
Denver Resilient Landscapes
Advisory Committee #5

3:00pm to 5:00pm

December 1, 2025



Agenda

4

1. Project Update (5 minutes)

2. Final Draft Recommendations Review (20 minutes)

– Discussion (25 minutes)

     -Bio break if needed-

3. Implementation Discussion (15 minutes)

4. Programs & Incentives (10 minutes)

5. Landscape Symposium (20 minutes)

6. Time for Additional Feedback from the Committee (10 minutes)

7. Next Steps (5 minutes)



Project Updates

This last month:

✓ Drafted the rules & regs outline

✓ Analyzed recommendations applicability to 

various sites

✓ Created draft recommendations

✓ Workshopped draft recommendations with 

the Advisory Committee & Working Group & 

Interagency Leadership

✓ Got feedback on recommendations from 

Council Sponsor

✓ Further refined recommendations

✓ Started work on the Programs & Incentives 

report to support community in changing 

existing property

✓ Started working on the spring landscape 

symposium



Draft Recommendations
Where we landed after various input. Still in draft form and 

may be refined further



Organization of Rules & Regs (simplified)
• Intent
• Applicability 

• Restating authority as identified in DRMC
• General standards applying to all development
• Standards specific to each context & use

• Turf & Artificial Grass
• Water & Irrigation
• Stormwater
• Street Trees 
• Adjoining Development Buffer
• Surface Parking Lots
• Landscaping in Right of Way
• Tree Preservation
• Maintenance
• Definitions



Building in Context

• Requirements may be 
organized by Blueprint 
context & use, not 
zone district.

• More user friendly as 
applicants know ‘what 
they are building’ but 
don’t always know 
zone district.

• Zoning code today is 
organized by context.



Topics of Draft Recommendations

Tree 
Planting + 

Preservation



Turf Maximums

For All Uses
• Kentucky Bluegrass & Artificial Turf prohibited in non-

functional spaces, only allowed in functional spaces 
(schools, parks, fields, etc.)

• Rules will clarify that native grasses and warm season 
hybridized grasses do not count towards turf maximum 
and will not be defined as ‘turf’.

Single and Two Unit Uses
• 500 sf Kentucky Bluegrass ‘turf’ maximum

All Other Uses
• 25% turf maximum

What we heard last committee:
→ Front/back yard approach doesn’t work

→Need to allow for some cool season turf based on grow 
ability of space

→ Schools, parks and other spaces should be exempt from 
this ban



Trees
All Uses and Contexts:

Understory Requirements: Trees 
may not be within a bed of rock 
mulch or other hardscape materials 
and must have wood mulch or live 
plant materials for both ROW & 
private lot side

New Trees: 1 tree for every 30-35 LF 
along publicly accessible paved areas. 

Preservation: 
• At least 50% of existing trees must be preserved 

within the setback required for all land uses. If 
trees cannot be preserved, the city forester may 
approve additional trees to be planted elsewhere on 
site. If setback is smaller than the area required to 
preserve the tree, the tree spacing requirements will 
apply.

• 4” minimum, excludes diseased/hazard/invasive
• Option for fee in lieu (with very clear stipulations on 

what type of ‘burden’ would allow this)

• Trees must still retain existing soil volume requirements 
via a structural cell and/or complimented with living 
ground cover (may include wood mulch).

What we heard at last committee:
→ Support to expand tree preservation requirements to all setbacks all uses

→ Support for fee in lieu or mitigation option for ‘flexibility’ if burden is presented
→ The need to be very clear about what trees apply, consider health/size/species

→ Spacing & soil volume considerations, consider groupings or flexibility to get more in 
one space



Landscape Area & 

Hardscape Maximums
All Projects: 

❑ Maximum and minimum 

requirements for:

➢ Permeable space

➢ Hardscape (patios, 

decks, concrete, etc.)

➢ Non-vegetative (rocks, 

permeable pavers, 

gravel, etc.)

➢ Live plant material

➢ Percentages apply to 

all uses not 

downtown.

MAX 20%

MIN 60%

RESIDENTIAL LOT 
REQUIREMENTS

MIN 60%

What we heard at last committee:
→ Support to make impervious surface 

maximums and landscaped area minimums
→ Support to go beyond what we get today 

(50% vegetated)



Landscape Area & Hardscape Maximums

Open area

• “Open Area” is any space on the lot that’s not covered by a building. 

• This only includes areas on the ground and would not include green roofs or patio 

spaces.

• Landscape areas must be at least 3’ in width.

• At least 10% of the non-buildable area would need to be landscaped (can be met 

within setbacks)



Landscape Area & Hardscape Maximums
What we are trying to avoid:



Water Use
For All Uses
• Hydrozone plan required (maximum water budget noted in 

plans as gallons per sf average across site)
• Would have flexibility for food growing spaces

• Plants must be low or very low water species
• Must comply with turf maximums
• Smart weather controller or soil moisture sensor required

Single and Two Unit Uses
• Exploring this as an exception for an irrigation plan and 

requiring low water use plants to dictate overall water use.

All Other Uses
• Simplified irrigation plan signed by irrigation designer 

required
• Noting irrigation system used, specifications around re-use or 

graywater (point to DW or DDPHE)

Example of a simplified residential hydrozone plan

Was not discussed at breakout with 
committee



Plant Species & Diversity

All Projects: 

Landscape plan should include a ‘plant schedule’ with the following info:

❑ Plant Diversity (same as Denver Green Code ‘optional’ requirement)”

➢ Minimum of 5 grasses or shrubs

➢ Retain existing diversity for trees: 1 per 10

➢ Minimum of 10 species types listed for landscaped areas over 500 sf 

➢ Minimum of 20 species types for landscaped areas above 1,000 sf

❑ Identify water use of plant species (very low, low, moderate)

❑ Scientific name and common name

❑ Allowable ‘equivalent species’ in case of issue of finding species at 

nursery.

❑ 75% must come from approved list (will include edible, low water, 

pollinator friendly, climate adaptive & native, salt tolerant, & more)

Was not discussed at breakout 
with committee



Parking Lots and 

Soil Health

Parking Lots for All Uses 
• 1 landscape island for every 6 spaces that is the equivalent of a full parking spot. 

• 1 tree required per every 6 spaces to be located within the parking lot (in islands or clustered throughout)

• Must include swale which serves a stormwater and water quality benefit.

• May not include majority hardscape – must be majority living plant material (% TBD)

• Parking lots under 10 spaces to be exempt

Soil
• On every plan set, a note regarding soil amendments should be included identifying the need to amend soil 

for health and longevity

Was not discussed at breakout 
with committee



Additional Topics

Median Requirements

• Low maintenance, developer required medians

Plant bed supportive infrastructure

• Low landscaping fencing & planters

Pet friendly landscaping

• Requirements for single family attached, multifamily or mixed use with 

residential to provide space for pets. 

Was not discussed at breakout 
with committee. Topics were 

added based on feedback 
from committee & staff 

working group



Testing the 

Recommendations



*Requirements 
will not apply to 

existing 
development. 
Analysis was 
conducted to 
see how the 

new 
requirements 
would look on 

various existing 
sites 

throughout the 
city.

















Does this align with everything we 

discussed? What do we think?



Implementation
• Working toward an implementation plan to identify a cost/benefit 

analysis of what we need to implement.
➢ New staff? 
➢ Self-certification? 
➢ Third party review? 
➢ Something else?

Purpose of implementation plan: As we balance budget shortfall and 
low staffing resources, what other options do we have to implement 
this successfully? 



Implementation
Exploring the option of Self-Certification:
• Potential option where landscape and irrigation designers would submit plans and ‘certify’ 

that they comply with Denver’s rules. 
• Would submit a form signed for both the plans and installation.
• Would alleviate staff time needed on review of plans and simplify inspection.
• Staff would do a ‘random inspection’ and review a handful of plans and complete a handful 

of detailed inspections. 
• Examples of cities that do this today:

• Bozeman (four units or less), Chicago, Phoenix, Boulder (for single family)

Would this be a direction that the committee would support?
What other avenues should we explore?



Programs & Incentives



Symposium



Additional Thoughts?



Next Steps

➢ Finalize recommendations and begin drafting 
regulations 

➢ Anticipating first public review draft in April
➢ Symposium in April
➢ Reconnect with Advisory Committee in March

➢ Are we okay with an email update in January on progress as we work 
through internal review? 



THANK YOU ALL FOR 
YOUR TIME AND 
ENGAGEMENT!
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