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CESP A-EC-EC 12 November 2003

MEMORANDUM FOR CHIEF, CIVIL WORKS PLANNING SECTION, PM-PC,
(A TTN: APRIL SANDERS)

SUBJECT: Certification Of Quality Control Review, Southwest Valley Feasibility Study

1. The subject document has been reviewed. A marked-up copy of the study with my
review comments was given to Phil Boawn this morning. Comments were not provided
in electronic format due to time constraints, as we did not have an assembled document to
review until 7 November. In order to expedite future reviews, please provide us with a
complete, bound document and set up the project in DrChecks.

2. Please ensure that the comments are incorporated into the document. Please
annotate any comments that you do not concur with, or take exception to, and provide
them to me.

3. Earthwork quantities for proposed improvements to the Isleta Drain have been
computed and independently checked.

4. Please contact me at 3420 if you have questions on this. Thank you.

~

Ion















CERTIFICATION OF QUALITY ASSURANCE REVIEW 
SOUTHWEST VALLEY FEASIBILITY STUDY 

 
 
 
Review comments and explanation of their resolution are as follows: 
 
I have reviewed the Southwest Valley Flood Damage Reduction Feasibility Study. 
 
The report is generally considered to be a highly professional document.  My comments are 
limited to the following: 
 
• Consider adding short paragraph at end of your Project Summary explaining what has 

transpired since August 2002. 
• In the Future Without Project chapter, was the Adobe Acres, Phase III project completed in 

2001?  Please update description. 
• The Future Without Project Zoning paragraph describes the West Mesa area west of Coors 

and south of Central as being largely undeveloped.  There are several new subdivisions in 
this area, as well as older ones such as Westgate.  Considering describing the area as lightly 
developed, or largely undeveloped but with several, sporadic, moderately sized subdivisions. 

• Future Without Project Economic Analysis write up regarding vacant land on page 47, states 
vacant land north of Rio Bravo is 37% of vacant land.  I believe this should be of total land. 

• Economic write-up states that economics were conducted using November 2000 price levels.  
Is this a typo?  If not, is this acceptable? 

• In the Recommendations paragraph, it should refer to the National Economic Development 
plan, not Nation Economic Development plan. 

• Also in the Recommendations paragraph, it refers to the Damage Reduction Project in the 
city of Albuquerque.  Is it indeed all contained within the city? 

• Last paragraph in Recommendations states the conclusions reached are based on latest 
policies for restoration projects.  Should this not be for flood damage reduction projects? 

 
 
Resolution of issues was accomplished as follows: 
 
• The comments were addressed with the necessary corrections made to the report. 
 
As noted above, all concerns resulting from the quality assurance review of the project 
have been considered. 
 
 
 
___________________________________________________ ________________ 
Anthony J. Apodaca III, Plan Formulation     Date 
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