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FLOOD REVIEW BOARD 
 

Date: May 24, 2018 

Time: 8:30am 

Location: Watson Lake Conference Room 

Contact: Eric Tracy, Larimer County Engineering Department 

MEETING MINUTES 
 
Board Members Present: Greg Koch, Chris Carlson, Bets Ervin-Blankenheim, Chris 
Thornton, John Hunt 
 
Larimer County Staff Present: Eric Tracy, Tina Kurtz, Katie Cardillo 
 
Applicant Present: Craig Harrison 
 
Public Present: None 
 
Meeting was opened at 8:37am.  
 
Introductions 
 
Request to Remove a Condition of Approval  
 
Mr. Tracy did a brief introduction to the project. This is the same request that came 
before the board prior, however the original applicant was Magellan Pipeline who 
owned the line in question. Magellan Pipeline withdrew their application after the Flood 
Review Board recommended denial of the original request. Mr. Harrison, as the 
property owner, would like to move forward with his own application.  
 
Mr. Harrison described his request and the work that has been done in that section of 
the river. 
 
Mr. Koch opened board discussion. 
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Mr. Hunt noted the information regarding the fish habitat project was not known with 
the last application. 
 
Mr. Koch summarized the history of the application and how it got to a 
recommendation of denial from the Flood Review Board in the previous application. 
 
The Board reviewed documents that were supplied by Mr. Harrison. 
 
Mr. Hunt described why the condition was originally placed on the application. He 
noted that in addition to the risks posed by leaving the pipeline in the channel, 
consideration needs to be made to the work that Mr. Harrison has done to the river 
channel. 
 
Dr. Thornton said one other reason to not recommend approval of the original request 
was for consistency with other applications.  
 
Mr. Harrison noted the river work has been done for over 10 years. 
 
Dr. Thornton said he feels more comfortable knowing that the design of that reach of 
the river was engineered. 
 
Mr. Harrison noted the work has withstood many high water events. 
 
Mr. Hunt said one reason to depart from precedent is that the landowner is making the 
request which is abnormal. 
 
Ms. Ervin-Blankenheim noted that during the site visit, the grout bags were already 
disintegrating. She said originally the plan Magellan had was to pull the pipe, but the 
river weights prevent this. 
 
Mr. Hunt asked Mr. Harrison what the worst case scenario would be in his opinion. Mr. 
Harrison said he worries about destroying the fish habitat work that was done. 
 
Mr. Koch noted that the grout bags probably contribute to a decrease in water quality.  
 
Mr. Tracy noted the river has seen significant flows, however it has not seen the 100-
year flow in the time period Mr. Harrison has been there.  
 
Ms. Ervin-Blankenheim said she believes it is better for the health of the river to 
remove the pipe now before it gets exposed and causes problems.  
 
Mr. Harrison asked to clarify about how much pipe needed to be removed. There was 
discussion about removing the pipe to the toe of the banks. 
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Mr. Hunt described the logistics of removing the pipe and asked the board if they 
thought there was enough velocity to remove the fine materials that would settle during 
construction. 
 
Dr. Thornton said he feels a lot better about it knowing it's an engineered reach. 
 
Mr. Carlson said generally, he would like to see it come out. He knows the engineer 
who did the original restoration design and noted the gas line was in place at the time 
of that design. He said there are temporary impacts due to construction and the level of 
impacts would be dependent on how careful the contractor was, which was out of the 
County's control.  He wanted to hear Mr. Harrison's concerns. 
 
Mr. Carlson and Dr. Thornton said they are inclined to support the pipe staying in place 
if there is a condition that the pipe be removed if and when it is exposed. 
 
Mr. Hunt said they need to define exposure. Dr. Thornton said he would define it as the 
crown of the pipe knowing that if you see the crown of the pipe, the grout bags likely 
would not be in place to protect the pipe from further damage. 
 
Mr. Koch said if it were his property, he would want to see the pipe removed. 
 
Ms. Ervin-Blankenheim noted the work either gets done now, or in the future, as the 
pipe will eventually be exposed again. It is better to do it now, while there is a good 
relationship with the owner of the pipeline. 
 
Mr. Tracy explained the river weights and grout bag configuration by drawing on the 
board. 
 
Mr. Harrison said he had been convinced the pipe needs to be removed and would like 
to withdraw the application. 
 
Mr. Tracy clarified what it would mean to withdraw the application.  
 
Mr. Tracy noted the original method to remove the pipe was to pull it. Now with the 
open cut, he would be asking Magellan Pipeline to provide an engineered plan on how 
the cut would be re-established. A condition on the permit could be to restore the cut to 
it's pre-construction condition. 
 
Mr. Harrison formally requested to withdraw the current application. 
 
Mr. Koch closed discussion related to this application.  
 
Dr. Thornton moved to approve the minutes of the April 26, 2018 Flood Review Board 
meeting , Ms. Ervin-Blankenheim seconded the motion. Motion passed 5-0.  
 
Meeting adjourned at 9:38am. 


