PRE-MEETING AGENDA
MOUNTAIN BROOK CITY COUNCIL

CITY COUNCIL CHAMBER (A108)
56 CHURCH STREET
MOUNTAIN BROOK, AL 35213

FEBRUARY 26, 2024 6:00 p.m.

As a matter of convenience, members of the public are invited to listen, observe and
participate in public meetings by Internet video conference. Presenters and others
interested in a particular matter for discussion are encouraged to attend the meeting in-
person. The City is not responsible for technical issues that may occur that interfere with
the virtual meeting. The City Council, at its sole discretion, may proceed with its in-person
business meeting regardless of whether virtual attendees can hear and/or observe the
proceedings. The City intends to make the meeting available by way of the Zoom app (re:
Meeting ID 801-559-1126, password 02262024).

1. Requests by residents of Caldwell Mill Trace, a private street, for the City to
assume maintenance-Carolyn Jackson (See attached information.)

2. Drainage plans for “The Cut” at Richmar Drive and Mountain Avenue-Mark
Simpson of Schoel Engineering (See attached information.)

3. Street light request at Overton Road at Knollwood Lane-Sam Gaston (See
attached information.)

4. Thornhill Road drainage issues-Norman Jetmundsen (See attached information.)

5. Executive Session



Caldwell Mill Trace
Subdivision and Private Road

Background

On November 6, 1989, the planning commission discussed a potential amendment to the
Estate Residence zoning district regulations that would allow new subdivisions to have a
private road, in lieu of a public road. The discussion appears to have originated with
three property owners on Caldwell Mill Road, who wished to subdivide 14 acres around
what is now Caldwell Mill Trace (a private road).

On December 4, 1989, the planning commission recommended approval to the city
council of an amendment to the Estate district regulations, to allow private roads in
subdivisions that are a minimum of 10 acres.

On December 11, 1989, the city council approved Ordinance 1017, amendment to
Section 19-45.1 (129-73) of the municipal code. See attached Code Section 129-73.

On January 2, 1990, the planning commission approved PC Case 978, a preliminary plat
(Hunter’s Addition to Mountain Brook), for an 8-lot subdivision. See attached
subdivision plat for the recorded subdivision details.

Lots 2, 4, 6, and 7 front Caldwell Mill Trace (private road);

Lots 3 and 5 take access from Caldwell Mill Trace via ingress easements;
Lot 1 fronts on Caldwell Mill Road (public road);

Lot 3-A fronts Caldwell Mill Lane (public road).
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It should be noted that the acreage of the private road is included in Lots 2, 4, 6, and 7,
and was needed in order for those lots to meet the minimum lot size (2 acres) for the
Estate district. Apparently this was the whole impetus for the proposed private road,



since without it being included in 4 of the lots, the subdivision would have been limited
one fewer lot. (This very reasoning was discussed in all of the planning commission
minutes noted above).

An escrow fund of $9,000 was required by the planning commission to be established as
part of the subdivision approval. These funds (plus anticipated interest generated) were
to be set aside for future private road maintenance; and it was also required that, should
the private road be dedicated to the city in the future, that the escrow funds would be
transferred to the city.

On July 2, 1990, the planning commission approved the final plat for the subdivision, PC
Case 978.

Analysis

If the city accepts the dedication of Caldwell Mill Trace as a public right-of-way, then
Lots 2, 4, 6, and 7 would drop below the minimum lot size threshold for the Estate
District as approximated below:

Lot 2: 1.87 acres
Lot 4: 1.77 acres
Lot 6: 1.91 acres
Lot 7: 1.84 acres

In order for the street to be dedicated as a public right-of-way, the planning commission
would first need to approve a resurvey of the four lots noted above, modifying the front
property line such that they are no longer in the middle of the street, thereby reducing the
lot size of each lot, and showing the right-of-way as public.

Before the planning commission could approve such a resurvey, the BZA would have to
approve a variance for each of the four lots to be less than 2 acres, as required for the
estate district. A hardship inherent to the lots, as required by state low, for reducing these
lot sizes is not apparent.

NOTE: It should be noted that the zoning code amendment to allow private roads in the
Estate district was initiated by the developer of the subject subdivision, so that he could
squeeze in an extra lot, and predicated on the promise to maintain the minimum 2-acre lot
sizes upon subdivision approval, as may be seen in the planning commission minutes.

Affected Regulation

Article VI, Estate Residence District; Section 129-72, Area and Dimensional
Requirements, and Section 129-73, Estate Residence District Subdivision Development
Plan
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Sec. 129-73. Estate Residence District subdivision development plan.

Any plan for the subdivision of a parcel which contains at least ten acres and is located in an Estate Residence
District may provide for private ownership and maintenance of streets, parks, recreational facilities and open
spaces included in such subdivision. All such private streets must be built in accordance with the city's standards,
specifications and requirements for public streets, but with such exceptions thereto as may be permitted by the
planning commission, acting in its discretion, in accordance with the city's regulations. Any such plan shall conform
to all applicable regulations of the city, but with such exceptions thereto as shall be permitted by the planning
commission, acting in its discretion, in accordance with such regulations. Any such plan shall set forth the location
and dimensions of all lots upon which dwelling units are to be constructed and all easements, streets, parks, open
spaces, recreational facilities and all other facilities to be constructed on any common area within such subdivision.
In computing the number of square feet in a lot located within any such subdivision, there shall be included any
portion of the lot which is subject to an easement for a private street, provided that such portion of the lot shall
not exceed ten percent of the total area of the lot and provided further that such portion or the lot shall not be
included in computing the 100-foot minimum required depth of the front yard of such lot or any setback line
applicable to such lot. The plan shall provide for reasonable access over a private street from each lot to a public
street. No private street, park, recreational facility or open space located within any such subdivision shall become
a public street, park, recreational facility or open space to be maintained by the city, unless it is specifically
dedicated to the public and, by ordinance, accepted by the city council.

(Ord. No. 1778, § 2(19-6-3), 9-8-2008)

Created: 2023-81-85 16:86:52 [EST]

(Supp. No. 15)
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MOUNTAIN BROOK PLANNING COMMISSION

NOVEMBER 6, 1989

ar meeting of the City of DMNMountain Brook
Planning C'I‘;}rl:nisrseigot:zl was held gin the Mountain Brook City cfllxal'l on
Monday, November 6, 1989, at 7:30 P.M. Present 'welfed sgirman
Charles V. Hinton, Jr., and Members ghag:les Perry, Richar ;_ ver,
George Thompson, Tom Tartt Brown, wWilliam D. Tynes, %rt 1’al.n Axel
Bolvig, Jr. Also present were City Clerk Ann R. Mﬁ ugt_: eon Snd
City Attorney Frank C. Galloway, Jr. Mayor William M. Given, Jr.
and Mr. Richard Abernethy were absent.

T APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF SEPTEMBER 11, 1989:

The City Clerk presented the minutes of the September
11, 1989 meeting. After discussion, motion was made, seconded and
unanimously carried that the minutes of September 11, 1989 meeting
stand approved as distributed.

II. MR. LARRY WEYGAND TO ADDRESS COMMISSION REGARDING SUB-
DIVISION OF "ESTATE" ZONED PROPERTY:

Mr. Larry Wegyand, Weygand Surveyors, Mr. Still. Hunter,
4244 Caldwell Mill Road, and Mr. Angelo Ferlici, 3012 Alisa Way,
appeared before the Commission regarding approximately 14-1/4
acres, on Caldwell Mill Road, that Mr. Hunter is proposing to
develop. Mr. Weygand said that Mr. Hunter intends to build his
personal residence on one of the proposed lots, and two of the
proposed lots have been sold to Bill Daniel.

Mr. Weygand said that there are a couple of unusual
things regarding this subdivision, which he has discussed with the
Engineering Inspector and the Building Inspector, in that Mr.
Hunter's deed goes to the center of the road. When the property
is resurveyed, Mr. Hunter will set back his property 1line by ‘
dedicating his part of Caldwell Mill Road (a 15 foot wide parcel 4 ordi
measured from the center line of the road) to the City and g
will provide any additional easement that the City needs for road
widening, etc. This will reduce his acreage to 14.02 acres. They '
would also like to dedicate a private roadway, so that it would be ’
part of the lots and not maintained by the City of Mountain Brook,
but it would count as part of the 2 acres required for "Estate" ¢
zoned lots. ‘ . ;

When discussing this matter with Mr. Galloway, Mr. !
Weygand suggested that he be permitted to discuss this matter with o 1d
the Planning Commission before he filed a subdivision plat. Mr. e
Weygand said that he did not believe that including the portion of JEESENd
the property which was to be used for the private road in JEEEONH

S required for Estate lots violated the RS ic;
it probably was a new issue. | lng

zoning ordinance, but tha
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After lengthy discussion concerning the time require-

r the zoning ordinance amendment procedure and advertlsln
it was decided that thg

s T L 2‘J‘:‘emf,smts for the public hearing,
‘ would be on the City Council agenda for November 13,

, if the Council sends the proposal back to the Plannj
aﬁ, e special meeting would be held by the Plannln
for a recommendation back to the City Council, wit }-llng
to be held on December 11, 1989 being set by tha
e

vthe November 13 1989 meetlng.

R T

: being x;o further business to come before
otion duly made and seconded, th:h;ex::et-
»_meetlng will be held December J.ng
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Mr. Bolvig nominated

1 = Mr. Ri

to Mr. Hinton a ; ichard Abe

3 ccessor s Chairman of rnethy to be the
* prown ceconded the motion and, when th: Planning Commission

| pously passed. put to a vote, it unani-

, PPROV. NUTES
4 11- APPROVAL OF MI OF NOVEMBER 6, 1989:

The City Clerk presented .
eting. After discussion, the minutes of the November 6,

¥ 989 e Chai
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idistributed- ing stand approved as

P CONSIDERATION: RECOMMENDATION REGARD
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; Mr. Larry Weygand and Mr. Still H

Fone commission in behalf of the proposed me:ndf“:;taggeiiiii‘gﬁf‘;;?
5.1 of the D@ou:nt.ain Brook City Code, regarding Estate Residenc
| pistrict subdivision development plans. Mr. Weygand said that thi,
. ";@_—opf’sed ordinance prepared by Mr. Galloway is fine with them.

chairman Abernethy said a question has been rai

; : raised -
arding the escrow account for the maintenance of the streets ra::m
1. asked if Mr. wWweygand or Mr. Hunter have any suggestion és to
wow this would be handled.

Mr. Weygand suggested that a homeowner's association be
et up tO take over the maintenance, and instead of the members
! raying dues, Mr. Hunter has suggestgd that he will put up money
| qufficient to cover the road maintenance, and when it is
jetermined by the City that this maintenance is needed, the money
i1l be there. In essence, Mr. Weygand said that a homeowner's
issoeiation would be set up should some need arise and they would

e jointly involved in this.
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w the amount of money woulg

asked ho
22 maintenance. Mr. Weygang

Cchairman Aberne €

de road

ned to adequately provi ;
nahoo contracting Company to give th

said that they could get Do imilar to the proposed road, a:g

esurfacing a road S : : .
:ﬁ§§3§§3$§; 2an pe obtained from the city's Engineering Inspector

and Building Inspector.
is amount is determined, Chairman Abernethy saj
when th uld be invested, and with tﬁg

assumed the money WO :
. it would be sufficient to cover inflation.

be determi

that it 1
interest earned,
Mr. Hunter said that probably $6,000.00 would be suffj-

and he would buy a ng" coupon, tax-free bond. On a roag

ly five 1lots fronting on it, there may be 15
years between resurfacing. With the $6,000.00 accumulating
interest at 7%, it is his opinion that this should take care of
the maintenance, leaving a seed to bu:._.ld on for fifteen yearg
later. He said that he would be willing to name the City or
municipality that might eventually, if the need arises, take the
road over, that the money would go to this named municipality.

Hunter if there is any objection to

Mr. Tynes asked Mr.
depositing this money with the city, and the City maintaining th
account as opposed to the homeowner's association, and Mr. Huntee
said that he did not have any objection. L3

cent, )
like this, with on

ut that this would be a matter for

Mr. Silver pointed o©
and everyone agreed.

the City Council to determine and approve,

moved that the Planning Commission recommend
dinance to the City Council and that
put money in escrow to maintain the

Mr. Bolvig
adoption of the following or
the developer be required to
road as outlined:

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND SECTION 19-45.1 OF THE
CITY CODE RELATING TO SUBDIVISION DEVELOPMENT

PLANS IN ESTATE RESIDENCE DISTRICTS

: BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of t i
Miuntaln Brook, Alabama, _1;hat Section 19-45.1 of the l'ézdeCJ.;:ty tOf
City of Mountain Brook is hereby amended to read in full 2:

follows:

Any plan for the development of a subdivisi i
;:jt:.g::n ar::eldex;ce district may provide for privatke)dl:v}:::snhim ag
i 1 inclug dsgfeets, parks, ;epreational facilities andpoan 3
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e Al in accordance with the city's standards specif?ets
siensgand. & gua;emimis for public streets, but with 'such exlca:
o e e iss all be permitted by the planning commissgep
S e creﬂﬂm in accordance with such subdivi o
. Any such plan shall conform to all the appﬁéiﬁn
, e
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MOUNTAIN BROOK PLANNING COMMISSION

JANUARY 2, 1990

The regular meeting of the city of Mountain Bro
Planning Commission was held in the Mountain Brook City Hall ok
Monday, January 2, 1990, at 7:30 P.M. Present were chairmcn
Richard Abernethy, and Members Tom Tartt Brown, William D. T_'mean
Jr., Richard silver, Charles D. Perry, Mayor William M. Given, 5
and City Manager Axel Bolvig, Jr. Also present were City él Es
Ann R. McCutcheon, City Attorney Frank C. Galloway, Jr. and Bui’i—rk
ing Inspector Jerry Weems. Mr. George Thompson was absent. s

APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF DECEMBER 4, 1989:

The City Clerk presented the minutes of the December 4
1989 meeting. After discussion, Chairman Abernethy stateg Fhat
the minutes of the December 4, 1989 meeting stand approved ag di:t'

’

I.

tributed.

II. CASE NO. 977: RESURVEY OF LOT 6, CLUB VIEW PROPERTTES
INC. IN COUNTRY CLUB DISTRICT - STEPHEN S. AND LYNN G
BOSTOCK, 12 CLUB VIEW DRIVE: ——

Chairman Abernethy ingquired of the City Clerk ang th
Ccommission found that all adjacent property owners had been notjf

fied.

Mr. Larry Weygand, Weygand Surveyors, and Mr. Stephen s
Bostock, 12 Club View Drive, appeared before the Board in behal;s
of Mr. Bostock's request for a resurvey of Lot 6, Club View

Properties in Country Club District.

Mr. Weygand said that at the request of city officials
it was suggested that this matter be cleared up before a buildin'
permit is issued. Mr. Wegyand sald that evidently there was somg
kind of swap of some property several years ago, and when Lot §
was recorded it had picked up some acreage in the back. This
request, he said, is just cleaning up a matter which occurreq

vears ago.

; Mayor Gi_ven moved approval of the Resurvey of Lot §
Club View Properties, Inc. in Country Club District. Mr. Silve£
seconded the motion and, when put to a vote, it unanimously

passed.

I1I. CASE NO. 978: REQUEST PRELTMINARY APPROVAL OF HUNTER'S
ADDITION TO MOUNTAIN BROOK, WITH WAIVER OF SIDEWALKS -~
STILL HUNTER, JR., PRESIDENT, STILL HUNTER DEVELOPMENT
CO., INC.:

Chairman Abernethy ingquired of the City Clerk and the

Ccommission found that all adjacent property owners had been noti-

fied.

Mr. Larry Weygand, Weygand Surveyors, and Mr. Still
appeared

Hunter, President, Still Hunter Development Co., Inc.,
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After further discussion, Mr. Silver moved that prelimi-
approval be given to Hunter's Addition to Mountain Brook.
. motion was seconded by Mr. Perry.

- the

For the record, Mr. Bolvig said that the escrow money
N en discussed, and that Mr. Hunter has agreed that $9,000.00
' nad bebe put up for road maintenance. He further stated that some
{w@ulggement for the escrow should be avaji

srra

ther stated that wmr.
of the Engineering Inspector, had talked to Mr. Weygand about
ShipPr ‘

11Pk : drainage culvert, but he does not want the
the. e"tenswgitffonﬂé%p FE iy e e oo this had been
iilding to the record plat. Mr. Bolvig said that there should
chanded O b and gutter along Caldwell Mill Rosd, and Caldvell
glso be dcu.fs to be widened. Mr. Weygand said that this is also
fhown on the plan.

F when put to a vote, the motion passed unanimously.
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Mr. Silver asked what would be involved in jpq _
the size of the pipe under the road, the cost of the Projegsaslng
who would be responsible for paying for it. Mr. Weygand reSp{-,n
that in his letter addressed to the City Eng11-_1eer, he Sugges(é
eighty feet of pipe be torn out and replaced with 3g" Storm oo™

he Dover Road at a cost of approximatel;e
¥

downstream and across t :
$4,000, which includes labor and materials.

Mr. Weygand stated that although Dr. Watkins and ,
to thé

feel that the drainage pipe is an existing problen
erials to help financ
&

Vargo
city, they agree to pay §1,00p each for mat .
installation of 36" pipe in order to expedite matterg J
correcting the existing problem jp thegn s Veci'
1r ﬁgs
. Nﬂ“

subdivision and

neighborhood.
Mr. Bolvig stated that with $2,000 contributeqg by my

vargo and Dr. Watkins for material costs, the City coulg begiy

fairly quickly to replace the pipe.

After discussion, Mayor Given stated that the Commiss;,
should accept the offer of $1,000 _each .from Dr. Charles L. Watkinn
and Mr. Stuart F. Vargo for immediate construction on thi:

project.
After further discussion, Mayor Given moved approval of

the Vargo Resurvey of Lot 40, Nottingham Acres, Third Sector. Th
motion was seconded by Mr. Silver and, when put to a Votee
unanimously passed. '
IIT. CASE NO. 978: REQUEST FINAL APPROVAL OF CALDWELL My
TRACE SUBDIVISION PLAT, WITH BOND IN THE AMOUNT (y
$85,000.00 - STILL HUNTER, JR.: A

b

appeared before

Mr. Larry Weygand, Engineering Surveyor,
the Commission on behalf of Mr. Still Hunter, Jr., and his request
for final approval of the subdivision plat for Caldwell Mil]

Trace, with bond in the amount of $85,000.00.

Mr. Weygand stated sewers had been installed and that
gutters and roads are in the process of being installed, with

.completion estimated to be two weeks.

Mayor Given asked whether one of the houses in the
Mr,

development would be moved closer to Caldwell Mill Road.
“Bolvig responded that Lot No. 7 has been sold and expects the ney
owner to reguest a variance from the Board of Zoning Adjustment to

‘put the setback line 18' closer to Caldwell Mill Road.

Mr. Bolvig moved that final approval be given for

Caldwell Mill Trace subject to presentation of a bond in the
amount of §$85, 009 .00 being delivered to the City. Mr. Silver
seconded the motion, and when put to a vote, it unanimously

passed.
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GODHANCE NO. 1017
AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND SECTYON 19-45.1 OF TEE
CITY CODE RELATING TO SUBDIVISION DEVELODWERT

PLARS IN ESTATE RESIDRNCE DISTRICTS

. BE IT CBRDAINED by the Clty cCouncil of the Ccity of
| Wuntsin Brook, Alabama, that Section 19-45.1 of the Code of the
o= of Mountain Brook is hereby amended to read in full as

Any plan for the subdivision of a parcel of land which
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BELATING TO USES PERMITTED IN HESIDEWFTAL DISTRIom
Council President Whitc sald that this is the date set

for @ public pea‘:imj to conzider an ordinance ame Zoni
gde of the City of Mountain Brook, atc follows: gkl i
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(RDIMANCE HO.

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND SECTION 19-20 OF THE CITY COLR
RELATING TO USES PERMITTED IN BESIDENTTAL DISTRICDS

HE IT ORDAINED by the City Counpcil of Mountain Brook, Alabama
:5 follows: Section 138-20 of the Code of the City of Houmeain
hook is hereby amended by adding the following subsections i}
#d {1} thereto:
rpose. The city belleves that the nced to protecs =
Integrity of its residgntial areas is of paramount c"“‘:"i’&eﬁiﬁ;
fe purpose of this ordinance te permit dwellings In repicetit t
dgtricts to be used For limited business BUZPBESs WO o
ictdential to, and compatible with, the TESERTro . o ine
Moperty in a manner which will protect residential S50 ‘o -
Myerse impact of activities agsociated With thirmquiliw Hereir
Msses and to provide peace, quiet and GOneStAC BALCR oeect the
4 esidantial neichborhoods within The S0 L o coive craffic,



oRDEHANCE MO~ 1037
TO AMEND sepcTION 19-45.1 OF THE
UBDIVISION DEVELOPMENT

AN ORDIMANCE

cITY CODE RELATING TO S
PLANS IN ESTATE RESIDENCE DISTRICTS

BE ORDAINED by the city Counclil ©of the :
ypuntein Brook. Alahama, that section 19-45.1 of the mecj':g of
geun i Brook 1is hereby amonded to Tead 4in fyih the
Y4

city sf Mountal
follows:
ubdivisien of a parcel o 1a 7
contains at lea 24 is located in an e_agaiali_nd whicy
Sistrier mey provide for private ownership and mun?"id@m' £
strepts, DaEks, recreational tacilitles and open Spaces 1?:“ of -
Sreeh subdivisien. All such Siivate Strects must basbufiiitd
pecordanpe  with che clty's standards, specumatknﬁ% A
requirements for public SLIZELS, but with Such BXCEPtions Ehes Dl
as shall be parmiteed by the planning comuission, wgf“’f Ehergrg -
discretion, in accordance with the city*s subdivision ge ng o i,
any such plan shall senform te all the applicable mgu?u‘a%&- &
the city, but with such cxceptions thereto as shall he ﬁiﬂi'?’-“ of
py the planning commission, &acting in  lts dis % pertinteg
Y ordance with such subdivision regulations. Any su gmmn, B
S ortn the location and dimensions of all oty Dian shayl
ik units are to be situated, and all easema S upon whion
parks, open spaces, recreaticnal " facilities Ots, Stiéats
facilities to be constructed on any common and. SIl gtpe;
subdivigion. In computing the number of & aves Jrthin }Elw; .
iccated within any such subdivigion, there sc‘g::ff fest dw ja g
portien of the lot which is s:uhjact' to an easel e inﬂm“; o
::;’EZE; tprggiiehd that such portion of the lot {’s%i‘:ﬁt ,ﬁ” ‘“ﬁf&ﬁiﬁi
per & he total area of the lot al d sl d "eﬁé'{!‘!d
portien of the lot 1 no 1ot and provided that - Sen
P et i i s;:i:ai.ji not be included in cnmpuui th'“,"; Sueh
or any sotback line egqpﬁi;ﬁ?’m of the front yard ogf %ﬂn’e“
provide reasonable Socns NTECES & to such lot, The pl Sgon ot
lot to & public strest Hﬂ private strest, from eash
recreational facility or op o such private stra §‘ﬁh, BUch
subdivision shall became zpen gpace ftooa CEd il L in&%a"grmmk
facility or opén Space to be public strest, park 30y such
speeifically dedicated to 'nhem;uig%ﬂined by the city, Xedrbation
the City Council. ic and by ordinance Anep

ABOTM I . -~ s a



LANDSCAPE NOTES: |

1 S EFORTHE | THE STE.
UTILITIES TO OWNER'S SATISFACTION AT NG ADDITIONAL COST.

Sirsat southaast

2. VERFY QUANTITIES ON PLANS BEFORE PRICING WORK AND PROVIDE PLANT MATERIAL IN SZES AND VARIFTIES SHOWN
ON THE DRAWINGS AND PLANT LIST.

3. ALLPLANT MATERIAL SHALL BE GUARANTEED ONF FUI L YFAR, FREE REPLACEMENT ON LABOR & MATERWL. SEPARATE
AGREEMENT WITH INS TALLER SHALL BE PROVIDED, T0 WNC! LDF CONTACT NAME/PH. NUMBERS

Lanoscans Architaciure
Laser Seanning & wos

4 SODALL ARFAS ACCORDING TO LANDSCAPE PLAN AND SEED ALL OTHERS.

5. LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT MAY OR MAY NOT AT HIS/HER DISCRETION ACCEPT SUBSTITUTIONS.
6 PROVIDE FRESHLY DUG TREES AND SHRUBS. DO NOT LISE NATURALLY COLLECTED MATERIALS.

7. PLANT MATERIAL STORED ON THE SITE MORE THAN 8 HOURS PROR TO P ANTING SHALL BF HEELED N WITH MULCH
AND KEPT MOIST.

Lang servevicg

. INSTAIL ALl P ANT MATERIALS IN ACCORDANCE VATH ALL LOCAL CODFS AND ORDINANCES.

8. STAKE PLANT LOCATIONS FOR APPROVAI BY LANDSCAPF ARCHITECT BEFORF NSTALLATION. ADJUST STAKF
LOCATIONS AS DRECTED.

<E
g
aa
H

0. ALLPLANTS SHALLMEET SPECIICATIONS AOUTOALLS SHALL MEFT OR EXCEED P STANGARDS SETFORTH N ANSI
2601, AMERIC/ AL TREES SHALL REMAN NTACT.

MULCH PLANT PITS AND PLANTING BEDS WITH PINE STRAW OR SHREDDED WOOD CHIPS TO A DEPTH OF 3 INCHES.
[REPAIR AND PATCHI ASPHALT PAVNG {
(SEE NEW TO EXISTNG NTERFACE DETAL) i 12 PREPARE ALL TOPSOR TO BE LSED N ALt PLANTING AREAS N THE FOLLOWING PROPORTIONS:

-

4 PARTS TOP SOL

2 PARTS DECOMPOSED ORGANIC MATTFR
1PART APPROVED 501 AMENDMENT
1PART

SPECS

13 REMOVE FROM SITE ANY PLANT MATERIAL WHICH TURNS BROWN OR DEFOUATES WITHIN 5 DAYS AFTFR PLANTING,
REPLAGE IMMEDIATELY WITH APPROVED SPECIFIED PLANT MATERIAL.

. WHEN | ANDSCAPF WORK IS COMPLETE, LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT WILL UPON REQUEST MAXE AN INSPECTION TO
DETERMINE ACCEPTABILITY.

1. MAINTAIN ALL PLANT MATERIAL UNTI. THE JOB IS ACCEPTED IN FULL BY THE LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT UNLESS
OTHERWISF SPFCIFIED.

16, LOCATE PLANT MATERIAL PRIOR TO SUBMITYING B0 / OR QUALIFY BIO) WITH RECOMMENDED Pt ANT SUBSTITUTIONS
SUBMISSION OF BID SHALL CONSTITUTE CONTRACTORS ACCEPTANCE OF PLANT AVAILABILITY,

V. ALLTREES WILL BE MULCHED WITH PINE STRAW OR SHREDDED WOOD CHIPS, AND BE STAKED AS SHOWN ON
DRAWINGS, STAKES AND GUY WIRE TO BE REMOVED BY AND REMAIN THE PROPERTY OF THE CONTRACTOR. ‘

NOTE: THE OWNER LESSEE, OR HIS AGENT SHALL BE |
RESPONSIELE FOR PROVIDING, MAINTAINING, AND

PROTECTING ALL LANDSCAPING IN A HEALTHY AND GROWING
CONDITION, AND FOR KEEPING IT FREE FROM REFUSE AND
DEBRIS. ALL UNHEALTHY AND DEAD MATERIALS SHALL BE
REPLACED WITHIN ONE YEAR AFTER NOTIFICATION OR
DURING THE NEXT APPROPRIATE PLANTING PERIOD.
WHICHEVER COMES FIRST,

NOTE: THE SOD SHALL BE PLACED ON THE PREPARED

SURFACE WITH THE EDGES IN CLOSE CONTACT, CRACKS ‘
BLTWEEN BLOCKS OF SOD SHALL BE CLOSED WITH SMALL
PIECES OF SOD, AND ACCEPTABLE LOAMY TOP SOIL SHALL
BE USED TO FILL JOINTS. THE ENTIRE SODDED AREA SHALL
THEN BE TAMPED IN PLACL IN A SATISFACTORY MANNER
AND WATERED AS NECESSARY,

MOUNTAIN BROOK. ALABAMA

7
225

STORMWATER MITIGATION

PLANT SCHEDULE

MOUNTAIN LANE & MONTEVALLO LANE

Ia‘ cmiﬁsntw

SYMBOL CODE BOTANICAL/ COMMON NAME CONT cAL

2 RALING TO|
aTci Fxs TG Rt W

I

|coNGRE TE BAND -

»

Amelonchier arborea 'Mtvmn Brillonce’ / Avturm Brilonce Se~viceoerry B4B 27 Cal. &' Min, -

Guercus bicalor / Swomp Fitte Ok, BB 25" cel. 12 M, 1 I
Vitax agrus-—cantus ‘Shaal Greok’ / Shoal Cresk Chosts Tree BsB &M | |

BOTANICAL ) COMMON NAME QONT  HEIGHT ary LANDSCAPE
PLAN

Assculvs parviFiora / Bottiebrush Buekeye 8ol 2'Mn, 6

|| oame: 0173112024
DRAWNAEY: M ROBINSON
CHECKED BY: G CLARK
PROJECTNO.: 23209

Aronie orattolia / Red Chokeberry SGol.  2'Mn, T

llex glabra ‘Shamrock’ / Shamrock Inkberry Holly B6al. 2 Mn 2

PROPERTY LINE

Hea viginica Henrys Gamet’ / Henry's Gumet Swesispire Seol 2 M “

Panicum virgatum Heavy Matal' | Hoaw Metol Switch Geass B&a. 2 M 7

PROPERTY LINE
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CITY OF MOUNTAIN BROOK

56 Church Street

P.O. Box 130009

Mountain Brook, Alaboma 35213
Telephone: 205.802.3803

Fax. 205.870.3577
gastons@minbrook.org

SAM 5. GASTON
CITY MANAGER

February 14, 2024

Dear Resident,

The City of Mountain Brook has received a request for a street light to be placed at the Overton
Road and Knollwood Lane intersection. It would entail the placing of two additional wooden
utility poles along Knollwood Lane. (See attached map.)

The Mountain Brook City Council will consider this request at its February 26" meeting at
7:00pm. You are invited to attend this meeting to voice your comments on this street light
request. If you are unable to attend on February 26", but would like to offer your thoughts,
please contact me at (205) 802-3803 or gastons@mtnbrook.org.

Sincerely,

. Sedi

am S. Gaston
City Manager

BEE %
CITY
5 USA

TREE CITY USA.

Arbor Dav Foundation
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ENGINEERING STUDY

TASK ORDER #12: THORNHILL ROAD @ REDMONT GARDENS APARTMENTS
DRAINAGE STUDIES
MOUNTAIN BROOK, ALABAMA

- THORNHILL ROAD STORM SEWER ANALYSIS -

GENERAL DESCRIPTION

The purpose of this study is to analyze the existing storm sewer network at 2899 Thornhill Road
and Redmont Gardens Apartments, as identified by Travis Ingram with the City of Mountain Brook.
Mapping of the area was generated using GIS data obtained from Jefferson County and dara
obtained in the field. Next, we identified the drainage area draining to the storm pipes in our study
area. Using this information, we were able to utilize a computer software package called PondPack
V.8.0, by Haestad Methods, to simulate the conditions for various storm events and determine peak
flows. Using the results from this analysis, we utilized another computer software package,
FlowMaster V.6.1 by Haestad Methods, to determine the capacitics of the existng storm pipes and
that of the proposed pipes. Based on these analyses we were able to develop preliminary
recommendations for improvements and upgrades to the storm sewer system at 2899 Thornhill Road
and Redmont Gardens Apartments.

EXISTING CONDITIONS

The exisung storm sewer system at 2899 Dexter Avenue and Redmont Gardens Apartments
conveys runoff from a drainage area that is approximately 3.85 acres. This was determined by using
the USGS (Birmingham North Quadrangle) topographical map and the GIS dara obtained from
Jefferson County. The drainage basin for this storm sewer system extends from an existing inlet in
the parking lot at Redmont Gardens Apartments to a high point located near Carlisle Road. The
drainage area is catirely residential with moderate to steep slopes. Shown below are photos
illustrating the existing conditions of the proposed project area.

Photo 2 ¥ to Red Gandena pz. he house is a99
Thomhill Road.)

Photo 1: Thosnhill Road (Looking East)
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el

Photo 3: Inlet in Parking Lot of Photo 4: Storm [alet in Parking Lot Photo 5: 8" Starm Pipe Empties into Ditch
Redmont Gardens Apt. of Redmont Gardens Apt. at Redmont Gardens Apt.

THE HILL ENGINEERING GROUP, PC PAGE 2



EXISTING CONDITIONS

o g} : CiIU0S Eutopa Technubo ks b
N R S sods TulA | e "TGoogle

-
"

.

Polnler 3372843 385 W B5I45: 4450100 W alen, 85411 Streaming || 180% Lo 4 4

AERIAL PHOTO I: (Taken from Google Earth website)

HYDRAULIC ANALYSIS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Based on the Subdivision Regulations for the City of Mountain Brook, May 1997, Article VIII,
Section 803-Culverts; “a 25-year frequency storm event shall be used in the determination of the
required drainage structure size.” Necessary data was obtained from the following sources; USGS
topographical map, GIS data, and site visits to the area. This information was compiled and evaluated
using computer software developed by Haestad Methods. Based on the data generated from
PondPack and FlowMaster, the existing 8-inch pipe along our study area for Thornhill Road is
undersized for a 25-yr storm cvent.  Since the drainage area was not surveyed and actual invert
clevations shot on the existing inlets, the inlet elevations had to be estimated based on ground
clevaton data obrained from GIS. Based on this assumption, there is room for error in the analysis
of the existing storm pipes. To account for 2 more precise model, a complete survey of the drainage
arca should be performed and all inlets and storm pipes picked up along with the invert elevations.
Table 1 below lists the results of the computer analysis for the peak discharge of the study area into
the existing drainage ditch for a 2-year, 23-year, 50-year, and 100-year storm event. Peak Discharge is
the peak rate or maximum rate of stormwater flow at a determined point in a given storm event.
Units of peak discharge are in cubic feet per second (cfs).
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2-vr 7 3.89
25-yr ] 9.52
50-vr 11.08

100-vt 12.90

TABLE |

Based on the peak discharge results, we sized a pipe to replace the existing 8-inch pipe with one
that would meet the requirements of a 25-year storm event. The proposed improvements involves
removing or capping the exiting 8-inch pipe and replacing it with either an 18-inch reinforced
conctete pipe (RCP) or an 18-inch high density polycthylene pipe (HDPE). This pipe would tie to
the existing [2-inch clay pipe at the grate inlet in the parking lot at the Redmont Gardens Apartments
and extend to the existing curb inlet at Fairway Drive. The existing grate inlet in the parking lot at
the Redmont Gardens Apartments would be replaced with a new inler box. Once the project is
taken to the design phase and a topographical survey of the area completed, we may find that we
have more than a 3 percent slope on the new line, therefore we may be able to utilize a 13-inch storm
pipe to handle the required flows. Shown below is an aerial photo of the project area with the
proposed improvements illustrated.

PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS - ORIGINAL
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AERIAL PHOTO 2: (Taken from Google Earth website)
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An alternative to the above “original” proposed improvements would be to tic the proposed 18”
RCP into the existing 18” RCP at the Redmont Gardens Apartments. "This option would require the
property owner to cooperate and provide permanent and construction easements. (However, during
a site visit to the project site, I met the owner and he did not seem to be willing to entertain this
option.) This option would be considerably less expensive than the base proposal. The optional
proposed improvements would be as shown below.

PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS - OPTIONAL
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AERIAL PHOTO 3: (Taken from Google Earth website)

ENGINEER’S CONSTRUCTION COST ESTIMATE

A preliminary construction cost estimate has been gencrated based on the information available
at the time this report was prepared. (A ficld survey of the project area has not been performed and
there have been no engineering plans developed.) Listed below in Tables 2 and 3 is a breakdown of
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the estimated construction costs for both options. (Note: The estimated construction cost estimates
do not include surveying or engineering design fees.)

PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS COST ESTIMATE - ORIGINAL

Complete Installation

1.2 1 EA Junction Box w/ Iron $5,000.00 $5,000.00
Grate Inlet
1.3 1 | LS | Modifications to Existing | $2,500.00 | $2,500.00
Curb Inlet
1.4 80 SY Asphalt Driveway $50.00 $4,000.00
Removal/Replacement
1.5 420 | LF Wood Fence $40.00 $16,800.00
Removal/Replacement
1.6 1 LS Misc. Utility Conflict $5,000.00 $5,000.00
Repairs
1.7 8 LF Concrete Sidewalk $50.00 $400.00

Removal/Replacement

1.8 1 LS | Clearing & Demolition $10,000.00 | $10,000.00
1.9 1 LS Erosion Control $1,500.00 $1,500.00
1.10 1 LS | Landscaping/Clean Up $10,000.00 | $10,000.00
1.11 1 LS Mobilization $5,000.00 $5,000.00
Sub-Total Construction Cost: $73,700.00

Easement Acquisition: $1,800.00

Contingency: $3,000.00

Estimated Construcrion Cost: 578,500.00

TABLE 2
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PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS COST ESTIMATE - OPTIONAL

L1 | 140 LF | 18"RCP Storm Pipe | $45.00 | $6,300.00

Complete Installation
1.2 2 EA Junction Box w/ Iron $5,000.00 $10,000.00
Grate Inlet
1.3 80 SY Asphalt Driveway $50.00 $4,000.00
Removal/Replacement
1.4 20 LF Wood Fence $40.00 $800.00
Removal/Replacement
1.5 1 LS | Clearing & Demolition $9,400.00 |  $9,400.00
1.6 1 1.8 Erosion Control $1,500.00 $1,500.00
1.7 1 LS Landscaping/Clean Up $7,500.00 $7,500.00
1.8 1 LS Mobilization $5,000.00 $5,000.00
Sub-Total Construction Cost: $44,500.00
Easement Acquisition: $1,500.00
Contingency: $3,000.00
TABLE 3
CONCLUSION

Based on our preliminary investigation, it is the recommendation of Hill Engincering that the
City of Mountain Brook utilize an 18” RCP or 18” HDPE pipe to replace the existing 8” pipe at the
Redmont Gardens Apartments. An 187 RCP mcets the calculated peak flows for the 25-year storm
event based on a 3 percent slope in the pipe.

Respectfully submitted,
The Hill Engineering Group, PC

ot A €

Tod A. Green, P.E.
Alabama Registration # 23106
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