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Public Works and Development 

Lima Plaza Campus – Arapahoe Room 
6954 S. Lima St., Centennial, CO 80112 

REGULAR MEETING OF THE  
ARAPAHOE COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 

TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 7, 2017 @ 6:30 P.M. 
 

   
 
 

GENERAL BUSINESS ITEMS 
 

APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES FROM JANUARY 10, 2017 VOTE:  Approved as presented. 
APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES FROM JANUARY 17, 2017 VOTE:  Approved as amended. 

 

 
REGULAR ITEMS 

 

ITEM 1: Case No. W17-001, Floodplain Regulations Updated Flood Insurance Study (FIS) – Land 
Development Code Amendment 

LOCATION: Countywide VOTE: 
ACREAGE: n/a 5 IN FAVOR 
EXISTING ZONING: n/a 0 OPPOSED 
PROPOSED USE: n/a 2 ABSENT 
APPLICANT:  Arapahoe County Engineering Services 0 ABSTAIN 
CASE MANAGER: Chuck Haskins, Engineering Division Services Manager  
REQUEST: Request a positive referral for a land development code 

amendment. 
 CONTINUED TO: 

MOTION SUMMARY: Recommend approval with Staff Findings and Conditions; 
BOCC action required. 

Date:  _____________ 

ITEM 2: Case No. P16-012, Schuck Restoration / Minor Subdivision (MS) 
LOCATION: SW Corner of Santa Fe and Stanford Avenue VOTE: 
ACREAGE: 2.06 acres 5 IN FAVOR 
EXISTING ZONING: B-4 (No Change) 0 OPPOSED 
PROPOSED USE: Vintage Car Sales, Repair, & Indoor Storage 2 ABSENT 
APPLICANT:  Doug Schuck 0 ABSTAIN 
CASE MANAGERS: Planner, Sherman Feher;  Engineer, Sue Liu  
REQUEST: Request approval of the Minor Subdivision.  CONTINUED TO: 
MOTION SUMMARY: Recommend approval with Staff Findings and Conditions; 

BOCC action required. 
Date:  _____________ 

 
 

ANNOUNCEMENTS: 
 

• SPECIAL LOCATION: The next regular Planning Commission meeting is scheduled for February 21, 2017 at the 
Arapahoe County Administration Building, East Hearing Room, 5334 S Prince St., Littleton, CO 80120. 

• Planning Commission agendas, Board of County Commissioner agendas, and other important Arapahoe County 
information may be viewed online at www.arapahoegov.com or you may contact the Planning Division at 720-874-6650. 

 
 

PLANNING COMMISSION MEMBERS: 
 

Mark Brummel - Present Richard Rader - Present Paul Rosenberg, Chair - Absent 
Diane Chaffin - Present Jane Rieck - Present Richard Sall - Absent 
Brian Weiss, Chair Pro-Tem - Present 

 

http://www.arapahoe/
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MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL MEETING OF THE 
ARAPAHOE COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION  

TUESDAY, JANUARY 10, 2017 
 
ATTENDANCE A special meeting of the Arapahoe County Planning Commission 

was called and held in accordance with the statutes of the State of 
Colorado and the Arapahoe County Land Development Code.  The 
following Planning Commission members were in attendance:  
 
Brian Weiss, Chair Pro-Tem; Mark Brummel; Richard Rader; Jane 
Rieck; Richard Sall, and Diane Chaffin. 
 
Also present were:  Josh Tenneson, Open Spaces; Robert Hill, Senior 
Asst. County Attorney; Jason Reynolds, Current Planning Program 
Manager; Alan White, Long Range Planning; Jan Yeckes, Planning 
Division Manager, Caitlyn Cahill, Animal Control Supervisor; and 
members of the public. 
 

CALL TO ORDER Chair Pro-Tem Weiss called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m. and 
noted a quorum of the Board was present. 
 

DISCLOSURE 
MATTERS 

There were no Planning Commission member conflicts with the 
matters before them. 
 

 
GENERAL BUSINESS ITEMS: 

 
APPROVAL OF THE 
MINUTES 

The motion was made by Ms. Rieck and duly seconded by 
Mr. Brummel to accept the minutes from the November 1, 2016 
Planning Commission meeting, as amended, to remove the third  
paragraph of page four. 
 
The motion passed unanimously. 
 
The motion was then made by Ms. Rieck and duly seconded by 
Mr. Sall to accept the minutes from the November 15, 2016 
Planning Commission meeting, as presented. 
 
The motion passed unanimously. 
 
The motion was then made by Mr. Brummel and duly seconded 
by Ms. Chaffin to accept the minutes from the November 22, 
2016 Planning Commission meeting, as presented. 
 
The motion passed unanimously. 
 



Planning Commission January 10, 2017 Page 2 of 4 
 

The audio recording is the official County record of this meeting. 
Written minutes are a summary of the meeting and provided as a courtesy only.  

The motion was then made by Ms. Rieck and duly seconded by 
Ms. Chaffin to accept the minutes from the December 6, 2016 
Planning Commission meeting, as amended, to add the I-70 
Scout newspaper for noticing to Item 1. 
 
The motion passed unanimously. 
 
The motion was then made by Ms. Rieck and duly seconded by 
Ms. Chaffin to accept the minutes from the December 20, 2016 
Planning Commission meeting, as amended, to add that one of 
the students of the academy spoke in opposition of the project. 
 
The motion passed unanimously. 
 
Ms. Rieck also noted the correct name of the Littleton Wastewater 
Plant was the Littleton Englewood Wastewater Plant. 
 
Attorney Hill stated staff could make that amendment 
administratively. 
 

 
GENERAL BUSINESS AND STUDY SESSION ITEMS: 

 
Item 1: High Line Canal Conservancy Presentation – Josh Tenneson, 

Grants & Acquisitions Manager, Open Spaces 
 
Mr. Tenneson presented a PowerPoint, a copy of which was retained 
for the record. 
 
Harriet LaMere, Director of the High Line Canal Conservancy, 
showed a video outlining the history of the canal. 
 
Mike Rosser, E. Amherst Cir., Aurora, stated the High Line Canal 
was one of the top priorities for the Arapahoe County Open Spaces 
program. 
 
Ms. LaMere reported 37 miles of the canal and over half of the 
inventoried trees were located within Arapahoe County.  She stated 
the canal was larger than Central Park.  She said the mission of the 
Conservancy was to preserve, protect, and enhance all 71 miles of 
the canal.  Ms. LaMere explained the first step of that process was to 
create a vision plan, which would involve a lot of public outreach 
and education.  She reported the planning consultant came up with 
five guiding principles, as follows:  1) Natural – preserve natural 
character of the Canal and its scenic beauty; 2) Connected and 
Continuous – enhance connectivity / safety of crossings and improve 
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connectivity to existing trail networks; 3) Varied – respect variety of 
communities and character zones along canal; 4) Managed – work 
together to preserve and support canal for generations to come (idea 
of putting stormwater in canal would help water quality and help 
preserve the tree canopy – if uniformly filled with stormwater, would 
be wet 100 more days per year); and 5) Enhanced – enhance 
enjoyment in keeping with natural and varied character (signage – 
lots of feedback from public about getting lost along canal).  She 
spoke to the action plan strategies, as follows:  1) Create roadmap 
for Canal’s future physical form; 2) build awareness and 
understanding of Canal; 3) align the Canal’s governance and funding 
structure w/vision; 4) harness the community’s passion to promote 
stewardship of canal; and 5) capitalize on existing momentum and 
take action now Ms. LaMere outlined the timeline for different 
planning processes. 
 
There were discussions regarding coordination among agencies, 
Denver Water’s role, widening of ROW, open spaces attached to the 
canal, crime/drug use concerns and the need for increased security in 
some areas of the canal.   
 
Mr. Tenneson reported they would engage with Arapahoe County 
Public Works regarding stormwater and Planning when looking at 
more binding master plan. 
 

Item 2: Planning Commission Revision to By-Laws – Jan Yeckes, 
Planning Division Manager 
 
There were discussions related to changing the number of PC 
members required for a quorum in the by-laws.   
 
Ms. Yeckes reported the change would require an amendment to the 
Land Development Code (LDC) because the quorum was specified 
in the code. 
 
It was moved by Ms. Chaffin and duly seconded by Mr. Rader 
to adopt the Planning Commission By-Laws, as amended. 
 
The vote was: 
 
Mr. Weiss, Yes; Mr. Brummel, Yes; Ms. Rieck, Yes; 
Ms. Chaffin, Yes; Mr. Rader, Yes, Mr. Sall, Yes. 
 

Item 3 Comprehensive Plan & Other Related Discussions as Time 
Allows – Alan White, Long Range Planning 
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Mr. White reported he had been working on revising the 
Comprehensive Plan (Comp Plan) for PWD.  He noted a lot had 
happened in the County since 2001, when the Comp Plan was last 
amended.  He said the City of Centennial didn’t exist, for example.  
He stated many areas, identified as growth areas in Comp Plan, had 
since developed.  Mr. White reported growth projections indicated 
continued population increases and Arapahoe County (AC) needed 
to plan for those increases.  He said the existing Comp Plan was a 
good planning document and a complete rewrite was not necessary.  
He explained the Comp Plan revision would address sustainability, 
resiliency, affordable housing, and other issues that had risen to 
prominence in recent years.  He stated staff would circulate a draft 
for internal review and then send it to referral agencies for feedback.  
He said staff was working to create a modern and user-friendly 
document. 
 

MISCELLANEOUS 
DISCUSSION ITEMS 

Cherry Creek Academy (CCA), Charter School within Cherry 
Creek School District (CCSD) – Jason Reynolds, Current 
Planning Program Manager 
 
Mr. Reynolds reported CCA was proposing to expand their 
gymnasium, located near the road and not adjacent to homes. He 
explained the expansion would not increase student enrollment and 
would provide improved facilities. He stated, under state law for 
charter schools, CCA was required to notify the PC and PC could 
request a site plan for review and feedback.  He said the storm water 
plan that was already available provided a general layout. 
Mr. Reynolds reported review of the site plan could be scheduled 
with CCSD representatives as a business item.  
 

ADJOURNMENT There being no further business to come before the Planning 
Commission, the meeting was adjourned. 
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MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE 
ARAPAHOE COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION  

TUESDAY, JANUARY 17, 2017 
 
ATTENDANCE A regular meeting of the Arapahoe County Planning Commission 

was called and held in accordance with the statutes of the State of 
Colorado and the Arapahoe County Land Development Code.  The 
following Planning Commission members were in attendance:  
 
Paul Rosenberg, Chair; Brian Weiss, Chair Pro-Tem; 
Mark Brummel; Richard Rader; Jane Rieck; Richard Sall, and Diane 
Chaffin. 
 
Also present were:  Robert Hill, Senior Asst. County Attorney; 
Chuck Haskins, Engineering Services Division Manager; Sarah 
White, Engineer; Sherman Feher, Senior Planner; Jason Reynolds, 
Current Planning Program Manager; Julio Iturreria, Long Range 
Planning Program Manager; Jan Yeckes, Planning Division 
Manager, Caitlyn Cahill, Animal Control Supervisor, and members 
of the public. 
 

CALL TO ORDER Chair Rosenberg called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m. and noted 
a quorum of the Board was present. 
 

DISCLOSURE 
MATTERS 

There were no Planning Commission member conflicts with the 
matters before them. 
 

 
REGULAR ITEMS: 

 
Item 1: Case No. L16-002, Prosper Wastewater Treatment Plant / 

Location and Extent (L&E) – Sherman Feher, Senior Planner, 
Public Works and Development (PWD) 
 
A combined public hearing was held for both the L&E and the 1041 
Permit. 
 
Mr. Feher stated both cases on the agenda had been continued from 
December 20, 2016 after a public hearing and a request for additional 
expert information on odor control for wastewater treatment plants 
and floodplain analysis for the proposed site.   
 
Warren Brown, Tri-County Health Department, described the 
processes the facility would use to treat wastewater. He reported the 
Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment (CDPHE) 
regulated wastewater treatment plants and would respond to odor 
complaints. He said CDPHE received 200-300 complaints about one 
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facility in Northglenn during 2006-2007. He said that plant, as a 
result, had implemented odor controls and significantly reduced 
complaints. He reported CDPHE had received 300 complaints, 
related to other wastewater treatment plants, since the year 2000.  He 
said complaints did not necessarily result in violations. He showed 
aerial photos of wastewater treatment plants near residential areas, 
one of which was about 170 feet from the nearest home.  
 
Mr. Haskins described floodplains in the area. He stated the 
applicant’s proposed plant was outside of the 100 year floodplain and 
at least two feet above the 100-year flood elevation.  He reported 
there was no 500 year floodplain mapping for this drainageway; 
however, based on the applicant’s analysis the plant was above the 
500-year flood elevation.  
 
Mr. Reynolds described the process for both applications.  He 
explained the 1041 Permit looked at general health, safety, and 
welfare issues while the L&E provided more details about the 
facility’s site design such as landscape and building elevations. He 
described the appeals process for each application and what would 
happen if the Planning Commission (PC) were to deny or 
recommend denial. He said the Prosper zoning approved by 
Arapahoe County anticipated placing the wastewater treatment 
facility on this site; however, L&Es did not have to follow the 
zoning; the facility could be located elsewhere if another site met 
engineering needs and other considerations of the site location.  
 
Jeff Vogel, applicant, said they looked at all alternatives before 
selecting this site. He explained Prosper’s topography generally 
drained from south to north and this site was at the low point. He said 
it was better to design wastewater facilities so they worked with 
gravity; the more lift/pump stations in a system, the more places for 
potential mechanical failure and odors.  Mr. Vogel reported the 
proposed plant exceeded CDPHE’s setback requirements for this 
type of facility. He said CDPHE required a 100-foot setback for 
covered, enclosed, mechanical facilities such as theirs and they were 
proposing a 345 foot setback from the school on the Saint Isidore 
property to the closest building on their site. He said, although state 
regulations did not require active odor control for facilities of this 
type and size, they were including odor controls. He showed pictures 
of facilities with similar setbacks to residential or office uses.  
 
The PC asked questions about other potential sites, the use of lift 
stations, and the relationship between the site and the school’s 
playfield.  
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Mr. Vogel responded the site was the lowest point on the property 
and that the nearest part of the playfield was about 250’ feet away. 
He said lift stations could generate odors and require more ongoing 
maintenance than a gravity system; any mechanical process creates 
a possible failure point. He also explained that there would be a lift 
station even with this design because some areas of Prosper were 
nearly as low as this point. Mr. Vogel explained moving the facility 
would require more pumping.  
 
Sixteen members of the public spoke in opposition, including parents 
of children at the Our Lady of Help Christians Academy, students, 
parishioners, nearby residents, school administrators, a Bennett town 
trustee, and the pastor of Saint Isidore church. Approximately 45 
people indicated opposition on the sign-in sheets but did not address 
the Planning Commission. Speakers were concerned about odors, 
safety, EPA recommendations for siting of schools, that the school 
wasn’t mentioned in Preliminary Development Plan documents, and 
one speaker’s analysis and assertion that the applicant could shift the 
plant 1,000 feet further south and be at nearly the same elevation as 
the proposed site, increasing the distance from the school.  
 
The applicant’s attorney responded to the comment about EPA 
recommendations, saying they did not apply in this case.  He said 
CDPHE was the agency with authority in this case and the proposed 
facility exceeded the CDPHE required setbacks.  
 
Mr. Vogel stated the project team looked at a lot of technical 
requirements for sewer pipes, roads, and grading.  He said moving 
things around wasn’t that simple. He explained odor control was a 
significant concern for the future land development as well; they put 
a lot of odor controls in place because the future Prosper residents 
would also be downwind of the facility. He said they did not ignore 
the church and they wanted it to be successful.  Mr. Vogel stated 
future Prosper residents would likely use that church and the school 
would serve as an alternative to other school sites in Prosper. 
 
There were continued discussions amongst the PC.  They said the 
proposal might meet setback criteria, however, the applicant hadn’t 
done enough to mitigate adverse impacts to the neighborhood. Some 
of the PC preferred the option to relocate the plant further from the 
school. PC members stated this might be an opportunity to fix a 
mistake on the Preliminary Development Plan.  
 
Mr. Weiss stated the applicant had complied with setback 
requirements and procedures, so he would support approval.  
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It was moved by Mr. Brummel and duly seconded by Mr. Rader, 
in the case of L16-002, Prosper Wastewater Treatment Plant / 
Location and Extent, that the Planning Commission read the 
staff report and received testimony at the public hearing and 
DENIED the Location and Extent case as submitted due to 
perceived detrimental impacts to neighboring properties. 
 
The vote was: 
 
Mr. Weiss, No; Ms. Rieck, Yes; Ms. Chaffin, Yes; Mr. Rader, 
Yes; Mr. Brummel, Yes; Mr. Sall, Yes; Mr. Rosenberg, Yes. 
 

Item 2: Case No. ASI16-001, Prosper Wastewater Treatment Plant / 
1041 Permit – Sherman Feher, Senior Planner, Public Works 
and Development (PWD) 
 
It was moved by Mr. Brummel and duly seconded by Mr. Sall in 
the case of ASI16-001, Prosper Wastewater Treatment Plant / 
1041 Permit, that the Planning Commission read the staff report 
and received testimony at the public hearing and determined not 
to give a positive recommendation to the Board of County 
Commissioners for approval of the 1041 Permit case, as 
submitted, due to perceived detrimental impacts to neighboring 
properties. 
 
The vote was: 
 
Mr. Weiss, No; Ms. Rieck, Yes; Ms. Chaffin, Yes; Mr. Rader, 
Yes; Mr. Brummel, Yes; Mr. Sall, Yes; Mr. Rosenberg, Yes. 
 

ADJOURNMENT There being no further business to come before the Planning 
Commission, the meeting was adjourned. 

 



ARAPAHOE COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 
PUBLIC HEARING 

February 7, 2017 
6:30 PM 

 
W17-001 – Floodplain Management Regulations 
Chuck Haskins, Engineering Services Division             January 24, 2017  
 
 
PROPOSAL: 
The Arapahoe County Engineering Services Division is in the process of amending the 
Land Development Code (LDC) to update the Floodplain Management Regulations.  
The purpose of this Planning Commission public hearing is to review the proposed 
changes, answer any questions, receive public comments, and make a 
recommendation to the Board of County Commissioners.   
 
The current Floodplain Management Regulations Section 1-505 Natural Hazards & 
Features Maps and Section 12-2005.02 Paragraph A and Basis for Establishing the 
Floodplains and Special Flood Hazard Areas Paragraph A within the Land Development 
Code reference the December 17, 2010 Flood Insurance Study (FIS) and Flood 
Insurance Rate Maps (FIRM).  This proposed amendment would make a minor 
administrative change to update these sections of the Land Development Code to 
reference the latest Flood Insurance Study and Flood Insurance Rate Map, dated 
February 17, 2017.   
 
The Floodplain Management Regulations have been required to be updated and 
revised by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) to meet the minimum 
National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) requirements.  The proposed amendments 
will bring the Floodplain Management Regulations into compliance with the minimum 
NFIP requirements.   
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
Staff recommends approval of the Floodplain Management Regulations, based upon 
the conditions of approval outlined in this staff report.   
 
 
I. BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
The County has been a participating community of the National Flood Insurance 
Program (NFIP) since August 15, 1977.  The NFIP is a Federal program enabling 
property owners in participating communities to purchase flood insurance as a 
protection against flood losses in exchange for State and community floodplain 
management regulations that reduce future flood damages.  This program also allows 
property owners to be eligible for certain federal disaster assistance and loans.   
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As a participating community in the NFIP, the County is responsible for making sure the 
County’s Floodplain Management Regulations meet or exceed the minimum 
requirements of the NFIP.  FEMA, by law, cannot offer flood insurance in communities 
that do not have regulations that meet or exceed the minimum requirements.   
 
 
The map update process began when FEMA presented preliminary revised FIS and 
FIRM to the County for community review on 09/22/2014.  ESD staff and the Southeast 
Metro Stormwater Authority (SEMSWA) performed a detailed review and provided 
comments on the revisions to the Arapahoe County flood maps for Unincorporated 
Arapahoe County.   
 
The preliminary revised FIS and FIRM included modifications to base flood elevations 
for six drainageways within the County (referred to as Southeast and East Physical Map 
Revision or SE and E PMR). The process required FEMA to provide public notice and a 
90-day appeal period to property owners affected by the new mapping.  Public notice 
was provided in the Villager and The Littleton Independant on 06/18/2015.  FEMA 
published a notice of the flood hazard determinations in the Federal Register and a 
public notice on the appeal process.  SEMSWA, on behalf of the County, sent letters to 
notify affected property owners of the 90-day appeal period.  County and SEMSWA 
Staff also scheduled three open houses to seek public comment and to allow the 
community to obtain information regarding the new flood maps.  The open houses were 
held on 10/07/2014, 10/16/2014 and 10/22/2014.  The 90-day appeal period ended on 
September 15, 2015.   
 
FEMA did not receive any appeals of the proposed base flood elevations during that 
time.    The revised FIS and FIRM were completed and finalized.  On August 17, 2016, 
FEMA issued the Letter of Final Determination providing notice of final flood elevations 
to the County, and initiating the six-month compliance period.  The County is required to 
update the regulations during the compliance period.  The new study and maps will 
become effective on February 17, 2017. 
 
II. DISCUSSION 
Each time that FEMA provides a community with new or additional flood hazard data, 
the community is required to adopt new floodplain management regulations or amend 
the existing regulations to incorporate the new data and meet any additional 
requirements.  The Colorado Water Conservation Board (CWCB) acts as a liaison 
between FEMA and the local communities.  The CWCB NFIP Coordinator will verifiy 
that each NFIP community updates their regulations prior to the date of the new 
effective maps.   
 
 
 Amended Section 1-505: 

This section has been revised to reference the new Flood Insurance Study (FIS) and 
Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) and effective date, as required to meet minimum 
NFIP requirements. 
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 Amended Section 12-2005: 
 

This section has been revised to reference the new Flood Insurance Study (FIS) and 
Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) and effective date, as required to meet minimum 
NFIP requirements. 
 

 
Staff recommends approval of the Amendments to the Floodplain Management 
Regulations.   
 
III. REFERRALS: 
Due to minor administrative nature of this change, staff did not send this LDC 
amendment out to the typical referral groups.  The revisions are being coordinated with 
CWB, SEMSWA, UDFCD and FEMA.  Their responses are as follows: 
              
  
Arapahoe County Attorney 
 

Engineering Services staff has worked 
with the County Attorney’s office and 
has incorporated comments and 
concerns.   

  
CWCB/FEMA A copy of the final adopted version of 

the Floodplain Management 
Regulations will be submitted to the 
CWCB and FEMA upon BOCC 
approval.   

  
  
  
  
             
 
All property owners affected by these map changes received mail notice.  In addition 
Arapahoe County, SEMSWA, UDFCD and FEMA held public open house meetings to 
discuss the impacts of new mapping on existing structures, appeal procedures and 
flood insurance. The updated maps resulted in an addition of four (4) new structures 
mapped within Cottonwood Creek. 
   
.   
 
IV. STAFF FINDINGS: 
Staff has reviewed the proposal and supporting documentation as well as referral 
comments as detailed in this report.  Based upon review of applicable goals and 
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policies of the County’s Floodplain Management Program, staff finds the 
following:  
 
1. The proposed revisions to the Floodplain Management Regulations appear to be in 

compliance with the minimum National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) 
requirements, and are consistent with the Floodplain Chapter of the Arapahoe 
County Stormwater Management Manual.   

 
2. Arapahoe County has the authority to amend provisions of the Land Development 

Code Regulations as proposed by this revision. 
 

3. The Floodplain Management Regulations, Land Development Code Amendment 
project is in compliance with the applicable Amendment policies and procedures as 
set forth in the Land Development Code including public notification requirements.   

 
4. The amended Floodplain Management Regulations will be effective and integrated 

into the existing LDC on February 14, 2017. 
 
5. Adoption of the proposed Floodplain Management Regulations will enable the 

County to continue to participate in the NFIP.   
 
V. RECOMMENDATION: 
Based on the five findings described herein, staff recommends approval of this 
Amendment with the following condition of approval: 
 
1. All minor modifications to the text are required prior to incorporation into the existing 

Land Development Code.   
 
2. The amended Floodplain Management Regulations will be effective and integrated 

into the existing LDC on February 14, 2017.   
 

VI. DRAFT MOTION: 
 
1. In the case of W17-001 – Floodplain Management Regulations, Land Development 

Code Amendment, we find ourselves in agreement with staff findings one (1) 
through five (5) including all plans and attachments as set forth in the staff report 
dated January 24, 2017 and recommend approval to the Board of County 
Commissioners.   

 
1) All minor modifications to the text are required prior to incorporation into the 

existing Land Development Code.  
 
2) The amended Floodplain Management Regulations will be effective and 

integrated into the existing LDC on February 14, 2017.   
 
2. I move an alternate motion. 
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Attachments:  Revised Floodplain Management Regulations 



 

PROPOSED LDC AMENDMENT: 
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