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Date: May 28, 2015 

Time: 8:30 am – 12:00 pm 

Location: Lake Estes Conference Room 

Contact: Eric Tracy, Larimer County Engineering Department 

 
Board Members Present 
Chris Carlson 
Chris Thornton 
Mike Oberlander 
Elisabeth Blankenheim 
John Hunt 
 
Staff Present 
Eric Tracy 
Crystal Lesmeister 
 

Applicant Present 
Cody Geisendorfer, Quality Engineering 
Dennis Morse, Applicant 

Mr. Carlson called the meeting to order at 8:30 a.m.   

Introductions were made. 

FRONT RANGE READY MIX VARIANCE REQUEST- Tabled from February 

This item was tabled from a previous meeting. The applicant provided technical documentation to 
support their variance request. 
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Mr. Geisendorfer gave a brief summary of the project technical documents. He presented two options. 
The first option showing berms and a floodwall was the preferred option from the applicant. 
 
Mr. Carlson asked if the restroom was proposed to stay. Mr. Geisendorfer said in the first option it 
would stay, in the second option it would not.  
 
Mr. Hunt clarified that a cross section was added to the model and the extent of the ineffective flow is 
the full site. Mr. Geisendorfer acknowledged that was true. Mr. Hunt said the valid comparison for no-
rise would actually be on the next cross section upstream.  
 
Dr. Thornton asked Mr. Tracy if the berms would be allowed. Mr. Tracy said berms are allowed if they 
show no-rise, but they can't take advantage of the benefits of the berm with respect to elevating or 
floodproofing the commercial buildings. If Option 1 is approved, the buildings would still need to be 
elevated or floodproofed. 
 
Mr. Hunt said he believes this area probably wouldn't cause much of a rise. The reason this was 
included in the floodway was because CR 9E has a lot of overtopping and the overtopping is important 
to the conveyance of the flows. The standard for this is no-rise. There is a reasonable likelihood that 
the next cross section upstream would have a rise.  
 
Mr. Hunt asked to review the timeline of the modeling and how we ended up where we are at today. 
 
Mr. Hunt suggested setting the tolerance level lower to be valid for a no-rise model.  
 
Ms. Blankenheim asked that changes to the mannings values be justified if they are changed from 
effective model.  
 
Mr. Oberlander asked that the stockpiles be included in the no-rise certification.  
 
Mr. Hunt asked if the stockpiles would need to be protected from erosion. The board said the 
stockpiles are minimal amounts of material and would likely not be a risk if eroded.  
 
Mr. Carlson asked that standard HEC-RAS output models be included. Mr. Hunt asked that the entire 
reach 1 be included in the output tables.  
 
Mr. Carlson advised that the new hydrology be used for design.  
 
Dr. Thornton said the option are to table or deny. Mr. Morse asked that the project be tabled. 
 
Mr. Tracy suggested to the applicant that they consider the legal timeline they have. The board offered 
to do an off-cycle meeting if needed because of the legal requirements. 
 
Dr. Thornton moved to table the item to no later than June 25. Mr. Oberlander seconded the motion. 
Motion passed 5-0.  
 
Dr. Thornton moved to approve last months minutes. Mr. Hunt seconded the motion. 


