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Date: July 27, 2017 

Time: 8:30 am – 12:00 pm 

Location: Lake Estes Conference Room 

Contact: Eric Tracy, Larimer County Engineering Department 

 
Board Members Present: 
Mike Oberlander 
Elisabeth Ervin-Blankenheim 
John Hunt 
 
Staff Members Present: 
Eric Tracy 
 
Applicants Present: 
Jamis Darrow, Anderson Consulting Engineers 
Les Crawford 
Jeff Goodell 
Aaron Cvar, Northern Engineering 
Britton Swift, HDR 
Adam Prior, City of Greeley 
Trisha Quigley, HDR 
 
Public Present: None 
 
Mr. Oberlander opened the meeting at 8:46am 
 
Boxelder Creek Floodplain at East County Road 60 - Map Change -  
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Mr. Tracy gave a brief background. Mr Tracy disclosed that he knows the property owner personally 
and the developer Jeff Goodell. This is the item we had to delay a month because we couldn't get a 
quorum last month.... A property owner is wanting to develop just outside the town of Wellington's 
boundaries. Anderson Consulting is working on RISK Map in the area and they have broken out this 
piece of map change for the development so it can move ahead of RISK Map. As a map change, the 
item will be approved/denied by the FRB. After approval, the county will sign the community 
acknowledgement form and it will go on to FEMA for review. 
 
Mr. Darrow described the technical background of the project. They started with the RISK map model 
and truncated it and tied into the effective model. Extra survey in-channel was collected. An extra 
memo was created running RISK map hydrology to make sure the property was dry with the proposed 
flows.  One thing that needs to be changed is adding stamped survey sheets to the report. That will be 
done before it goes to FEMA. 
 
Mr. Oberlander asked about the tie-in points with new hydrology. Mr. Darrow said the new hydrology 
was used through the property and not at the tie-ins. A few projects were done in Wellington that 
didn't update the models. That explains why the model is much longer than just the property being 
subdivided. 
 
Ms. Ervin-Blanenheim asked that the property being subdivided be more clearly defined.  
 
Mr. Hunt discussed the annotated FIRM panel. Mr. Darrow described the effective model compared to 
the new model. A lot of the spill over the county road has been pushed farther east due to the 
development on the north side of the road. The box under County Road 60 does act as a control.  
 
Mr. Hunt discussed the tie-in locations. He asked if the proposed map change was using effective 
hydrology. Mr. Darrow confirmed that was accurate. Mr. Darrow spoke with FEMA and they didn't 
want to see the RISK Map hydrology as part of this package. That is why the RISK Map analysis was 
separate from the report. 
 
Mr. Hunt moved to approve the map change as submitted. Mr. Oberlander seconded the motion. 
Motion passed 3-0. 
 
 
Heritage Ridge - Little Thompson River  Map Change 
 
Mr. Tracy gave a brief background.  - A development is proposing to add fill in the floodfringe along the 
Little Thompson. Normally, this wouldn't require a map change or flood review board approval, 
however new state regulations prohibit basements in an area that is removed by a LOMR-F, so the 
applicant is proposing a full LOMR to officially remove the area from the floodplain so they can have 
basements. Again, as a map change, this will be approved/denied by the FRB and the community 
acknowledgement form signed by the county before it goes to FEMA for review and approval. 
 
Mr. Cvar discussed the maps within the report. No development will occur in the Floodway. He used 
the CHAMP discharge which was around 15,300 cfs. The effective discharge through this reach is only 
around 9,000 cfs.  
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Mr. Hunt noted Appendix 6.1 tables and compared the base flood elevations to the workmap. He asked 
why the new floodplain wasn't much wider than effective and Mr. Cvar noted the bridges downstream 
in the effective model caused more rise than the new bridges that were put in after the flood. Mr. Cvar 
also noted the survey conversion between effective and proposed.  
 
Mr. Oberlander spoke to the grading on the site near the pond with the berms. Mr. Cvar noted he ran it 
as if it were a no-levee situation to be conservative and modeled the pond as full.  
 
Ms. Ervin-Blanenheim asked how much fill was being placed on the property. Mr. Cvar described the 
elevations. Berthoud will require 12 inches freeboard above BFE.  
 
Mr. Hunt moved to approve the CLOMR package as submitted. Ms Ervin-Blankenheim seconded. 
Motion passed 3-0. 
 
City of Greeley Bellvue Water Treatment Plant - Floodplain Special Review -  
 
Mr. Tracy gave a brief background. The City of Greeley is proposing changes to the water treatment 
plant along the Poudre River just downstream of the mouth of the canyon. This is a FEMA approximate 
ZONE A floodplain, so we don't have detailed information on BFE's and such. I asked Greeley to model 
the stretch of river so they can appropriately elevate any structures and protect anything within the 
floodplain to meet the critical facilities requirements of the State. This is not an official map change, so 
the mapping is for informational purposes only to determine elevations and locations of infrastructure. 
As a Floodplain Special Review, the FRB willl be making a recommendation to the Board of County 
Commissioners for approval/denial of the project. Once approved by the BCC, I will issue a Floodplain 
Development Permit for construction. FEMA is not involved in this one. 
 
Mr. Swift gave a more detailed technical description of the project. Mr. Swift reviewed the exhibits in 
the report. There was disagreeing hydrology information in this area. They looked at the upstream gage 
and also looked at the effective model downstream. They used the flowrate from the most upstream 
cross section in the detailed model. They used lidar with ground survey in the model. They also ran a 2-
d model to help inform the 1-D model. A small split flow was identified in the 2-d model. The diversion 
is happening at the diversion. They modeled it with gates open and closed. With gates closed, they 
didn't see any flows. With gates closed, there was no change in the BFE in the main channel. Some 
analysis of erosion was done.  
 
Mr. Hunt discussed the gates open/closed situation. Mr. Swift said they will use the worst case for their 
design.  
 
Ms. Quigley noted the state health departments requirement of 3 feet above the 100-year flood 
elevation. All the occupiable space is 10-12 feet above grade. 
 
Ms. Ervin Blankenheim asked if the pipe shown on the plan was an existing pipe or new improvement. 
Ms. Quigley confirmed this will be new. 
 
Mr. Hunt reviewed the contraction scour calculations.   
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Mr. Oberlander asked if there was access to the treatment plant in the event of a flood. Mr. Prior 
described access. He also noted they have remote control over the plant.  
 
Mr. Hunt recapped the discussion.  
 
Ms. Ervin-Blankenheim moved to recommend approval the City of Greeley Bellvue Water Treatment 
Plant Floodplain Special Review to the Board of County Commissioners. Mr. Hunt seconded the motion. 
Motion passed 3-0. 
 
Mr. Oberlander closed the meeting at 9:50am. 
 


