1 Account Code 
i 

i Pricing Code 

I Quote number 
I Note to Supplier no note 
: Attachments for supplier 

Sub Code 

5980 

Unit Price Quantity Ext. Price 

1 .,/CHECK ORDER REQUESTS (AFE) ~6 15,000.00 USO 1 15,000.00 USO 

AFE 3-Payments for 
EXCEPTION program obligations 
LIST which have been pre-

Description FINANCIAL 
of Goods or ASSISTANCE 

Taxable 

Capital Expense 

Commodity 
Code 

x 
x 
no value 

Requisition 11042187 
Number 
External Note no note 
Attachments for supplier 

https://solutions.sciquest.com/apps/Router/POSummaryPrinterFriendly?pold=6909629 61312009 



Summary - PO S037800 
~ 

Services 

Unit of 
Measure 

PROGRAM 
COOPERATIVE MATCH 
PROJECT; HAZ Fuels; 
Project # 536716-FC; 
OBHAZ Fuels FC 
Lot 

Page 2of2 

Subtotal 15,000.00 
Shipping 0.00 
Handling 0.00 
Total 15,000.00 USD 

https://solutions.sciquest.com/apps/Router/POSummaryPrinterFriendly?pold=6909629 6/3/2009 



Financial Assistance Program 
Cooperative Match Project 

To be conducted by: 

Little Valley Owners Association 

Project Number: 

Estimated Project Cost: $30,000 

Funding provided by CSFS: $15,000 

Minimum Recipient Match: $15,000 

Project to be completed by: September I, 2009 

Based on the strength of the application submitted by Little Valley Owners Association, the Colorado State 
Forest Service is providing funding in the amount up t-0 but not exceeding $15,000 t-0 accomplish the project 
described in the attached scope of work. 

As the cooperator, Little Valley Owners Association, will be reimbursed for actual (hard dollars spent) costs 
incurred in implementing the project up to the amount listed above once the following requirements are met: 

A. Complete work as described in "Attachment A "(scope of work). 

B. Provide documentation that project funds have been matched at a minimum ratio of l: 1. 

C. Complete and submit through the local CSFS District Office periodic Grant 
Report(s)/Reimbursement Request(s) using the form provided in "Attachment B", as needed, 
and a Final Report that provides details on expenditures and accomplishments as a result of 
this project. Submission to: CSFS Fort Collins District, 5060 Campus Delivery, CSU, Fort 
Collins, CO 80523-5060 (attn. Diana Selby). 

D. Certify that neither the cooperator nor any principals represented herein are presently 
debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible, or voluntarily excluded 
from participation in this transaction by any federal department or agency. 

This funding will remain available until September I, 2009. It may be extended at any time at the 
discretion of CSFS. 

As a representative of the cooperator, J have read and understand the conditions of participating in 
this cooperative match project . 

.) 
Cooperator Signature: 

Mailing Address: 1637 Black Squirrel 
Estes Park, CO 805 l 7 

Telephone Number: 970-586-8588 
Email Address: lma_lvoa@msn.com 



CSFS REQUEST FOR SUPPLIES OR SERVICES (other than GSA CSFS # 805 Rt:v 02/0-1/05 
Dute: '-/{,,q/7(1,()Cj I l~ cu uested Bv: /}11111:1 \ t lhvi., I Resale to : CSFS Invoice#: 

Vendor: __LJfiL~8&rr1uhon 
I lo31 Gfµc IL.Sc~_.._( ~\ __ _ 

Ship To : y",cic ((')\\,I\~ \)\~~\L\-

£S-k£ PCA.rk' , Co 2-o~ L1. 
(PLEASE PROVIDE COMP LE IE ADDRE~S) (P l l·/\'.-.E l'RCl V IL>F ( '()t\tl'LE' I E DEi IVFRY AD l>llLSS) 

Reason fix Vendor Selection: ___ Sole Source (attach completed Sole Source Just1ficat1on Form) 11 Terms: 
_ ___ Previous Supplier e II _y__ Other 

Shipping Instructions: Deli very Date: Deliver to : 
FOI3 Fort Collins, Colorado 
FOB initials __ f31dg __ !loom __ Phone _ 

ff I Account Subcode 

I - - -- q8_0_ 
2 -

3 -

4 
- -··-- 1 -

5 

e ll-~ 
7 

8 -

10 
SPECIAL lNSTRUCTIONS: 

<)t lJOM I Descri lies or Services 

L1\I -, ''-' - (far(~-

_,il~, , .... 

e... 
, ____ I- -- ---

Expenditure Approval: 

Authorized Signature: . ~ 
Date: 

Unit Price Item Total 

,i&{lQO 1- - -

Suh1111: .. d . 'ii ~C:: OQO _ 
I }i scm 111l : $ 

TOTAL: $ _JS;_(lOO __ 



2009 Colorado "Allard Funds" Fort Collin 
2 

$15 000 

\Vildfire Hazard Reduction in 15 000 

B kB ti Im tdA G ar ee e- pace re as ran tA r f .pp 1ca ion 
I Applicant Information 

Applicant: I Little Valley 
Contact Person: I Ima Matthies 

Address: 163 7 Black Squirrel 
City/Zip Code: Estes Park. C0/80517 

Phone (Work/Cell): 970.586.8588 
Email: Ima _lvoa@msn.com 

Fax: N/A 

I Community At Risk Information 
Name of Project: Little Valley Fire Mitigation 

2 Community Name: Little Valley 
County: Larimer Congressional District: [ 4 

Latitude (decimal degrees): 40.33 Longitude (decimal degrees): [ 105.49 

Grant Contributors (Matching Share) 
(Applications will be disqualified if insufficient match is identified; federal dollars DO NOT qualify- see criteria & instructions for exception) 

Please specify each match contributor and the dollar amount of each contribution. 
DO NOT show grant requested funds in this table. This is for matching share only. 

3 Contributors: landowners TOTAL (Please specify) 

Dollars (Hard Match): $15,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $15,000 

In-Kind (Soft Match): $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 

! TOTAL: $15,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $15,ooo I 

Total Project Expense (break down matching share totals from Block #3) 

I Budget Detail Grant Share 

(Provide additional ($Amount Match (from Block #3) TOTAL 
information in Block #7) Requested) 

4 Dollars In-Kind 

Personnel I Labor: $0 $0 $0 $0 

Fringe Benefits: $0 $0 $0 $0 

Travel: $0 $0 $0 $0 

I 
Equipment: $0 $0 $0 $0 

I Supplies: $0 $0 $0 $0 
I 

Contractual: $15,000 $15,000 $0 $30,000 

Construction: $0 $0 $0 $0 

Other: $0 $0 $0 $0 
$0 $0 $0 $0 

Page 1of3 



5 

6 

7 

TOTAL: 15,000 15.000 0 $30.000 

Project Summary (check all that apply and answer related questions) 
What is the projected duration of this project? (check one) IZ!one Year D Two Years 
Is this a new project? (check one) 0Yes IZ! No 
Project Category: Hazard Fuels Reduction IZI 

Number of acres to be treated: I 30 I Estimated cost per acre: I $1,000.00 
Number of communities directly affected by this pro_ject: I 1 

Project Category: Information & Education D 
Number of citizens to be reached: I 

Project Category: Planning D 
Number of residences affected: I 

Project Area Description 
All information for the project must fit into the allotted character space provided below. 

Attachments will not be considered by the review commlttee. 

Provide a brief overview of the project and the project area. (If applying for a fuels reduction 
project, identify vegetation types.) 1soo charactm 
This project will take place within Little Valley and adjacent properties, located in the Estes Valley in Larimer County, 
Colorado. Little Valley encompasses 235 acres and adjacent property owners with the option of becoming associate 
members of the Little Valley Owner's Association and participating in fuel reduction work add an additional 32 acres. 
The community is directly adjacent to both NPS and USFS lands and is within the USFS Estes Valley Planning Area. 
Little Valley completed a CSFS approved CWPP in 2004 and owners have been actively implementing fuel treatments 
since that time. 
Vegetation type is mixed conifer consisting primarily of lodgepole pine, ponderosa pine. and Douglas-fir. Stands are 
multi-storied with mostly closed canopies. 'Current basal area in project locations range from 85 to 123 square feet per 
acre . Slopes vary widely from 5 to over 70% with most averaging about 30-40%. Mountain pine beetle activity in the 
prooosed project area has reached epidemic proportions. 

Scope of Work I Project Timeline 
All information for the project must fit into the allotted character space provided below. 

Attachments will not be considered by the review committee. 

Provide a brief scope of work which clearly describes how grant funds will be spent. (This 
should be more specific than the project description. Include any additional information 
regarding special budget detail in this section.) 1soo charactm 
Patch cuts or near patch cuts will be utilized to remove bark beetle infested trees and susceptible pines. Primary trees 
targeted for removal will include any mountain pine beetle infested pine, mature lodgepole pine, and dwarf-mistletoe 
infested ponderosa pine in order to maintain young trees. Efforts will focus on areas within 300 feet of roads and 
structures where dead trees may pose as hazards. Locations of patch cuts will be determined by bark beetle infestations. 
Materials will be cut and chipped to a depth not to exceed 6 inches. 
Grant funds will be used to hire a contractor for tree removal and chipping. The HOA will pay the full cost of the 
project and be reimbursed 50% of the total project cost after CSFS approval. 

Page 2of3 



... ·1 

8 

9 

• Provide a timeline for the project. 500 c1iarac1m 
Within I month of approval and transmittal of funds , a scope of work agreement will be in place. 
Evaluation of areas to identify mountain pine beetle patch cuts will be done within 2 months of grant approval. 
Remaining planning, layout, and implementation of project will be complete within 9 months. 
Final certifications, project inspections and close-out paperwork will be completed in the last month of grant period. 

Interagency Collaboration 
Specify the private, local, tribal, county, state, federal and/or non-governmental (501c3) 
organizations that will contribute to or participate in the completion of this project. Describe 
briefly the contributions each partner will make (i.e. - donating time/equipment, funding, etc.). 
500 characters 
Little Valley homeowners will match 50% of the project cost (HOA will organize and work with landowners) 
CSFS will provide technical assistance and identify patch cuts 
A private contractor will do the work 
Larimer County Emergency Services will assist in structure assessments and defensible space 

Community Wildfire Protection Plan (CWPP) 
Does this community have a wildfire protection plan that follows the Healthy Forest Restoration 
Act CWPP guidelines? (check one) rg) yes D no D in development 
Is this project part of the plan? (check one) rg) yes D no 
Submit a copy of the CWPP with this application. Copy attached? rg) yes D no 

Project Longevity I Maintenance 
Clearly demonstrate how this project will remain effective over time. 500 characters 
The Association is implementing a covenant requiring homeowners to implement defensible space and conduct fire 
mitigation. These practices will be required to be maintained by the individual homeowners. The association will also be 
hiring a contractor to review the entire property each year for mountain pine beetle infestation. All infested trees will be 
cut and treated accordingly. 

Page 3of3 



LITTLE VALLEY OWNERS1 ASSOCIATION 

September 8, 2004 

Ellen Hodges, District Ranger 
Richard Edwards, Planning Team Leader 
Canyon Lakes Ranger District 
1300 College 
Fort Collins, CO 8054 

Dear Ellen and Richard, 

I would like for you and as well as others on my Carbon Copy List to know how much Little Valley 
Owners' Association appreciates the work of the entire Canyon Lakes ranger District. Neighbors have 
visited work areas in Piersen Park and say that the work is beautiful. Your communication with me on 
meetings, information and work being done is passed on to our homeowners as soon as possible. 

Locking the gate to correct some damage in the park was supported not only because the traffic was less for 
a few days. But people who hike and use the park for recreation truly hate to see such beauty destroyed. 

Working together seems to urge our property owners to do and learn more about our area each year. 

We will continue to urge fire mitigation. We also hope that work continues in the Piersen Park Area. 

J;~gll Y/?~ 
Ima J. Mac., President 

CCI Ben Nighthorse Campbell, U.S. Senator 
Wayne Allard, U.S. Senator 

,..rfave Farmer, Colorado State Forester 
Tony Simon, Larimer County Fire Specialist 
Kathy Rennels, County Commissioner 
Glen Gibson, County Commissioner 
Thomas Bender, County Commissioner 
James Bedwell, USFS Ranger 
Rick Cables, USFS Ranger 

5000 LITTLE VALLEY ROAD • ESTES PARK, CO 80517 



Mike Babier 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Tony Simons [tsimons@larimer.org] 
Wednesday, June 16, 2004 10:09 AM 
mbabler@lamar.colostate.edu 

Subject: RE: D-Space Inspections 

I do not think I need to be there, I would just touch base with Ima and give her a 
schedule of what days Jacob will be there. We are going to need to track these hours 
separately, so that I can pay him. 

I will call you later 
Tony 

>>> "Mike Bahler" <rnbabler@lamar.colostate.edu> 06/16/04 09:54AM >>> 
I need to get Jacob going, do you want to be there, if so give me some dates. 

-----Original Message-----
From: Tony Simons [mailto:tsimons@larimer.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 16, 2004 9:29 AM 
To: ima LVOA@msn.com 
Cc: rnbabler@lamar.colostate.edu 
Subject: D-Space Inspections 

Ima, I have completed all of the defensible space inspections on the list you provide. 
Three of the properties did not have structures on then, so no inspection was conducted. 
These properties were Human, 
Lewis, and Wright properties. If there are additional properties to 
be 
inspected please let me know. 

Thanks for you help 
Tony 

1 



Mike Babier 

From: Ima Matthies [IMA_Lvoa@msn.com] 
Sent: Sunday, June 13, 2004 5:28 PM 

• 
To: Mike Babier; Tony Simons 

Mike, Below are those that feel they have marked their property. 

Page 1of1 

~cg' -No. 2, Addison says that they have markers up that will identify their property. They will also be 
here this summer. 

ll .g~ No. 15, Gilbert says his property is marked adequately but he was afraid it would be to difficult 
for you to mark some of the rocky areas. I suggested that we would leave that up to you and see 
then if he needed to clear fuel. 

"'3. 4.,q No. 19, Henner, This property is for sale. The Owner asked the Real Estate agent to mark it and 
she says all corners are marked. 

~15" No. 28, Lipsey, these people will be here the week of the 14th and plan to start pulling slash 
down. They seem to be real concerned. If you could do their property they would probably be 
grateful if not I will probably talk with them while they are here and up date them on info. 

lo No. 30 Lynn, They feel as if their property is adequately marked. 
- No 35. Oepping. Same here. 

/ .S /;.¥-No.39 , _seals, Toni just marked the expanded defensible space and these people feel as if their 
property 1s adequately marked. 

J. 7B No. 43,Wright. This is the lot that had all the red flags. They have started building and say that 
they have taken down the extra flags leaving only the property line markings. 

2 . 2-- No. 44, Steckline. These people say all of their property has a fence around it and that is the 
property line. 

/ You were going to send me info on fuel breaks. I got a call from someone but never got the info. 
~ 4}.i You could mail it to Little Valley Owner's Association Address of 5000 Little Valley Road, Estes 17 ~Park, CO 80517 

Thanks Ima 

6/14/2004 



~ .................... --------------------~~~~~~~~~ 
• 

Fuel Break Markings 2004 
Mark fuel 

Name Lot# Acres Address 2004 OS breaks Remarks 

1 Ackerman 12-2nd 1.27 TBD x x 
2 Addison 63-2nd 3.8 1680 Moss Rock x x 
3 Armstrong 40-2nd 1.9 4079 Little Valley Dr. x x 
4 Beach/Leibing 5-2nd 1.6 1755 Moon Trail Way x x 
5 Biehl 027-1st 4.27 3805 Dollar Lake Rd. AM x 

t V 6 Bradley/Kennicke 38-2nd 2.19 1673 Black Squirrel x x 
7 Burns 69-2nd ·5 TBD 
8 Cody/Dennehy 22-2nd 1.5 4070 Little Valley Dr. x x 
9 Conger 41-2nd 2.13 1792 Humming Bird x 
10 Courtney 72-2nd 4.21 1440 Humming Bird Dr. x 
11 Finney 3-1st 1.98 3824 Dollar Lake Rd. x x 
12 Flaherty 3-2nd 2.07 TBD x 
13 Flaherty 16-2nd 1.46 TBD x x 
14 Gargano 7-st 2.11 TBD x x 
15 Gilbert 50/60-2bd 4.96 1800 Moss Rock x x 
16 Glazer 68-2nd 3.21 1470 Moss Rock x x 
17 Gooden 21-2nd 1.49 4068 Little Valley Dr. x 

/./ 18 Hanchett 32-2nd 1.46 1640 Black Squirrel x x 
19 HennerEnglnc 71-2nd 3.49 TBD x 
20 Henry 17-2nd 1.31 TBD 
21 Hoed I 39-2nd 1.21 1679 Black Squirrel x 
22 Human 13-2nd 1.21 TBD x x 
23 Kauffman 27-2nd 1.69 4075 Little Valley Dr. x x 
24 Kitch 19-1st 2.6 1419 Humming Bird Dr. x x 
25 Ledoux 23-2nd 1.12 4090 Little Valley Dr. x 
26 Ledoux 24-2nd 1.92 4090 Little Valley Dr. x 
27 Lewis 36-2nd 1.87 TBD x x 
28 Llipsey 62-2nd 3.15 TBD x 
29 Loonsten 19-2nd 1 1730 Moon Trail Way x x 
30 Lynn 67-2nd 10 1480 Moss Rock x x 5$-itB 
31 Magnuson 46-2nd 2.42 1605 Humming Bird Dr. x 

~ 32 Matthies 18-1st 1.7 1637 Black Squirrel x x 
33 Nicholson 8-2nd 1.26 3870 Star Way x 
34 Nicholson 15-2nd 20 TBD x x 
35 Oeooing 28-2nd 1.57 4028 Little Valley Dr. x x 
36 Page 25-2nd 1.5 1680 Black Squirrel x x 
37 Rackerby 25-2nd 1.5 4095 Little Valley Dr. x 
38 Remigio 11-1st 2.14 3808 Dollar Lake Dr. x x 
39 Seals 16-1st 1.4 1613 Black Squirrel x X' 
40 Sheffer 14-2nd 1.3 3850 Star Way x 
41 Stephen 66-2nd 7.81 TBD x 

/ 42 Sypher 10-2nd 1.32 3825 Star Way x x 
43 Wright 14-1st 1.78 1607 Black Squirrel x x 
44 

Totals 122.88 26 39 
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LITTLE VALLEY OWNERS' ASSOCIATION 

May 24, 2004 

Dear Property Owner 

Tony Simons, Wildfire Specialist of Larimer County will mark defensible space on June 4th all day, June 
15th in the afternoon and June 17th all day. 

It is difficult for the Colorado Forest Service personnel to mark fuel break areas. Not everyone signed up 
for the fuel break markings so identifying areas are difficult. They are asking that we mark our property 
corner stakes so that they will mark the correct properties. When you have these marked please let me 
know and I will inform Mike Babier of the Colorado Forest Service and they will mark fuel break areas. 

Mike Richardson will chip trees and slash the week of June 21st and Late August. Please let me know 
when you would like your fire fuel chipped. You may chip both times. 

Contact me at e-mail at Ima L VOA@msn.com or call 970-586-8688. Please keep track of all time and 
money spent toward the mitigation work so we will have a true accounting when and if the grant money 
becomes available this year. 

Thanks Ima 

5000 LITTLE VALLEY ROAD • ESTES PARK, CO 80517 



Attendees: 

FIRE MITIGATION MEETING 
DANNELS FIRE STATION 1:00 PM 

APRIL 8, 2004 

Little Valley Owners Association (LVOA) Board members Ima Matthies, Charles Hanchett, 
Lee Kennicke, Fred Day 
Little Valley G.I.D. # 14 Board members Ima Matthies, Marianne Oepping and Jeff Hancock 
(Vern Oepping also attended.) 
Estes Park Fire Chief Scott Dorman 
Larimer County Engineer Rex Burns 
Larimer County Engineering Dept. Staff Services Manager Linda Sanders 
Larimer County Wildfire Specialist Tony Simons 
Road Contractor Rod Ault of Rod's Roads 

Also invited, but unable to attend due to follow-on activities related to the Picnic Rock fire: 
Colorado Forest Service representative Mike Babier and District Ranger for the U.S. Forest 
Service, Canyon Lakes Ranger District Ellen Hodges. 

Introductions: Ima Matthies chaired the meeting, and began by having the attendees introduce themselves and 
state the organization(s) that they represented. 

LVOA Fire Mitigation History: Ima gave a brief summary of the L VOA fire mitigation activities to date. 
During 2003 LVOA had a major effort towards creating defensible space around homes. 45 
owners signed on for this effort, of which 29 participated. Homeowners and the LVOA spent a 
total of approximately $20,000 in actual costs and work in kind for creating defensible space in 
2003. The LVOA spent over $5,000 for chipping of the resulting slash, and received a grant 
through the Colorado Forest Service for $5,000 to help defray expenses. 55 properties are 
signed on for fire mitigation work in 2004 (64.7% of the properties in Little Valley) and the 
LVOA has applied for a grant ofup to $30,000 in matching funds for 2004. Work planned for 
2004 includes creating defensible space (for those not participating in 2003); increasing 
defensible space (for those who participated in 2003), and creating fire breaks on undeveloped 
lots. 

G.I.D. #14 History: The road district, or General Improvement District (G.I.D.) #14 was started in 1993/1994. 
It grew from a need for road improvement and maintenance in the Little Valley area and for a 
fair distribution of the costs for such work. Prior to that time, the L VOA paid for all road 
maintenance, from Fish Creek Rd. up through Little Valley to Pierson Park. G.I.D. #14 now 
includes all those properties that use any of the roads in the area for access, including 
Centennial Hills and those properties along Little Valley Rd. but outside of the Little Valley 
Owners Association. The G.I.D. funds (from a mill levy included in property taxes) are 
supplemented by LVOA with an annual contribution of$5,000 for improvements and 
maintenance. 

Evaluation of cul-de-sacs and pullouts to accommodate fire and safety equipment: It has been recognized 
that one of the risks associated with a potential fire in the Little Valley area is the difficulty 
with access for fire and safety equipment. Many of the roads in the area are single lane roads, 
cul-de-sacs at the ends of some roads may be inadequate for turning around fire trucks, and 
there are few pullouts that would enable vehicles to pass in opposite directions. There was 
significant discussion of these access issues and plans for their improvement. Tony Simons 
indicated that the grant program funds as currently structured cannot be used for road work and 
access improvement. However, he also pointed out that the one house lost in the recent Picnic 
Rock fire was due to the decision by the fire fighters to defend homes in that area by air only. 
Access to that area is very difficult and the decision was made, for personnel safety and 
protection, to not send ground crews in to defend six homes \!',one subdivision. These homes 
were defended by airdrops, and five of the six were saved. ,. 



' ., 

It was decided that Rod Ault, Rex Burns and Scott Donnan would survey the roads in the 
Little Valley Area to determine specific access issues and methods for improvement. Rod 
would then provide a cost estimate for these improvements to the L VOA and G .I .D. # 14 for 
further evaluation and any decisions. During this survey, the need for trimming umbrella fuels 
along the roads would also be noted. 

Scott Dorman noted that other, less costly issues can and should be addressed in the near future 
for improvement of emergency equipment access. These include providing better address 
markings for all homes, visible from the main roads and clearly visible at night (with 
consistent placement if possible), and providing better line of sight and visibility around 
comers for drivers in seated in large, high equipment. 

There was also some discussion as to water requirements for fire fighting (both structural fires 
and wildfires). Scott Donnan noted that the fire hydrants in Centennial Hills (the closest to 
Little Valley) have white caps, meaning that they produce less than 500 gallons of water per 
minute, the amount required for fighting a structural fire. The fire department would be 
interested in improved water access and storage in the Little Valley area, however no actions 
were taken at this meeting to address this issue. 

Defensible Space and Inspections: Last year Tony Simons marked properties, at the request of their owners, for 
clearing/thinning of trees to provide defensible space. Ima provided him a list of those owners 
requesting the same service this year. In addition, the National Forest Service will be creating 
firebreaks in the National Forest in the future (Little Valley is bordered on three sides by 
National Forest land). Tony noted that these firebreaks would not necessarily be at the 
boundary between the NFS land and private land. In some cases the breaks may be miles from 
the private property due to topography and larger scale issues with managing fire propagation 
and property owners should not be upset if they do not see a fire break adjacent to their land. 

Jeff Hancock stated that from an insurance standpoint the industry is starting to address 
wildfire issues in more detail. In the future, representatives of the insurance companies will 
inspect properties and homes to determine if they will provide insurance coverage. Specific 
issues related to defensible space and fire risk mitigation will be evaluated. Owners would 
then be given 12 to 18 months to fix any problems. 

Possibility of Grant Money to be Used for Fuel Breaks Along the Roads and Roadwork: Applicaton for 
future grant money (2005 and beyond) was discussed with an emphasis on creating fuel breaks 
along the roads and roadwork for improved access. As stated earlier, the grant programs are 
not currently structured to provide money for roadwork, however the local organiz.ations may 
lobby for changes in these restrictions in the future. Future grant money could be requested for 
creating fuel breaks along the roads, and assessing the need for such breaks should be part of 
the road survey undertaken in the near future. 

Tony Simons strongly recommended that the owners association proceed with the necessary 
work to protect themselves and not wait for decisions on grant money. Ima stated the L VOA 
Board position that they are proceeding with such work and will continue to do so during 2004 
regardless of the resolution of the grant requests for this and future years. 

The meeting was adjourned at approximately 2:30 PM with a consensus that it was very productive and 
informative for all the attendees. 

Respectively Submitted, 

Fred Day, Secretary 
Little Valley Owners Association 



LITTLE VALLEY OWNERS' ASSOCIATION 

April 16, 2004 

Dear Property Owner, 

I have been asked what fire mitigation means. Agencies that use the term just say it means preparing for 
fire. According to the dictionary mitigation means, "to make less severe or painful". To me we are trying 
to make the reality of fire less severe. It is the term everyone uses so we will also. 

This year we will basically do the same as we did last year. 

l. Tony Simons, Wildfire Specialist from Larimer County and Mike Babbler from the Colorado Forest 
Service will be in our area to mark defensible space and fuel breaks around the l 0th of May. When I 
have the exact date I will le you know by e-mail or a phone call. You do not have to be present to get 
marked but if you want to be available to talk to these resource persons we will let you know the date. 

2. The Eagle Rock School will be available to do work on May 22,2004. Please note the sign up sheet 
which is included. Lee Kennicke is in charge of the program this year for the Association. 

3. We will again chip this year. The money we got for last year's grant ($5,000) will be used for this 
expense. Wood and slash should be laid with the larger portion of the limbs facing the access areas 
in your driveway or along the roadway. The chips will then be blown back on your property. Pine 
Needles and small twigs and sticks should not be put in the pile they are dangerous in the chipping 
machine. They will be left and you can bag and dispose of them. We will chip twice once in June and 
later in the fall. You will be notified of the dates and will need to let us know which date you want. 

4. It will be very important that we get an accounting of work you have done. Any Contractual work, 
Eagle Rock expenses and time you have spent cutting and piling slash. Man-hours are in kind work. 
The grant we have applied for this year will be matched with what we spend up to $30,000. 
We have not heard if we will receive grant money this year. We will do what we can. 

All expenses should be in by September 30,2004 so that if there is money for a grant, our costs can be 
documented. 

I have talked so much about fire mitigation that I think everyone should know what I mean and that 
certainly is not always the case. 

If you have questions call me at 970-586-8588 or e-mail me at lma_Lvoa@msn.com. 

Sincerely, 

lmaJ&~Q~~ 

5000 LITTLE VALLEY ROAD• ESTES PARK, CO 80517 



Defensible Space 2004 

Name Lot# Acres Address 2003 OS 2004 OS Remarks 

1 Addison 63-2nd 3.8 1680 Moss Rock K x 
2 Annstrong 40-2nd 1.9 4079 Little Valley Dr. x x 
3 Beach/Lei bing 5-2nd 1.6 1755 Moon Trail Way x 
4 Bradley/Kennicke 38-2nd 2.19 1673 Black Squirrel K x 
5 Cody/Dennehy 22-2nd . 1.5 4070 Little Valley Dr. x x 
6 Finney 3-1st 1.98 3824 Dollar Lake Rd. x 
7 Flaherty 16-2nd 1.46 TBD x x 
8 Gargano 7-st 2.11 TBD x 
9 Gilbert 50/60-2bd 4.96 1800 Moss Rock x x 
10 Glazer 68-2nd 3.21 1470 Moss Rock x x 
11 Gooden . 21-2nd 1.49 4068 Little Valley Dr . x 
12 Hanchett 32-2nd 1.46 1640 Black Squirrel x x 
13 Henry 17-2nd 1.31 TBD 
14 Heyen 10-1st 2.13 3804 Dollar Lake Rd. x x 
15 Hoed I 39-2nd 2.13 1679 Black Squirrel K x 
16 Human 13-2nd 1,21 TBD x to build 
17 Kauffman 27-2nd 1.69 4075 Little Valley Dr. x 
18 Kitch 19-1st 2.6 1419 Humming Bird Dr. x 
19 Lewis 36-2nd 1.3 TBD x 
20 Loonsten 19-2nd 1.7 1730 Moon Trail Way K x 
21 Lynn 67-2nd 10 1480 Moss Rock x x 
22 Magnuson 46-2nd 2.42 1605 Humming Bird Dr. x 
23 Matthies 18-1st 1.7 1637 Black Squirrel x x 
24 Nicholson 15-2nd 20 TBD x 
25 Oeooing 28-2nd 1.57 4028 Little Valley Dr. x x 
26 Page 30-2nd 1 1680 Black Squirrel x 
27 Remigio 11-1st 2.14 3808 Dollar Lake Dr. x x 
28 Seals 16-1st 1.4 1613 Black Squirrel x x 
29 Sypher 10-2nd 1.32 3825 Star Way ~ x 
30 Wright 14-1st 1.78 1607 Black Squirrel K x to build 

Totals 83.85 18 24 

2004-7-more properties to be marked 2004 than 2003 
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Defensible Space 2004 

Name Lot# Acres Address 2003 OS 2004 OS Remarks 

1 Addison 63-2nd 3.8 1680 Moss Rock ~ x 
2 Annstrong 40-2nd 1.9 4079 Little Valley Dr. ! x 
3 Beach/Leibing 5-2nd 1.6 1755 Moon Trail Way X. 
4 Bradley/Kennicke 38-2nd 2.19 1673 Black Squirrel ! X. 
5 Cody/Dennehy 22-2nd - 1.5 4070 Little Valley Dr. x x 
6 Finney 3-1st 1.98 3824 Dollar Lake Rd. x 
7 Flaherty 16-2nd 1.46 TBO x x 
8 Gargano 7-st 2.11 TBD x 
9 Gilbert 50/60-2bd 4.96 1800 Moss Rock x x 
10 Glazer 68-2nd 3.21 1470 Moss Rock x x 
11 Gooden 21-2nd 1.49 4068 Little Valley Dr. - x 
12 Hanchett 32-2nd 1.46 1640 Black Squirrel x x 
13 Henry 17-2nd 1.31 TBD 
14 Heyen 10-1st 2.13 3804 Dollar Lake Rd. x x 
15 Hoed I 39-2nd 2.13 1679 Black Squirrel ! x 
16 Human 13-2nd 1,21 TBD x to build 
17 Kauffman 27-2nd 1.69 4075 Little Valley Dr. x 
18 Kitch 19-1st 2.6 1419 Humming Bird Dr. x 
19 Lewis 36-2nd 1.3 TBD x 
20 Loonsten 19-2nd 1.7 1730 Moon Trail Way ! x 
21 Lynn 67-2nd 10 1480 Moss Rock ! x 
22 Magnuson 46-2nd 2.42 1605 Humming Bird Dr. ! 
23 Matthies 18-1st 1.7 1637 Black Squirrel x x 
24 Nicholson 15-2nd 20 TBD x 
25 Oepping 28-2nd 1.57 4028 Little Valley Dr. x x 
26 Page 30-2nd 1 1680 Black Squirrel x 
27 Remigio 11-1st 2.14 3808 Dollar Lake Dr. x x 
28 Seals 16-1st 1.4 1613 Black Squirrel ! x 
29 Sypher 10-2nd 1.32 3825 Star Way ! x 
30 Wright 14-1st 1.78 1607 Black Squirrel K x to build 

Totals 83.85 18 24 

2004-7-more properties to be marked 2004 than 2003 
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LITTLE VALLEY OWNERS' ASSOCIATION 

County Commissioners 
Thomas Bender and Glen Gibson 
P.O. Box 1190 
Fort Collins, CO 80522 

Dear Commissioners, 

I would like to inform you of how Larimer County has assisted our subdivision, Little Valley, and 
Association, Little Valley Owners' Association Inc. 

We have been sending you up dates on our fire mitigation of this year. We worked on the mitigation and it 
became very evident that without the leadership of the County Wildfire Specialist, Tony Simons, Colorado 
State Forest Service Ranger, Mike Babier, Estes Park Fire Chief, Scott Dorman as well as the 
encouragement from our commissioner, we would not have accomplished as much as we did. 

One thing that stood out above all we accomplished was that we as a community were in command of our 
own destiny. Instead of the government telling us what to do we were using government to empower our 
selves to do more. 

We are thankful for all and would encourage your continued involvement with other subdivisions in the 
Red Zone areas. 

We have already started organizing to do more mitigation for next year knowing that the support we get 
from our County has helped us. Tbr . YJ?~ 
Im• J. Matth;e, .fl=-
CC/ Tony Simons, Larimer Co. Wildfire Specialist 

Mike Babier, CO Forest Service 
Scott Dorman, Estes Park Fire Chief. 

5000 LITTLE VALLEY ROAD• ESTES PARK, CO 80517 
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Little VaHey Owners Associatiot• Fire lliliaalm Costs for 2803 

No. .... Lot# Aaes .... His. Eqaiv. $ Owner ExtMtSe Total &pense 
1 Ackerman 12 - 2nd 2.2 
2 Addison 63-2nd 3.8 26 $298.48 $298.48 
3 Armstrong 40 - 2nd 2 2 $22.96 $22.96 
4 Barnett 7-2nd 1.51 
5 Biehl 027A 4.27 85 $975.80 $75.00 $1,050.80 
6 Bradley/Kennicke 38-2nd 2.2 45 $516.60 $140.00 $656.60 
7 Bryan 2-2nd 1.5 
&Bums 69-2nd 5 
9 Cody/Dennehy 22- 2nd 1.5 90 $1,033.20 $500.00 $1,533.20 

1 O Collingwood 17 - 1st 1.35 
11 Collingwood 20 - 1st 2.5 
12Conger 41 -2nd 2 54 $819.92 $500.00 $1,119.92 
13 Day 4-2nd 2.29 43 $493.64 $493.64 
14 Dyson 13 -2nd 1.21 
15 Dyson 16- 2nd 1.46 
16 Emslie 6 -2nd 1.4 
17 Gilbert 59 -2nd 
18 Gilbert 60 ~2nd 4.9 42 $482.16 $482.16 
19 Glazer 68 - 2nd 3.5 
20 Hanchett 32 -2nd 1.75 70 $803.60 $68.00 $871.60 
21 Heyen 10 - 1st 2.25 25 $287.00 $1,000.00 $1,287.00 
22 Hoedl/Schmitt 39- 2nd 2.13 
23 Ledoux 24 - 2nd 1.12 28 $321.44 $321.44 
24 ledoux 23 ~2nd 1.92 
25 Lindstrom 64 -2nd 6 23 $264.04 $264.04 
26 Upsy 62 -2nd 3.15 
27 Loonsten 19 - 2nd 1 $280.00 $280.00 
28 Lynn 67 -2nd 10 32 $367.36 $367.36 
29 Magnuson 46 -2nd 2.42 10 $114.80 $170.00 $284.80 
30 Matthies 18 - 1st 1.7 $241.00 $241.00 
31 Nicholson 15A-2nd 20 6 $68.88 $800.00 $868.88 
32 Nicholson 8~2nd 1.26 
33 Norman 5 -1st 1.96 
34 Oepping 28-2nd 1.75 42 $482.16 $30.00 $512.16 
35 Oliver 18- 2nd 1.45 
36 Rackerby 25-2nd 1.5 
37 Remigio 11 - 1st 2.14 35 $401.80 $401.80 
38 Seals 16 - 1st 1.4 27 $309.96 $375.00 $684.96 
39 Sheffer 14 - 2nd 1.3 55 $631.40 $631.40 
40 Steddinelleadley 9 -1st 2.2 24 $275,52 $275.52 
41 Sypher 10- 2nd 2 $405.00 $405.00 
42 Tesar 34 ~2nd 
43 Tierney 6-2nd 1.25 12 $137.76 $137.76 
44 Vanderveen 13 - 1st 1.6 50 $574.00 $574.00 
45Wells 37 - 2nd 2.5 
46 Westley 3 -1st 1.96 28 $321.44 $105.50 $426.94 
47 Wright 15 - 1st 1.78 
48 Wrobley 42 ~2nd 2.27 $690.00 $690.00 
49Wrobley 43 -2nd 1.3 
50 Wroblcy 57-2nd 2.69 

130.3 854 $9,803;92 $5,379.50 $15,183.42 

NOTE: Man hours expensed at $11 AS/hr per Larimer County Fire Mitigation office 
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PERCENTAGES OF LOTS, OWNERS, AND HOMES SIGNED ON FOR FIRE MITIGATION 
IN LITTLE VALLEY DURING 2003 

TOTAL#OF TOTAL#OF TOTAL#OF TOTAL# TOTAL #OF ACREAGE 
WTS OWNERS HOMES ASKING REPRESENTED 

FOR 
MARKING 

83 77 56 36 225.23 

SIGNED ON 50 44 36 26 130 

PERCENTAGE 60% 57% 64% 72% 57.8% 

TOT AL OF EXPENSES FOR LITTLE VALLEY PROPERTY OWNERS FOR FIRE MITIGATION 
2003 

MAN HOURS TOTAL MAN 
HRS@Sll.48 
PER HR. 

854HRS $9803.92 

PROPERTY OWNER TOT AL PROPERTY LVOA CHIPPING 
OUT OF POCKET OWNER EXPENSE COST 

EXPENSE 

$4,879.50 $14,683.42 $5,675.00 

TOTAL DOLLAR AMOUNT FOR DEFENSIBLE SPACE IN LVOA---------$20,358.42 

AVERAGEAMOUNTFOR36WTS.--~~~~~~~~- -----$ 565.51 



LITTLE VALLEY OWNERS' ASSOCIATION 

January 27, 2004 

Eilen Hodges, District Ranger 
Richard Edwards, Planning Team Leader 
Canyon Lakes Ranger District 
1300 College 
Fort Collins, CO 80524 

Dear Ellen and Richard, 

A New Year calls for a new thank you. The gate looks great and we have had good feed back about the 
"no shooting"and the "park closed signs. The Sign into the Park was not moved but I imagine it got to cold 
to move by the time everything else was done. 

We have applied for a grant through the Colorado State Forest Service and Mike Babier for this year. It 
will expand our defensible space and do fire breaks on the other properties that are not effected by 
defensible space. 

Do you plan to start on firebreaks along our perimeter this year? Are there other plans? It is good to keep 
everyone updated. 

CC: Senator Wayne Allard 
Senator Ben Nighthorse Campbell 
Rick Cables Ranger, USFS 
James Bedwell Ranger, USFS 

.,..-Mike Babier, CSFS 
Tony Simons, Wildfire Safety Specialist of Larimer County 

5000 LITTLE VALLEY ROAD • ESTES PARK, CO 80517 
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LITTLE VALLEY OWNERS' ASSOCIATION 

April 4, 2003 

MikeBabler 
District Forester 
Colorado State Forest Service 
Foothills Campus 
Building I 052 
Fort Collins, CO 80523-5075 

Dear Mike, 

RECEIVED 
CSFS - FCD 

APR 

~FD~ AOFM u 
SF 

4 2003 
IF 
AA-
SH-

I want to thank you for attending our meeting on March 25, 2003. 

Our Board feh as if we got information that was very beneficial. We have proceeded with plans for our 
Association I am including the information we sent out. We will try to keep you informed of our successes 
or failures. 

We do want to be considered for a grant if and when they become available. 

Sin erely, (J _ 
'~~ •• ~~ct 

If 7 tf; 
5t6~~ ~ 

5000 LITTLE VALLEY ROAD • ESTES PARK, CO 80517 



LITTLE VALLEY OWNERS1 ASSOCIATION 

March 31,2003 

Dear Property Owner, 

Enclosed you will fmd a disc. The Estes Park Volunteer Fire Department made it for an evaluation of the 
Big Elk Fire. It was made specifically for the fire fighters. Each fire has an evaluation according to the 
place of fire, the type of fire, the wind and the weather. Structures are evaluated for each fire to determine 
if they are defendable by the fire fighters of that specific fire. 

There are some errors as to address, pictures and repeat of properties. We have edited it and are providing 
a print out for each of you. 

There are 19 properties with no residences. Residences that there were no evaluation and we do not know 
why, are those of Carlson, Ligget, Oepping and Bard. There were five properties that were under 
construction that got no evaluation. Those were the properties of Armstrong, Barnett, Bryant, Day and 
Timber Creek Construction. 

Properties with chains or locked gates will not be defended. Limb zone II & I is the area in defensible 
space where limbs need to be lopped off up to 6 or 10 feet high. 

The LVOA Board met with Scott Dorman, Fire Chief of the Estes Park Fire Department, Mike Babier the 
Regional Director of the Colorado Forest Service and Tony Simons of Larimer County's wild fire safety 
program. 

The discussion was on grant money available and defensible space. 

We can ask for grants through the County, The Colorado Forest Service or Private entities and may indeed 
get some help this year or next year. We cannot count on grant money at this time, as federal money has not 
bee allocated for grants. 

Most fires will start on private property by accident, chimneys, improper use of machines or use of 
materials that cause fires. Defensible space helps defend your residence against fire. It also helps prevent 
fires from going to the tops of trees. This is called a crowning fire that races through treetops causing great 
damage. 

See the "Living with Fire" insert. This will define defensible space. Defensible space for our sub division 
is different for each property because of how steep the slopes are. 

Some property owners have already started with clearing of defensible space or correcting potential fire 
problems. All property owners have to care for their own property for their protection as well as their 
neighbor's safety. 

Our Board believes that we will qualify for grant money but until that time we must care for our selves. 

5000 LITTLE VALLEY ROAD• ESTES PARK, CO 80517 



We will start with clearing defensible space around homes at this time. We will still look to the future so 
that property not covered in defensible space will be included in a grant that will assist everyone with 
clearing of slash and ladder fuels. 

Tony Simons of Larimer County will be available for property owners to mark trees and ladder fuels that 
need to be removed. You do not have to be here for that to happen but you do need to use the sign on sheet 
(see attached) so he will have your permission. The Board will co-ordinate with him. 

We have reserved Eagle Rock School (70 to 85 pupils) for clearing of defensible space on May 15lh and 
l 61h. This time is community service time for the school. Students some parents and school adults will 
clear defensible space as a service to the community. They will furnish their own water and food. They 
ask for a donation as well as property owners to be available for fellowship with the students. They rake 
and bag pine needles, lop limbs, cut dead trees and ladder fuel trees and carry wood and pile it where you 
want it. Larger pieces of wood can be cut for firewood to be used by you or they will take it and use it for 
the school. Rick Herb of Eagle Rock School states that it takes 2 students about 2 hours each to rake pine 
needles for defensible space. 

Neither the school nor our association wants anyone left out because they cannot afford the service. Our 
Association is suggesting that property owners pay $8.50 an hour for each student used or what ever your 
donation is to our Association and we will then give the donation all at one time. 

You may choose to use Eagle Rock School, private contractors or do it your self(in kind work). Copies of 
invoices or an accounting of hours must be sent to the Association so that this information could be used 
toward a grant. 

Slash and wood not to include building materials, paper trash, tires, couches, should be in an easy access 
pile along the road on your property. Limbs should be piled in the same direction and left whole, as it is 
easier to chip that way. Later in the fall the Association will contract to have it chipped and blown back on 
your property. We will see if we have enough in our treasury to accomplish this. Maybe some grant 
money will be available. Property owners may have to assist with the cost. 

The LVOA Board will continue to work and organize to assist our selves. We cannot help care for your 
property unless we have your permission. Please see the attached sign on sheet. If these are not checked 
signed and sent back to us by April 19th we will not consider your property in clean up of defensible space 
or participation in a grant. 

Please call me with any questions at 970-586-8588 or e-mail Ima LVOA@msn.com. 

Sin7fly~ 0 ;t;?~ 
~~ 



LITILE VALLEY PROPERTY OWNERS' STATEMENT OF SUPPORT FOR FIRE 
MITIGATION AND GRANT POSSIBILITIES 

(Please check those spaces that will apply to you) 

l. 

2. 

3. 

____ We plan to use Eagle Rock School Students of May 15 and 16th of this year 2003, to clear 
Defensible space. 

Check below those services needed. 
A. Number of students ___ _ 
B. Rake and bag pine needles __ _ 
C. Lop Limbs __ _ 
D. Cut dead trees or ladder fuel trees __ _ 
E. Cut large pieces for wood burning. ___ _ 
F. School may have the wood ____ _ 

____ We want our property to be considered for possible grant money. 

_____ We would like Tony Simons assistance in identifying ladder fuels in defensible space. 

Date --------

Property owner's signature _______________ _ 

Lot # _______ Acreage of property _________ _ 

Please return to Little Valley Owner's Association 5000 Little Valley Rd, Estes Park, CO 80517 



LITTLE VALLEY OWNERS' ASSOCIATION 

May7,2003 

Richard Edwards 
Canyon Lakes Ranger District 
Planning Team Leader 
1300 College 
Fort Collins, CO 80526 

Dear Mr. Edwards, 

It was good to meet you during the April 18, 2003 Forum on Forest Health. We had started before the 
Forum working on fire mitigation with Tony Simons of Larimer County and Mike Babier of the Colorado 
Forest Service. We are in the process this year of working with property owners. We will be working on 
defensible space this year. The response has been good with over 50% of the property owners wanting to 
have information on how to take care of their property. 

On May 15th, The Eagle Rock School will be in our area helping clear defensible space. Tony Simons will 
be marking defensible space and in the fall we will chip up slash that property owner have accumulated and 
blow the slash back on their property. 

As I mentioned at the meeting, there are three properties because of the U.S. Forest Service Survey of 1977 
that have defensible space on U.S. Forestry Property. These property owners are Judy and Frank Ledoux, 
4090 Little Valley Dr., Pricilla Loonsten, 1730 Moon Trailway and Craig Carlson, Moss Rock. 

It would be a great boost for our property owners if we could have some idea of what is planned for the 
Piersen Park Area. Our Annual Meeting is in July and is a good time to give out information. 

~~(lC//?~ 
1ma 1. MatthiV . 

CC: 

Ellen Hodges, District Ranger, US Forest Service 
James Bedwell, U.S. Forest Service Supervisor 
Mike Babier, Colorado State Forest Service 
Tony Simons, Fire Specialist Larimer County 
Senator Wane Allard 
Senator Ben Ni~thorse Campbell / .0 ~~ 
~PGll!frf (!~QJ/l'J~S~oU-'' ~ ~ 
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LITTLE VALLEY OWNERS' ASSOCIATION 
June 23, 2003 

Ellen Hodges 
District Ranger 
U.S. Forest Service 
Canyon Lakes Ranger District 
1300 College Dr. 
Fort Collins, CO 80526 

Dear Ellen, 

I wrote a letter to Richard Edwards about defensible space of property owners that extends into the forest 
property due to the U.S. Forest Survey of 1977 in May. 

I have not beard anything. 

In the mean time the gate into Piersen Park has been tom down, fires have again been built in the area and 
gun shots have been frequent in that area. 

The Sheriff's Officers state they have not been informed by the U.S. Forest Service that there is no 
shooting in that area. Has no shooting, no camping, and no fires been confirmed as official U.S. Forest 
Service rules? If so have they been provided for the Sheriff's Department? 

When the gate is replaced it would keep more people from causing damage when the park is closed if it 
were placed on the incline of the access road. 

I would appreciate some clarification of these concerns. 

CC: 
Richard Edwards, Planning Team Leader, U.S. Forest Service 
James Bedwell, U.S. Forest Supervisor 
Rick Cables, Ranger, U.S. Forest Service 
Senator Wayne Allard 
Senator Ben Nighthorse Campbell 

,....-Mike Bahler, Colorado State Forest Service 
Glen Gibson and Thomas Bender, County Commissioners 
Toni Simons, Wildlife Safety Specialist 
Sheriff Jim Alderden 
Scott Dorman, Fire Chief 

5000 LITTLE VALLEY ROAD• ESTES PARK, CO 80517 
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Ellen Hodges, District Ranger 
Richard Edwards, Planning Team Leader 
Canyon Lakes District 
U.S. Forest Service 
1300 College Dr. 
Fort Collins, CO 80524 

Dear Ellen and ltichard, 

Thank you for your visit and sharing of information yesterday. 

As I said our members were so happy to know about the location and replacement of the Piersen Park gate. 

After you left I called our Board members and told them about our discussion. Everyone is so pleased to 
know that there are plans for fuel breaks. People would like to know if we have any endangered species in 
the area. 

If you look at the defensible space of the Loonsten, Ledoux and Carlson as we discussed it would be a step 
forward in proving that we can work together. 

I will share your information with our membership in an annual letter. If you have plans that develop for 
the area, please inform me and our membership will get them. 

We will continue to work on defensible space with Tony Simons of Larimer County and Mike Babier of 
the Colorado Forest Service. At the end of the summer I will share our report on the approximate cost to 
the Association for this summers' fire mitigation. 

Our meeting invigorated me. We all know there is always the possibility of fire and destruction but it 
makes people feel empowered to help themselves when every ol6Vorks together. 

CC: 
James Bedwell, U.S. Forest Supervisor 
Rick Cables, Ranger, U.S. Forest service 
Senator Wayne Allard 
Senator Ben Nighthorse Campbell 

~Ike Babier, CO State Forest Service 
Glen Gibson and Thomas Bender, County Commissioners 
Tony Simons, Wildlife Safety Specialist 
Scott Dorman, Fire Chief 

5000 LITTLE VALLEY ROAD • ESTES PARK, CO 80517 
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INTRODUCTION 

This publication is designed for use by foresters, planners, and developers . It cannot guarantee safety from all 
wildfires but will greatly increase the probability of preventing or containing them at manageable levels . 
Colorado's forested lands are experiencing severe impacts from continuing population increases, energy 
development, and people's desire to escape urban pressures. Subdivisions and developments are opening new 
areas for homesite construction at an alarming rate, especially along the Front Range and around recreational 
areas such as Dillon, Vail, and Steamboat Springs. 
But with development inevitably comes a higher risk of wildfire and an ever-increasing potential for loss. 
Methods of fire suppression, pre-suppression needs, and homeowner and fire crew safety must all be con-
sidered in the planning and review process for new developments . 

Fire ma11agemcnt pla1111i11g is very importan t for safe, effec tive 
suppress ion actit• ities 

Th e lesso11 s learned from inadequate fire planning are usually at the 
expense of ltves or property 

Fuelbreaks should be considered in fire management planning, but the following are guidelines only. They 
should be customized to local areas by professional foresters experienced in Rocky Mountain wildfire suppres-
sion. 
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FUELBREAK VS FIREBREAK 

Although the term "fuelbreak" is widely used in 
Colorado, it is often confused with "firebreak". The 
two are entirely separate and aesthetically different 
forms of fuel modification. 
A firebreak is an area, 20 to 30 feet wide (or more), 
in which all vegetation is removed down to mineral 
soil. It is reworked and maintained each year prior to 
fire season. 
A fuelbreak (or shaded fuelbreak) is an easily accessi-
ble strip of land of varying width (depending on fuel 
and terrain), in which fuel density is reduced, thus 
improving fire control opportunities. The stand is 
thinned, and remaining trees are pruned to remove 
ladder fuels . Brush, heavy ground fuels, snags, and 
dead trees are disposed of and an open, park-like ap-
pearance is established. 

Cross section of mixed conifer stand before fuelbreak modification. 

Same view after logging and slash treatment. 
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Many of Colorado's timber stands are overgrown, tangled masses of 
fuel - waiting only for the spark of disaster 

But the same stand, after thinning, pruning, and slash removal can /Je 
made safe, as well as pleasant. 

The following is a discussion of the uses, limitations 
and specifications of fuelbreaks in wildfire control 
and management. 
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FUELBREAK LIMITATIONS 

Fuelbreaks provide quick access for wildfire suppres-
sion Control activities can be conducted safely due 
to low fuel volume. 
Strategically located, they break up large tracts of 
dense timber, thus limiting uncontrolled spread of 
wildfire . 
They can greatly aid firefighters by slowing fire 
spread under normal burning conditions . However, 
under extreme conditions, even the best fuelbreaks 
stand little chance of arresting a large fire, regardless 
of firefighting efforts. Such fires can drop firebrands 
1/ 8 mile or more ahead of the main fire , and may 
continue until there is a major change in weather 
conditions, topography, or fuel type. 
Most important: The fuelbreak is the line of defense. 
The area (including developments) between it and the 
fire will be sacrificed. 

In spite of these somewhat gloomy limitations, fuel-
breaks have proven themselves effective in Colorado. 
During the 1980 Crystal Lakes Subdivision Fire near 
Fort Collins, crown fires were stopped in areas with 
fuelbreak thinnings, while other areas of dense 
lodgepole pine burned completely . 

The Cnista/ Lakes subdiuision after the 1980 fire The home in the upper right would certain/11 have been lost without the Jue/break 

3 



THE NEED FOR A FUELBREAK 

Several factors determine the need for fuelbreaks in 
mountain subdivisions. They are (1) potential prob-
lem indicators, (2) wildfire hazard areas, (3) slope, (4) 
topography, (5) crowning potential, and (6) ignition 
sources. (A flow chart using these factors is found on 
page 9.) 

POTENTIAL PROBLEM INDICATOR 

FUEL TYPE CHARACTERISTICS 

Aesthetics ·Wildlife 

Aspen 2 3 
Douglas-fir 2 2 
Greasewood-Saltbush 4 2 
Lirnber-Bristlecone Pine 3 2 
Lodgepole Pine 2 2 
Meadow 5 4 
Mixed Conifer 2 1 
Mt. Grassland 5 3 
Mt. Shrub 3 5 
Pinyon-Juniper 2 3 
Ponderosa Pine 2 3 
Sagebrush 4 4 
Spruce-Fir 2 3 

LEGEND: 5 - Problem May Be Crucial 
4 - Problem Very Likely 
3 - Exercise Caution 
2 - Problem Usually Limited 
1 - No Rating Possible 
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POTENTIAL PROBLEM INDICATOR 
The publication, "An Ecosystem Guide for Mountain 
Land Planning, Level I", explains potential problem 
indicators for various hazards and characteristics 
common to Colorado's ecotypes. All major timber 
types, except aspen, indicate a high probability of 
wildfire hazard. 

HAZARDS 

Soil Wildfire Avalanche Flood Climate 

3 2 4 3 2 
3 5 2 2 3 
5 2 1 3 3 
4 3 4 2 5 
3 5 4 2 4 
4 2 3 4 3 
1 5 3 1 3 
4 3 3 2 4 
4 4 2 3 2 
4 4 2 3 2 
1 5 2 2 3 
3 3 3 2 3 
3 4 5 3 4 
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WHAM MAPS 
The Colorado State Forest Service (CSFS) has com-
pleted wildfire hazard area (\Iv HAM) map sets for 
many priva ely own d land in Colorado, particularly 
along the Front Ran e. Thes c nsis o maps which: 
(1) indicate areas • .. vi th 30 percent or greater slope: (2) 
delineate ecosystem types; and (3) outline areas of 
varying wildfire hazard levels. The hazard level are: 
n o hazard {"O"), low (" A"), moderate ("B"), severe 
("C"), or evere brush ("X'') . Areas rated "B", "C", 
or ··x· should be considered f r uel modification 
work. 

Sample wildfire hazard map with hazard types and slopes greater than 
30 percent. 
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SLOPE 
The rate of fire spread increases as the slope of the 
land increases. Fuels are preheated by the rising 
smoke column, and a " ladder" effect may be created 
in the adjoining · timber (spreading fire from the 
ground to tree crowns). 

Fire effects, flat VS steep terrain . Note preheating of fuels on steep 
ground from passage of smoke column 

At 30 percent sl p , rate o( fire spread double com-
pared to rates at level ~round , drastically reducing 
firefighting ef ectiveness. Areas near· 30 percent o 
greater slope arc cntica/ and must be rei•ieu. ed ca ·e ully. 



TOPOGRAPHY 
Certain topographi~ Jeatures innuence fire spread 
and hould b evaluated. Included are fir chimneys, 
saddles, and V-sh.aped canyons. They are usually 
recognjzed by re ,'Jevlin.g standard U.S.G.S. quad 
maps. 
Ch imneys are deru.e]v getated drainages on slopes 
greater than 30 perc t. ind tends to funnel up the 
drainage, rapidly p:reading fir u pslope. 

Severe fire hazards often l1t1r-A irt the dense vegetation on the 
slope of a chimney. 

Saddles are low p oiJ\15 along a main ridge or be-
tween two hills. L:ike chimneys, they also funnel 
winds to create a n;atural fire path during an uphill 
run and act as corri dClrS - spreading fire into adja-
cent valleys or drain.a~eS. 
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Heavily timbered saddles can act as corridors and thus help fires 
spread. 

V-shaped valleys can ignite easily due to heat radi-
ating from one side to the other. For example, a fire 
burning on one side of a valley dries and preheats 
fuels on the other side until the fire "flashes" over. 
The slope effect then takes over and fire spreads rap-
idly uphill on both sides of the valley. 

Flashover in steep, V-shaped valley. 



CROWNING POTENTIAL 
An on-site visit is required to assess crowning poten-
tial. A key is provided below to determine this rat-
ing. 

CROWNING POTENTIAL KEY 

A. Foliage present, trees living or dead - B 
B. Foliage living - C 

C. Leaves deciduous or, if evergreen, usually soft, 

Fuel modification is unnecessary if an area has a rat-
ing of 3 or less. 

Rating 

pliant, and moist; never oily, waxy, or resinous. 0 
CC. Leaves evergreen, not as above - D 

D. Foliage resinous, waxy, or oily - E 
E. Foliage dense - F 

F. Ladder fuels plentiful - G 
G. Crown closure > 75 percent 9 

GG. Crown closure less 7 
FF. Ladder fuels sparse or absent - H 

H. Crown closure > 75 percent 7 
HH. Crown closure less 5 

EE. Foliage open - I 
I. Ladder fuel plentiful 4 

IL Ladder fuels sparse or absent 2 
DD. Foliage not resinous, waxy, or oily - J 

J. Foliage dense - K 
K. Ladder fuels plentiful - L 

L. Crown closure > 75 percent 7 
LL. Crown closure less 4 

KK. Ladder fuels sparse or absent - M 
M. Crown closure > 75 percent 5 

MM. Crown closure less 3 
JJ. Foliage open - N 

N. Ladder fuels plentiful 3 
NN. Ladder fuels sparse or absent 1 

BB. Foliage dead - 0 

Remove all dead trees within the fuelbreak. Occasionally, dead trees 14 inches or larger in diameter 4 1/ 2 feet 
above ground level may be retained as wildlife trees. If retained, dear all ladder fuels from around the tree 
trunk. 
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IGNITION SOURCES 
Possible ignition sources which may threaten the 
proposed development must be investigated thor-
oughly. Included are other developments and homes, 
major roads, recreation sites, and railroads. These 
might be distant from the proposed development, yet 
still able to channel fire into the area due to slope or 
other topographic features. 
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Sparks from passing trains can ignite grasses and timber. 

Equally important is the possibility that the proposed 
development is an ignition source threat to existing 
homes or subdivisions. 



START HERE: 
FUELBREAK REQUIREMENT ANALYSIS 

locate subdivision on topographic map . 

. I 
Overlay with ecosystem map 

I 
Subdivision is located on grassland, YES Fuel modification 

void of timber or dense brush not required I 
I NO 

Species wildfire 
rating is 2 YES Fuel modification I (see Potential Problem Indicators) not required 

I NO 
Overlay with wildfire hazard map 

I 
< YES 

Fuel modification Hazard Rating is A or 0 
~ not required 

I NO 

Overlay with slope map 

I 
~ 

YES Fuel modification through I Slopes are less than 30% I thinnings recommended* 

I NO 

On-site inspection indicated 

I 
Hazardous topographic YES Fuelbreak construction 

feature(s) present , illdica ted I 
I NO 

< Crowning potential YES Fuel modification through 

is 3 or less thinnings recommended* 
(Rare situation) 

I NO 

Ignition source(s) YES 
Fuelbreak construction I present indicated 

I NO 

< Subdivision poses threat YE Fuelbreak construction 

~ to other improvement(s) indicated 

I NO 
Fuel modification through 
thinnings recommended* 

(Rare situation) 

•Review minim um dis tances required for fuel modifi cation along roads on page 11. 
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FUELBREAK LOCATIONS 

An effective fireline is connected or anchored to nat-
ural or artificial fire barriers. Such anchor points 
might be rivers, creeks, large rock outcrops, wet 
meadows, or a less flammable timber type. 
Similarly, proper fuelbreak construction takes advan-
tage of such barriers to eliminate "fuel bridges". 
(Fires often escape control lines with the aid of fuel 
bridges.) 
Since fuelbreaks provide quick, safe access to defen-
sive positions, they are necessarily linked with road 
systems. Connected with county-specified roads 
within subdivisions, they provide good access and 
defensive positions for firefighting equipment and 
support vehicles. Cut-and-fill slopes of roads are an 
integral part of a fuelbreak, as they reduce the 
amount of fuel modification needed. 
Preferably, fuelbreaks are located along ridge tops to 
help arrest fires at the end of their runs. However, 
due to homesite locations and resource values, they 
can be effective when established at the base of 
slopes. Mid-slope fuelbreaks are least desirable, but 
under certain circumstances and with modifications, 
these too can be valuable. 
Fuelbreaks are located so that the area under 
management is broken into small, controllable units . 
Thus, a fire remains small, and when it reaches 
modified fuels, defensive action is more easily taken. 
As an example, Larimer County recommends that 
fuelbreaks break up continuous forest fuels into units 
of 10 acres or less. This is an excellent plan, especial-
ly if thinning for forest management is accomplished 
in addition to fuelbreak construction. 
When located along ridge tops, continuous length as 
well as width is a critical feature. Extensive long-
range planning is essential in positioning this type of 
fuelbreak. Much of the work can be accomplished 
through commercial timber sales at little or no cost. 
Improperly planned fuelbreaks adversely impact an 
area's aesthetic qualities. Careful construction is 
necessary when combining mid-slope fuelbreaks with 
roads involving excessive cut-and-fill. 
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Care must also be taken in areas which are not 
thinned throughout for fuel hazard reduction. In 
such cases the fuelbreak sticks out like a " sore 
thumb" due to contrasting thinned and unthinned 
portions of the timber stand (especially noticeable are 
areas above road cuts). 

Before and after photos illustrate how a timber stana can oe 
thinned 

.. . without altering the basic character of the hillside Jn this way, 
aesthetic impacts are minimized. 

These guidelines are designed to minimize aesthetic 
impacts. However, some situations may require ex-
tensive thinning and thus result in a major visual 
change to an area. 



CONSTRUCTING THE FUELBREAK 

FUELBREAK WIDTH AND SLOPE 
ADJUSTMENTS 

Note: Since road systems are so important to fuel-
break construction, the following measurements are 
from the toe of the fiII for downslope distances and 
above the cut for uphill distances. 
The minimum recommended fuelbreak width is ap-
proximately 200 feet. Since fire activity intensifies as 
slope increases, the overall fuelbreak width must also 
increase. However, to minimize aesthetic impacts, the 
majority of the increases should be taken from the 
bottom of the fuelbreak below the road cut. 

fuelbreak 

Typical cross-section of fuelbreak built in conjunction with road. 

Widths are also increased when severe topographic 
conditions are encountered. Guidelines for fuelbreak 
widths on slopes greater than 30 percent are given 
below. 

FUELBREAK WIDTH/SLOPE 

Percent Uphill 
Slope Distance 

(o/o) (ft) 

0 100 
10 90 
20 80 
30 70 
40 60 
50 50 
60 40 

FUELBREAK WIDTH PRESCRIPTION 

l ) Below road distance: 
Distance (ft.)= 100 + [(150%)(slope %)] 

2) Above road distance: 
Distance (ft.) = 100 - slope% 

3) Fuelbreaks which pass through chimney or saddle areas 
should have distances increased by at least 50%. 

4) Ridgetop fuelbreaks should be thinned on botK sides of 
road based on below road distance prescription. 

5) All distances are measured along slope 

70 .-------------------------------------· 
60 

50 

OJ 

g. 40 
-;;; 

iii 
::: 30 
OJ c... 

20 

10 

0 
0 25 5 100 125 150 175 200 225 

Distance in feet 

Downhill Total Width of 
Distance Modified Fuels 

(ft) (ft)* 

100 200 
115 205 
130 210 
145 215 
160 220 
175 225 
190 230 

•As slope increases, tota l distance for cut-and-fill for road construction rapidly increases, improving fuelbreak effective width. 
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ST AND DENSITIES 
Crown separation is a more critical factor for fuel-
breaks than a fixed tree density level. A minimum 10 
foot spacing between the edges of tree crowns is 
desirable. Small, isolated groups of trees may be re-
tained for visual diversity. 

Pian view of fuelbreak; shows minimum distance between tree crowns. 

A fuelbreak thinning is classified as a heavy "sanita-
tion and improvement" cut from below. Trees which 
are suppressed, diseased, deformed, damaged, and of 
low vigor are removed along with all ladder fuels. 
Remaining trees are the largest, healthiest, most 
wind-firm trees from the dominant and co-dominant 
species of the stand. 
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Because such a thinning is quite heavy for an initial 
entry into a stand, prevailing winds, eddy effects, 
and wind funneling are carefully evaluated. It may 
be necessary to develop the fuelbreak over several 
years to allow the stand to "firm-up". 

prevailing wind 

Topography affects wind behavior - an important consideration 
during fuelbreak construction. 

Area-wide forest thinnings are recommended for any 
subdivisions. They will not be as severe as fuelbreak 
thinnings, but should be completed to fuelbreak 
specifications along the roads (as outlined on page 
11.) 

-. 
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DEBRIS REMOVAL 

Limbs and branches left from thinning (called slash) 
can add significant volumes of fuel (especially in 
lodgepole pine, mixed-conifer, or spruce/fir timber 
types). These materials can accumulate and serve as 
ladder fuels, or can become hot spots, increasing the 
difficulty of defending the fuelbreak Slash decom-
poses very slowly in Colorado and proper disposal is 
essential. 
Three treatment methods commonly used are: (1) 
lopping and scattering, (2) piling and burning, and 
(3) chipping. Proper treatment reduces fire hazard, 
improves access for humans and livestock, en-
courages establishment of grasses and other vegeta-
tion, and improves aesthetics. 
Size, amount, and location of slash dictates the 
method used, in addition to final appearance desired 
and cost. The method will also depend on how soon 
an effective fuelbreak is needed prior to develop-
ment. 
Lopping and scattering is the easiest and cheapest 
method of disposal, but also the least desirable and 
must be used with caution. Large branches are cut into 
small sections and scattered over an area. In fuel-
breaks, pieces are cut small enough so that all slash 
is within 12 inches of the ground. (Contact with the 
ground increases decomposition rate.) 

Chipping is the most desirable, but also the most expensive method of 
slash disposal 

13 

Piling and burning is a quick way to eliminate a 
large amount of slash at moderate cost. The material 
is piled for burning in open areas when snow cover 
is sufficient to prevent fire spread. Piles are located 
far from remaining trees to prevent scorching and 
should be compact enough to facilitate burning. The 
sheriff and local fire department must be notified be-
fore any burning is done. A few scattered piles may 
be left for wildlife use without compromising fuel-
break effectiveness. 

The lop and scatter method (logs not yet removed in photoi Remaining 
slash should be no deeper than 12 inches above ground surface Stand 
in background has not been thinned 
Chipping is the most expensive disposal method. 
Branches are fed through a machine resulting in 
chips approximately 3/4 inch square by 1/4 inch 
thick. They decompose rapidly, present little fire haz-
ard, act as mulch to hold soil moisture, stimulate 
vegetative growth, prevent erosion on cut-and-fill 
slopes, and facilitate movement within the area. 
They may, however, retard vegetative growth if 
spread too heavily. Chipping is highly recommended 
for fuelbreaks. 

Piled slash can be burned, but only during certain conditions, such as 
after a snow/ all. 



FUELBREAK MAINTENANCE 
Following initial thinning, trees continue to grow 
(usually at a faster rate). The increased light on the 
forest floor encourages heavy grass and brush 
growth where, in many cases, nothing grew before. 
Site disturbance and exposed mineral soil is a perfect 
seed bed for new trees which, in tum, create new 
ladder fuels. Thus, fuelbreak effectiveness tends to 
decrease over time. 

Because of poor maintenance, the effectiveness of this fuelbreak will be 
minimized within a few years. Note the ingrowth already starting. 

Fuelbreak maintenance problems are most often the 
result of time and neglect. Misplaced records, lack of 
follow-up, and apathy caused by lack of fire activity 
are some of the major obstacles. 
In addition, the responsibility for fuelbreak projects 
is often unclear. Completed by the developer, control' 
then passes to the homeowners' associations, usually 
with limited funds and authority to maintain fuel-
breaks. 
If Jue/break maintenance is not planned, the Jue/break 
should never be constructed. 
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CONCLUSION 

Colorado mountains are comprised of diverse slopes, 
fuel types, aspects, and topographic features. This 
variety makes it impossible to develop general pre-
scriptions for all locations. Recommendations stated 
previously are guidelines only. A professional forest-
er with fire suppression expertise should be consult-
ed to "customize" fuel breaks for particular areas. 
Other CSFS publications which may be of use in 
developing a successful fuelbreak and fuel hazard 
reduction plan are: 

Mountain Land Planning - Dennis L. Lynch 
and Standish R. Broome 

An Ecosystem Guide for Mountain Land 
Planning-Level 1 - Dennis L. Lynch 

Wildfire Hazards: Guidelines for Their Preven-
tion in Subdivisions and Developments -
Colorado State Forest Service 

Wildfire Safety Guidelines for Rural Homeown-
ers - J. Bruce Coulter 



GLOSSARY 

Aspect: (exposure), the compass direction toward 
which a slope faces. 
Basal Area: (BA), cross-sectional area of a tree meas-
ured at breast height (4.5 feet above the ground), in-
clusive of bark and expressed in square feet. Basal 
area per acre is a common expression of timber den-
sity or stocking. 
Blowdown: a tree or stand of timber which has been 
blown down by wind. 
Co-dominant: one of the four main crown classes 
recognized on a basis of relative position and condi-
tion in the stand. Those trees with crowns forming 
the general level of the crown cover, receiving full 
light from above, but comparatively little from the 
sides; usually with medium size crowns more or less 
crowded on the sides. 
Conversion: the transformation of a forest from one 
type to another favoring a particular species or group 
of species through such practices as cutting, planting 
or weeding. 
Dominant: one of four crown classes recognized on 
the basis of relative position and condition of the 
stand. Specifically, trees with crowns extending 
above the general level of the crown cover, receiving 
full light from above and partly from the side; larger 
than the average trees in the stand, and with crowns 
well-developed but possibly somewhat crowded on 
the sides. 
Ecosystem: any complex of living organisms with 
their environment that we isolate mentally for pur-
poses of study; the organisms and environment 
linked together by energy and nutrient flow . 
Even-Aged Forest: a stand in which relatively small 
age differences exist between individual trees. The 
maximum difference in age permitted to consider a 
stand even-aged is usually 10-20 years. Where the 
stand will not be harvested until it is 100-200 years 
old, larger differences, up to 25 percent of the rota-
tion age, may be allowed. 
Firebreak: any natural or constructed barrier utilized 
to segregate, stop and control the spread of fire or to 
provide a control line from which to work. (An area, 
generally 20-30 feet wide (or more), in which all 
vegetation is removed down to mineral soil. A fire-
break is reworked and maintained each year prior to 
the fire season.) 
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Fuelbreak: a strategically located strip or block of 
land (of varying width) depending on fuel and ter-
rain, in which fuel density is reduced, thus improv-
ing fire control opportunities. The stand is thinned 
and remaining trees are pruned to remove ladder fu-
els. Most brush, heavy ground fuels, snags and dead 
trees are removed and an open park-like appearance 
established. 
Fuel Modification: An alteration of stand conditions 
(usually through silvicultural means) to reduce timber 
density and fuel hazards. Fuelbreaks, thinnings, pre-
scribed bums, etc. are all different methods of fuel 
modification. 
Group Selection: a modification of the selection sys-
tem in which trees are removed periodically in small 
groups. This leads to the formation of a mosaic of 
age-class groups in the same forest. 
Ladder Fuels: vegetative growth under the tree 
canopy which when burning allows a ground fire to 
move into the tree crown. 
Patch Cutting: the harvesting of an entire standing 
crop of trees . In Colorado, typically limited to areas 
two acres or less in size. 
Rotation Age: the period of years required to estab-
lish and grow timber crops to a specified condition of 
maturity. 
Sanitation Cutting: the removal of dead, damaged, 
or susceptible trees, essentially to prevent the spread 
of pests or pathogens and so promote forest hygiene. 
Also, to "capture" this volume before it dies and de-
grades. 
Seedbed: an area prepared to receive seed, such as 
an area cleared of plants and duff, so that natural 
seedfall can establish a new forest. 
Shelterwood Cut: a harvesting method in which the 
mature timber is removed in a series of cuttings, en-
couraging the establishment of natural reproduction 
under the partial shelter of residual trees. The cut-
tings extend over a period of years equal to not more 
than one-quarter and often not more than one-tenth 
of the time required to grow the crop. Shelterwood 
cutting resembles heavy thinnings . Natural reproduc-
tion starts under the protection of the older stand 
and is finally released when it becomes desirable to 
give the new crop full use of the growing space. 
Silviculture: the art of producing and tending a 
forest; the theory and practice of controlling forest 
establishment, composition, and growth. 



Slash: debris left after logging, pruning, thinning, or 
brush cutting. Slash includes logs, chunks, bark, 
branches, stumps, and broken understory trees or 
brush. 
Species: a group of similar individuals having a 
number of correlated characteristics and sharing a 
common gene pool. The species is the basic unit of 
taxonomy on which the binomial system has been 
established. The scientific name of a plant or animal 
gives first the genus and then the species as in Abies 
grand.is. NOTE: species is both the singular and plu-
ral form of the word. 
Stand: a community, composed of trees, possessing 
sufficient uniformity of composition, age, spacial ar-
rangement or condition, to be distinguished from ad-
jacent communities, so forming a silviculture or· 
management entity. 
Thinning: partially cutting an immature stand to in-
crease its rate of growth, to foster quality growth, to 
improve composition, to promote sanitation, to aid in 
litter decomposition, to obtain greater total yield, and 
reduce fire hazard. 
Vigor: the general health of a tree or stand of trees 
as measured by growth rate and freedom from in-
sects and diseases. Vigor is evaluated by measuring 
growth and, subjectively, by general appearance. 
Wildfire: an unplanned fire requiring suppression 
action, as contrasted with a prescribed fire burning 
within prepared lines enclosing a designated area, 
under prescribed conditions. 
Wildfire: An unwanted, uncontrolled fire requiring 
suppression action - (as contrasted with a " pre-
scribed fire " burning within prepared lines which en-
close a designated area, under prescribed conditions). 
Windthrow: blowdown, trees uprooted by wind. 
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Tit~ aitd Pile: NeighborIY. Fo,restManage,ment . ·" .. ·. 
,\ 

Whlzt Is Tile and Pile? 

By Todd Haines 
Sandia Ranger District 

Tijeras - lile and Pile is an inno-
vation that was developed as a more 
"neighbor friendly" method of con-
structing a fuelbreak. 

It is a series of fuelbreak "tiles• Iha~ 
do not form a continuous swath along 
the growing urban interface. The piles 
are the slash piles generated by the ex-
cess woody material from the tile con-
struction. 

The lile and Pile innovation came 
to be as an attempt to construct a 
fuelbreak along the National Forest and 
private home boundary without making 
it look like a fuelbreak. 

A typical fuelbreak consists of a 
thinned area about 130 to 200 feet wide 
which runs along the course of a fea-
ture such as a ridge lop or in this case 
a property boundary. Thinning means 
removing trees thus increasing the 
spacing between the trees, therefore 
not allowing a wildfire to utilize the trees 
as •fuel.• This reduction of fuel will as-
sist fire fighters if a fire were to occur. 

The typical type of fuelbreak con-
struction would be somewhat controver-
sial for a n~rrber of reasons. ~e main 
reason cited is the access to the forest 
directly behind the homes would be 
greatly increased to hikers. 1he remain· 
ing fores1 would remain thick, thus chan-

neling recreationists near the homes. 
Even though the fuel break is in the 
national forest promoting this type of 
activity adjacent to a residential neigh-
borhood was a concern. 

The shape of a fuel break is some-
what of a concern for wildlife issues. 
While a fuelbreak provides increased 
edge opening, and foraging areas, the 
long narrow strip shape is not ideal. To 
bec6me closer to an optimal conf igura-
tion of the this type, staggering of 
fuebreak areas or "Tiles" would be more 
desirable. 

The lile and Pile fuelbreak concept 
accomplishes the following: 1-Serves as 
a fuelbreak to prevent the spread of 
fire.2-Serves to lessen the impacts of 
recrealionists near the private land due 
to better access of the areas.3-Better 
cfistributes the openings and edge of 
mes to increase forest diversity. 

Another aspect of the Tile and Pile 
is that we are working with the local resi-
dents to see where they would like to 
see the tiles behind their homes. Some 
want the thick trees to "hide" their 
homes, while -other would like to have 
a better view of the forests and wildlife. 

New and innovattve forest manage-
ment techniques are always possible to 
better serve ever}ione. . Good ideas 
such as thi~ are always u~f ul to forest 
managers. Tile 'and Pile not only does 
the job but adds beneftts that otherwise 
would not have taken place. This idea 
is not useful to just the National For-
ests but to any proj~I that m~y apply. 

Fuelbreak Tile Concept 

Private Property 

Nelional forest 

C___:::> ~ ... f!\:...c ::::> ~ 
-1 F= .. ~•h• .. •" •rn'!.• ./ J 
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Each Tiie could be sci up lo 6 chains ( 396 feel) from the privlllc property 
boundry. Each Ule consists ol reduced fuels (NOT a dearcut). 

Tile Before Treatment 
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FIRE MITIGATION FOR LITTLE VALLEY SUB()IVJSION IN ESTES PARK CO. 
Sep tern ber 27, 2003 

For over five years Little Valley Owners' Association Inc. (LVOA) has been providing literature from the 
County and the Colorado Forest Service. Much of the material came from CSU was about defensible space 
in terms of fire mitigation. The materials are provided for all new property owners and available to all at 
annual meetings. 

Two years ago we offered to organize a chipping program for property owners. LVOA would organize it 
and the property owner would pay for it. Only two property owners called after the dead line. We had 
failed in our first attempt for fire mitigation. 

A year ago we had the Big Elk Fire and were evacuated with the smell of smoke and ashes swirling around 
us. 

The LVOA Board members attended a meeting with Tony Simons, wild fire specialist for Larimer County, 
Mike Babier from the Colorado Forest SeJVice and Scott Dorman the Fire Chief of the Estes Park 
Volunteer Fire Department. We discussed grants and fire mitigation. In March of2003 LVOA attended a 
meeting organized by Larimer County Commissioner, Bender, on a Healthy Forest. 

Information and the knowledge that we would have technical help if we needed it spurred us into a Fire 
Mitigation Plan for 2003. 

The plan consisted of I. Sending out the CD's made by the fire department after the big Elk fire, which 
had been used, for evaluation during the threat of fire. Sending information on defensible space and a sign 
on sheet for those wanting to take part. 2.Tony Simons of the County marked defensible space for those 
that wanted that service. 3. A work day was set in May with the Eagle Rock School to assist in clearing 
defensible space for property owners that could supervise the work on their own property. 4. Those 
clearing defensible space would stack wood on their property in an accessible place so LVOA could have it 
chipped and blown back on their property. 5. The chipping contractor was given a map of the subdivision 
with a list of names. This gave us a per parcel cost as well as a total cost. 

This plan was mailed out in late March. Some did not understand or were leery of us actually 
accomplishing our goal and did not sign on. However after information began to be returned and after our 
annual meeting it was quite evident that most people wanted to take part. They just needed direction. 
Property owners were responsible for cutting and stacking their own fuel. And L VOA would pay for 
chipping. 

We know that people pulled not only defensible space slash and umbrella fuels but also old piled up slash. 
The piles of fuel were many and large. Our Board decided we would not let this become a problem, as it 
was the deep concern of our property owners that had caused them to work so hard. It would also help 
clear our subdivision, which will promote safety 

We plan to extend our defensible space 50 feet next year and include those who wish to sign on that did not 
do so in 2003. 

Presented by Ima J. Matthies, President ofLVOA 



LITTLE VALLEY OWNERS' ASSOCIATION REPORT OF COST FOR MITIGATION 2003 

NAME LOT# ACRES COUNTY GRTS MAN PROPTY TOTAL 
D.SPACE HOURS OWNER EXPENSES 
MARKING EXPENSE 

I. Ackerman 12-2nd 2.2 x 

2. Addison 63-2nd 3.8 x x 26 

3. Annstrong 40-2nd 2 x x 2 

4. Barnett 7-2nd 1.51 x x 

5. Biehl 027A 4.27 x 85 $75.00 

6. Bradley & Kennicke 38-2nd 2.2 x x 45 $140.00 

7. Bryan 2-2nd 1.5 x 

8. Bums 69-2nd 5.0 x 

9. Cody&Dennehy 22-2nd 1.5 x x 90 $500.00 

IO. Collingwoods 17-1 st 1.35 x x 
20-1 st 2.5 x 

l 1. Conger 41-2nd 2 x 54 $500.00 

12. Day 4-2nd 2.29 x 43 

13. Dyson 13-2nd 1.21 x 
16-2°d 1.46 x 

14. Emslie 6-2nd 1.4 x 

15. Gilbert 59-2°d 
60-2°d 4.9 x x 42 

16. Glazer 68-2°d 3.5 x x 

17. Hanchett 32-2°d 1.75 x x 70 $68.00 

18. Heyen 10-1 st 2.25 x x 25 $1000.00 

19. Hoed! & Schmitt 39-2°d 2.13 x x 

20. Ledoux 24-2°d 1.12 x x 28 

23-2°d 1.92 x x 



21. Lindstrom 64-200 6.0 x x 23 

22 .. Lipsy 62-200 3.15 x 
23. Loonsten 19-200 1.0 x x $280.00 

24. Lynn 67-200 10.0 x x 32 

25. Magnuson 46-2nd 2.42 x x 10 $170 

26. Matthies 18-lst 1.7 x x $241 

27. Nicholson 15A-znd 20. x x 6 $800.00 

8-2nd 1.26 x 
28. Nonnan 5-lst 1.96 x 
29. Oepping 28-2nd 1.75 x x 42 $30.00 

30. Oliver 18-2nd 1.45 x x 
31. Rackerby 25-2nd 1.5 x 
32. Remigio 11-lst 2.14 x x 35 

33. Seals 16-1 51 1.4 x x 27 $375.00 

34. Sheffer 14-2nd 1.3 x x 55 

35. Steckline & Leadley 9-1 51 2.2 x x 24 

36. Sypher 10-2ru1 2.0 x x $405 

37. Tesar 34-2nd 2.0 x 
38. Tierney 6-2nd 1.25 x 12 

39. Vanderveen 13-1 st 1.6 x 50 

40. Wells 37-2nd 2.5 x 
41. Westley 3-lst 1.96 28 $105.50 

42. Wright 14-lst 1.78 x 
43 .. Wrobley 42-2nd 2.27 x 

43-2nd 1.3 x 

57-200 2.69 x 



PERCENTAGES OF LOTS, OWNERS, AND HOMES SIGNED ON FOR FIRE MITIGATION 
IN LITTLE VALLEY DURING 2003 

TOTAL#OF TOTAL#OF TOTAL#OF TOTAL# TOTAL #OF ACREAGE 
LOTS OWNERS HOMES ASKING REPRESENTED 

FOR 
MARKING 

87 77 56 36 128.12 

SIGNED ON so 43 36 26 

PERCENTAGE 65o/o 56o/o 64°/0 72o/o 

TOTAL OF EXPENSES FOR LITTLE VALLEY PROPERTY OWNERS FOR FIRE MITIGATION 
2003 

MAN HOURS TOTAL MAN 
HRS@$10.00 
PERHR. 

9140 HRS $9,140.00 

PROPERTY OWNER TOT AL PROPERTY LVOA CHIPPING 
OUT OF POCKET OWNER EXPENSE COST 

EXPENSE 

$5,379.50 $14,519.50 $5,675.00 

TOTAL DOLLAR AMOUNT FOR DEFENSIBLE SPACE IN LVOA- -----$20,194.00 

AVERAGEAMOUNTFOR36LOTS.----------------- $ 560.93 



LITTLE VALLEY OWNERS' ASSOCIATION 
September 5, 2003 

Dear Property Owner, 

What a busy year we have had. Our annual meeting was such a success. Charley Hanchett did a good job 
organizing it and we did a good job of eating and getting to know each other. It was agreed that we do the 
same thing next year. 

We are completing chipping for slash that people pulled from defensible space on their properties. The 
response has been so great and I know how hard some have worked at it. We will get some small monies 
from a grant this year. The Board decided that we would do the same thing next year that we did this year. 
We will extend defensible space for those who worked this year. It will be an extra 50 feet and those that 
did not get to participate this year will have that opportunity next year. The grants we are applying for are 
for the whole subdivision. Whatever money comes in from grants will be put back into our treasury and 
used for the next year. 

In order for us to get grant money this year we must know how many hours and how much money you have 
spent for defensible space for this year only. Some of you have given me money amounts but not hours 
spent. We need both to evaluate for grant participation. Please send everything if you have not done so by 
September 21,2003 

The Board recently met with our lawyer, Ed Guiducci, to discuss the covenants and fire mitigation as it 
may relate to the covenants. Our Covenants contain language stating that lots or living units should be 
maintained in a clean and safe condition. Due to recent mountain fires and our evacuation last year, our 
lawyer believes that wild fire is indeed a safety condition. A condition recognized by insurance companies, 
home owner's association's legal communities. 

We ask all of you that have homes or property and have not signed on for fire mitigation to do so. We will 
continue working with the County, Colorado Forest Service, U.S. Forest Service and our local Volunteer 
Fire department to help in making us a safer and more fire wise subdivision. 

In our January mail out I will give exact dollar figures for this years mitigation. We have to write for a 
separate grant for next year and cannot apply any of this year's expense to next year. 

The U.S. Forest Service District Ranger, Ellen Hodges and Richard Edwards, the new Planning Team 
Leader of the District U.S. Forest Service met with me a couple of days after our annual meeting. 
Changing where the sign is placed, replacing the gate and putting up no shooting signs in areas along our 
line where they can legally do is planned for this year. 

The Piersen Park area, which will include Little Valley, is now designated as #1 priority in the New Estes 
Valley Planning area. The priority was given because of the red zone overlay area between the U.S. Forest 
Service and us. We provide the group to work with in order to meet some federal specifications for them. 

5000 LITTLE VALLEY ROAD • ESTES PARK, CO 80517 
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This year a Botany study is being done to make sure that there are no endangered species of plant or animal 
life. I recently got a call from Ellen Hodges stating that they have found no endangered species to date. 
Ellen and Richard have met with several property owners to discuss fire mitigation as the defensible space 
on their property extends into the Forest Service Area. 

Next year they will institute a plan for fire mitigation in Piersen Park. After it is complete they will start to 
implement it in 2005. They do plan for some fuel breaks and cutting of umbrella fuels in the park. They 
have agreed to give us more information as the progress with their plans. 

Our Board is very happy to work with all the different levels of government. Working together wil I help us 
to make Little Valley safer. We can never assure anyone that there will not be a wild fire. But we can give 
information and assist in ways to defend our neighbors and us. 

If you have not signed on to the New Covenants I would encourage you to do so. Read your old covenants 
and realize your Board's job is to maintain the covenants whether it be old or new Covenants. 

Please fill out the Fire Mitigation Form for next year. 

Please call me at 970-586-8588 or E-mail Ima LVOA@msn.com if you have any questions. I will 
continue to try and keep everyone informed. 


