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Tom Green County Commissioners’ Court 
June 28th, 2005 

The Commissioners’ Court of Tom Green County, Texas, met in Regular Session June 
28th, 2005 in the Edd B. Keyes Building, with the following members present: 

Ralph E. Hoelscher, Commissioner of Precinct #1 
Karl Bookter, Commissioner of Precinct #2   
Steve Floyd, Commissioner of Precinct #3   
Richard Easingwood, Commissioner of Precinct #4  
Michael D. Brown, County Judge  

 
1. County Judge, Michael Brown, called the meeting to order at 8:36 AM. 
2. Commissioner Easingwood offered the invocation.  Pledge of Allegiance to the United 

States and the Texas Flag were recited. 
4.   Commissioner Easingwood moved to accept the Consent Agenda as presented.  
Commissioner Hoelscher seconded the motion.  The following items were approved:  

A. Approved the Minutes of the Meeting from June 14th, 2005. 
B. Approved the Minutes of Accounts Allowable (Bills) from June 15th-28th, 2005 

in the amount of  $ 1,178,323.22.                                                                            
Purchase Orders from June 13th – 17th, 2005 in the amount of $ 28,123.57 and 
from June 20th – 24th, 2005 in the amount of $53,115.31.   

C. Approved Personnel Actions as presented: 
The following salary expenditures are being presented for your Approval:�
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GRADE/ 
STEP 
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SUPP/CAR 
 ALLOW 

Haines, Garry� ���������		
�����
� �
�����
� 6-16-05� N/A ������������ �
Oberheuser, Judith� ��
������������
� �
�����
� 6-20-05� 12/1 ������������ �
Mosaveda, Benito� �� �
!

"��#� �
�����
� 6-16-05� N/A �$��$���� �� �
Sandoval, Maryscella� �� �
!

"��#� �
�����
� 6-16-05� N/A �$��$���� �� �
Glover, Billy� %	

&�����&
����
� New Hire� 6-27-05� ����� ������������ �
Routh, Matthew� ��
������������
� �
�����
� 6-16-05� ����� ��'���(������ �
Rios, Imelda� )�*���		
�&��� �
�����
� 6-20-05� �'��� �($'��$����� �
Land, Kenneth� ��
������������
� +��,�&���� 6-16-05� -���� ������-(����� �
 
The following personnel actions are presented for Acknowledgement and as a matter of record:�
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Odum, Pandora� .�/����� 0
��#��&���� 6-25-05� ��1� �(��$���� �� �
Harris, Jeffrey� 
��&���&�1&&���
�� 0
��#��&���� 6-21-05� ��1� �(�('���� �� �
King, Michael� ���������		
�����
� 0
��#��&���� 7-29-05� ��1� ��-2��'2����� �
McAlister, John� ���������		
�����
� ��	����3���
��
� 5-15-05� ��1� ��2((��2����� �
Flores, Sylvia� ���������		
�����
� ��	����3���
��
� 2-1-05� ��1� ������������� �

�
 
The following personnel actions are presented for Grants as a matter of record:  None 
 

D. Approved the Solid Waste Report as presented: 
FY04           
FREE SAN ANGELO LANDFILL USAGE COMPARED TO OPERATING TGC 
COLLECTION SITES     



 2 

MONTH # PATRONS COST R&B 1/3 R&B 2/4 
SHOP 
TIRES 

FY04 MO. 
TOTALS   

FY03 MO. 
TOTALS   SAVINGS 

         $2,182.96    
         $2,609.00    
         $2,237.89    
         $3,048.80    
         $2,065.39    
         $2,431.27    
         $2,498.98    

JUNE 180 $2,167.29   $1,046.50 $3,213.79   $2,309.49   
JULY 172 $2,072.30 $111.81 $143.15  $2,327.26   $3,894.24   
AUG 156 $1,992.49    $1,992.49   $2,514.38   

SEPT 148 $1,484.72 $45.06 $69.15  $1,598.93   $2,667.17   

TOTAL 656 $7,716.80 $156.87 $212.30 $1,046.50 $9,132.47   $11,385.28   

           

                      
           
FY 05           

 
FREE SAN 
ANGELO 
LANDFILL 
USAGE 
COMPARED 
TO 
OPERATING 
TGC 
COLLECTION 
SITES 

FREE SAN ANGELO LANDFILL USAGE COMPARED TO OPERATING 
COUNTY COLLECTION SITES MONTHLY  

MONTH Patrons COST R&B 1/3 R&B 2/4 PARKS MO. Total   FY 04 COSTS   SAVINGS 

OCT 137 $1,894.84 $46.57 $71.47  $2,012.88   $2,182.96   $  170.08 

NOV 110 $1,293.16 $46.59 $71.49  $1,411.24   $2,609.00   $1,197.76 
DEC 153 $1,685.98 $45.96 $70.53  $1,802.47   $2,237.89   $   435.42 

JAN 212 $1,483.07 $47.74 $73.26 $20.79 $1,624.86   $3,048.80   $1,423.94 

FEB 166 $1,334.53 $47.83 $73.40 $44.37 $1,500.13   $2,065.39   $   565.26 

MAR 181 $2,116.95 $48.17 $73.92  $2,239.04   $2,431.27   $   192.23 

APR 219 $2,922.66 $48.31 $74.13  $3,045.10   $2,498.98   $   546.12 

MAY 170 $1,771.08 $48.17 $73.92  $1,893.17   $2,085.93   $   192.76 

JUNE      $0.00   $3,213.79    

JULY      $0.00   $2,327.26    

AUG      $0.00   $1,992.49    

SEPT      $0.00   $1,598.93    
      $15,528.89  $28,292.69  $3,631.33 

      FY 05  FY 04    Savings 
          to Date 
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E. Set July 15, 2005 as the opening date for RFSQ 05-018 “Professional Services- 
Architect”. 

F. Approved out of state training for Sylvia E. Noriega to attend the National 
Association of Court Management Conference in San Francisco, California July 
10th, 2005.   

G. Accepted the Extension Service Monthly Schedule of Travel for May 2005, as a 
matter of record.  (Recorded with these minutes.) 

H. Accepted an amendment for the November 2004 and May 2005 Monthly 
Financial Activity Report for Indigent Health Care.  (Recorded with these 
minutes.) 

 
Judge Brown, Commissioners Hoelscher, Floyd and Easingwood voted in favor 
of the motion.  Commissioner Bookter voted in opposition of the motion.   The 
motion passed 4-1. 

 
5. Commissioner Bookter moved to approve the replacement of the chiller for 

the Keyes Building as budgeted.  Commissioner Easingwood seconded the 
motion.   The motion passed 5-0.  Commissioner Bookter modified his motion 
to include the authorization for the architect to prepare the specifications 
and authorize purchasing to proceed with the bid process and other 
necessary procedures to accomplish the job.  Commissioner Easingwood 
seconded the amended motion.  The motion passed 5-0.  

11. Larry Justiss announced that Commissioner Hoelscher and Councilwoman Jaimie 
Raney will be having a meeting tomorrow (June 29th) in the City Hall Council 
Chambers for the purpose of discussion with Community leaders, regarding the 
funding of the Hemphill Wells Building as the site for the County Library.  No 
Action taken. 

6.  Don Killam, Chairman, reported that the Appointed Committee had met on May 
17, June 10, and June 24, 2005.  He reported that Committee had reviewed the 
RFP and the elements of concern in the RFP for the Habitation Facility had been 
addressed and answered with faxed responses.  The Commissioners will review 
the RFP and determine if they have further questions or concerns that need to be 
addressed.   No Action was taken.  

7. Judge Brown moved to adopt a Resolution authorizing the County Attorney 
to apply the Office of the Attorney General for a Grant to Pay for the Salary 
of the Victim/Witness Assistance Program in the amount of $39,960.00.  
Commissioner Floyd seconded the motion.  The motion passed 5-0.  
(Recorded with these minutes.) 

8. Judge Brown moved to adopt a Resolution authorizing the County Judge to 
apply to the Texas Office of Attorney General for a Grant to fund the Crisis 
Intervention Unit  (Other Victims Services -OVAG) in the amount of $51,000 
for FY 2006 & FY 2007.    Commissioner Floyd seconded the motion.  The 
motion passed 5-0.  (Recorded with these minutes.) 

9. Judge Brown moved to accept the preliminary report on Angelo River 
Ranches 1 & 2 Subdivisions for the record, as presented by E.E. (Butch) 
Davis of Parkhill, Smith & Cooper, Inc. (PSC), and continue the scope of 
work as contracted.  Commissioner Easingwood seconded the motion.   The 
motion passed 5-0.  (Recorded with these minutes.) 
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10. Commissioner Easingwood moved to Order a Local Option Election for 
September 10th, 2005, with the ballot issue being  “For/Against legalizing the 
sale of all alcoholic beverages for off-premise consumption” in Commissioner 
Precinct # 4 only, based on the validation by the Tom Green County 
Elections Office of the required number of signatures presented on 
appropriate petition.  Judge Brown seconded the motion.  The motion passed 
5-0.   (Names from Petitions recorded with these minutes.) 

12. Judge Brown moved to transfer TGC tag #11426 (1996 Ford Chateau van) 
& tag # 8580 (1992 Chevrolet Suburban) to the Texas Department of 
Criminal Justice (State Inmate Work Camp at Carlsbad) and TGC tag # 
11857 (Dodge van) from the Veteran’s Service Office to the Housekeeping 
Department.  Commissioner Bookter seconded the motion.  The motion 
passed 5-0. 

13. Commissioner Bookter moved to go out for request for qualification 
requirements (RFQ) for an Independent Auditing Firm and set the opening 
date as July 29th, 2005.  Commissioner Hoelscher seconded the motion.  The 
motion passed 5-0.                                                                                             
Judge Brown appointed Stan Liles, Dianna Spieker and Commissioner 
Bookter as the Review Committee. 

14. There were no issues discussed relating to the Tom Green County Subdivision               
and Manufactured Home Rental Community Development Regulations.  No 
action was taken. 

15. There were no line item transfers. 
16.  Future Agenda Items Discussed:     

1. Consider approval of Auction results. 
2. Consider the acceptance of a crack sealer.  
3. Consider Burn Ban. 
4. Consider opening dates for issues through RISK Department 
5. Consider awarding RFB and approve Contract for County Clerk’s Office. 
6. Consider setting Archive fee for Criminal records and approval of plan. 

17.  Announcements: 
1. The next regular Commissioners’ Court meeting will be Tuesday July 12th, 

2005. 
2. Budget Sessions continue. 

18. Judge Brown adjourned the meeting at 10:05AM. 
 
As per HB 2931, Section 4: 

I, Elizabeth McGill, County Clerk of Tom Green County, Texas do hereby attest 
that this is an accurate accounting of the proceedings of the Commissioners’ Court 
Meeting that met in Regular Session on June 28th, 2005.  

I hereby set my hand and seal to this record July 12th, 2005.  
 
 
 
__________________________________ 
Elizabeth McGill, County Clerk and  
Ex-officio Clerk of the Commissioners’ Court 
 
 



-------

J/~tB
"'--... _ Treasurers' Report on Bills during the Period of 

June 15,2005 TO June 28,2005 

Hand delivered Date: 06/24/05 Time: 4:30 ---p.m. 


The attached report includes all funds that are subject to the County Treasurers' review. As a matter of procedure this report is 
submitted to the Commissioners' Court for approval, however, the following Funds or Bank accounts are not under the 
Commissioners' Court Jurisdiction nor do they require Court approval. 

OPER Bank Account Fund 45 County Attorney Hot Check Funds; Fund 47 -Jury Donations; Funds 50 & 55 Dist Attorney Hot 
Check Funds; the CSCD (CSCD & CRTC State Funds) Bank Account and the JUV (Juvenile State Funds) Bank Account. 

CSCD, CRTC, and Juvenile submit invoices related to CSCD or JUV accounts to the Auditor for processing. All other invoices are 
submitted directly to the Treasurers' Office for processing and audited by the Auditors' Office before issuance ofchecks. 

Bank Account Code - Budget 
OPER ­ County Budget General Operating Account CSCD- State Budget CSCD General Operating Account 
JUV- State Budget Juvenile Operating Account PC- Clearing account- Paychecks .. Benefits-Deductions 
CE - Operating Account-Cafeteria Plan Trust-Employee Deductions 95 - Operating Account for Detention Construction Funds 
BOND· Property Tax Budget Bond Issues Operating Account FORT-Operating Account for Sheriff and District Attorney 

Forfeiture Funds 

$694,218.32 ~r BrkA:xxu1s- Rta-to I..a;t Rg3 

$484,104.SX:> A¥d1-8TPo,e:l~ 15-J.n.m 

A¥dl-€npo,e:laBdn~ 

JuyOv:rl<s 

\Icic&fvbih d 

M&:alam.s 

$1,178,323.22 GadTcta 

Submitted by ~ ~\..St.~, Dianna Spieker, County Treasurer 

Prepared byJ7JJ<hOVJ ,::j;;.1"jp.~ ,Deputy Treasurer 

-~~~~I"'__,J:;p;~~~~~~- Ralph Hoelscher, Commissioner Pet #1 

Approved in Commissioner's Court on ___________ 

--.a.~rf;t.§J::Ii!I:I:::I:J,..!lI.C!~..--...,----- Karl Bookter, Commissioner Pet #2 
~~c:;.:;:¢:....J.~t.Xl~~~.t-'=::;Fi~..4- Steve Floyd, Commissioner Pet #3 
~~~~~~"d:J..:ftI~2~~'ll.'Z4~{":- Richard Easingwood, Commissioner Pet #4 
__~::::::~L..LCi!':-~!'::l..(;..t:4.:&:::~==--- Mike Brown, County Judge 

"'~ 
.~~ 
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VOL 81 PG, 674 
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Tom Green County - Angelo River Ranches 1 & 2 Subdivisions 
June 2005 

INTRODUCTION 

In March 2005, Tom Green County (County) authorized Parkhill. Smith & Cooper. Inc. (PSC), 
to provide Professional Services in connection with the Angelo River Ranches I & 2 
Subdivisions in Tom Green County. The purpose of the professional services is to determine 
compliance by Angelo River Ranches I & 2 Subdivisions to the Tom Green County subdivision 
development requirements. Of particular concern to the County is adherence to drainage and 
roadway construction requirements. 

SCOPE OF SERVICES 

The County and PSC agreed to the following Scope of Services: 

A.  Site visit with Tom Green County representatives to document concerns and better 
understand the current situation. 

B.  Receive from Tom Green County the following: 

1.  County Subdivision Regulations. 

2.  Engineer of Record (SKG) submittals related to the referenced subdivision. 
Submittals should include final plats. drainage reports and roadway and drainage 
plans and specifications. 

3.  Pre-construction reports on base material (Atterberg Limits, gradation) submitted by 
SKG and/or construction contractor. 

4.  Construction testing reports, inspection reports, certificate of construction 
completion, other related construction documentation submitted by SKG and/or 
construction contractor. 

C.  Review above submittals for compliance with Tom Green County's Subdivision 
Regulations. Prepare summary report and review with Commissioners in San Angelo. 

D.  Coordinate with SKG for post-construction testing program to include: 

1.  Types of testing (Atterberg limits. gradation, in place density). 

2.  Location and number of tests. 

3.  Selected testing laboratory (geotechnical firms). 

E.  Prepare report with recommendation to proceed with post-construction testing program. 
Review with Commissioners in San Angelo. Receive notice to proceed with testing 
programming. 

PARKHILL, SMITH & COOPER, INC.  01399605par-1
VOL  8 PG. 692 
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Tom Green County - Angelo River Ranches 1 & 2 Subdivisions 
June 2005 

F. 	 Observe testing program in the field with SKG. Document test locations, procedures and 
initial field results. 

G. 	 Receive and review test reports from geotechnical firm. 

H. 	 Prepare report with conclusion and recommendations related to test results. Review with 
Commissioners in San Angelo. 

COUNTY SUBDIVISION REGULATIONS REVIEW 

PSC understands Angelo River Ranches developed Subdivisions 1 and a.using the County's 
Order Establishing Regulations for Subdivision Plats, Street Construction and Drainage dated 
January 16, 1984 and as amended up through September 27, 1999. Mr. Richard Easingwood, 
Precinct 4 Commissioner, provided PSC a copy of the subdivision regulations for review. He 
also provided PSC with a copy of the approved plats dated March 9, 1999. Based on PSC's 
review of the above referenced regulations and plats, the following subdivision regulations 
apply: 

SECTION 1.03 

Plat Requirements (sub items a - h). 

SECTION 2.01 

Minimum Design and Construction Standards for Public Streets and Roads in Subdivisions. 

A. 	 Right-of-Way Widths by Roadway Category: 

Residential (street in residential area that collects localized traffic and discharge into 
larger volume distribution system) - 50 Ft. 

B. 	 Travel Way Widths by Roadway Category: 

Residential- one lane in each direction minimum 12' width with 4' shoulders. 

C. 	 Roadway Design by Roadway Category: 

Residential streets or low volume roadways in a subdivision, not necessarily in residential 
areas . 

1. 	 Single family type subdivision with lots or tracts grater than 3 acres pavement 
not required. Minimum standards shall be: 

a. 	 Base 8" crushed limestone or 10" caliche (caliche used in subject 
subdivision) 

PARKHILL, SMITH &COOPER, INC. Page - 2 01399605 

VOL 	 81 PG. 693 



Tom Green County - Angelo River Ranches 1 & 2 Subdivisions 
June 2005 

b. Caliche shall meet the following material quality requirements: 

• 	 P.I. - Not to exceed 12.0 

• 	 L.L. - Not to exceed 4.0 

• 	 Screen Analysis 

• 100% passing - 1 % inch 

• 50% - 85% retained - No. 40 

c. 	 Both subgrade and base material shall be compacted to 95% (Modified 
Proctor) of maximum dry density. 

d. 	 As these standards are specified minimums, the commission may find it 
necessary, due to certain conditions of use, subgrade quality, etc., to 
specify more base or other special treatment to accommodate the 
additional design requirements. Further, the Commissioners' Court has 
the authority to waive the pavement requirement when deemed not 
necessary when considering the size of the subdivision, the location or 
function of proposed street or road. 

e. 	 These standards of quality for materials and construction shall be verified 
by written report to the appropriate county authority. Such reports shall be 
prepared by a registered professional engineer or an acceptable testing 
laboratory, as approved by the commission. 

SECTION 2.02 

Subdivisions and roads will be accepted for county maintenance upon commission approval of 
the completed construction. The Developer/Subdivider/Owner shall warrantee to the commission 
the completed work against faulty material and/or workmanship for the period of one year after 
the date of final completion and acceptance. 

SECTION 3.01 

For every subdivision, a study shall be performed by a registered professional engineer that 
addresses both interior and exterior storm water runoff and includes design information on all 
conveyance, required easements in completed form, and notation of design finished floor 
elevations, as well as other pertinent details peculiar to the drainage patterns of the area in 
question. Comparisons with requirement of Article IV (Flood Plain Requirements) shall be 
delineated to the satisfaction of the commission. In the event that a proposed subdivision 
involves no drainage problems, or only requires study on a limited basis, the report furnished to 
the County by the Engineer shall reflect that attention was directed to all the requirements of a 

PARKHILL, SMITH & COOPER, INC. 	 01399605Page-3 69" 
VOL. 81 PG. '"t 



Tom Green County - Angelo River Ranches 1 & 2 Subdivisions 
June 2005 

comprehensive study, and only those delineated were found applicable to the subdivision in 
question. 

With PSC's review of the regulations. PSC understands the following documents should be 
available for review. 

Requested Items 
Section 1.03 
Plat 
Section 2.0 I 
Standards of Quality for Material and Construction 
registered professional engineer. 

written report to County prepared by 

Section 3.01 
Drainage Study. 
Section 4.01 
Flood Plain compliance certificate. 

SUBDIVISION DOCUMENTS AND SUBMITTALS 

By memo dated May 5, 2005, to the County and the Engineer for the Developer (Mr. Herb 
Hooker, SKG Engineering), PSC requested the above infonnation to assist PSC in the review of 
the subdivisions documents and submittals. The following documents the submittals received by 
PSc. Copies are included as Appendix B of this report. 

Section 2.01 

Standards of Quality for Material and Construction ­
written report to County prepared by registered 


Section 3.01 

certificate. 

SKG Engineering* (May 25,2(05) 


SKG Engineering* (May 25, 2(05) 


SKG Engineering* (May 25, 2(05) 


* Partial or incomplete submittal 


PSC reviewed these submittals and offers the following comments: 


SECTION 2.01 

Standards of Quality for Material and Construction written report to County prepared by 
registered professional engineer: 

PARKHILL, SMITH & COOPER, INC. Page· 4 01399605 
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Tom Green County - Angelo River Ranches 1 & 2 Subdivisions 
June 2005 

SKG Engineering provided Materials Test Reports consisting of two pages. The first page 
documents the Atterberg Limits as follows; 

The second page documents the Sieve Analysis report indicating 75.7% of the sample was 
retained on the #40 sieve (which is 24.3% passing). Tom Green County requirement is for 50% 
to 85% retained on the No. 40 sieve. 

Both these test reports indicate the material was in compliance with Tom Green County 
requirements for Atterberg Limits and Sieve Analysis (for 10" caliche base material). However, 
neither report was sealed by a registered (licensed) professional engineer or a testing laboratory, 
nor did the reports indicate that the test specimen was for the subdivision in question. PSC did 
not receive documentation that this information was submitted to the County as part of the 
platting procedure. PSC understands the County does not have a record of this information being 
submitted. Finally, the reports do not address completed roadway base material depths or 
compaction achieved. It is PSC's opinion that this is an incomplete submittal. 

SECTION 3.01 - DRAINAGE STUDY 

The Drainage Study submittal consisted of four pages of calculations and a one sheet drawing. 
The calculations are for three drainage areas named WS1, WS2 and WS3. PSC assumes these 
calculations are for the roadway entrances into the subdivision from FM 2335 and were used in 
sizing the entrance road culverts. The culvert calculations are for a 16" diameter and 20" 
diameter culvert on 0.025 ftlft slope. The submitted Drainage Study was not sealed by a 
registered (licensed) professional engineer. PSC did not receive documentation that this 
information was submitted to the County as part of the platting procedure. PSC understands the 
County does not have a record of this information being submitted. The Drainage Study 
addresses only the culvert locations. It does not address both interior and exterior storm water 
runoff, nor does it include design information on all conveyance, required easements in 
completed form, notations of design finished floor elevations or other pertinent details (if 
needed). In the event that a proposed subdivision involves no drainage problems, or only 
requires study on a limited basis, the report must reflect that attention was directed to all the 
requirements of a comprehensive study and only those delineated were found applicable to the 
subdivision in question. PSC found no such notation on the Drainage Study or on the plat 
submittals. It is PSC's opinion that this is an incomplete submittal. 

PARKHILL, SMITH & COOPER, INC. Page - 5 01399605 
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Tom Green County - Angelo River Ranches 1 & 2 Subdivisions 
.June 2005 
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SECTION 4.01 - FLOOD PLAIN COMPLIANCE CERTIFICA'rE 

The submittal for this item consisted of a letter from the San Angelo-Tom Green County Health 
Department to SK Engineering. This letter requests that the plat include information concerning 
the loo-year flood plain and includes the requirement for a registered (licensed) professional 
engineer to do a hydraulic/hydrologic study and a flood plain permit be obtained before any 
structure is placed in the flood-way areas of Zone AE. It appears this letter may be considered as 
partial compliance with county flood plain management requirements. PSC did not receive 
documentation that this information was submitted to the County as part of the platting 
procedure. PSC understands the County does not have a record of this information being 
submitted. PSC has no knowledge of any hydraulic/hydrologic studies performed prior to 
structures being built in a flood-way. It is PSC's opinion that this is an incomplete submittal. 

CONCLUSION 

Based on PSC's review of the County Subdivision requirements and the submittals provided by 
the County and the Engineer of Record, the developer did not completely conform to the 
County's requirements for documentation to support the submitted plats. The developer did not 
provide the required documentation to demonstrate the completed constructed roadways were in 
compliance with the County requirements. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

The facts are that the subdivisions have been approved by the County for recording and the 
developers have sold some subdivided tracts and some tracts are occupied by residents. The 
roadways are in place and the County has received complaints related to poor roadway quality 
and drainage problems. The plat approval does not relieve the developer from compliance with 
the subdivision development's requirements. It is possible that the County may have the legal 
recourse to limit or delay further development (tract sales) pending compliance with the 
regulations. The County should consult their legal representative for advice in this area. 

PSC also recommends (as part of PSC's scope of services), post-construction testing to verify 
roadway material quality and compliance with County requirements, specifically the base 
material depths, Atterberg properties, gradation and density. The County subdivision 
requirements do not specify a testing frequency for sub grade and base materials used for County 
road construction. TxDOT (Lubbock District) is comfortable with testing earthwork (base and 
subgrade) for density every 10,000 square yards per lift (normally 6-inch lifts). For a 30'wide 
roadway, that is about one density test per 312 linear feet, or rounded off to every 300 linear feet. 
For River Ranches 1 and 2 Subdivisions, this would be about 94 tests based on approximately 
2.6 miles of roads using two 5-inch lifts. PSC believes this is excessive to accomplish the 
intended results. As an alternative, PSC recommends eight (8) equally spaced tests for these 
subdivisions testing the base material for depth (should be 10" of caliche), gradation (100% 
passing 1-3/4",50% passing No. 40), P.I. (plasticity limit not to exceed 12.0), L.L. (liquid limit 
- not to exceed 40), and in place density (should be 95% Modified Proctor of maximum dry 
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