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PROJECT LOCATION
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PROPERTY DATA

West Bouldin Creek Watershed

Urban Classification
Desired Development Zone

Council District: 9
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PROPERTY DATA

* Environmental features:

1 ¢ Ciritical Water Quality Zone
.| * Wetland CEF

wv * Rimrock CEF

* |nfrastructure:

* Drainage Pipe




VARIANCE REQUESTS

§ 25-8-261 (G) — CRITICAL WATER
QUALITY ZONE DEVELOPMENT

Floodplain modifications prohibited in the
CWQYZ unless one of the exemptions is

met.

The variance request is to allow
floodplain modification for
development within the CWQZ.
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§ 25-8-281 (C)(1)(a) and § 25-8-281 (C)(2)(b)
— CRITICAL ENVIRONMENTAL FEATURES

CEF setback reduction and construction within
150’ CEF setback prohibited unless 1:1
mitigation is provided.

The variance request is to reduce the CEF

setback to 50’ and to allow construction
within the reduced 50’ CEF setback
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; Existing 100-year
Floodplain
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VARIANCE
REQUEST 1

§25-8-261(G)

* Floodplain
modifications are
prohibited in the
CWQZ

Proposed 100-year
Floodplain '
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VARIANCE REQUEST 1

Functional Assessment of Floodplain
Health

(ECM Appendix X):
* Floodplain is in “Fair” condition

* Excellent 2 Good 9 Poor

* No approved floodplain

restoration /mitigation plan

Legend
e 10m x 10m plot

Transect

Waterway

D Critical Water Quality Zone (CWQZ)

E Property




VARIANCE
REQUEST 2

§ 25-8-281 (C)(1)(a) and
§ 25-8-281 (C)(2)(b)

*  CEF setback reduction
and construction within
150’ CEF setback
prohibited unless 1:1
mitigation is provided.

2] T vpr W Byl ook Hasch §eograon A
Beach | FowiSip P Tan
Ll ’ ’ Ervgwee | veis | 2ve i 10 | Eteg gt | 7100
¥ X prr [ 1251 5 378 (Aas-1d) | Peopomed Channe) 171.00
Hvwegress | 1418 | 100 vH (hdlem 14} | Fowbng Channel | 000,00
1 PROPOSED FLOO DP LA'N MDD'F'CATION Lowrgrma Z51 8 | 100 v (Ale-14) | Propowed Chaneml| SO0 K
SCALEL e (WOTES FUDCDPLAR DETERMINED BY HEC-RAS VEREIOM S0, I._"."..: :.T_i";_,.' ::,_LL.. : Evorgraen T Z-wE Mg T4y Esising Lrgrngl 171
ATLAS- 14 RAIMFALL DAT Evmegrgan | 148 7R [Aiiag T4 | Fooprmes) Chanesl] 17100
Evneorens | 14 130- 7 Chillos-14) | Combng Chacnel | 800 00




VARIANCE e | |tr [k‘“ai»m

(75 }-EOST AND CABLE FENCE DETAIL
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VARIANCE REQUESTS T & 2

Application Deficiencies

No information on proposed development
Impacts evaluation of all findings of fact

No approved floodplain restoration/mitigation plan and

no approved wetland CEF mitigation plan
Impacts evaluation of:
Harmful environmental consequences
Water quality
Minimum deviation from code
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VARIANCE
RECOMMENDATION

Staff determines that the findings of fact have not been
been met:

Variances have not been granted for similarly situated properties
with similar code requirements.

It cannot be determined that the variance
Is necessitated by topographic features, not design choice;
|s the minimum deviation from the code; and
Is unlikely to result in harmful environmental consequences.

It cannot be determined that water quality will be equal to or better
than water quality without the variance.



THANK YOU
[ e
Questions? -
{—c
v






