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Date: July 28, 2016 

Time: 8:30 am – 12:00 pm 

Location: Lake Estes Conference Room 

Contact: Eric Tracy, Larimer County Engineering Department 

 
Staff Present 
Eric Tracy 
Crystal Lesmeister 
Amy White 
 
Board Members Present 
Elisabeth Ervin-Blankenheim 
Chris Thornton 
Greg Koch 
John Hunt 
 
Public Present 
Aaron Cvar 
Peter Weiland 
Charles Larson 
Scott Tally 
Leanna Tally 
Val Vickarelli 
Joe Vickarelli  
 
Greg Koch opened the meeting at 8:38 am. 
 
Tally Variance Request 
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Mr. Tracy gave a brief summary of the project. The site is located at 4121 Green Ridge Dr. The property 
is completely within the mapped FEMA 100-year regulatory Floodway Overlay Zone. The request is a 
variance and the decision is made by the Flood Review Board. 
 
Mr. Cvar described the hydraulic model. The carport consists of 6 inch diameter posts which were 
modeled.  
 
Mr. Hunt asked if the posts were set in concrete. Mr. Cvar said yes. 
 
Mr. Koch noted that in the corrected effective run there is a negative surcharge which is not allowed by 
FEMA. It carries over to the proposed condition. The Floodway would need to be modified.  
 
Mr. Tracy suggested that a revision to the floodway not be required. If it were a remapping project, it 
would be different, but the purpose of this model was to simply show no-rise between corrected 
effective and proposed. The negative surcharge was introduced simply by adding the additional cross 
section. 
 
Mr. Koch asked about the structural design. Mr. Hunt looked up the velocity of 6.2 ft/sec in the left 
overbank and 6.6 ft/sec in the main channel.  It was noted the velocity would be less with the house 
right there. They were guessing about 24 inches of depth. 
 
Mr. Hunt moved to approve the Tally Variance Request. Dr. Thornton seconded the motion. Motion 
passed 4-0. 
 
 
Vickarelli Variance Request 
 
Ms. Lesmeister gave a brief introduction to the project. The Vickarelli's have been working with our 
code compliance group to get multiple items on the property into compliance with regulations. One is 
an enclosed addition, a deck and a shed.  
 
Mr. Vickeralli gave a brief description of the background. Their contractor did not pull a permit for the 
deck. The existing shed replaced two older sheds.  
 
Ms. Lesmeister noted the deck was not permitted. The effective model shows the whole deck on the 
floodway, however the new model done by Anderson Consulting shows only a few posts in the 
floodway.  
 
Mr. Koch guessed there wouldn't be much effective flow under the deck due to the rock. Dr. Thornton 
agreed.  
 
Ms. Vickarelli said the NRCS is proposing to put a block wall in place of the riprap which would widen 
the channel and drop the flood elevations. 
 
Mr. Hunt recalled this was NRCS exigent project work to save structures from spring runoff. Mr. Tracy 
noted this was emergency work and technically could be considered temporary.  
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Ms. Lesmeister said she spoke with Tony Brooks and the sunroom was permitted in the 1990's and he 
guesses the deck was done at the same time. 
 
Ms. Vickarelli noted the majority of the damage came from flooding on the roadway, not from the 
channel. 
 
Ms. Lesmeister said Van Horn Engineering was unable to show no-rise. 
 
Mr. Hunt asked how elevating the deck would work with the existing doors. Mr. Vickarelli said it would 
be higher than the door.  
 
Dr. Thornton moved to approve the variance. They are making it better and he applauds their efforts.  
 
The board recommended that the proposed NRCS work be thoroughly reviewed by the county.  
 
Mr. Hunt seconded the motion. Motion passed 4-0. 
 
 
Stroh Pit - Tabled from prior meeting 
 
Mr. Tracy gave a brief history. 
 
Mr. Weiland described the changes in the addendum. Mr. Weiland noted that an agreement is required 
by the mining permit to work within 200 ft of the pipeline. The owners of the pipeline will have a 
chance for their review as well. 
 
Mr. Larson noted the new mapping shifts the floodway into the pits. The owner doesn't think moving 
the pit is viable. Therefore the berm is being moved. Keep everything post project below grade. Soil 
cement is being proposed for protection.  
 
Mr. Weiland discussed the changes to the model to have it tie into the Anderson model. 
 
Mr. Hunt asked how the water surface was modeled in the pit. Mr. Larson said it was a modeled 
obstruction.  
 
Mr. Koch asked about soil cement on the west pit to protect headcutting into the homes.  
 
Mr. Hunt noted multiple scenarios of pit headcutting after the 2013 flood. He fully expects that the 
west pond would headcut, but the damage he thought would be to the applicants property.  
 
The board discussed protecting the west pit. The conclusion was that it appears there wouldn't be too 
much flow in the corner of the pond that would threaten the homes the most.  
 
Based on the discussion, Mr. Hunt said he would be content not requiring any special treatment on the 
west pit.  
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Mr. Koch suggested dropping the overbank area on the NW corner of the pond to encourage a 
preferred path of flow into the pond. 
 
The board said that may make it so that the two ponds connect easier, so the conclusion was to not 
change the grading. 
 
Mr. Hunt moved to approve the stream alteration project as proposed with a condition that the County 
get a copy of the electronic models and CAD files. Ms. Blankenheim seconded the motion. Motion 
passed 4-0. 
 
 


