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PROJECT INFORMATION

Project Name Monument Ridge East Filing No. 1

Schedule No.(s) 7102200006, 7102200008, 7102200010,
7102200013,7102201001, 7102201014

Applicant Monument Ridge East, LLC (Donald
Cannella, Manager)

Engineer PRC Engineering (Raymond E. Perez, P.E.
#37173)

Deviation Requested ECM Section 3.2.6 - Transfer of Drainage
Basin Flows (Existing Basin MM to Future
Basin C1F / EDB Pond 3)

DEVIATION REQUEST
A deviation from Section 3.2.6 of the El Paso County Engineering Criteria Manual (ECM), County
Policy on Drainage Diversion, is requested.

Identify the specific ECM standard

ECM Section 3.2.6 addresses the diversion or transfer of stormwater runoff from one drainage
basin to another. A deviation is requested to allow runoff historically tributary to Basin MM
under the interim development condition to be transferred under future development
conditions to Basin C1F and subsequently conveyed to EDB Pond 3 for detention and controlled
release.

State the reason for the requested deviation

Under the interim development condition, runoff from Basin MM follows the drainage path
toward the west drainage outfall. Under ultimate development conditions, the proposed
grading, roadway configuration, and stormwater infrastructure will intercept a portion of the
runoff historically tributary to Basin MM and transfer it to future Basin C1F. Runoff from Basin
C1F will then be conveyed through the planned stormwater system to EDB Pond 3 for detention
and controlled release. Maintaining the interim Basin MM drainage routing through the
developed site would conflict with the proposed ultimate grading and drainage configuration
and would require a separate drainage conveyance system solely to preserve the existing
internal basin boundary. The proposed transfer provides an integrated drainage configuration
consistent with the planned development while allowing the transferred runoff to be collected,
conveyed, detained, and released through the designed stormwater management system.
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Include the details: Acreage, quantity, and
percentage of flows that are being transferred.

Explain the proposed alternative grid compare it to the ECM standards

The proposed alternative transfers a portion of the runoff historically tributary to Basin MM to
Basin C1F and ultimately to EDB Pond 3. The transfer changes the internal distribution of runoff
between the west and east drainage paths but does not transfer runoff to an unrelated ultimate
receiving drainage system. As documented by the Monument Ridge East Drainage Outfall
Exhibit, the west and east drainage paths ultimately converge downstream of the project. The
transferred runoff will be routed through EDB Pond 3 for detention and controlled release
rather than being discharged uncontrolled into the east drainage path. In addition, Harmony
Land & Cattle, LLC (Greenland Ranch), the downstream property owner, has reviewed the
proposed change in routing and provided written confirmation that it takes no exception to
reducing runoff through the west culvert and routing additional runoff through the east culvert,
with the understanding that historic peak runoff rates will not increase. The proposed
configuration therefore maintains the intent of the County criteria by providing controlled
drainage, maintaining historic peak discharge rates from the development, and avoiding adverse
impacts to the downstream receiving property and ultimate drainage system.

\see comment on
LIMITS OF CONSIDERATION next page and

A change to a standard is required to address a specific design or constructio@ddress here also
problem, and if not modified, the standard will impose an undue hardship on the
applicant with little or no material benefit to the public.

Provide Justification:

Maintaining the interim Basin MM drainage routing under ultimate development
conditions would conflict with the proposed grading, roadway configuration, and
stormwater infrastructure and would require additional conveyance infrastructure solely
to preserve the existing internal basin boundary. The proposed transfer incorporates the
subject runoff into Basin C1F and the planned drainage system, with ultimate routing
through EDB Pond 3 for detention and controlled release. The east and west downstream
drainage paths ultimately converge, historic peak runoff rates from the development will
not increase, and the affected downstream property owner has provided written
acceptance of the redistribution of runoff. Requiring the existing internal routing to
remain unchanged would therefore impose additional design and construction
constraints without providing a corresponding hydraulic, public-safety, or downstream
drainage benefit.

CRITERIA FOR APPROVAL
Comparable Design:

The proposed configuration provides an equivalent or improved means of managing the subject
runoff by incorporating it into the planned stormwater conveyance and detention system. The
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subject runoff transferred from Basin MM under the interim development condition will be
routed through Basin C1F to EDB Pond 3 for detention and controlled release.

Safety and Operations:

The deviation will not adversely affect public safety or stormwater system operations. The
transferred runoff will be conveyed through the planned drainage infrastructure and EDB Pond
3, and historic peak runoff rates from the development will not increase.

Maintenance: Address the downstream receiving channel
The proposed transfer consolidates the subject runoff into the planned stormwater conveyance /
and detention system and does not create unusual or burdensome maintenance requirements.

Aesthetics:

No adverse aesthetic impacts will result. The transfer will be accomplished through the
proposed grading and stormwater infrastructure associated with the ultimate development.

Design Intent:

The intent of the County drainage-diversion criteria is to prevent transfers that create adverse

impacts to another drainage basin, downstream property, or drainage facility. The proposed

transfer does not create such a condition. The subject runoff transferred frém Basin MM under
B Pond 3 for
detention and controlled release. The west and east drainage paths ul{fmately converge

the interim development condition will be routed through Basin C1F to
downstream, so the transfer changes the upstream distribution of ryfioff but not the ultimate
downstream receiving drainage system. Harmony Land & Cattle, LLC, the affected downstream

property owner, has reviewed the redistribution and provided wfitten confirmation that it takes

no exception to_the change, with the understanding that historiclpeak runoff ratAs will not
Provide complete analysis, incuding Tunoft vol mes, durations, flow

regime, shear stress and velocity calculations/ and any necessary
downstream improvements to the historic confluence
This deviation does not eliminate or reduce any applicable stormwater qualjty, detention, or

increase.

MS4 Permit:

MS4 requirements. Runoff associated with the transferred drainage area

ill remain subject to
applicable stormwater management requirements and will be incorporatéd into the planned
drainage and detention system.

REVIEW AND RECOMMENDATION
Approved / Denied by ECM Administrator (To be completed by El Pasp County).

Provide offsite easement drafts for review

Include MHFD sheets and peak flow routing summary with the deviation
request showing allowable peak flows and combined peak flows at the
storm drain system outfall (interim and final conditions)
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September 3, 2026

Monument Ridge East, LLC &

Monument Ridge Metropolitan District 1-3
6275 Lake Shore Ct.

Colorado Springs, CO 80915

Attn:  David J Whitehead, P.E.

RE: Monument Ridge East Development
El Paso County, Colorado

To Whom It May Concern;

Harmony Land and Cattle, LLC (Greenland Ranch) has received a request from Monument Ridge East,
LLC (MRE) to accept a change in the nature of the runcff entering Greenland Ranch from the MRE
property. Runoff enters the Ranch via two existing culverts running from South to North under County Line
Rd. just to the east of the 1-25 interchange with County Line Rd., in Douglas and El Paso Counties,
Colorado.

The development is changing the drainage path for some of the runoff, reducing the runoff from one
culvert {west) and routing it to the other culvert (east).

Harmony Land & Cattle, LLC takes no exception to this change in the nature of the runeff. We understand
that historic peak runoff rates will not increase.

;or" Harmorly Land and Cattle, LLT
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