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Date: February 22, 2018  

Time: 8:30am 

Location: Watson Lake Conference Room 

Contact: Eric Tracy, Larimer County Engineering Department 

 
Staff Members Present: Eric Tracy, Tina Kurtz 

Board Members Present: Greg Koch, Chris Thornton, Chris Carlson, John Hunt, Bets Ervin-Blankenheim 

Applicant Present: Kyle Sparks 

Public Present: None 

Mr. Koch called the meeting to order at 8:36am 

Introductions 

MAGELLAN PIPELINE FLOODPLAIN SPECIAL REVIEW – REQUEST TO REMOVE CONDITION OF APPROVAL 

Mr. Tracy introduced the project and request. The Magellan Pipeline FPSR was first heard by the Flood 

Review Board on March 26, 2016 and subsequently approved by the Board of County Commissioners. 

The approval had a condition that required the removal of the pipeline within the channel. The 

applicant is requesting this condition to be removed. An environmental study was completed and 

identified major impacts if the pipeline is removed. 

Mr. Sparks said they’ve completed an environmental assessment. He handed copies of the 

environmental report to the board for their review. To remove the pipe it will need to be excavated 

because of the river weights and cannot be pulled. He is afraid that excavation may cause a weak point 

in the oxbow. The pipe has been dried and capped on each end.  
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Mr. Carlson asked how deep it is. Mr. Sparks said in the field, about 3 feet and in the river, it’s been 

covered by grout bags, but was exposed. 

Mr. Sparks said they will continue to monitor the pipeline. 

Dr. Thornton asked if the FRB would see it if the pipeline needed to be removed later on. Mr. Tracy said 

it would likely be an administrative action for a Floodplain Development Permit. 

Mr. Sparks said they are not going to flow fill the pipe in case it needs to be removed in the future. Mr. 

Sparks handed the board a letter from the property owner with the request. 

Mr. Carlson asked about how the flow reacts to the pipeline. Mr. Sparks showed a picture and 

described that it is causing a pool.  

Mr. Hunt said the report states there is 130 feet of pipe exposed on the bed and asked for clarification. 

Mr. Sparks said that is what would be exposed to remove the pipe. Mr. Hunt asked if we would see any 

of the pipe exposed today. Mr. Sparks said you would see the grout bag cap.  

Mr. Hunt asked Mr. Carlson what his thoughts were when suggesting the original condition. He didn’t 

remember, but similar projects in the city would require removal, so it was likely just to clean the site 

up and help the river. 

Mr. Koch asked what would compel them to fix the pipe if there is an issue. Mr. Sparks said they are 

still the owner and would be responsible for it.  

Mr. Hunt asked Mr. Carlson if he has witnessed the removal of a similar pipeline. Mr. Carlson said he 

has not personally seen one removed. The reality is there are very few pipelines that have been 

exposed. He doesn’t feel that it would be a significant issue to remove the pipe. 

Ms. Ervin-Blankenheim recalled one of the concerns were the river weights. Mr. Sparks said there are 6 

weights, about 2000 lb each.  

Mr. Carlson said he did see a 16 inch water pipeline removal done on the Big Thompson. It was 

excavated by a trackhoe.  

Mr. Hunt said this is a typical requirement of work in the river. In this situation, he sees it as eventually 

becoming a grade control.  

Mr. Carlson’s opinion is that it should come out.  

Mr. Koch asked what limits would be. The original condition was toe to toe. Mr. Sparks said the north 

side is a shear bank, so it would require cutting into the bank.  

Mr. Sparks showed the board photos of the site on his phone.  

Mr. Hunt said they need to consider precedent.  
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Mr. Sparks noted again the desire of the landowner is to not excavate the river. 

Dr. Thornton noted that it was the applicant’s decision to abandon the pipe. Had they chose not to 

abandon the pipe, it would still be flowing diesel and gasoline through it today. Dr. Thornton asked how 

long ago it was capped. Mr. Sparks said it was around 2015.  

Dr. Thornton said the environmental report doesn’t directly say there is a problem. Ms. Ervin-

Blankenheim agreed. 

Dr. Thornton asked if the board could recommend a modification to the condition. Mr. Tracy said they 

could. 

Mr. Hunt said impacts caused by not removing the pipe would impact the property owner who is the 

one requesting that it not be removed. 

Mr. Sparks said even though its abandoned, they are still responsible for it.  

Mr. Hunt moved to deny the request for the removal of the condition. Mr. Carlson seconded the 

motion.  

Mr. Carlson said if this same application were to come in today, he would still require the removal. Ms. 

Ervin-Blankenheim supported that.  

Dr. Thornton said he has no problem with applications being a case by case basis and isn’t worried 

about setting precedent.  

Mr. Koch asked, if the motion was denied, would they be out removing it before spring runoff. Mr. 

Sparks said it isn’t likely.  

Mr. Hunt said the environmental report doesn’t give enough information.  

Mr. Hunt withdrew his motion. 

Ms. Ervin-Blankenheim moved to table the motion for 90 days until the board can go out in to the field 

and see the crossing. The time will be coordinated with staff and Mr. Sparks. Mr. Hunt seconded the 

motion. Motion passed 5-0. 

Meeting adjourned at 9:47am 

 

 


