
A G E N D A
STUART BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT 

TO BE HELD MARCH 25, 2021
AT 5:30 PM 

121 SW FLAGLER AVENUE, STUART FL 34994
121 S.W. FLAGLER AVE.

STUART, FLORIDA 34994

BOARD MEMBERS

CHAIR - KRISTIN STANLEY
VICE CHAIR - ANTONE FREITAS

BOARD MEMBER - ALEX GILLEN
BOARD MEMBER - CLAIRE Y. NASH

BOARD MEMBER - CHRISTINA VOGL

ADMINISTRATIVE

DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR, KEV FREEMAN
BOARD SECRETARY, JORDAN PINKSTON

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), anyone who needs a special
accommodation to attend this meeting should contact the City's ADA coordinator at 288-5306
at least 48 hours in advance of the meeting, excluding Saturday and Sunday.

If a person decides to appeal any decision made by the Board with respect to any matter
considered at this meeting, he will need a record of the proceeding, and that for such purpose
he may need to ensure that a verbatim record of the proceedings is made, which record
includes the testimony and evidence upon which the appeal is to be based.

CALL TO ORDER

ROLL CALL

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

1. Approval of February 25, 2021 Minutes

COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC (5 min. max)

COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD MEMBERS

OTHER MATTERS BEFORE THE BOARD

Page 1 of 26



2. VARIANCE TO REDUCE THE UPLAND BUFFER DISTANCE TO SIGNIFICANT WETLAND
RESOURCES AND FRONT YARD SETBACK. (RC)
 
REQUEST FOR A VARIANCE TO THE CITY'S LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE, SECTION
5.03.02.C.1 AND 4, FOR A REDUCED MINIMUM UPLAND BUFFER DISTANCE FROM
OUTSTANDING WETLAND RESOURCES, REDUCED AVERAGE UPLAND BUFFER,
REDUCED CONSTRUCTION SETBACK FROM WETLANDS, AND FROM SECTION 2.04.01,
REDUCED FRONT SETBACK FOR A LOT ON INDIAN GROVE IN ORDER TO
ACCOMMODATE A DUPLEX.
 

STAFF UPDATE

ADJOURNMENT

UPCOMING MEETINGS and EVENTS
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1.

CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
AGENDA ITEM REQUEST

Board of Adjustment
Meeting Date:3/25/2021 Prepared by:Jordan Pinkston

Title of Item:
Approval of February 25, 2021 Minutes
 
Summary Explanation/Background Information on Agenda Request:
N/A.
 

Funding Source:
N/A.
 

Recommended Action:
Approve.
 
 

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Type
BOA Minutes_2.25.2021 3/16/2021 Cover Memo
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MINUTES  
  

BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT MEETING  
FEBRUARY 25, 2021 AT 5:30 PM   
CITY COMMISSION CHAMBERS  

121 S.W. FLAGLER AVE.  
STUART, FLORIDA 34994  

  
BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT MEMBERS  

Chair – Kristin Stanley  
Vice Chair – Antone (TJ) Freitas  

Board Member – Claire Nash  
Board Member – Alex Gillen  

Board Member – Christina Vogl  
  

ADMINISTRATIVE  
Development Director, Kev Freeman  

Board Secretary, Jordan Pinkston  
  
  

CALL TO ORDER     

 
ROLL CALL     
Present: Antone Freitas, Kristin Stanley, Claire Nash, Christina Vogl  
Absent: Alex Gillen 
  
PLEDGE   
 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES  
Motion: Approval of January 28, 2021 Minutes 
Action: Approve. 
Moved by: TJ Frietas 

Seconded by: Claire Nash 

Motion passed unanimously.  
  
 
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS (3-minute max): None.  
 
COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD MEMBERS ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS (3-minute max): None.  
  

OTHER MATTERS BEFORE THE BOARD 
 

1. Final Order of Variance Approval, requested by Dale Alexander for real property at 823 SE 
St. Lucie Crescent, PCN #05-38-41-001-000-00791-5, granting approval of a request to split 
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the lot into two single family lots, with a lot width of 50 feet, lot area of 6,160 square feet and 
10,172 square feet and minimum side setbacks of 5 feet. 

 
PRESENTATION: Stephen Mayer, Senior Planner 

        Bob Burson, Attorney    5:47 PM   
                                                              

PUBLIC COMMENT:    6:17 PM   
 

1. Mary Hutchinson (St. Lucie Crescent) – Discussed original lot split approval. She shared 
photos with the board and explained why she opposes the proposal. Believes there is no 
hardship for his request 

2. Anne Burford (SW Cleveland Avenue) – Explained that there are only single-family homes in 
the neighborhood and why developers want to build. Opposes the proposal.  

3. Dick Guiles (SW Cleveland Avenue) – Lives adjacent to the property and explained why the 
lot sizes are what they are. He does not believe a lot split should happen for various reasons. 
Provided the board with a petition.  

 
BOARD COMMENT: 
 
Claire Nash asked for clarification on the location the petition signatures came from.  
 
PUBLIC COMMENT:   
 

4. Mike Sedar (SW Overlook Drive) – opposes the proposal due to density and said that the 
applicant knew what he was buying when he purchased the property.  

5. Joann Lesher (SW Saint Lucie Crescent) – Explained that she understood why the applicant 
wants to build on the property but does not believe in the lot split.  

6. Debra Determan (SW Bryant Avenue) – Explained that the variance being requested is too 
close to her property and concerned about density. Provided a letter from her nephew that 
lives with her. 

7. Leon Moore (SW St. Lucie Crescent) – Explained why the old home on the property was torn 
down. Concerned on what will happen to the lot that does not have a plan and gave 
examples of his concerns. Prefers a single family home on the single lot. 

 
 
BOARD COMMENT:  
 
Christina Vogl asked if they could do a lot spilt without the variance and explained what the applicant 
is requesting. 
 
Staff explained what options the applicant would have as far as setbacks. 
 
Claire Nash asked for the Board Secretary to read the letter of opposition into the record and the 
number of signatures on the petition.  
 
Jordan Pinkston read the public comment letter and confirmed that there were about 33 signatures 
on the petition.  
 
TJ Freitas discussed lot variances and setbacks with staff.  
 
Mike Mortell explained what options the board has to make a motion.  
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The applicant, Dale Alexander, explained why he chose this particular lot to build on. He explained 
that his hardship is that he could not find a smaller lot to purchase at the time.  
 
Kristin Stanley asked about the applicant’s future intensions of the second lot once it is split.  
 
Christina Vogl asked for clarification for denial. 
 
Mike Mortell said that he believed that the applicant could not come back for a year.  
 
The board and applicant discussed where the proposed driveway and garage would be.  
 
Claire Nash asked for confirmation on the presented architectural plans for the home. 
 
Mike Mortell explained that if the variance was granted that it would create two lots today.  
 
Staff clarified the application process and future permitting.  
 
Christina Vogl said that she would have preferred a better architectural presentation. She does not 
see a hardship for the applicant.  
 
Motion:  
Action: Deny. 
Moved by: Christina Vogl 
Seconded by: Claire Nash 

Motion passed unanimously.  
 
 
STAFF UPDATE: None.  
  

ADJOURN   6:57PM  
   
  
  
  
________________________________   _____________________________  
Kristin Stanley, Chair      Jordan Pinkston, Board Secretary  
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2.

CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA
AGENDA ITEM REQUEST

Board of Adjustment
Meeting Date:3/25/2021 Prepared by:S. Mayer

Title of Item:
VARIANCE TO REDUCE THE UPLAND BUFFER DISTANCE TO SIGNIFICANT WETLAND
RESOURCES AND FRONT YARD SETBACK. (RC)
 
REQUEST FOR A VARIANCE TO THE CITY'S LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE, SECTION
5.03.02.C.1 AND 4, FOR A REDUCED MINIMUM UPLAND BUFFER DISTANCE FROM
OUTSTANDING WETLAND RESOURCES, REDUCED AVERAGE UPLAND BUFFER,
REDUCED CONSTRUCTION SETBACK FROM WETLANDS, AND FROM SECTION 2.04.01,
REDUCED FRONT SETBACK FOR A LOT ON INDIAN GROVE IN ORDER TO
ACCOMMODATE A DUPLEX.
 
Summary Explanation/Background Information on Agenda Request:
The applicant, Douglas Bournique, owner of the lot (4) on the north side of Indian Groves Drive, is requesting 4
related variances to the Land Development Code, in order to develop the property. The owner has a set of
proposed plans for a two story duplex, and an alternative set for a single story.  The variance requests are
necessary due to requirements in Section 5.03.02 C1 and 4, which require an upland buffer from wetlands and
a construction setback from the upland buffer.The buffer requirements to an outstanding wetland resource, such
as the wetlands along Poppleton Creek, are 75 feet minimum average, no less than 50 feet, with a construction
setback of 10 feet from the buffer. If applied to this property,which is 102 feet deep on the east property line and
182 feet deep on the west property line, a majority of the property would be made unbuildable. Therefore, the
applicant is requesting relief from the Land Development Code. 
 
A fourth variance request is to vary the front setback, in order to move the building as far from the wetlands as
possible. A 15 foot overhead utility line easement is shown on the survey, meaning that the applicant may not be
able to move the proposed duplex any closer than 15 feet. The applicant is requesting the front setback be
reduced from 25 feet to 15 feet, without the provision of including a front porch.
 
The applicant has provided architectural rendering and footprint of a proposed two-story duplex, which is the
primary request. The applicant has also provided an alternative request for a single story duplex, should the
Board of Adjustment desire to accommodate a smaller duplex.
 
The applicant has also provided a memo from Atlantic Environmental, dated February 3, 2021. This memo states
that the buffer reduction, if issued, should have no environmental harm associated with that action. Staff notes
that variances to neighboring property to the west of the subject property was granted, reducing the required
upland buffer setback from 75 feet to 5 feet, and the construction buffer from 10 to 5, or a total of 10 feet. The
applicant is requesting a total of 25 feet.
 
Any development on this lot will need to comply with recent Land Development Code amendments relating to
storm water treatment on infill residential lots at 6.03.01.G (code attached).
 

Funding Source:
N/A
 

Recommended Action:
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Consider approval of the Final Order to grant relief from the minimum upland buffer distance from outstanding
wetlands and front yard setback distance in order to build a duplex conditioned upon the restrictions herein.
 
 

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Upload Date Type
A1. Final Order 3/15/2021 Exhibit
A2. Exhibit 1 - Survey 3/15/2021 Exhibit
A2. Exhibit 1 - Survey showing buffer
distances and setbacks 3/15/2021 Exhibit

A3. Exhibit 2. Proposed Plan - Architecture 3/15/2021 Exhibit
A3. Exhibit 2. Proposed Plan - Floor Plan 3/15/2021 Exhibit
A3. Exhibit 2. Proposed Plan - Floor Plan 2 3/15/2021 Exhibit
A3. Exhibit 2. Alternative Plan showing
single story 3/15/2021 Exhibit

A4. Exhibit 3 - Environmental Memo 3/15/2021 Exhibit
D1. Extract from LDC - Variances 3/15/2021 Backup Material
D2. Extract from LDC - Infill Stormwater
Code 3/15/2021 Backup Material
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Return to:   
City Attorney 
City of Stuart 
121 SW Flagler Avenue 
Stuart, FL 34994 
 

BEFORE THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT 
CITY OF STUART, FLORIDA 

         Case #Z21030002 
In re:  The Code Variance Application of  
Bournique Residence 
08-38-41-007-006-00011-0 
 

FINAL ORDER OF VARIANCE APPROVAL 
 
  THIS CAUSE came for hearing before the Board of Adjustment for the City of 

Stuart, Florida, at a regular set hearing at 5:30 PM on March 25, 2021, at the City 

Commission Chambers, 121 S.W. Flagler Avenue, Stuart, Florida; and the Board, having 

considered the sworn testimony and other evidence presented by the City staff, the 

Petitioner, and any Interveners, finds as follows: 

1. Notice of the hearing was provided as required by the Stuart Land 
Development Code (LDC).  Notice was not challenged by any party at the hearing, and the 
Board of Adjustment has jurisdiction over this case as provided in the Sec. 8.05.01, LDC. 

 
2. The City was represented by Stephen Mayer, Senior Planner, and the 

applicant was represented by Douglas C. Bournique, Petitioner, all in attendance. 
 
3. Stephen Mayer, of the City Development Department, testified on behalf of 

the City that the Petitioner, Douglas C. Bournique, the title owner of the real property having 
PCN #08-38-41-007-006-00011-0,  (hereinafter the “Subject Property”), who has provided 
a sketch and legal description as found within and attached as ‘Exhibit 1’, in order to receive 
relief from the rear setback to an enclosed pool structure. 
 
 4. Stephen Mayer indicated the Subject Property is located on Lot 4 of Indian 
Groves Drive, and is zoned R-3 (Residential, Multi-Family/Office), with a Future Land 
Use designation of Residential/Office.  The Future Land Use and Zoning categories were 
not challenged by any party at the hearing. 

 
5. The existing vacant lot is currently in compliance with zoning code. The 

Petitioner desires to develop the Subject Property in substantial conformance with the 
proposed plans and attached as “Exhibit 2” of this document. 

 
 6. The Petitioner gave verbal testimony indicating a desire to request the 
minimum variance required to create a buildable lot, thereby building a proposed duplex. 
The Petitioner has submitted a memo from Atlantic Environmental stating that the request 

Page 9 of 26



FINAL ORDER OF VARIANCE APPROVAL – Bournique Residence – Indian Groves Drive 
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of relief from hardship shows no environmental harm, as “Exhibit 3”. 
 

 7. The Petitioners requested in writing the following reductions to the minimum 
code requirements at the hearing to allow the development of the lot as a duplex:   

 

• The minimum front setback shall be reduced from required 25 feet to 15 feet.  

• The minimum average upland buffer distance from outstanding wetland resources 
shall be reduced from 75 feet to 25 feet 

• The minimum upland buffer distance from outstanding wetland resources shall be 
reduced from 50 feet to 25 feet. 

• The construction setback from all upland buffers, which is 10 feet, shall be included 
within the 25 feet buffer. 

 
8. Stephen Mayer gave testimony and analyzed the case, and indicated the 
petition is consistent with the City's Comprehensive Plan, meets the procedural 
requirements of the law.  The testimony concluded by recommending that the board 
of adjustments consider the Final Order to allow for the variance, subject to the 
following conditions: 
 

a. The lot shall be developed in conformity to the Proposed Plan, as depicted 
in “Exhibit 2”. 

 
b. The Subject Property is granted a relief from the Land Development Code 

as demonstrated in the table below: 
 

Land Development Regulations vs Variance Request 
R-3 Requirements Proposed Development Standards 
Front Setback – 25 feet Front Setback – 15 feet 

Minimum Average width of upland buffer = 75 
feet 

Minimum Average width of upland buffer = 25 feet 

Upland buffer at no point less than = 50 feet Upland buffer at no point less than = 25 feet 

Construction setback = 10 feet Construction setback = 10 feet *  
*to be included within the 25-foot buffer (or shall 
be reduced to zero) 

 
 

9. Construction in substantial conformance with the Proposed Plan, attached as 
“Exhibit 2” of this document, along with all other required documents for permitting, 
shall be submitted for Building Permit review. The building permit documents shall 
ensure there is no storm water run-off on adjacent properties. 

 
10. If the final inspection of the proposed residence is not performed by April 
1, 2023, the variance relief granted in this Final Order shall be void. 
 
11. All applicable state or federal permits must be obtained before the 
commencement any development activities. Issuance of this development 
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FINAL ORDER OF VARIANCE APPROVAL – Bournique Residence – Indian Groves Drive 
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order/permit/approval by the City of Stuart does not in any way create any right on 
the part of an applicant to obtain a permit from a state or federal agency and does 
not create any liability on the part of the City of Stuart for the issuance of this 
order/permit/approval if the applicant fails to obtain requisite approvals or fulfill the 
obligations imposed by a state or federal agency or undertakes actions that result 
in a violation of state or federal law. 
 
12. All subsequent Lessees and Owners shall be bound to the terms of this 
Variance, and this Variance shall carry forward and “run with the land” unless later 
released by the City Development Director, or as otherwise provided by law. 
 

 
15. At the conclusion of the evidence and any follow up questioning by the Board 
Members, brief summaries were made by the Petitioner. The Board then entered into 
deliberation, and discussed the following: 

 
Board Member ____________ offered a motion to approve the variance(s).  The motion 
was seconded by Board Member _____________ and upon being put to a roll call vote, 
the vote was as follows: 

 YES NO ABSENT 

KRISTIN STANLEY, CHAIR 
ANTONE (TJ) FREITAS, VICE CHAIR 

   

ALEX GILLEN, MEMBER    

CHRISTINA VOGL, MEMBER     

CLAIRE Y NASH, MEMBER    

    

 
ADOPTED this ____ day of __________, 2021. 
 
ATTEST: 
 
By: _________________________   __________________________  
JORDAN PINKSTON, BOARD SECRETARY  KRISTIN STANLEY, CHAIR 

     
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CORRECTNESS: 
 
 
___________________________ 
MIKE MORTELL 
CITY ATTORNEY 
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FINAL ORDER OF VARIANCE APPROVAL – Bournique Residence – Indian Groves Drive 
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ACCEPTANCE AND AGREEMENT 

BY SIGNING THIS ACCEPTANCE AND AGREEMENT, THE UNDERSIGNED HEREBY 
ACCEPTS AND AGREES TO ALL OF THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS CONTAINED IN 
THE FOREGOING FINAL ORDER, AND ALL EXHIBITS, ATTACHMENTS AND 
DEVELOPMENT DOCUMENTS, INTENDING TO BE BOUND THEREBY, AND THAT 
SUCH ACCEPTANCE AND AGREEMENT IS DONE FREELY, KNOWINGLY, AND 
WITHOUT ANY RESERVATION, AND FOR THE PURPOSES EXPRESSED WITHIN 
THE FOREGOING FINAL ORDER.  IN WITNESS WHEREOF THE UNDERSIGNED 
HAS EXECUTED THIS ACCEPTANCE AND AGREEMENT: 
 

WITNESSES:  
 

Witness #1: 

Print Name: __________________ DOUGLAS C. BOURNIQUE, 

  Owner 

Signature: ___________________  Signature: _______________________ 

  

Witness #2:   

   

Print Name: __________________   

 

Signature: ____________________  

  

OWNERS ACKNOWLEDGMENT 

 

 

 

Sworn to (or affirmed) and subscribed before me by means of     physical presence or     online 

notarization, this _____ day of ______________, 20_____ by __________________________ 

 

Personally Known OR Produced Identification 

Type of Identification Produced __________________  

 

 

Signature of Notary Public:  ______________________________            

Commission Expires:  

 

Notary Seal:  
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FINAL ORDER OF VARIANCE APPROVAL – Bournique Residence – Indian Groves Drive 
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‘Exhibit 1’  

Sketch and Legal 
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FINAL ORDER OF VARIANCE APPROVAL – Bournique Residence – Indian Groves Drive 
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‘Exhibit 2’ Proposed Conceptual Plans 
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FINAL ORDER OF VARIANCE APPROVAL – Bournique Residence – Indian Groves Drive 
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‘Exhibit 3’ Environmental Memo 
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Sec. 8.05.02. - Limitations on granting variances.  

A.  Initial determination. The board of adjustment shall have the power to authorize in specific cases 
such variances from the provisions set forth in subsection 8.04.01.A., which will not be contrary to 
the public interest where, owing to special conditions, a literal enforcement of the provisions of 
certain parts of this code will, in an individual case, result in unnecessary hardship, so that the spirit 
of the code shall be observed, public safety and welfare secured, and substantial justice done. Such 
variance may be granted in such case of unnecessary hardship upon the following findings by the 
board of adjustment.  

B.  Required findings. The need for the proposed variance is attributable to unique characteristics of the 
property either as to the land or as to any improvements thereon, or both, and the proposed 
variance, if granted, will not:  

1.  Authorize any use of the property that is not allowed as a permitted use or a use allowed by 
conditional use in the district in which the property is located; and  

2.  Allow a density or intensity of use that exceeds the maximum density or intensity that is 
permitted in the district in which the property is located; and  

3.  Result in a verifiable reduction of the property values of any adjacent or nearby properties; and  

4.  Cause a detrimental effect in the supply of light and air to adjacent properties; and  

5.  Cause a detrimental effect with respect to drainage of the subject property as well as adjacent 
properties; and  

6.  Cause an increase of traffic on adjacent or nearby roads to levels that are not usual for the 
types of uses in the neighborhood; and  

7.  Cause any threat to public safety in any manner whatsoever; and  

8.  Cause any threat to the health or general welfare of the inhabitants of the city.  

C.  A variance shall not be granted that exceeds the minimum variance to the strict application of the 
provisions of this Code necessary to alleviate the unnecessary hardship.  
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Chapter VI - ON-SITE AND OFF-SITE DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS 

6.00.00. - GENERAL PROVISIONS 

Sec. 6.00.01. - Purpose. 

The purpose of this chapter is to provide development design and improvement standards applicable to 

all development activity within the city. 

 

Sec. 6.00.02. - Responsibility for improvements. 

All improvements required by this chapter shall be designed, installed, and paid for by the developer. 

 

Sec. 6.00.03. - Principles of development design. 

The provisions of this chapter are intended to ensure functional and attractive development. 

Development design shall first take into account the protection of natural resources as prescribed in 

chapter V of this Code. All development shall be designed to avoid unnecessary impervious surface 

cover; to provide adequate access to lots and sites; and to avoid adverse effects of shadow, glare, noise, 

odor, traffic, drainage, and utilities on surrounding properties. 

 

6.03.00. - STORMWATER MANAGEMENT 

Sec. 6.03.01. - Generally.  

A.  Intent. It is the policy of the City of Stuart to promote efficient use and management of stormwater. 

To the maximum extent possible, stormwater will be percolated into the shallow aquifer by use of 

retention/detention areas, underground storage, green space, pervious pavement, and exfiltration 

systems. It is also the policy of the City of Stuart to protect existing facilities from adverse impacts of 

new construction.  

B.  Applicability.  

1.  The provisions of this chapter shall apply to development within the City of Stuart municipal 

boundaries, excluding the urban district, as follows:  

(a)  All new development shall be required to comply with the site design requirements of the 

South Florida Water Management District. New development shall be required to comply 

with all requirements for water quality as set forth in this chapter. Exfiltration systems shall 

be used for water quality purposes only. Proper management of stormwater runoff shall be 

accommodated through retention and detention, green space, allowable discharge and up 

to 40 percent underground storage.  

(b)  Renovation development, vacant development and infill development shall be required to 

comply with all requirements for water quality as set forth in this chapter. Exfiltration 
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systems shall be used for water quality purposes only. Not more than 40 percent of 

stormwater runoff may be stored in underground storage structures. The remaining 60 

percent of the required stormwater runoff shall be accommodated through retention and 

detention, green space, and allowable discharge.  

2.  In the Urban Code District and East Stuart District, all development, including new development, 

substantial renovation and infill development, shall be required to comply with all requirements 

for water quality as set forth in this chapter. Exfiltration systems shall be used for water quality 

purposes only. Proper management of stormwater runoff may be accommodated through any 

combination of underground storage structures, retention and detention, green space, and 

allowable discharge.  

A certificate of occupancy shall not be issued if any portion of a stormwater system is not in 

compliance with the approved site plan.  

C.  Site planning.  

1.  Developments must, in their site planning, account for and compensate for historic drainage 

patterns in the area of the development so as not to cause flooding to adjacent and surrounding 

properties. Single-family homes and duplexes on lots of record, though not required to have 

engineered site plans, must demonstrate by submission of a civil plan depicting that stormwater 

runoff will not flow onto adjoining properties.  

2.  Alterations, additions and modifications of existing facilities, as to the extent of the alteration, 

addition or modification are subject to this chapter.  

D.  Drainage. An adequate drainage system, including necessary ditches, canals, swales, percolation 

areas, berms, dikes, weirs, detention ponds, storm sewers, drain inlets, manholes, headwalls, end 

walls, culverts, bridges and other appurtenances shall be required in all subdivisions and 

developments for the positive drainage of storm and groundwater. The drainage system shall provide 

for surface waters affecting the subdivision or development.  

E.  Stormwater treatment. Stormwater treatment facilities shall be required in the subdivision or 

development to control stormwater runoff quality by providing for on-site retention/detention or other 

appropriate treatment technique for stormwater.  

F.  Maintenance. The capacity of a stormwater management system shall be properly maintained. 

Methods of required maintenance may include vacuuming exfiltration systems, vacuuming and 

pressure-cleaning pervious parking areas, replacement of berms, the installation of silt screens or 

similar devices, and the installation of sod. If any portion of a stormwater system ceases to function 

as designed, the property owner or occupant may be required to remove, repair or replace that 

portion of a stormwater system.  

G.  Infill development.  

1. All single family and duplex residential infill lot development shall submit the following at time 

of building permit submittal: 
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i. A topographic survey which identifies existing improvements within and adjacent to the 

site.  

ii. A lot grading plan that is designed to maintain consistent regional elevations at grade and 

prevent excessive stormwater runoff. The stormwater lot grading plan may be reviewed 

by the City’s consultant engineer at no cost to the applicant. 

 

2. Residential infill development shall comply with the approved lot grading plan and with the 

following: 

i. Lot fill shall be limited to the minimum as determined by the stormwater management 

requirements.     

ii. Foundation construction shall comprise of a stem-wall or extended footers or other 

method of foundation construction as approved during the Building Permit process. 

iii. The owner/developer is responsible for showing that the development will not cause or 

increase off-site flooding to properties adjacent to or along the discharge path from the 

infill lot. 

iv. If the residential infill lot has a waterfront then a buffered shoreline or other approved 

method for preventing excessive stormwater run-off into the waterbody shall be required. 
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