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December 05, 2016

UDFCD Maintenance Eligibility Program
Referral Review Comments

To:          Patrick Mulready
Project:  Trails at Crowfoot Filing 1
Stream:  Lemon Gulch (4618) and Tributary (4618-01) and Cherry Creek
UDFCD MEP Phase: Design
UD MEP ID: 106481/10000876

Dear Patrick,

This letter is in response to the request for our comments concerning the referenced project.  We appreciate the opportunity to review this proposal.  We have reviewed this proposal only as it relates to major drainage features, in this case:

· Lemon Gulch and Tributary and Cherry Creek
We have the following comments to offer:

General
Our comments below express concerns and ask questions regarding the site hydrology and pond design. We would suggest that, prior to the next submittal, the Engineer (and Town representative) schedule a meeting with us at the District offices to discuss the overall project, its location within the surrounding area, relationship to existing/proposed developments and how the existing and proposed hydrology for the development compares with the OSP hydrology. In addition, the proposed ponds can be discussed with regard to eligibility requirements.

Preliminary Drainage Report

1. The report makes some statements regarding District Maintenance Eligibility with regard to Ponds A and C, possibly on the basis of the tributary drainage area to each pond.
· Pond A appears to be located offsite on the north side of N. Crowfoot Valley Road. Further, the pond appears to be sited along the alignment of the planned Lemon Gulch Tributary, as indicated in the 2006 Outfall Systems Plan for Scott Gulch and Lemon Gulch. The majority of area described as tributary to Pond A appears to be the property to be developed and would not be considered to serve a true regional purpose and be eligible for District Maintenance Assistance.  In addition, based on the proposed pond’s location on the Lemon Gulch Tributary, the pond would need to serve the basins tributary to the Lemon Gulch Tributary, namely, portions of basins 306, 307 and 313.

· Similarly, the majority of area tributary to Pond C is on-site development, so the Pond does not serve a true regional purpose and would not be eligible for District Maintenance Assistance.

2. The Final Report should have more detailed description of how the site hydrology compares to that developed in the appropriate UDFCD Planning Studies. 

3. The reference section of the report should be revised to coordinate with the report text referrals and should also include the previous studies cited in the report (OSPs, Master Plans, etc).

4. Design details are lacking for much of the drainage infrastructure. We are available to review designs as appropriate; however, discussions mentioned above will help to identify any drainage facilities that will be considered for District Maintenance Eligibility.


Preliminary Construction Drawings

1. Detailed plans were not submitted as part of this current submittal. Review of construction drawings with consideration of maintenance eligibility will be conducted once discussions have been held regarding what portions of the drainage infrastructure will be considered for District maintenance eligibility.


Please feel free to contact me with any questions or concerns.

[bookmark: _MailAutoSig]Sincerely,
Urban Drainage and Flood Control District
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John M. Pflaum, P.E.
Floodplain Management Program
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