The scheduled Public Hearings on the Master
‘Plan have taken place and written public input
was to be submitted by the =nd ef June. A very
major - part of the Flan is the compilation and
presentation of all different kinds of data
pertinent *+o the understanding and selecticn

i o of Open Space lands and trails.We present the
‘ OUNTY title blocks aof the eleven mape included in
the report =o that the reader can have some

OPEN SPACE idea of what and how the data relates and/or
shows. ,

Copies of the fepcr* may be studied at the

MASTER Open Space office. The original maps may or

PL N may not be there as the consulitant, BRW, may

still be changing or completing them.

Flan Jeffco continues to press for
acceptable language in regard to the order of
priorities for future land purchases. FJ wants
....... . assurrance that 1lands in the mountains or

PREPARED BY: plains which preserve the unigue natural
EEE“IR“V charateristics of the Ceounty with potential
) for ncn-—capztal intensive use, which include
ﬁﬁa%sw& unusual land forms, the scenic backdrop from
Denver, CO 80237 the plains, scenic corridors and prominent
sitee providing scenic views or vistas, have
ASSISTED BY: the highest priority. PJ also does not want
URBAN EDGES, INC.. ‘acress toc bs a prerecguisite to purchase,
peinting out that obtaining access to property
- reguires purchase and therefore rules ocut
economical less—than—-fee methods of

LEGEND -acquisition :
The report outlines the metheods by which
@nggggcoum distribution of money and acreages, location
OPEN S and types of trails and ranking of trails in
C:’J!eogehcomspACE prcposed order of importance. @ The report
FH - FOOTHLLS) lists other methods of revenue to be pursued
C:?DENVER LANDS cther than the major source of revenue, which
(D - DENVER MOUNTAIN PARK, is the 1/2 cent sales tax. It encourages ths
OWB - DENVER WATER BOARD] - use of volunteers and youth cores to expanc
) STATE AND FEDERAL LANDS personnel needs without salary expenditures.

{SP - STATE PARK, SS - STATE SCHOOL. . . .

ANF - ARAPAHOE NATIONAL FOREST. Right—of way requirements should be stren-
xgggvmmmm gthened and{‘ar being taken advantage of fvhere
BLM - BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT) - already possible. The Master Flan should
~~— EXISTING TRAILS prove to be an invaluable tool in realizing
. our aopen space assets and poatentiales and in

3 . :
i Pc%%%%SOSTRAIL direction +for the program based on this very

* TRAILHEADS broad spectrum of imformation.

e EXISTING NEIGHBORHOOD/
COMMUNITY PARKS

an inventory of existing

Map 1: = Develops
n %%PSE&DWNEIAGR%SORHOOD/ : recreation and open space facilities. In com-—
_ ; bination with other maps, it portrays
=3 GOLF COURSES : cpportunities for trail connectors on a
® RECREATION CENTERS county-wide basis.This map indicates recre-
® HEALTH CLUBS ational facilities within and outside wurban

comerd CLASSIFCARYElCcpment  areas and: helps determine the
REVIEW WAIVER P tent to which the existing system mests

Eélosg-éNsGEDA'ND ™ &rvice area and acreage standaAr;;.le
| igure 1 RD
/9| RECREATION siTES | Flgure 1

SW-A-0038863 ' l



GENERAL DESCRIPTION - =

N

During the planning process for the Master Plan, key aspects affecting
open space were compiled and mapped. The purpose was to consolidate
technical information into a graphic format that could be easily
understood by the general public and also be used for setting prior-
ities. Each of the maps is described below. The intent is for these
maps to be updated as new information becomes available.

LEGEND LEGEND | LEGEND
CESRESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT | &0 MOUNTAIN MEA
WITH A DENSITY OF MORE (€ CRTICAL BIOLOGICAL GRASSLAND 0"/
TH ./AC. oo Euas s e o e s | ETIRIPARIAN VEGETATION
(G0 RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT PED POX AND COVOTE e MOUMTAM LK 40
WITH A DENSITY OF LESS _ ® RARE OR ENDANGERED
THAN 1 D.U./AC. 3 MEDIUM TO HIGH BIOLOGICAL VEGETATION
(@ COMMERCIAL OR e UL L S ~—MAJOR STREAM CORRIDORS
INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT v vamTy O i socatn o —— STREAM TRIBUTARIES
% ACTIVITY CENTER W=~ WETLANDS OVER 10 ACRES —~ CANALS AND DITCHES
° SCHOOL . ) BASED ON AVALIILTY OF FOOD, COVER AMD WATER. .-
_ ; € LAKES AND RESERVOIRS
4 LANDFLL SITE 1 ° I ACRSDS OF LESS THAN '
4 JEFFERSON COUNTY ARPORT
~4—4 MOUNTAIN FRONT

EXISTING COUNTY | WILDLIFE HABITAT | VEGETATION AND
DEVELOPMENT - SURFACE WATER

Figure 2 Figure 3 | Figure 4

Map 2! This map indicates Map 3: The proximity of Map 4: This map locates

patterns of - urban deve-  _:,:c2) habitat lands to vegetative types and
iopment that will impact . p.0 development, roade surface water. Strean
cpen  space planning.  ,,4 other reacreational corridors and canals are
Key peoints for conSi- ., rces helps determine identified as.they often
deration are  1inking 4o apnropriate level and make suitable regional
activity centers with a type of management ne— trail corri dnrs based or
regicnal trail system, .. ccary to protect these favorable grades and the
identifying valuable open _.7.41ife popul ations. attractiveness of water
space areas threatened This map will provide a in the landscape.

with development, growing Peint  for discussion —#RARE ?R ENDANGERED VEGE-
lation areas creating between the Open Space TATION: Red Cedar - At
papulation 2 - Dept. and appropriate the mouth of Turkey Creek
demand for open spate N . - ; . :
: tio or iden- wildlife agencies re- Canyon: Englemann Spruce,
p:?sgrvad;rgiict land garding management op- - West  of Conifer:”
tifying ¢ ) tions. Streams: Seve-ral Limber Pine — Blue Min.
. criteria were utilized south of the mouth of

BeSt Ava“abIe Copy including endangered spe- Coal Creek Canyon: Wood

cies occurrences, _thrga— Lily — Kinney Creek areaj

tened spec1gs, h:gn.;n— Ofchid - near Highway 6

terest SP?CIE? hab;tat in Clear Creek; Native

ar.d pctept1a1 for habl?at trairie Grass — Highway

restcration, reclamation o= at Rockv Flats accessi

Aé ) or utilization. i




Map S Hazardous areas

: . Map o6 gxisting roaad
such acs lanc subsi-— . ) 3 oo .,
J X locaticons help identify
den-e/cld mines, known .
i acceses opporturnities te

radiation sources, rock
fall/landslides and areas
where stability problems
exist. FAlso listed are
known archeclogical sites
- that cculd affect deve-
lcpment. Some of these

potentisal cpen space
areas as well as primary
view pointse +for scenic
viewing. Existing roads
"present opportunities for
- trails running paraliel
: i 'to them and alsc present
lande may be more easily barrie - A

acquired based on envi- arriers te trails cras
ronmental limitations, =ng perpendicular to
; them. Proposed rcads can

which may alsc preclude _ i
‘public use of these open present  an opportunity

cpace areas. for ] concurrent trail
devel opment along or

across them when trail

planning can be coor-

dinated with the road

‘ . conetruction. Major in-

This is a limited digest of the material presented  terchanges were inciuded
in the Master FPlan publication. Much of the because " they present
‘script has been copied out of the book. It is by opportunities for traiil
no meane complete and these sheets should be used crossings. Abandoned
cnly tc give one a sense of the material covered. railroad right—-of-wavs’
‘ provide an Dutstandiéq

potential *©  for trail

redevel cpment.

LEGEND LEGEND
C-SJSUBSIDENCE OR OLD MINE [~ JEFFERSON COUNTY

Best Available Copy HAZARD OPEN SPACE

) LOCAL OPEN SPACE

CEJKNOWN RADIATION ‘ (C - CITY. NC - NORTH JEFFERSON COUNTY,
MATERIAL FH - FOOTHLLS)
ARCHEOLOGICAL SITE ") DENVER LANDS
. (D - DENVER MOUNTAIN PARK,
(CF? KNOWN LANDSLIDE, ROCK DWB - DENVER WATER BOARD)
FALL, SLOPE FAILURE AREAS ") STATE AND FEDERAL LANDS
(0 SLOPE STABILITY CONCERNS o~ AAAPAFOE NATIONAL FOREST_
PNF - PIKE NATIONAL FOREST,
® HISTORIC SITES : ] RNF - ROOSEVELT NATIONAL FOREST,

BLM - BUREAL OF LAND MANAGEMENT)
—— CONTROLLED ACCESS

HIGHWAY
Weatherly Selaginella - . ——— ARTERIAL/COLLECTOR
{@ho knows what that N  MAJOR INTERCHANGE
i eT)s Diluvium Ladies ~eree RAILROAD CORRIDOR
Tresses, a rare orchid. === PROPQSED R.O.W.
FLANT ZONES: Different ‘ :
ktinds of fiowers and v . e ﬁEHUTYcQBmDOR

trees tend to flourish at i
disferent altitudes. - n o : -
gifferent wes- |- EAGTORS EXISTING AND |
£000Y Fozthi(ﬁ)oo Zo:‘:te ';FFEC'HNG PROPOSED ROADS:; |

(50007 to BOOCT) RAILROADS AND
Mountain Zone {(BOO0® to DEVELOPMENT UTILiTYCORRlDORS |

19,0027)
Figure 5 Figure 6 1
3 ' - - T2




[s]sLorEs

MESAS

TABLE MOUNTAINS
[[=_|BOTTOM LANDS

SCENIC HIGHWAY
0000 CORRIDORS

SCENIC POINTS
OF INTEREST

LAND FORMS
AND
VISUAL
FEATURES

Figure 7

[~

i

Map
for identifying
tunities +or
pnigue visual
within the
Viewshedes or view Dback-
groep preservation hae
slanning strategies asso~-
ciated with 1t throucgh
roning restriction, as an
clternetive toco  acqui-
sition. Linear corridors
zontaining a series of
visual fesatures have been
shown along major. road
corridors for similar
preservation reascns
regulate development.

Best Available Copy

preserving
gualities
county.

7 Forme the basis
oppor—

to

o

(C - CITY, NJC - NORTH JEFFERSON COUNTY,
. FH - FOOTHLLS) .

T DENVER LANDS

(D - DENVER MOUNTAIN PARK, .
OWB - DENVER WATER BOARD) : H

STATE AND FEDERAL LANDS ..
(SP - STATE PARK, §S - STATE SCHOOL.

ANF - ARAPAHOE NATIONAL FOREST,

PNF - PIKE NATIONAL FOREST.

RNF - ROOSEVELT NATIONAL FOREST.

BLM - BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT)

[ I

| OPEN SPACE PER 1000
PEOPLE - YEAR 2010,
IN ACRES '

OPEN SPACE PER 1000

N\
LEGEND LEGEND LEGEND
-U MOUNTAIN AND UPLAND - (=~ JEFFERSON COUNTY [ > JEFFERSON COUNTY
E OPEN SPACE OPEN SPACE '
' MOUNTAIN FRONT CAL OPEN SPACE (T LOCAL OPEN SPACE
_[::]HOGBACK COLe (C - OITY, NJC - NORTH JEFFERSON COUNTY,

FH - FOOTHLS)

DENVER LANDS
D - DENVER MOUNTAIN PARK,
DWS - DENVER WATER BOARD)

STATE AND FEDERAL LANDS
(SP - STATE PARK. SS - STATE SCHOOL.

—p
RN

ANF - ARAPAHOE NATIONAL FOREST,
PNF - PKE NATIONAL FOREST.

RANF - ROOSEVELT NATIONAL FOREST,
BULM - BUREAL OF LAND MANAGEMENT)

SO PRIORITY i

UNIQUE/UNUSUAL LAND FORMS

PEOPLE - YEAR 2000,
IN ACRES

OPEN SPACE PER 1000
PEOPLE - YEAR 1990,
IN ACRES

POPULATION AND
. OPEN SPACE

ACQUISITION
OPPORTUNITIES

Figure 9

i
©.
§
2

BY SUBAREA
Figure 8

projected

Maps B8 & 9:Population and

population
are useful in’
making open space
decisions. Figures rela-
ting the number of acrec
of park toc the number of
people are useful but deo
not take into account the’
quality of the open space
or how that open space is
used or by whom, or if it
is active or passive open.
that

growth

space. Studies show
at present the cities
perceive their neede to

'be new or improved active

recreation parks anc
trail development within
and between parks. The
present ratic of open

" space land (large parcels

managed as
Parks/FPreserves) o popu-
lation ig 32.7 acres/100i0
population. To maintair
this level of open space,
the study has projected =

Regional

county popul ation of
846,300, regquiring an
area ot .. 17,873, ar:
increase of 3,838 acres

from the existing 14,03S.
( Since we acguired the
latter in 13 vears, the
3,838 seems to be rather
a low goal for the next
20 yvears!) Based on
population Jfigures, the
majority of the growth
will take place in the
plains. .The greatest
increase will occurr in
the north fecllowed by the
central and then the
south. In the mountains,
the largest increase ics
in the south, then the
central with the north
losing population.

1w e
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Wwe give an example

. The tra:l cancidates.
re separated into North, C e,
- Central and Scuth County.

of 30.

South County, for paved 31.

and unpaved corridors. 32.
2c. South County: (UNY P AN ETD gz
19. -Evergreen West (candidate) ~ 3.

20. Mt. FMcon to Lair of the Bear (candidate) 30:
21'. Lair of the Bear to 0'Fallon (candidate) 37.
22. 0'Fallon to Bell Park (candidate) 38,
23. O0'Fallon to Mount Falcon (candidate) 39.
24.. Cub Creek to Alderfer (candidate)

25. Cub Creek to Arapahoe N.F. (candidate)

26. Bell Park to Meyers Ranch (candidate)

27. North Turkey Creek (Aspen Park to Arapahoe N.F.) (candidate)
28. Meyers Ranch to Newton Park (candidate)

29. Dutch Creek (camdidate)

30. Mt. Falcon to Reynolds (Deer Mtn.

31. Newton to Reynolds Ranch (candidate)

32. Reynolds Ranch to the Colorado Trail (candidate)

There iz a list of

candidcate treil
corridaors. These were
surveyes bu aerial

photographs, topographic
mars and 1in  the field.
specific data was
recerdead for each
corridor that was used as

2 bessiz for a2 numerical.
eveluation. fisessement
criterie {favorable
sonditicns for trail

develcament) were given
values and each canditate
ccrrigor was . scored for
conformance ~  to the
criteria.

The corridor
identification criteria

are characteristice which

help identify all
peoesible candidate trail
routes. Criteria was

developed for paved and

unpaved multiple use
trailes as well as bicycle
touring routes. Some of
the criteria included:

iinkage to desired}

destination points,

-access to scenic areas,

while others targeted
corridore that had been
recommended in previous
trail planse as well as
canals, highways and
utiiity corridors which
have the potential for
shared use as | treail

\ routes.

South County: PANV EBED

Bear Creek (existing and candidate)
Kipling (existing and candidate)
C-470 (candidate)

Weaver Gulch (candidate)

Bear Creek Canyon (candidate)

LiTley Gulch (existing and candidate)

- Dutch-Creek (existing and candidate)

Massey Draw (existing and candidate)
Deer Creek (candidate)
West Hogback (candidate)

and N. Fork Deer Creek) (candidate)

Best Available Cop

LEGEND

(= JEFFERSON COUNTY

OPEN SPACE

P
("D LOCAL OPENSPACE (D LOCAL OPENSPACE
Fi-FOOTHLLS) FH - FOOTHLLS)
) VER LAND | T DENVER LANDS
gﬁgmmmummgwc gﬁ%&ééﬁ%mmm.

DWB - DENVER WATER BOARD)

t::>STATEANDFEDERALLANDS STATE AND FEDERAL LANDS
(SP - STATE PARK, S - STATE SCHOOL. (SP - STATE PARK, S5 - STATE SCHOOL.,

ANF - ARAPAHOE NATIONAL FOREST, ANF - ARAPAHOE NATIONAL FOREST.

PNF - PKE NATIONAL FOREST, PNF - PKE NATIONAL FOREST.

RIF - ROOSEVELT NATIONAL FOREST. RNF - ROOSEVELT NATIONAL FOREST,
BLM - BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT)

N/ EXISTING TRAILS EXISTING TRAILS
AILHEAD “~~ - PAVED MULTIPLE USE
* TR 1 o~~~ « UNPAVED MULTIPLE USE
:====> TRAIL OPPORTUNITIES «="*..c = BICYCLE TOURING
= HIGHWAY CONSSTRAINTS ,_ géaglgé?s 'TRAL::E
ARED = - TIPLE
N 4%35ﬁ?§§§554u£}rv ==z - UNPAVED MULTIPLE USE

O HIGHWAY CROSSING
OPPORTUNITY
G TRAIL SLOPE CONSTRAINT

LEGEND

[ > JEFFERSON COUNTY
OPEN SPACE

DWB - DENVER WATER BOARD)

BLM - BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT)

00*%; = BICYCLE TOURING
% TRAILHEAD

"TRAIL CORRIDOR | EXISTING AND
OPPORTUNITIES CANDIDATE TRAIL

AND

CONSTRAINTS

Figure 10

CORRIDORS

| Figure 11
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LWV - COMMENTS ON MASTER PLAN

The Jefferson County League ot
Women~ Voters presented an excellent
letter to 0SAC in regard to the
Oper Space Master Flan. We quote a
+ew of the pithy paragraphs:

"The League hag +cllowed Open
Space planning Ffor many years and
our comments are based on positions
adopted by our  membership through
discussion. Instead of
specifics and suggesting
changes here and there, we wish to
share with vou the basic,
underlying way we loock at Jdefterson
County 1land use. Tec use a well-
used analogy, we try to look at the
big picture. Picture is an apt
metaphor her-e because we fry to
imagine what we want to see if we
Iook out &a picture window in the
Year 2000, or 2010 or 2020. What
we hope to see and what we want to
see are the unique fpothills

study and
listing

vistas, the mountain bachkdrops, the '

beautiful land Fforms. the scenic
views that define Jefferson County.
These slements are what make this
county divferent than Denver or
Arapahoe or Weld Countys they are

what contribute greatly to the
gecisions made by many to move
here. Guality of 1life, viewed

. visuxlly and aesthetically is not a

‘here, It
lite and it

hO

grandiose, vague, illi-defined or
unimzportant part of our lives. 0On
the . contrary, it provided
compelling reasons +for continuing
our social and educaticnal 1lives
enhances cur community
contributes
substanticlly to the sense of well-
being, belonging and loyalty we
have to this county.® tceeencenn
The format as presented in
this plan, with specific wording
and restrictive priorites, tends to
have us looking at trees and not
s2eing asz we should, the feorest.

a

‘Such tight 1anguage
divisiveness, to structured
approaches instead' of the creative
thinking we need in the successful
pursuit of this extraordinary,
remarkable undertaiking that we all
toc modestly call our Open Space
Plan. :

We have since its
made many fine purchases that
brought into our iives
oppertunities for recreationi we
have managed tc consider creatively
and fairly demands from ocur citiess
we have used good

approaches to land acquisiticn,
population to park standards, goocd
administrative guidelines and
serious planning +For the

maintenance of all this. We
to continue

te keep Ffaith

need

‘with the originsal
dream which was, quite simply, to
preserve the special and unigue
land in Jefferson County that makes

-this county the place we want to
live." Purnee :McCourt,
Precident ...,

leads to -

inception:

statistical’

future

this but we alsc need

The Plan Jeffco Update is prepared

by Marilyn Mueller and Bev Lipman

Thanks to Will Burtt, Copy Boy,
Inc. ®01 17th St. in Denver for
zesistance in printing.

B

¢+ m v
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PREPARED BY:

1. Paved Multiple-Use County-wide Trail Corridors
Rank
: Within Rank
Score Sector Overall"
la. North County:
1. Walnut Creek/Dry Creek Valley Ditch 26.5 12/14 34/39
2. Bid Dry Creek 32 9/14 26/39
3. Farmers Highline Canal 38 3/14 6/39
4. Croke Canal . 36.5 5/14 13/39
5. Little Dry Creek 37.5 4/14 7/39
6. Church Ditch 26 14714 35/39
7. Standley Lake Loop - 33.5 8/14 23/39
8. Leyden Creek 36 7/14 15/39
9. Ralston Creek 40.5 1/14 3/39
10. Van Bibber Creek 39.5 " 2/14 . 4/39
11. Boulder/Clear Creek Diversion Canal 36.5 5/14 13/39
12. Denver and Rio Grande Railroad 28 11/14 32/39
13. Wadsworth North 24 13/14 36/39
14. W-470 30 10/14 29/39
1b. Central County:
15. Clear Creek - 37.5 2/15 7/39
16. Rocky Mountain Ditch 28.5 11/15 31/39
17. Welch Ditch ‘ 28 12/15 32/39
18. D.N.R.G. Railroad Grade 41 1/15 2/39
19. Lakewood Guich 31.5 9/15 27/39
20. Golden Road 19.5 15/15 39/39
21. Alameda Parkway . 36 3/15 15/39
22. Weir Gulch 22 13/15 37/39
23. Sanderson Gulch 34.5 5/15 20/39
24, 1-70 (Foothills) - 34 6/15 21/39
25. Highway 74 (Evergreen) 30.5 10/15 28/39
26. Foothills (6th Ave.) 33 7/15 24/39
27. Wadsworth Central ) 20.5 14/15 38/39
28. C-470/W-470 33 7/15 -24/39
29. Kipling/Garrison/Independence 36 3/15 15/39
lc. South County:
30. Bear Creek 43 1/10 1/39
31. Kipling 39.5 2/10 4/39
32. C-470 South 37 4/10 10/39
33. Weaver Gulch , 35 7/10 18/39
34. Bear Creek Canyon 29 10/10 30/39
35. Lilley Gulch 37.5 3/10 7/39
36. Dutch Creek (plains) 37 4/10 10/39
37. Massey Draw 37 4/10 10/39
38. Deer Creek (plains) 34 9/10 21/39
39. Columbine (existing) - - -
40. West Hogback 35 /10 13/39
‘ -51-

TRRW
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Suite 1180
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2. Unpaved Multiple-Use Trail Corridors
2a. North:
1. Golden Gate S.P. to Eldorado S.P.
. 2. MWhite Ranch to Golden Gate S.P.
3. Ralston Creek to White Ranch
4, Van Bibber Creek to White Ranch
5. Golden Gate to Beaver Brook
2b. Central:
6. Chimney Gulch
7. Beaver Brook (existing
8. Beaver Brook to Clear Creek Co.
9. Cold Springs Gulch
10, Apex Gulch (existing)
11. Windy Saddle to Apex
12. Apex to Matthews/Winters
13. Matthews/Winters to Mt. Falcon
14, Mount Vernon Creek
15. Elk Meadow to Alderfer
16. Elk Meadow to Genessee
17. Elk Meadow to Squaw Pass
13. Troublesome Gulch
2c. South:
19. Evergreen West
20. Mt. Falcon to Lair of the Bear
21. Lair of the Bear to 0'Falion
22. O0'Fallon to Bell Park
23. O0'Fallon to Mt. Falcon
24. Cub Creek to Alderfer
25. Cub Creek to Arapahoe N.F.
26. Bell Park to Meyers Ranch
27. North Turkey Creek ’
(Aspen Park-Arapahoe N.F.)
28. Meyers Ranch to Newton Park
29. Dutch Creek
30. Mt. Falcon to Reynolds Ranch
31. Newton Park to Reynolds Ranch
32. Reynolds Ranch to Colorado Trail

-52-

-

Rank
Within Rank

Score Sector Overall
24 - . 2/5 9/30
23.5 - 3/5 11/30
24.75 1/5 7/30
22.75 5/5 15/30
23.5 3/5 11/30
22.75 6/11 - 15/30
22.75 6/11 15/30
22.75 8/11 . 18/30
27 4/11 5/30
29 1/11 2/30
27.75 2/11 3/30
27.25 3/11 4/30
21.75 9/11 21/30
21.5 10/11 22/30
18.75 11/11 29/30
23.5 5/11 11/30
19.25 13/14 28/30
23.75 4/14 10/30
22 6/14 19/30
20.75 11/14 26/30
21.5 8/14 22/30-
30 1714 1730
21.25 g/14 24/30
23 5/14 14/30
22 6/14 ---19/30
21 10/14 25/30
17 14/14 30/30
19.75 12/14 2/30
25 2/14 6/30
24.75 3/14 7/30

TR
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