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“‘Zﬂj %t amendment to the development agreement is made and entered into this

'. 5 day of Hl é?l A i , 2000, by Douglas County, a political subdivision of the State of

Nevada ("County"), Gregory C. Lynn and Suzanne Towse, Trustees, the developers of the project

known as Pleasantview (“Developer”).
Recitals

This first amendment of the development agreement for Pleasantview is made with
reference to the following facts and objectives: |

1. The County approved a master plan amendment, change of land use, and a
tentative subdivision map for Pleasantview on March 3, 1988. _

2. The original Developer, the Drayton Trust, and the County entered into the
development agreement for Pleasantview, which was approved on March 1, 1990. The agreement
is recorded as document 221106 in book 390 begmning at page 101.

3. The project was sold and Gregory C. Lynn and Suzanne Towse, Trustees, are the
current owners and are successors in interest to the original Developer.

‘4. The circumstances have changed in the past 10 years, during the build out of the
project, and the parties desire to amend the original development agreement based on those

changes and the approved modification of the tentative map.

The parties, based on the conditions and promises contained in this agreement,

agree to-the amendment of the following sectiona of the agreement:

2.1 Phasing: The remainder of the project is currently planned to be built in up to
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foﬁr phases. Each phase will comply w1th the provisions of 'Douglas County Code.ﬁ

2.6 Expiration by Inaction: The Dcveloper must commence and complete
construction of the subdivision improvements, bublic facilities, and public utilities as follows: All
improvements within each phase must be completed prior to the recording of the final map unless
secmed pursuant to Douglas County Code. Commencement and completion must conform to the
requirements set out in the applicaiale Névada Revised Statutes and Douglas County Code. The
last final map will be recorded by July 6, 2005. The next final map for a portion of the Project
must be recorded on or before July 6, 2001. If a map is recorded by that daté, this Agreement will
automatically extend the time for an additional one year period from that date within which the
- next succeeding map for the next succeeding phase must be filed. So long as Developer files each
phase within the one year extension period provided in this Agreement, this Agreement will remain
in full force and effect. The Developer may request an additional one year extension for the filing
of a final map if done in writing before the expiration of the final map.

5.3 Rubio Way: This paragraph is deleted.

5.5 Arterial Roadway: As required in the approval in the tentative map, the major

arterial, Drayton Boulevard, will be constructed by the Coﬁnty, including' a sound barrier wall.
The Developer has acquu'ed and offered for dedication and the County has accepted the remaining
southern portibn of Rubio that is required to complete the Drayton Boulevard right of way through
the project. Based on the change in design and the decision not to use Rubio for access to the
subdivision as conditioned in the original approval, the parties agree that the cost of improving
Rubio would be better spent on the improvement of Drayton Boulevard. In consideration of the
deletion of the requirement of constructing Rubio, the County and the Developer agree that the

Developer will pay the County an amount, (See Exhibit A, engineer’s estimaté) based on the cost
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td improve Rubio’ to 1990 County sfandgrds‘, to the 'extent nebessaty to serve the k‘th;'le’e 1613 that
front Rubid, fot,usé by the County in ébnstnicting ‘Dréyton Boi.llevard and the sound wall, less fhe
amount of Developer incurred costs and expenées to make any require_:d' improvements to Rubio,
any reqﬁired improvements, including drainage and barricading, to the ﬁraﬁon Boulevard right of
way, and up to $5000 for improvements, including a drop inlet and pipe, »for the intersection 6f
Pleasantview and Springfield. Thé Developer must post the amount, before recordation of the next
final map, less any deductions for known costs by the Developer approved by the director of
Coxﬁmunity Development. The funds will be deposited in the form of certificates of deposit in the
name of Douglas County but with the interest accruing to the Developer. After the amount is paid,
- the Developer may request withdrawal of funds to reimburse for any required work on Rubio,
Drayton, or Pleasantview. If the amount remaining is not spent on the Pleaéantview subdivision
portion of Drayton Boulevard or the sound wall within 10 years from the dgte of recording of the

final map for the last phase of the Project, it must be returned to the Developer.

COUNTY DEVELOPER / ‘
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ch‘*‘)\"“’”‘ ‘\’J"LJX’Z | //;;f%/f/""“ : //f
Jaddues Etchegoyen, Chairman Gregory C. Lynn, Trustee

Board of County Commissioners

VR

/Suzanne Towse, Trustee

Approved as to form:

f@éaf\i WMoarrus

District Attorney
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Approved as to content:

QRW\_

umty Development Director

Attest

MW Dated:  /O—(/E&— 2000
Barbara J. Reed, Cler ,

BY: azﬂr%/j/‘f\f’g\ - DERUTY
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LUSMOS AND ASSOCIATES

July 24, 2000

EXHIBIT A ENGINEERS ESTIMATE

Rubio Way Improvements - Cost Estimate

Improved length: 1450 feet long, 24 feet wide with 45 f diameter cul-de-sac.
No new base rock — pulverize existing base and chip seal surface and re-compact.
Asphalt concrete thickness — 2 % inches.

Re-construct shoulders with existing material.

Existing drainage — sufficient.

AC Paving: (36,389 s£)(0.21 ft)(142#/c£)(1/2000)($50/t) = $27,128
Rotomill: 16 hr x $240/hr + $1400 mobilization = 5,240
Blade Road: 8hr x $175/hr = 1,400
Blade Shoulders: 8 hrx $175/hr = 1,400
Compaction: 8 hr x 230/hr (Water + Roller) = 1,840
Mobilization: ' , 3,000
Construction Staking: 8 hr x $170/hr = 1,360

Subtotal $41,368
Materials Testing: = 1,000
Site Permit; = 1,282
Engineering: = 1,200
Contingency: = 2,068

Toal $46,918
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