
APPROVED ON 12/19/22 BY GREGG/JOHN
Minutes:

Eagle-Vail Design Review Committee
November 17, 2022

Gregg, John, Steve, Steven and Sam

Meeting Minutes:
● October 27, 2022- APPROVED

Projects:

404 Deer Blvd (Final Approval)
● Scope: Demolish existing residence, including the foundation and vegetation.
● Discussion: Aaron Brewster presented.  There was discussion about the previous request for

more information made by the Administrator as well as what permits would be required to
complete the project and what the progress was on those.  The DRC discussed some
concerns with existing grades, existing home basement fill and drainage off site as well as
some vegetation that could be saved and the plan for the driveway.  The question also came
up what the lot will look like if it sits empty for years.

● Results: Approved with the following conditions:
1. Acquire necessary permits from Eagle County 2. Property will be “straight” graded from
one side of the house to the other 3. Asphalt, road base/gravel will be removed in its entirety
and top soil put in its place 4. All disturbed areas to be seeded and hydromulched 5. Erosion
control waddles will be placed around all disturbed areas 6. Aspen trees along the Eastern
property line preserved 7. Compliance deposit of $1,000 will be retained until vegetation has
been re-established or a building permit is in place for a new building.

634 Deer Blvd A (Conceptul Review)
● Scope: Conceptual feedback for a pre-manufactured storage shed.
● Discussion: The applicant was not in attendance. Section 4.11 says that “pre-manufactured

storage sheds are not permitted.”  If they are able to build something onto the side of the
house that matches the materials of the house that is more likely to be approved.

634 Deer Blvd A (Conceptul Review)
● Scope: Fence extension.
● Discussion: The applicant was not in attendance. Option 2 is preferred, but it will be

challenging to keep the fence height under 5’-0” if they do that.  They will need to provide the
information requested in the previous request by the Administrator for the DRC to be able to
proceed with a formal review.  The Guidelines require 4’-0” minimum into the ground for fence
posts, but the DRC will accept 2’-0”.
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846 Eagle Circle Drive E-W (Final Approval)
● Scope: New roofing material for entire duplex
● Discussion: The applicant was not in attendance. Roof complies with intent of Guidelines.
● Result: Approved

1105 Deer Blvd #B (Final Approval- Tabled)
● Scope: Change previously approved asphalt driveway replacement/expansion to concrete.
● Discussion: Jessica and Craig Woods presented their application.  Jessica provided history

of the need to replace the driveway due to damage related to their basement remodel.  She
stated that they felt the need to proceed quickly due to warnings from EVPOA for not
completing their project in a timely manner.  She discussed the challenges with her neighbor
to select a material and contractor and claimed that neither had a preference.  She tried to
remain patient while she awaited her neighbor’s decision as to a preferred material and a
contractor of his choosing.  They found out that the neighbor’s contractor fell through and
were unable to reschedule for this year.  She stated that she found out through the contractor
that their neighbor decided he didn’t want to proceed this year in any case.  She continued to
be concerned about being fined for not completing their driveway.  She attempted to get
asphalt or get anyone to perform this year and had no success.  They were able to find
someone to install concrete in a short amount of time and decided to proceed and asked
their neighbor if he wanted to be a part of it and they received no response.  They felt they
had to proceed to avoid fines and didn’t think they needed permission to change material
since it is a preferred material in the Guidelines and had permission from their neighbor.  She
stated that their neighbor said he would submit an application to change to concrete once
they had an agreement to change to concrete, which she said they had.  The Administrator
confirmed that the initial application for asphalt did not say the elevation of the driveway
would change as constructed.  Craig stated that the original driveway slope created a 5-6”
deep puddle in the middle and their concrete contractor told them if they didn’t change the
elevation/slope of the driveway that the same issues would occur and it would drain toward
the West.  Craig claims it does now drain West to East as built and that previous to the new
driveway that water flowed from West to East into their garage.  The Administrator confirmed
that the neighbor was in discussions with the DRC about him applying for a change of
material, but he never did.  The Administrator discussed the timeline for the neighbor to
complete his driveway project to meet the requirements of the Guidelines and “diligently”
complete a project.  There was discussion about the edge of the driveway and ways to
protect and mark it for safety reasons.  The Woods were open to installing sloped asphalt to
minimize the stepping until the issue is resolved, but are concerned that their neighbor won’t
approve of them doing so.  The DRC stated a continued concern with the raised elevation of
their driveway and the fact that their neighbor may incur significant costs to change material
and match their elevation.  The Woods stated that their neighbor observed the installation and
didn’t object to the driveway.  The Woods stated that their concrete quote was significantly
less than their asphalt quote.  The DRC felt like the material of concrete is acceptable and
that the neighbor now must follow through with it and that the issue needs to be put back into
the neighbor’s court.  The DRC suggested the buckets installed by the neighbor are not
appropriate and that stakes would suffice.  The DRC will require the buckets to be removed
and the Woods agreed to install stakes at the edge.

● Result: Approved with the following conditions:
1. The concrete driveway surface may be raised above existing as required to plane into

the existing Deer Blvd street surface, to allow access into the garage and for proper
drainage. 2. The driveway slope shall not be modified in any way that changes the
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existing drainage patterns towards your duplex neighbor or off your property. 3. Install
and maintain orange-colored stakes (that are visible above snow) every 5’-0” along the
edge of the concrete to mitigate impacts to adjacent property owners.  These shall be
maintained until such time that the other half of the duplex starts construction on the
concrete portion of their driveway.

Staff & Email Approvals

● 101 Eagle Rd C2 Building 6 Emerald Acres
Scope: window wells

● 308 Elk Lane #D
Scope: window

● 820 Deer Blvd #B
Scope: landscaping

● 1424 Deer Blvd #B
Scope: diseased tree removal

● 438 Eagle Dr
Scope: dead tree removal

● 925 Eagle Dr E
Scope: driveway

● 336 Deer Blvd B
Scope: roof replacement

● 187 Elk Lane
Scope: roof replacement

● EVMD 1559 Deer Blvd
Scope: tree removal

● 1659 Deer Blvd E
Scope: garage door

● 1536 Deer Blvd E
Scope: landscape remodel

● 187 Cottonwood
Scope: wildfire hazard tree removal

Old Business:
1. Any changes/updates to Design Guidelines and/ or application

a. Add image for stone veneer termination to application/ design guidelines
2. DRC approved trash enclosures – Karl to go to Silt for example
3. 80 Gopher Rd- railings above garage doors on duplex don’t match.  Sent email 5/19/22

requesting they do.  Have not received a response so will assume they are going to do
nothing and will retain their compliance deposit

New Business:
These items could take some time and we should start to discuss them before things
get busy again in the Spring.

1. Fruit trees and bears
2. Changing the Guidelines to limit what materials can be constructed in the ROW and

to state that ECO approval is required
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3. Adding that increasing size of driveway, changing material, changing elevation or
drainage may require a permit from Eagle County

4. Increase in compliance deposits
5. Encourage lower water consumption and xeriscaping
6. Overhaul/review of Guidelines
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