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Amici curiae American Subcontractors Association, Inc. and American
Subcontractors Association, Colorado, by its attorneys, Preeo Silverman Green &
Egle, P.C., respectfully submits this Brief in support of the Answer Brief of the
Appellee, Tricon Kent Co. and its position that the Judgment of the trial court should
be affirmed.

L. PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

The American Subcontractors Association (ASA National) is a national
nonprofit trade association representing the interests of approximately 5,000 member
companies that provide labor, materials and services on construction projects
throughout the United States. The American Subcontractors of Colorado (ASA
Colorado) is the local chapter of ASA National and is a trade association representing
approximately 130 subcontractors and suppliers in Colorado. The businesses consist
of subcontractors, fabricators, suppliers and manufacturers.

Subcontractors perform approximately 80-90% of the work on commercial
construction projects, like the public works project in this case. ASA’s primary focus
is the equitable treatment of subcontractors in the construction industry. ASA has
acted in the interest of subcontractors by promoting legislation and by intervening in

significant legal actions that affect the construction industry at large.






