
 
                   

TO:  Members of Council 
FROM: Danielle Sears, City Clerk’s Office 
DATE: July 28, 2015 
SUBJECT: Information Packet 
 
 

1. CALL UPS 
 

None. 
 

2. INFORMATION ITEMS 
 
A.    2014 Neighborhood Permit Parking Program Annual Update 
B.    Boulder Convention and Visitors’ Bureau Updates (External) 
C.    Boulder County Age Well Plan Update 
D.    Mid-Year Update to 2015 Council Work Plan and Council Action Guide 
 

3.  BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS 
 
A. Boulder Design Advisory Board—April 8, 2015 
B. Boulder Design Advisory Board— April 15, 2015 
C. Boulder Design Advisory Board—May 6, 2015 
D. Boulder Design Advisory Board—June 10, 2015 
E. Environmental Advisory Board—May 6, 2015 
F. Environmental Advisory Board—June 3, 2015 
G. Human Relations Commission—June 15, 2015 
H. Open Space Board of Trustees—June 15, 2015 
I. Open Space Board of Trustees—July 8, 2015 
J. Transportation Advisory Board—May 11, 2015 
K. Water Resource Advisory Board—May 18, 2015 

 
4. DECLARATIONS 

 
A.  2015 Americans with Disabilities Awareness Day 
B.  Boulder Cares for Nepal Day 
C.  Modern Slavery and Climate Change 
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INFORMATION PACKET 
MEMORANDUM 

 
  
To:     Mayor and Members of Council 
 
From:       Jane S. Brautigam, City Manager 
                 Molly Winter, Director, Downtown and University Hill Management  

     Division/Parking Services 
                  
Date:        July 28, 2015 
 
Subject:   Information Item:  2014 Neighborhood Permit Parking Program Annual Update 
  
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
The purpose of this information packet is to provide the 2014 Annual Update of the 
Neighborhood Permit Parking (NPP).   
 
The NPP program goals include improving the balance between preserving neighborhood 
character and providing public access to community facilities. 
 
Expansions to the Mapleton Hill, Whittier and East Ridge NPP were initiated in early 2013. 
Specific to the Mapleton Hill NPP was the remodel of the Mapleton Early Childhood Center, 
which impacted the parking in the adjoining neighborhood. Acknowledging the needs of the 
community and the Boulder Valley School District, it was vital to get a true sense of the parking 
impact during construction and again, once the school was open. The Mapleton Hill and Whittier 
expansions were approved in 2014. 
 
In the Fairview NPP, a request to remove three block faces caused the neighborhood members to 
re-evaluate the purpose and the need of the NPP. After several months, those who initiated the 
petition requested that the Fairview NPP remain as it was established in 2002. 
 
FINANCIAL 
Since 2006, the Resident Permits have remained at $17 annually. Each resident within a NPP 
may receive two free visitor permits with the purchase of a resident permit; along with guest 
permits, which are also free and available upon request. The cost of commuter permits rose to 
$82 quarterly or $328 per year in 2014, while the cost of business permits remains $75 annually. 
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In 2014, residential permits made up 28% of total NPP revenue and 88% of the total number of 
permits sold; business permits made up two percent of the total NPP revenue and one percent of 
total number of permits sold; commuter permits account for 70% of the total NPP revenue and 
11% of the total number of permits sold. 
 
Revenue from the sale of NPP permits is expected to cover the program costs with the goal of 
being revenue neutral. Expenses vary year to year based on whether there are citizen requests for 
new zones or expansions requiring surveys and start up costs.  
 
2014 Revenue from Resident/Business/Visitor permits sales $ 43,472 
2014 Revenue from Commuter permit sales $103,079 
 $146,551 
 
2014 NPP Program Direct Expenses* $ 73,740 
2014 Administrative Program Expenses $ 23,726 
 $ 97,466 
*The NPP revenue and expenses do not include enforcement.  
 

2014 Annual Permit Revenue by Zone 
Location Resident Business Commuter Total 

Columbine  $   3,570   $           -        $        286  $  3,856  
Fairview  $      629   $           -  $            -   $     629  

Goss/Grove  $   5,780   $      975   $    10,771   $ 17,526  
High/Sunset  $   1,003   $           -   $    3,852  $   4,855  

Mapleton Hill  $   7,276   $           -   $   25,732   $ 33,008  
University Hill  $ 11,645   $      225   $   16,706   $ 28,576  

Whittier  $   7,905   $      900   $   32,925   $ 41,730  
West Pearl  $   1,836   $      300   $   12,691   $ 14,827  
East Ridge  $      952   $           -   $         115     $   1,067  

University Heights  $      476   $           -   $            -   $      476 
Totals:  $ 41,072   $   2,400   $ 103,079  $146,551  
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Commuter permits averaged about 155 commuters per year from 2003-2012.  Commuter permits 
rose 43% (276 commuters) in 2013 and an additional 14% (314 commuters) in 2014.  This 
increase in demand can also be seen in the growth of the garage and lot wait lists. 

Commuter Permit Sales by Year 
Year Fee Revenue Permits Sold Per Quarter 
2004  $    78   $ 47,637  611 152 
2005  $    78   $ 43,418  557 139 
2006  $    78   $ 44,053  565 141 
2007  $    78   $ 48,413  621 155 
2008  $    78   $ 49,186  631 158 
2009  $    78   $ 46,592  597 149 
2010  $    78  $ 47,174  605 151 
2011  $    78  $ 48,689 624 156 
2012  $    78  $ 60,427 775 194 
2013  $    78   $86,112 1,104 276 
2014 $     82  $103,079 1,257 314 

 
EXPANSIONS 
There were two NPP expansions that began in 2013 and were finalized in 2014, these include: 

 Mapleton Hill NPP 
East & West sides of the 2300 block of 7th St. 
North & South sides of the 600 block of Mapleton St. 
North & South sides of the 700 block of Mapleton St. 
North & South sides of the 600 block of Highland St. 

 
 Whittier NPP 

East side of the 2000 block of 18th St. 
 

There was one NPP expansion that was not approved: 
 East Ridge NPP 

North side of the 2800 block of Pennsylvania Ave.  
 

There was one NPP expansion that was withdrawn: 
 Fairview NPP 

A petition was submitted to remove the South side of 3600 to the 3700 block of 
Longwood Ave. but the residents of this NPP reconsidered and this proposed removal 
was withdrawn.  

Information Item 2A     Page 3IP Item     Page 4



 

 

UTILIZATION 
In the ten NPP zones operated in 2014, there were approximately 775 commuter spaces 
available, of which 314 annual (1,267 quarterly) commuter permits were sold. 
 

Relationship between NPP Program & Adjacent Parking Supply/Demand 
Location Inventory Sold Cost Per Year Wait List 

CAGID Structures 2209 2154**  $               1,140  715 
CAGID Surface Lots 203 253  $                  700  137 
UHGID Surface Lot 54 65  $                  660  23 

Total NPP Commuter 777 314  $                  328  N/A 
Columbine 260 1     
Fairview 20 0     

Goss/Grove 34      33     
High/Sunset 43      12     

Mapleton Hill 78      78     
University Hill 147 51     

Whittier 157 100    
West Pearl 38 39     
East Ridge 0 0     

University Heights 0 0     
NPP Residential  N/A  2416  $                    17   N/A  

*   Data as of Feb 2014 
** Balance maintained for short-term parking. 

 

THE STATUS OF ALTERNATIVE MODE STRATEGIES 
Overall, 2014 local ridership was unchanged compared to 2013 local ridership totals. According 
to RTD's fare box data, average weekday passengers served on the CTN for 2014 was as follows: 

2014 Average Daily Passengers Served CTN 
SKIP 5,158  1% increase from 2013 
JUMP  1,830              1% increase from 2013  

BOUND 1,515   5% increase from 2013  
DASH 2,307  1% decline from 2013  
HOP 2,758   4% decline from 2013 

STAMPEDE         1,161   2% decline from 2013  
BOLT 1,688   0%  increase from 2013 

TOTAL 16,417   
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NPP ENFORCEMENT 
Revenues from NPP tickets make up approximately 15% of the City’s total ticket revenues, 
while accounting for 50%-60% of the total enforcement resources.  The remaining 86% of ticket 
revenues comes from all other types of enforcement using the remaining 40%-50% of the 
enforcement resources. 
 

Citations Issued in NPP Zones for Time Restriction 
Year Days of Enforcement Number of Citation Issued 
2004 620 10,462 
2005 635 11,629 
2006 587   9,819 
2007 588   8,613 
2008 599 11,529 
2009 485   9,125 
2010 477   11,913  
2011 688 12,810 
2012 740 15,296 
2013 793 12,723 
2014 398 11,975 

 

There was a 6% decrease in the number of citations issued from 2013 to 2014.  

2014 Enforcement by Zone 
Locations # of Days Citations Daily Average 

 University Hill/Uni Heights 109 5,148 47 
Mapleton/West Pearl 74 1,730 23 
Whittier/High Sunset 72 2,125 29 

Columbine/Fairview/East Ridge * 57    588 10 
Whittier Nights  22  1,027 47 
Goss/Grove* 64      1,357 21 

Total 398 11,975              29.5 
* Enforcement varies depending on staffing levels 
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In 2014, Parking Services wrote 78,531 revenue tickets of which 11,975 (15%) were issued for 
NPP violations. A total of $1,763,959 in parking violations revenue was collected in 2014.  If all 
tickets for NPP violations were collected at the ticket rate of $20, the total revenue would be 
$239,540. In addition, 955 tickets were voided or warnings were issued in an attempt to educate 
customers about the rules of the NPP zones. All ticket revenue and enforcement costs are 
allocated to the General Fund and are not reflected in the NPP program revenue or expenses.  
 

Fine:  Violation: 
$15.00  Expired Meter, Parking where sign prohibits 
$20.00  Parking beyond the posted time restriction without a permit (NPP) 
$25.00  Parking in a Loading Zone or alley 
$112.00 Parking in a Handicap Space 

 
2015 WORK PLAN 
The NPP 2015 Work Plan includes: 

 Maintain the current NPP Program service levels in 2014. 
 2015 Annual Update 
 As part of the Access and Parking Management Strategy (AMPS), the cost of permits 

will be reviewed as well as the process for zone expansions 
 Review additional requests were received  to expand existing NPP’s:  

Mapleton: 500 block of Highland, 500 block of Pine; 2200 block of 6th; 2400 block 7th; 
2400 block of 8th; 2300 block of  9th; and West Pearl:  300 block of Pearl. 

 The homeowners’ association of the Steelyards neighborhood has expressed interest in 
creating an NPP within their neighborhood. Staff is in discussion with representatives 
regarding the zone design and process. 

 
The 2015 NPP Program allocated $15,000 for implementation of the possible expansion of 
existing zones and for the establishment of new zones.  
 
Cc: Transportation Advisory Board 
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INFORMATION PACKET 
MEMORANDUM 

 
  
To:      Mayor and Members of Council 
 
From:       Jane S. Brautigam, City Manager 
 David Driskell, Executive Director, Community Planning and Sustainability 
                 Molly Winter, Director, Downtown and University Hill Management  

     Division/Parking Services 
                  
Date:        July 28, 2015 
 
Subject:   Information Item:  Boulder Convention and Visitors’ Bureau Updates 
  
 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
Please find attached two reports from the Boulder Convention and Visitors’ Bureau (BCVB):  
2014 annual report and the 2015 1st Quarter report for your review. 
 
If you would like more information please contact Molly Winter at 
winterm@bouldercolorado.gov or Mary Ann Mahoney, Executive Director, BCVB, 
maryann@bouldercvb.com.  
 
Thank you. 
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INFORMATION PACKET 
MEMORANDUM 

  
To: Members of City Council 
 
From:  Jane S. Brautigam, City Manager 
 Karen Rahn, Director of Human Services 
 Betty Kilsdonk, Deputy Director of Human Services/Acting Senior Services Mgr. 
  
Date:   July 28, 2015 
 
Subject: Information Item: Boulder County Age Well Plan Update 
  
 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
The purpose of this memo is to update council on the completed Age Well Boulder County Plan 
plan and how the city is moving forward to address goals and strategies in partnership with Boulder 
County and other entities and within the context of the Human Services Strategy update.  
 
The nation, the county and the city are undergoing an unprecedented shift in the number of older 
adults. By 2029, it is anticipated that more than 20 percent of the total U.S. population will be over 
the age of 65. By 2040, the population age 60 and over is expected to account for about 26 percent 
of Boulder County’s population, and is forecasted to increase by  from 13.6 percent in 2013 to 24 
percent. In planning for service needs,  this demographic shift presents new challenges and 
opportunities for creating and sustaining vibrant, healthy communities committed to the well-being 
of older people.   
 
Age Well Boulder County is a coordinated strategic plan representing all communities in the 
county. The plan’s purpose is to chart a course for viewing aging in a new and positive way, and to 
identify needs and strengths in the aging community. First published in 2006, there have been 
periodic progress reports and updates to reflect changing community needs and conditions.  
 
Rather than simply a reaction to change, Age Well Boulder County is an attempt to plan 
strategically and to anticipate the opportunities and challenges which engage active older  
adults while supporting those who are more frail, vulnerable or isolated. It is intended to be a 
blueprint for a shared, interactive, community-driven process. The approach is multi-pronged, 
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collaborative and strengths-based in which older adults are active participants in making decisions 
about their own goals and services.  
 
Age Well Boulder County was developed by the Boulder County Area Agency on Aging (BCAAA) 
in partnership with the Age Well Committee, a leadership team consisting of municipal senior 
services managers from Boulder, Longmont, Louisville, Erie and Lafayette. The current update 
(2015) is based on qualitative and quantitative data using research and public engagement 
throughout the county. The research instruments included a Community Assessment Survey for 
Older Adults (CASOATM) survey, Community Conversations, Quadrant Work Group meetings, an 
online survey of service providers and other tools. The plan represents input from over 200 older 
adults, community members, service providers, organizations and leaders.  
 
Council was briefed on Jan. 13, 2015, on  the Age Well Boulder County plan development and 
provided feedback and questions for further inquiry. The plan has since been completed and was 
presented on May 1, 2015 to the Boulder County Commissioners and the BCAAA Aging Advisory 
Council.  
 
 
FISCAL IMPACT 
Age Well Boulder County does not mandate a budgetary impact to the city organization, and there 
is no specific Human Services funding allocation for its implementation. Funding for specific City 
of Boulder Age Well-related initiatives will be addressed through the Human Services Strategy 
update. 

 
COMMUNITY SUSTAINABILITY ASSESSMENTS AND IMPACTS 

 Economic: Age Well Boulder County promotes a diverse and sustainable economy that 
supports needs of all older adult segments of the community and their caregivers and 
identifies the strengths of older adults, including economic contributons to the community.   

 Environmental: The plan supports the creation of communities, neighborhoods and public 
places with age-friendly design principles in mind, including walkable communities and 
public transportation options, reducing environmental impacts. 

 Social: The plan provides a blueprint for supporting healthy aging into the future, 
contributing to the social and health well-being and vibrancy of the community. It also 
identifies strategies for addressing the needs of more vulnerable and under-represented 
communities.   

 
BACKGROUND 
The first countywide strategic plan for aging well was published in 2006. With the 2008 economic 
downturn, shifting  priorities and community resources, the plan was updated to reflect what older 
adults were experiencing. In addition to getting feedback from older adults and other community 
members, the BCAAA contracted with the National Research Center to conduct a CASOATM 
survey to provide statistically valid data based on a random sample of the county’s 60+ population. 
the 2010 effort.  

 
The BCAAA is responsible for conducting regional research and leading long-range planning 
efforts to address the needs of the county’s aging population. The data gathered to inform Age Well 
Boulder County, in addition to the information used to create the BCAAA’s required four-year area 
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plan for aging (“Region 3B Area Plan Title III and Title VII, July 2015-June 2019”) is used to 
identify current strengths and needs of our aging population, in order to better prepare for the future.  
 
Boulder Senior Services Overview 
The mission of Boulder Senior Services is to foster the engagement and well-being of older adults 
and promote a positive image of aging through community collaboration and services which 
advance the health and well-being of the older community. Service delivery is provided through 
five programmatic areas:  

 Operation of two senior centers: Centers provide social and educational programs, classes 
and events and houses Meals on Wheels of Boulder congregate and home-delivered meals 
and offices at the West Senior Center; 

 Senior Resources: Personal consultations, information and referrals; caregiver education and 
support; and volunteer referrals such as for paying bills and organizing paperwork; 

 Senior Health and Wellness: SilverSneakers fitness program and other health and mind/body 
classes; brain fitness, falls prevention and other clinics; lectures on wellness topics;    

 Senior Enrichment/Social Activity: Lecture series, trips, social activities such as bridge and 
mah jongg, clubs and organization meetings, support groups, AARP Tax-Aide, etc.; and 

 Food Tax Rebate Program for low-income families, seniors and disabled.  
 

Demographic Profile  
Boulder County 

 In 2012 there were 45,194 older adults (age 60+) living in Boulder County, or about 19 
percent of the total county population. 

City of Boulder 
 In 2013, about 13.6 percent of the population was age 60+. 
 

Selected 2013 City of Boulder Socioeconomic Data 
  Boulder 
Total Population 100,363
60+ Percent of Total Population 13.6%
60+ Population 13,649
65+ Population with Disability 2,769
65+ Population Below Poverty 570
65+ Population Below Poverty (Latino) 56
65+ Male Living Alone 782
65+ Female Living Alone 2,161
Households Receiving SNAP (food stamps) with at least 
one person 60+ in Household 

349

Source: 2013 US Census American Community Survey
 
ANALYSIS 
Overall, the CASOATM survey indicated a number of strengths for Boulder, for example: 

 96 percent of respondents gave high ratings to the community as a place to live. 
 76 percent consider the services offered to older adults to be “excellent” or “good.” 
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 81 percent reported they would recommend the community to others. 
 89 percent rated the overall feeling of safety in the community as “excellent” or “good.” 
 27 percent reported using a senior center in the past 12 months.  
 41 percent participated in some kind of volunteer work.  
 

Challenges included: 
 22 percent reported having enough money to meet daily expenses was at least a minor 

problem. 
 27 percent indicated that having adequate information or dealing with public programs such 

as Social Security, Medicare and Medicaid was at least a minor problem. 
 33 percent indicated that maintaining their home was at least a minor problem.  
 57 percent reported that their physical health had presented at least a minor problem in the 

past year. 
 34 percent reported feeling depressed was at least a minor problem.  
 16 percent reported getting needed oral health care was at least a minor problem. 
 59 percent indicated that feeling like their voice is heard in the community is at least a minor 

problem.  
 17 percent indicated that having safe and affordable transportation was at least a minor 

problem.  
 47 percent indicated that not knowing what services are available to older adults in the 

community was at least a minor problem.  
 

In addition to the Boulder-specific quantitative data obtained through the survey, four of the focus 
groups were held in Boulder, resulting in qualitative data. From these conversations we learned that 
older adults in Boulder want more transportation and parking options, better parking at the West 
Senior Center, and more information about available community resources. In addition, rather than 
stand-alone senior centers, we found that most people prefer a  combination center, in which they 
could get a variety of services, but which also contained a separate space for older adult services. 

 
NEXT STEPS 

  Facilities assessment including West Senior Center, in conjunction with Parks and 
Recreation (Summer 2015) 

  Human Services Strategy update public engagement process (Summer/Fall 2015) 
 Human Services Strategy and Homelessness Strategy updates Study Session – Oct. 27, 2015 
  Human Services Strategy update approval – first quarter, 2016 

 
ATTACHMENT  
 Attachment A: Boulder County Age Well Plan Update Briefing Jan. 13, 2015 Follow Up 
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Attachment A 
Boulder County Age Well Plan Update Briefing Jan. 13, 2015 Follow‐Up 

 

BOULDER COUNTY AGE WELL PLAN UPDATE BRIEFING JAN. 23, 2015 FOLLOW-UP 

The following are responses to City Council questions and requests for further information from the 
Jan. 13, 2015 Boulder County Age Well Plan update briefing. Responses are grouped by topic.  
 
I. TRANSPORTATION 

 What are the needs and gaps in older adult transportation? 
 Are older adults addressed in the City of Boulder Transportation Master Plan (TMP)? 
 How are transportation needs for the elderly disabled addressed? 
 How can we improve accommodations at bus shelters, RTD stops, etc.? 

Older adult transportation needs and gaps                                                                                                                    
During the Age Well Boulder County community engagement process, transportation emerged as a 
linchpin issue that impacts the older adult population’s ability to take advantage of the programs 
and services offered to them. It also has significant bearing on the ability to remain in one’s own 
home as one ages. Yet, the Community Assessment Survey for Older Adults (CASOATM) report 
indicated that 51 percent of Boulder County older adults rated the ease in arranging transportation in 
Boulder County as “fair” to “poor.” Participants in the Community Conversations across the county 
indicated that improved transportation, including more options, more accommodating schedules, 
and greater affordability is key to accessing essential services. One of the Age Well Plan’s priorities 
is to ensure that older adult voices are part of regional transportation strategy efforts. 

 The Boulder County Area Agency on Aging (BCAAA) Area Plan outlines three strategies to 
ensure older adults have transportation available to access health care, maintain social interaction, 
and reach community and social services: 

1. Initiating/expanding volunteer transportation services (in conjunction with Medical 
Mobility, Via, and others); 

2. Continuing to provide rides to consumers beyond nutrition and medical; and 
3. Requiring providers receiving transportation funds to be active in regional transportation 

coordinating councils such as the Boulder County Local Coordinating Council (BCLCC). 

The BCAAA and the Age Well Committee will work closely with the BCLCC, an alliance of 
community organizations, individuals and interest groups, to address transportation issues as they 
relate to older adults. BCLCC will conduct a needs assessment this year and prepare a mobility 
action plan for Boulder County for implementation beginning in 2016. The project will focus on 
older adults, persons with disabilities, and low-income individuals and families. 
 
City of Boulder Transportation Master Plan (TMP) 
One of the goals of the TMP is to “expand fiscally viable transportation options for all Boulder 
residents and employees, including older adults and people with disabilities.” The Human Services’ 
Senior Community Advisory Committee (SCAC) participated in the plan’s community engagement 
process.  
 
The plan calls for maintaining and supporting the current Community Transit Network and 
incrementally expanding the bus system. The bus system will be supported by strategic investment 
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in mobility options for older adults and those with disabilities; the targeted expansion of transit pass 
programs; land use changes and pedestrian oriented design; seamless connections to other forms of 
travel; and high-quality transit stops and stations.  

Transportation needs for the elderly disabled  
The TMP supports Via’s efforts to provide needed transportation services for the growing 
population of older adults and persons with disabilities, and to increase efficiencies and service 
enhancements. The city has supported numerous grant applications for buses, facilities and travel 
training by Via. Via provides this service directly and through the Medical Mobility program with 
Boulder County CareConnect. Via has been a partner in TMP updates since 2003, and the TMP 
specifically addresses expanding service to their target populations. 

Profile of 2014 Boulder Paratransit Users 
 1,159: Boulder residents served in paratransit, travel training and mobility options

programs. This group represents 38 percent of all people Via served in 2014 and is a 
12.5 percent increase over 2013. 

 73 percent : Age 60+ and reported a disability or chronic disease (822 individuals)
 38 percent: Over age 80
 80 percent Over age 60
 89 percent: Of all Via users, including those under 60, lived with a disability or chronic disease
 34 percent: Lived on annual incomes at or below $11,750

Bus shelter and stops accommodations   
The city, in partnership with RTD, continues to maintain and improve transit passenger facilities 
throughout the community. The TMP set forth a “Renewed Vision for Transit,” calling for an 
integrated approach of service, capital and policies and programs to increase transit ridership. It 
includes a hierarchy of transit facilities and amenities levels, as well as the concept of mobility 
hubs. The TMP action plan calls for developing transit stop and facility standards and design 
guidelines in the near term and for stop and station improvements throughout the life of the plan. 
City staff is currently inventorying the existing passenger facilities and passenger improvements 
needed to support the US 36 Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) service starting in January 2016.  

II. PLANNING
 The current younger generation will have different aging needs than the current older

generation. How are we planning for and gathering information related to those needs rather
than planning for the future using feedback from current older generations?

 How will we disseminate information about the Strategy?

As the Baby Boom generation enters older adulthood, they are anticipated to have a transformative 
impact on retirement, health, housing, transportation, education, community and family life. Trends 
include expanded life spans due to medical advances and healthier lifestyles; longer time in the 
workforce; more racial and ethnic diversity in the older adult population; wealthier and better 
educated older adults than in past generations; a shift in the epicenter of economic and political 
power from the young to the old; and a desire by Baby Boom retirees to make contributions beyond 
traditional retirement. As a group they embrace social media and user-generated content, and tend 
to be more receptive to narrative-styled presentations of information over traditional lecture style. 
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Boomers could be starting a new family, caring for elderly parents, working or retired, going back 
to school, or paying for kids to go to college.  
 
Anticipating their habits and preferences will help Human Services develop specific 
communications efforts that speak to these generations. The Human Services Strategy update 
engagement process, set to occur in the third quarter of 2015, will include information 
dissemination for a number of issue areas, including seniors and aging, and will draw from the Age 
Well plan for some of its data.  Tools to be used for dissemination and engagement include: 
surveys, community focus groups, informational meetings, on-line tools such as Mind Mixer, social 
media, and web-based communication. Outreach strategies will include a variety of times and 
locations during day and evening hours, along with interpreters and child care.  
 
III.  HOUSING 

 What is the housing gap for seniors? What is the need? 
 There is a universal housing design for seniors. Is anything being done in the county with 

that? 
 

Housing gap and need 
Per the City of Boulder’s 2014 Housing Choice Survey and Analysis: 

 There are currently about 550 Boulder seniors (4 percent of all seniors) receiving rental 
assistance through Boulder Housing Partners, and over 100 more on waitlists for assistance. 
Assuming 4 percent of seniors continue to require public rental assistance, the demand for 
assistance will increase to 1,045 (excluding waitlists) over the next ten years. 

 About one-quarter of Boulder homeowners over the age of 65 are cost-burdened, meaning 
they pay more than 30 percent of their household income for housing. That figure includes 
seniors who own their homes outright but are cost-burdened by property taxes, HOA fees 
and/or insurance costs, as well as those with a mortgage obligation that exceeds 30 percent 
of their total income. In the housing survey, 7 percent of homeowners said they had to 
reduce/go without basic needs to afford housing costs in the past year. There is not a one-
size-fits-all assistance program to address the wide-ranging needs of these homeowners but 
property tax alleviation programs as well as foreclosure prevention programs help meet the 
needs of struggling homeowners. 

 Overall, there are 4,435 (about 32 percent) low-income senior households (income less than 
50 percent Area Median Income or AMI) in Boulder. Assuming senior households increase 
at the same rate as the senior population, that figure could be 9,508 by 2028. Those 
households—both renters and owners—are the most likely to require public assistance in 
future years. 

 Of senior survey respondents, 4 percent said they have applied for public assistance in the 
past year to help with housing costs. 

 
Additional information 
About one-third of seniors surveyed had either major or minor damage to their home as a result of 
the 2013 flood, and 3 percent of those who had experienced damage had to move out of their homes 
permanently. Among seniors who still need to complete repairs to their home, 18 percent said they 
cannot afford it and 13 percent said they cannot find a contractor to make repairs. 
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Nearly one in five seniors said they plan to move in the next five to 15 years in order to find a home 
with different features. 
 
Participants in Age Well Community Conversations expressed the need for two levels of housing 
assistance: systemic community support through the provision of a variety of housing options for 
the aging population and personal assistance with specific housing needs.  
 
Universal housing design  
As people get older, they want to stay living in their own homes and as part of the community they 
know for as long as possible. Universal housing design refers to homes that are practical and 
flexible, and which meet the needs of people of different ages and abilities over time. Universal 
housing is designed to be useable by most people over their lifetime without the need for major 
adaptation or specialized design.  
 
The BCAAA’s Aging Advisory Committee has an active Housing Committee which has devoted 
time to issues of accessibility, including universal design. The committee works with local housing 
authorities and advocates in the community for older adult housing issues. 
 
The Boulder Valley Comprehensive Plan Housing Policy 7.09 Housing for a Full Range of 
Households states that the city and county will encourage preservation and development of housing 
attractive to persons at all stages of life; singles, couples, families with children and other 
dependents, extended families, non-traditional households and seniors. 
 
The City’s Housing Boulder: Enable Aging in Place workgroup is currently addressing how the city 
might advance the goal of providing housing options for seniors of all abilities and incomes to 
remain in the community.   
 
IV.  SPECIFIC POPULATIONS 

 What are the LGBT elder issues? 
 What are the neighborhood/community issues? 
 Need for yard assistance: opportunity for younger people to assist; opportunities for gardens. 

 
LGBT elder issues  
The BCAAA currently provides LGBT outreach, Project Visibility training and the Rainbow Elders 
program. Rainbow Elders conducted a survey in mid-2013 to people who have self-identified as 
LGBT. Nearly all respondents were 55 years or older at the time of the survey. The top challenge 
was “financial concerns” and a top concern was lack of needed health care coverage. 
 
When asked what the BCAAA could do to help them be less concerned about aging, respondents 
listed information and education on aging, health, services and affordable senior housing. 
Maintaining independence was rated as “extremely important” by 73 percent of respondents. Social 
engagement, LGBT groups, and sensitive service providers were cited as either extremely or 
somewhat important by 70 percent or more respondents.  
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National data identifies top issues as social support and community engagement disparities, legal 
barriers to taking care of loved ones, physical and mental health disparities, reduced access to health 
care, and safety net disparities for LGBT older adults. 
 
In addition: 

 Although 80 percent of long-term care in the US is provided by family members, LGBT 
elders are twice as likely to be single and three to four times more likely to be without 
children than their heterosexual counterparts. 

 Nationally, poverty rates for senior lesbian couples (9.1 percent) are much higher than senior 
heterosexual couples (4.6 percent) or senior gay male couples (4.9 percent). 

 Despite paying into Social Security in the same manner as their heterosexual peers, LGBT 
elders are not equally eligible for Social Security benefits. The biggest difference in 
treatment: committed same-sex couples are denied the substantial spousal and survivor 
benefits provided to married couples. 

 
Neighborhood/community-related issues  
Age Well research suggests that the two most important influences in one’s ability to age well are 
support from others, and involvement with others. Therefore, one goal of the Age Well Plan is for 
everyone in the community to feel connected to others.   However, 59 percent of CASOATM 
respondents reported that feeling like their voice is heard in the community is at least a minor 
problem, and 31 percent listed this as a moderate or major problem. 
 
One Age Well objective to address this disparity is to identify individuals who have either voiced or 
experienced a lack of connection (such as veterans, people who are homeless, people with 
disabilities, Latinos, LGBTs, and nursing home and assisted living residents), and develop 
comprehensive outreach and engagement plans which reflect their unique strengths and needs. 
 
Age Well Boulder County addresses this issue in its emphasis on aging in community.  Specifically, 
this aspect of the plan highlights the important role of the built environment in allowing older adults 
to remain in their communities. One of the plan’s goals for aging in community is for 
neighborhoods and communities to have an age-friendly design. This includes public infrastructure 
and transportation options.   
 
Need for yard work assistance; opportunities for younger people to assist; opportunities for 
gardens 
The CASOATM survey revealed that 41 percent of older adults in Boulder County consider 
maintaining their yard to be at least a minor problem, and participants in the Community 
Conversations repeatedly cited the need for yard work, snow removal and other home maintenance 
assistance. Access to these services is essential for adults to be able to age in place. 
 
Boulder County CareConnect provides a Safety Net Services program partially funded by the City 
of Boulder Human Services Fund and by BCAAA.  The program provides volunteer-escorted 
medical rides, grocery shopping and delivery, minor home repairs, yard maintenance (Yard Busters) 
and snow removal (Ice Busters) and resources and referrals to vulnerable seniors and older adults 
with disabilities in the City of Boulder.   
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During 2014-15, 78 Boulder senior residents were served through the Yard Busters program by 87 
volunteers contributing 954 hours. There are currently 58 Boulder County senior clients on the wait 
list needing yard assistance. The program’s main objective is to help seniors avoid falls and fines; 
some minor gardening is also provided. The BCAAA will be increasing funding for chore services 
aimed at year-round yard maintenance: Yard Busters and Ice Busters. The Human Services 
Department is currently exploring intergenerational volunteer programs which could include 
youth/senior gardening. 
 
V. HEALTH CARE SERVICES 

 How can medical access for low-income clients be improved? (Example: Clinica 
Campensina has a three-month wait list for appointments to assign a Primary Care Physician 
for Medicaid clients) 

  
Neither BCAAA nor Boulder Senior Services work in the area of direct health care services. 
BCAAA offers a series of evidence-based wellness classes that help consumers take control of their 
health, including classes in Boulder. BCAAA also provides Medicare counseling with special 
outreach to people who have both Medicare and Medicaid, to ensure that older adults have access to 
the plans and prescription benefits that best meet their needs. Boulder Senior Services partners with 
the county on these efforts by providing senior center space for programs. There are a number of 
collaborative efforts across the community, as part of the Affordable Care Act, that promote easier 
access to medical services.  

 
VI.  AGE WELL PLAN FINANCING 

 What are the financing strategies and shortfalls for the Age Well Plan?  
 
As reported in the April 28, 2015 Human Services Strategy update, the department will be 
evaluating financing approaches to advance the city’s strategies, engagement and implementation 
for older adults in conjunction with its efforts to support the well-being and quality of life for all 
residents. The Human Services Department is currently assessing partnership roles and programs 
with Boulder County related to aging services. Central to the finance strategy will be decision-
making around the current West Senior Center or other facility which would be a co-location of the 
city’s human services to provide one-stop access to a variety of family and community programs 
and services. The models and themes driving the Human Services Strategy update—Collective 
Impact; Pathways; Coordinated Funding; Data-driven Planning; Cross-sector and Regional 
Partnerships; and Service Integration—will drive the Age Well Plan’s financing strategies as they 
apply to the City of Boulder Human Services.   

For Boulder County, core services of the Older Americans Act (transportation, information and 
assistance, benefits counseling, legal services, in-home services, mental health counseling, 
congregate and home-delivered meals, nutrition counseling, evidence-based health promotion, 
caregiver support, elder rights, and long-term care ombudsman) will remain funding priorities.  

 In addition, concerns heard in the conversations and surveys will be addressed through coordinated 
follow up discussion and planning efforts between the county, the City of Boulder, other 
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municipalities, and other partners. The county will be looking at new methods of service delivery 
that will foster consumer choice and be more responsive to the needs of the population. These 
include:  

 Pilot projects using vouchers; and 
 Discussion and planning efforts around more flexible transportation options, availability and 

affordability of housing, raising awareness about where to access information, and the use of 
technology - especially in communication. 
 

The county will also respond to state and federal network initiatives to be more effective in reaching 
the target audience and preparing for long-term sustainability in terms of outreach to un-served and 
underserved clients. Another county priority is building business acumen; that is, identifying 
alternative funding sources and strategies in order to better serve the growing population of older 
adults. 
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INFORMATION PACKET 
MEMORANDUM 

  
To: Members of City Council 
 
From:  Jane S. Brautigam, City Manager 
 Mary Ann Weideman, Assistant City Manager 
 Casey Earp, Assistant City Manager  
 
Date:   July 28, 2015  
 
Subject: Information Item: 2015 Council Action Guide Mid-year Update 
  
 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
Through the first half of 2015, city council and staff have made significant progress on the work plan 
outlined in the 2015 Council Action Guide (CAG). The CAG can be found on the City of Boulder’s 
website: https://bouldercolorado.gov/city-council/2015-council-action-guide. This information packet is 
intended to update Council on the progress of the major projects that supported the 2014-2015 Council 
Vision (Attachment A).   
 
Projects completed in the first two quarters of 2015 include:  

• Complete initial Boulder Junction redevelopment projects, 
• University Hill Moratorium,  
• Expansion of Boulder’s Smoke-free Area,  
•  Launch of free Wi-Fi service in the Civic Area, and 
• Substantial completion of all Capital Bond projects.   

 
In addition to work plan items completed in the first two quarters, Council addressed several pressing 
issues including: 

• Housing Boulder work groups, process team and draft strategy, 
• Cottage Foods ordinance, 
• Height Moratorium, 
• Interim commercial linkage fee, 
• Ordinance to address landlord tenant issues in mobile home communities, 
• Adopted a non-neonicotinoid resolution,  
• Began negotiations on Boulder Community Hospital, and 
• Created a neighborhood partnership grant program  
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Below are highlights from work plan projects in progress: 
 

• Boulder Valley Comprehensive Plan - 2015 Major Update 
o Completed foundations work, including trends and projections. 

 
• Capital Project Activity 

o Initiated work on several projects funded by 2A including Boulder Creek Path 
improvements and lighting on University Hill. 

 
• Climate Commitment 

o Achieved compliance with SmartRegs standards for approximately 7,000 rental units, 
including 1,650 affordable units. 

 
• Community Broadband  

o Created community working group to explore broadband options. 
 

• Community Cultural Plan 
o Completed work on the research and community engagement phase. 

 
• Comprehensive Housing Strategy  

o Identified tools to develop strategic direction to reach identified housing goals. 
 

• Energy Future 
o Application filed with the Public Utilities Commission to transfer the electric system 

assets necessary to operate a municipal electric utility. 
 

• Flood Recovery & Mitigation in 2015  
o Recovered $1.8M from FEMA and other sources to support on-going flood recovery 

work. 
 

• Homeless Strategy and Human Services Strategy 
o Issued 2014 food tax rebates to low-income families, seniors and persons with 

disabilities. 
o Continued to expand regional partnerships for addressing homelessness (regional 

coordinated entry and assessment; Metro Mayors Caucus IBM Smart Cities project; 
landlord engagement project; High Utilizer Project with Municipal Court; Consortium of 
Cities Permanent Supportive Housing Study) 

o Property acquired for Bridge House transitional bed program.  
 

• Resilience 
o Identified focus areas for the resilience initiatives as follows: 

 Develop community preparedness program, 
 Conduct economic risk assessment, 
 Develop post disaster recovery strategy for community and businesses,  
 Synchronize the City’s climate change projection model, and 
 Integrate resilience framework with BVCP and organizational sustainability 

framework. 
 

• Short Term Rentals  
o Initiated development of short term rental regulations.  
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• Sustainable Agriculture & Local Foods  
o Identified data on local food trends. 
o Began the conversion of the north library garden into an edible educational demonstration 

garden complete with berries, veggies and plants for pollinators.  
 

• Transportation Master Plan Implementation 
o Implementation of Complete Streets Living Lab corridors. 

 
Additional updated information on all of the major projects as well as the work plan for the remainder of 
2015 is located at: https://bouldercolorado.gov/city-council/2015-council-action-guide. 
 
The Channel 8 team has also put together a short video highlighting much of the work that has taken place this year. 
This video is located on the City’s Vimeo page: https://vimeo.com/132752676. 
 
Staff hopes that this mid-year update is a useful tool for Council. We welcome any feedback on how to 
improve this information in the future. As progress continues in the 3rd and 4th quarter of 2015 the work-
plan webpage will be updated.  
 
Attachment A – Vision and Tasks and Outcomes Graphics 
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City of Boulder 
BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS MEETING SUMMARY FORM 

 
NAME OF BOARD/COMMISSION: Human Relations Commission 
DATE OF MEETING:  June 15, 2015 
NAME/TELEPHONE OF PERSON PREPARING SUMMARY: Robin Pennington 303-441-

1912 
NAMES OF MEMBERS, STAFF AND INVITED GUESTS PRESENT: 
Commissioners –  Amy Zuckerman, Shirly White, Nikhil Mankekar, Emilia Pollauf, José Beteta 
Staff  – Carmen Atilano, Robin Pennington, Karen Rahn, Wendy Schwartz 
Commissioners absent – None         
WHAT TYPE OF MEETING (CIRCLE ONE)  [REGULAR]  [SPECIAL]  [QUASI-JUDICIAL] 
AGENDA ITEM 1 – CALL TO ORDER – The June 15, 2015 HRC meeting was called to order at 

6:06 p.m. by A. Zuckerman.   
AGENDA ITEM 2 – AGENDA ADJUSTMENTS – Add 2016 Martin Luther King, Jr. Day RFP 
subcommittee selection as Discussion/Informational Item 6. C.  
AGENDA ITEM 3 – APPROVAL OF MINUTES – E. Pollauf moved to approve the May 18, 
2015 minutes with corrections.  S. White seconded.  Motion carries 4-0.  J. Beteta abstained.     
AGENDA ITEM 4 – COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION (non-agenda action items) – 
Community member Darren O’Connor addressed the commission regarding alternative avenues 
available for filing complaints against the police. 
AGENDA ITEM 5 – ACTION ITEMS 
A.    Election of Chair and Deputy Chair 
       1. Chair Nomination: Amy Zuckerman – Nominee A. Zuckerman was elected Chair by a vote 
       of 4-0. A. Zuckerman abstained. 
       2. Deputy Chair Nominations: Shirly White and Nikhil Mankekar – J. Beteta moved to 
       hear from each nominee.  E. Pollauf seconded. Motion carries 5-0. Following nominee 
       comments, S. White was elected Deputy Chair by a vote of 4-1. Nominee N. Mankekar 
       received one vote in a vote of 1-4.    
B.   Community Impact Fund – Out Boulder – S. White moved to approve the Out Boulder CIF 
       application in the amount of $1,575.  J. Beteta seconded. Motion carries 5-0. 
C.   Community Impact Fund  – BMoCA –  E. Pollauf moved to table the decision on the BMoCA 
       CIF application to July, and have BMoCA provide additional information at that time. J. Beteta 
       seconded. Motion carries 5-0.        
AGENDA ITEM 6 – DISCUSSION/INFORMATIONAL ITEMS 
A.    Update on Homelessness – K. Rahn and W. Schwartz provided the commissioners with an 

update on homelessness, including background, the 10-Year Plan, the City Homelessness 
Strategy and Homeless Action Plan (HAP), homelessness in Boulder and city support, successes 
in addressing homelessness and next steps.  

B.    2015 Celebration of Immigrant Heritage RFP – C. Atilano informed the commissioners that the 
2015 CoIH RFP had been released. 

C.    2016 Martin Luther King, Jr. Day RFP – Commissioners E. Pollauf and J. Beteta agreed to be 
part of a subcommittee of HRC and YOAB members to review MLK RFPs before they are 
taken forward to YOAB and the HRC. 

D.    Inclusive and Welcoming Community Work Plan – Staff and commissioners discussed the 
timing of the community survey and the HRC Work Plan item on this topic and agreed to 
discuss in more detail at the July HRC meeting.     

E.    Remaining 2015 Community Event Fund Grantee Event Dates – C. Atilano reviewed upcoming 
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event dates and the commissioners agreed on representation at the events.  
F.    Living Wage Update – C. Atilano gave an update on work of the city staff committee on Living 

Wage. 
G.    Code Enforcement Report  
        1. Human Rights Ordinance – C. Atilano reviewed the 2014 data for commissioners.   
        2. Failure to Pay Wages – C. Atilano reviewed the 2014 data for commissioners.         
H.    Event Reports – N. Mankekar and A. Zuckerman spoke at the Boulder Jewish Festival on 

June 7.  J. Beteta gave an update on activities of the Boulder Latino Chamber.   
I.     Follow Up Items – Revise the May minutes, open the CIF contract with Out Boulder, add 

BMoCA CIF application to the July agenda, advise YOP that E. Pollauf and J. Beteta will 
serve on the MLK subcommittee, include Inclusive and Welcoming Community Work Plan on 
the July agenda and update the City Manager’s office that the subcommittee for consultant 
selection for the Community Survey will consist of S. White and E. Pollauf.     

AGENDA ITEM 7 – IMMEDIATE ACTION ITEMS – None.    
AGENDA ITEM 8 – Adjournment – J. Beteta moved to adjourn the June 15, 2015 meeting. E. 
Pollauf seconded. Motion carries 5-0.   The meeting was adjourned at 9:35 p.m. 
TIME AND LOCATION OF ANY FUTURE MEETINGS, COMMITTEES OR SPECIAL 
HEARINGS: The next regular meeting of the HRC will be July 20, 2015 in City Council Chambers, 
Municipal Building, 1777 Broadway.  
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CITY OF BOULDER 
Boards and Commissions Minutes 

 
NAME OF COMMISSION:  Open Space Board of Trustees 

DATE OF MEETING: June 15, 2015 

NAME/EXTENSION OF PERSON PREPARING SUMMARY:   Alycia Knutson  x2047 

NAMES OF MEMBERS, STAFF AND INVITED GUESTS PRESENT:   
 
MEMBERS:  Shelley Dunbar , Frances Hartogh, Molly Davis, Kevin Bracy Knight, Tom Isaacson 
 
STAFF:  Tracy Winfree, Steve Armstead, Mark Gershman, Kelly Wasserbach, Steve Armstead, Annie 
McFarland, Julie Johnson, Juanita Echeverri, Lisa Dierauf, Katy Waechter, Alyssa Frideres, Leah Case, 
Alycia Knutson, Megan Bowes, Deonne VanderWoude, Lynn Riedel, Cecil Fenio, Phil Yates 
 
TYPE OF MEETING:                     REGULAR        CONTINUATION          SPECIAL 

SUMMATION:  
 
AGENDA ITEM 1- Approval of the Minutes 
Tom Isaacson moved the Open Space Board of Trustees to approve the minutes from May 13, 2015 as 
amended. Kevin Bracy Knight seconded. This motion passed unanimously. 
 
AGENDA ITEM 2- Public Participation 
Several people spoke in regard to the staff update on the National Institute of Science and Technology 
(NIST) trail area changes. They expressed their concern that they have not been included enough in this 
process, and they wish to regain access to the trail as well as the foot bridge.  
 
One member of the public suggested that staff be consistent with their management of muddy trail closures.  
 
AGENDA ITEM 3- Matters from Staff  
Annie McFarland, Visitor Access Coordinator, gave an update on the NIST trail area changes. 
 
Juanita Echeverri, Education and Community Outreach Coordinator, gave an update on the Open Space and 
Mountain Parks (OSMP) Art Program. 
 
Julie Johnson, Cultural Resources Coordinator, and Katy Waechter, Cultural Resources Technician, 
presented on the various cultural resource projects. 
 
Megan Bowes, Restoration Plant Ecologist, gave an update on the undesignated trail closure effectiveness 
study. 
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Kelly Wasserbach, Engineering Manager, presented on the safety concerns of the White Rocks bridge due to 
the weather. 
 
AGENDA ITEM 4- Matters from the Board 
Kevin requested that the Hogback Trail be closed due to poor/muddy conditions. 
 
AGENDA ITEM 5- Consideration of a motion regarding North Trail Study Area Plan Sideboards  
Steve Armstead, Environmental Planner, presented on North TSA Sideboards. 
 
Frances Hartogh expressed her concern that she cannot vote confidently on this agenda item until she has 
read the North TSA Inventory Report. 
 
This item spurred one motion: 
Tom Isaacson moved the Open Space Board of Trustees approve the sideboards for the North Trail 
Study Area Plan as attached to the staff memorandum presented to the OSBT at its June 15, 2015 
meeting.  Kevin Bracy Knight seconded. This motion passed four to one; Frances Hartogh dissented. 
 
AGENDA ITEM 6 – Review of and recommendation regarding the 2016 Open Space and Mountain 
Parks Department Capital Improvement Program Budget and a portion of the Lottery Fund Capital 
Improvement Program Budget. 
Tracy Winfree, Director, presented the 2016 Open Space and Mountain Parks Department Capital 
Improvement Program Budget and a portion of the Lottery Fund Capital Improvement Program Budget. 
 
This item spurred one motion: 
Molly Davis moved the Open Space Board of Trustees approve, and recommend that Planning Board 
approve, an appropriation of $11,490,300 in 2016 from the Open Space Fund CIP as outlined in this 
memorandum and related attachments; and recommend that $355,300 be appropriated from the city's 
Lottery Fund CIP in 2016 as outlined in this memorandum and related attachments. Shelley Dunbar 
seconded. This motion passed unanimously.   
 
 
ADJOURNMENT: The meeting adjourned at 8:27 p.m. 
 
ATTACH BRIEF DETAILS OF ANY PUBLIC COMMENTS:   
None. 
 
TIME AND LOCATION OF ANY FUTURE MEETINGS, COMMITTEES OR SPECIAL HEARINGS:   
The next OSBT meeting will be Wed. July 8th at 6 p.m. at 1777 Broadway in the Council Chambers  
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CITY OF BOULDER 
Boards and Commissions Minutes 

 
NAME OF COMMISSION:  Open Space Board of Trustees 

DATE OF MEETING: July 8, 2015 

NAME/EXTENSION OF PERSON PREPARING SUMMARY:   Alycia Knutson  x2047 

NAMES OF MEMBERS, STAFF AND INVITED GUESTS PRESENT:   
 
MEMBERS:  Shelley Dunbar , Frances Hartogh, Molly Davis, Tom Isaacson 
 
STAFF: Tracy Winfree, Jim Reeder, Steve Armstead, Mark Gershman, Kelly Wasserbach, Don D’Amico, 
Laurie Deiter, Eric Fairlee, Deryn Wagner, Juliet Bonnell, John D’Amico, Jim Schmidt, Bethany Collins, 
Brian Anacker, Alyssa Frideres, Alycia Knutson, Phil Yates, Cecil Fenio, Deonne VanderWoude                    
 
TYPE OF MEETING:                     REGULAR        CONTINUATION          SPECIAL 

SUMMATION:  
 
AGENDA ITEM 1- Approval of the Minutes 
Tom Isaacson moved the Open Space Board of Trustees to approve the minutes from June 15, 2015 as 
amended. Frances Hartogh seconded. This motion passed four to zero; Kevin Bracy Knight was absent for 
this meeting. 
 
AGENDA ITEM 2- Public Participation 
Several people spoke in regard to the North Trail Study Area (TSA) inventory report that was released in 
June. They expressed their concern that due to the report being large, they need more time to get through it 
and would like the public input deadline extended.  
 
One member of the public expressed the issues that he had come across with the NTSA inventory report and 
how he would like staff to address those issues.  
 
AGENDA ITEM 3- Matters from Staff  
Kelly Wasserbach, Engineering Manager, gave an update on Open Space and Mountain Parks’ Dog Waste 
Composting Pilot Program.  
 
Jim Reeder, Land and Visitor Services Division Manager, highlighted the ongoing staff projects. 
 
Laurie Deiter and Eric Fairlee, Natural Resource Specialists, gave a presentation on the IPM Annual Report.  
 
Deryn Wagner and Steve Armstead, Environmental Planners, gave a presentation reviewing the progress and 
next steps on the youth engagement strategy for the North TSA.  
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Deonne VanderWoude, Human Dimensions Program Coordinator, gave an update on the baseline condition 
results from the dog regulation study conducted in 2014. 
 
AGENDA ITEM 4- Matters from the Board 
Frances said she would like to know about the status of Ranger staffing. Shelley asked about the press 
release on the bull that died and if the bull was there from the grazing project that had been occurring. 
 
AGENDA ITEM 5- Consideration of a motion to approve the purchase of approximately 12.5 acres of 
land, mineral estate, two houses and associated outbuildings along with the disposal of approximately 
2.28 acres or less of land including two houses and associated outbuildings located at 5678 Baseline 
Road from the Ernest J. Coleman Trust for Open Space and Mountain Parks purposes in the amount 
of $950,000.  An additional $50,000 is being requested for site improvements.  The disposal portion of 
this Agenda Item is pursuant to Section 177 of the Boulder City Charter.   
John D’Amico, Property Agent, gave a presentation on a possible acquisition and disposal along Baseline 
Road. 
 
This item spurred one motion: 
Tom Isaacson moved the Open Space Board of Trustees approve a motion recommending that the 
Boulder City Council approve the purchase of approximately 12.5 acres of land, mineral estate, two 
houses and associated outbuildings from the Ernest J. Coleman Trust for $950,000, along with $50,000 
for immediate property improvements, both for Open Space and Mountain Parks purposes and the 
disposal of approximately 2.28 acres or less of that land including the two houses and associated 
outbuildings located at 5678 and 5688 Baseline Road.  The disposal will include negotiation of an 
acceptable purchase price and appropriate encumbrances on the disposed property to protect the 
open space values of the remaining parcel. The disposal portion of this Agenda Item is pursuant to 
Section 177 of the Boulder City Charter. Molly Davis seconded. This motion passed four to zero; 
Kevin Bracy Knight was absent for this meeting. 
 
 

AGENDA ITEM 6 – Discussion of proposed revisions and update to the Open Space Board of Trustees 
Easement Request Policy.  
Jim Schmidt, Property Agent, presented the current easement request policy and suggestions for possible 
changes. 
 
This Agenda Item is a discussion item only.  After obtaining the Board’s input on the proposed update to the 
Easement Request Policy, this matter will be brought back to the Board as an action item at a future OSBT 
meeting. 
 

ADJOURNMENT: The meeting adjourned at 9:28 p.m. 
 
ATTACH BRIEF DETAILS OF ANY PUBLIC COMMENTS:   
Karen Hollweg, Boulder, said it appears from the map of the Coleman property along Baseline Road that it 
is a hayfield and wants to know how staff will consider that with the acquisition and disposal of this area. 
She also commented on the proposed easement request application fee and said if her homeowners 
association ever needed an easement they could never afford the proposed fee.  
 
TIME AND LOCATION OF ANY FUTURE MEETINGS, COMMITTEES OR SPECIAL HEARINGS:   
The next OSBT meeting will be Wed. August 12 at 6 p.m. at 1777 Broadway in the Council Chambers  
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CITY OF BOULDER, COLORADO 
BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS MEETING MINUTES 

Name of Board / Commission:  Water Resources Advisory Board 

Date of Meeting: 18 May 2015 

Contact Information of Person Preparing Minutes:  Andrea Flanagan 303.413.7372 
Board Members Present: Vicki Scharnhorst, Dan Johnson, Lesley Smith 
Board Members Absent: Ed Clancy, Mark Squillace 
Staff Present:   Jeff Arthur, Director of Public Works for Utilities 
                          Joe Taddeucci, Water Resources Manager 
                          Bob Harberg, Principal Engineer  
                          Douglas Sullivan, Acting Principal Engineer for Water, Wastewater and Stormwater 
                          Russ Sands, Watershed Sustainability & Outreach Supervisor 
                          Kurt Bauer, Engineering Project Manager 
                          Annie Noble, Flood and Greenways Engineering Program Coordinator 
                          Katie Knapp, Engineering Project Manager 
                          Kristin Dean, Utilities Planner 
                          Ken Baird, Utilities Financial Manager 
                          Andrea Flanagan, Board Secretary 
                                                  
Cooperating Agencies Present: 
                          Craig Jacobson, Consultant with ICON Engineering, Inc.  
                          Alan Turner, Senior Project Manager, CH2M HILL  
                          Shea Thomas, Urban Drainage and Flood Control District 
Meeting Type:  Regular  
Agenda Item 1 – Call to Order                                                                                                [7:00 p.m.] 
Agenda Item 2 – Approval of the 27 April 2015 Meeting Minutes                                      [7:01 p.m.]                                                                                                                                                                                                 
Motion to approve minutes from April 27 as presented.  
Vote: Tabled until a quorum is met (Ed Clancy & Mark Squillace absent; Leslie Smith absent at April 27 
meeting.) 
Agenda Item 3 – Public Participation and Comment                                                            [7:02 p.m.] 
Public Comment: None 
Agenda Item 4 –                                                                                                                         [7:04 p.m.] 
                                                                                                                 
Public Hearing and Consideration of a Recommendation to City Council Regarding the Skunk 
Creek, Bluebell Canyon Creek and King’s Gulch Floodplain Mapping Update 
Katie Knapp and Utilities staff presented the item to the board. 
 
Executive Summary from the Packet Materials: 
Agenda Item 4 –                                                                                                                         [7:04 p.m.] 
                                                                                                                 
Public Hearing and Consideration of a Recommendation to City Council Regarding the Skunk 
Creek, Bluebell Canyon Creek and King’s Gulch Floodplain Mapping Update 
Katie Knapp and Utilities staff presented the item to the board. 
 
Executive Summary from the Packet Materials: 
Floodplain mapping provides the basis for flood management by identifying the areas at the highest risk of 
flooding.  This information is essential for determining areas where life safety is threatened and property 
damage is likely and is the basis for floodplain regulations and the National Flood Insurance Program 
(NFIP).  The city’s floodplain maps need to be periodically updated to reflect changes in the floodplain 
resulting from land development, flood mitigation improvements, new topographic mapping information 
and new mapping study technologies.  
 
The Skunk Creek Floodplain Mapping Update includes the King’s Gulch, Skunk and Bluebell Canyon 
Creek floodplains between the city limits to east of Foothills Parkway where Skunk Creek confluences into 
Bear Canyon Creek.  
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Engineering consultants provided hydraulic modeling to update the existing Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) and City of Boulder floodplains, water 
surface elevations, conveyance and high hazard zones.  
 
Engineering consultants provided hydraulic modeling to update the existing Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) and City of Boulder floodplains, water 
surface elevations, conveyance and high hazard zones.  
 
The proposed mapping of the Skunk Creek Floodplain would result in a net: 

• Increase of 38 structures identified in the 100-year floodplain;  
• Decrease of 22 structures identified in the conveyance zone and; 
• Decrease of 19 structures identified in the high hazard zone.  

 
WRAB Discussion Included:  

• Question about ICON report.  Stated there seems that there were a lot of comments about 
inconsistencies in the report. 

• Request for further clarification regarding Anderson report, not quite understood what 
“approximate studies” means in the peer review summary of this report.  

• Question regarding additional hydraulic modeling regarding software for culvert analysis program. 
• Question regarding the difference in the number of structures that were in the floodplain.   
• Question regarding adjustments done by ICON and if there were differences in the information 

after the peer review. 
• Question about grade changes on Mariposa and how they didn’t quite fit with comments about 

how much the flood event actually moved.  
•  Question about whether the peer-reviewed comments made by ICON have been reviewed by 

Anderson in order to help answer questions proposed by community?   
 

Public Comment:  
 
Christina Jurgens 
Concerned that too much of the water from Bluebell Canyon Creek is mapped that it flowed down 
Columbine, rather than where it was actually observed during flood.  Concern that there are errors in 
proposed flood map that misrepresent the risk to her property and possibly other properties.  Regarding 
item 53, which points out in the peer review that flood maps need to follow topography, question of 
syntheses of two kinds of mapping and worried about errors in representation of potential risk. Worried that 
proposed map represents inaccuracies that present risk.  Residents have not heard of any structures that 
were flooded in this particular section. Asks why the proposed floods from Bluebell Canyon Creek to 
Mariposa, from 16th to 17th smaller than the northward flows at 18th and 19th? Seems by looking at it, they 
should be more similar to each other.  Feels this is a mistake.  What method was used to determine the split 
at 20th and Columbine? 
 
Beth Robinson 
Noticed big difference this time in the conveyance zone on her block. Several people are constructing 
drainage pipes from the back conveyance zones to the front of the street from the easement at the back of 
the property.  This will impact at least one property owner on the block, who is not able to rebuild without 
extensive regrading.   
 
Kris Miller 
Home has been in 100-year flood zone since moved in 2006 and has contacted the city multiple times to 
state that they should not be. Was told by city that all studies were approximate at that time and no official 
mapping was done.  Was told in 2012 that a “real study” would be conducted and in April 2013, was 
informed by city that they were going to be taken out of the flood zone with this study, but it is a long 
process.  She and neighbor were not flooded during the 2013 event.  Lives on the corner and the flood 
jumped the banks and flooded south on Mariposa instead and flood didn’t even go near her property.  When 
she called again, she was told that she was still in the floodplain.  Concerned about the study.  The flood 
actually occurred south of her property.  Would like to know what happened and why she is still in the 
flood zone when the flood didn’t affect her property?  
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R. Chris Roark 
Asked whether it was taken into account that there is a bridge at lower McClintock that significantly 
diverted water during the flood event, which washed out and ended up on his property.  Bridge is no longer 
there and is not going to be replaced.  Will this be considered in the flood mapping?  
 
Ali Yager 
Lives at the corner of 20th and Mariposa.  All the water at 15th came down Mariposa and wants to know 
what the city can or should do to deal with the water that jumps onto Mariposa?  Maintenance of Bluebell 
Creek between Mariposa and Columbine, which theoretically is where the water should go.  Question is 
about maintenance of the systems that should be carrying water, which are not working properly.   
 
Motion by: Scharnhorst; Seconded by: Johnson 
Vote: 3:0 (Ed Clancy, Mark Squillace absent)  
Motion Passes as amended 
 
Staff requests Water Resources Advisory Board consideration of this matter and action in the form of the 
following motion: 
 
Based upon concurrence from Anderson regarding ICON’s responses to the peer review, we move to 
recommend that City Council adopt the Skunk Creek, Bluebell Canyon Creek and King’s Gulch 
floodplain mapping update. 
Agenda Item 5 -                                                                                                                              [7:42 p.m.] 
 
Public Hearing and Consideration of a Recommendation to City Council Regarding the South 
Boulder Creek Floodplain Mitigation Plan 
 
Kristin Dean, Kurt Bauer and Utilities staff presented the item to the board. 
 
Executive Summary from the Packet Materials: 
A Recommended Plan for flood mitigation along South Boulder Creek was presented to the public, Water 
Resources Advisory Board (WRAB), Open Space Board of Trustees (OSBT) and City Council at a Study 
Session in 2014.  The Recommended Plan was comprised of three phases: 
 

Phase I:    Regional detention facility at US 36; 
Phase II:   West Valley improvements; and, 
Phase III:  Arapahoe Avenue detention. 

 
In 2014, the WRAB and City Council were generally supportive of the mitigation proposed under Phases II 
and III.  The OSBT also indicated their support for Phases II and III as it was not seen to have effects on 
city open space properties.  However, significant concern was voiced by both boards and by City Council 
regarding potential environmental impacts, including those to Open Space and Mountain Parks (OSMP) 
lands from the proposed US 36 regional stormwater detention facility (Phase I).  As a result, staff was 
directed to evaluate other options, including potential use of a larger portion of the University of 
Colorado’s CU South property to shift impacts away from environmentally sensitive areas.   
 
Since then, six additional options were developed for US 36 detention, all designed to prevent the 
overtopping of US 36 during a 100-year design storm and reduce flooding impacts downstream and each 
with fewer impacts to OSMP than the original proposal.  This memorandum presents the US 36 regional 
detention options, a comparison of potential impacts to OSMP and CU lands and a summary of potential 
next steps.  Staff is recommending that the Phases II and III concepts remain unchanged in the mitigation 
master plan and that Phase I be accomplished using Colorado Department of Transportation (CDOT) Right 
of Way (ROW) and CU Campus South (Option D) for construction of a regional stormwater detention 
facility at US 36.  In this alternative, the berm would be located within the existing CDOT right of way, 
and, with the exception of potential temporary impacts from construction of the berm, OSMP lands would 
only be affected when stormwaters are retained.  Each of the additional options have a greater impact on 
CU’s land than the plan that was presented in 2014.  However, while CU prefers the 2014 plan, they have 
also indicated they are willing to discuss use of their land to facilitate the implementation of Option D for 
regional detention. 
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WRAB Discussion Included:  
• Question about cost estimates of property acquisition and property access rights and if they are 

included in the study?  
• Statement that this seems to be a lot of embankment, which probably makes for significant cost 

relative to storage. 
• Questioned how many acre feet is the storage for the proposed alternative and what are differences 

between the options? 
• Stated that most of the concerns were about open space and possibly may hit a brick wall.  Stated 

that pleased with the many options that came forward and that the resources were protected.  
• Questioned if counts were taken of population of prebble mice in open space? 
• Questioned how option D compares to the flood event in 2013? 
• Commented that pleased with the engagement between CU and the city to discuss this topic.  
• Stated that option D will require working with CU and CDOT.  Asks what next steps are after 

voting on this item.   
• Asked about timeline for CEAP projects? 
• Asked for more information about liability concerns presented by public comment. 
• Questioned level of confidence by staff that option D can be successful in the environmental 

planning process.   
 
Public Comment:  
Pete Palmer 
Retired professor of geology and has lived in Boulder for almost 35 years.  As an earth scientist, he 
recognizes global warming and the associated increase in the frequency of extreme weather events.  As 
global temperatures rise, so does probability of these extreme weather events. Entering El Nino period, 
where warming is a known consequence.  Likelihood of repeat of 2013 flood event is significantly higher 
than the 100-year to 500-year events anticipated in earlier planning. Supports South Boulder Creek Action 
Group and urges that we speed up Highway 36 flood mitigation efforts. 
 
Karl Anuta 
Map is disarming, appears that Cherryvale area is really bad, but what is really bad is Foothills Parkway. 
Represents Frasier Meadows residents and again asks that Board support some kind of flood retention 
system south of US 36.  Option D appears to be really good.  Lives must be considered.  Very concerned 
about the process taking 5 years, which will worry residents for another 5 years.  Urges that we move ahead 
as fast as possible and please ask City Council to do the same.  
 
Dick Leupold 
President of Resident Council for Frasier Meadows Retirement Community.  Supports efforts to add berm 
to south side of US 36 to keep flood waters out of neighborhood.  Wife was pushed through 2 feet of mud 
in her wheelchair during flood event.  If it weren’t for a series of miraculous events that night, there might 
not have been such positive outcome.  People would have drowned in parking garage.  Fortunate that no 
fatalities occurred.  Encourages Board to approve the South Boulder Creek Action Group’s motion to build 
a structure to prevent this from occurring in the future.  Asks residents of Frasier Meadows to stand in 
support of his message (which they did). 
 
Bob Ritzen 
Director of Care at Frasier Meadows.  Series of miraculous events happened that day.  Flooding happened 
in the afternoon and staff stayed to assist.  Evacuated skilled nursing area, which housed memory care 
residents, many of whom have low beds.  Water rose quickly in this area and residents were evacuated very 
quickly.  Staff and others pulled together to move residents to safety, without injuries.  Residents move 
there thinking they are secure.  Recent visitor from disaster relief visited and asked how many residents 
died after the event.  Encourages as much haste as possible from the Board to make a decision for flood 
mitigation.  Does not want to worry about the safety of residents every time it rains. 
 
Peter Baston 
Company runs programs for large insurance companies that insure projects like this.  Spoke with CDOT 
and asked what mitigation upgrades are being proposed for US 36, without which Boulder cannot be a 
resilient city?  Was told that it was going to be left up to the City of Boulder on the South Boulder Creek 
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Project, which means that CDOT has dumped liability on the city.  If anything happens with any flood 
mitigation, the city will be held liable.  Encourages as part of due diligence to understand the liabilities 
involved in what is being accepted and how this effects the city’s resiliency.   
 
Jeff McWhirter 
President of Southeast Boulder Neighborhood Association.  Ironic that his community did not get hit as 
badly as Frasier Meadows.  Lucky in that respect.  South Boulder Creek did not overtop, just many sewage 
back-up issues. Should be noted that this is not even the big 100-year flood.  This was unique because there 
were 36 hours of notice.  Also concerned with long-term impacts.  Supports overall mitigation efforts.  
Continues to bring up questions about west valley improvements.  What is going to happen with the piping 
of dry creek ditch and detention pond?  Under impression that specific details of the plan will be considered 
during this EAP.  Wants to make sure that everyone is on the same plan as we move into the future. 
 
Tim Johnson 
CEO at Frasier meadows.  Can’t speak to how many Prebble (mice)  lives were lost.  Can speak to lives 
that were not lost at Frasier.  Speaks to importance of human life, which he would love for the Board to talk 
about, along with the mice and plant life.  Appreciates the Board listening to this community. Makes an 
emotional plea that any consideration be made be done so on an expedited time frame.  Residents are living 
in fear of a repeat flood.  Residents are concerned with recent rain events.  Staff have been checking around 
the clock and have begun planning for evacuation, should the need arise.  The thought of doing this for the 
next five years is beyond comprehension.   For the sake and safety of Frasier and nearby residents, please 
act with dispatch. 
 
Rick Mahon 
Represents South Boulder Creek Action Group.  Thanks staff for responding to 99% of these issues. States 
that the berm height is a non-issue. Life-safety factor is beyond measurable. CU is interested in alternatives.  
Please speed this along.   
 
Kathie Joyner 
With South Boulder Creek Action Group.  Weather makes everyone very, very nervous.  Everyone is on 
edge and worried that a future rain events are going to overtop US 36.  Needs to know that the city is 
responsible for providing relief.  Encourages Board to recommend to Council that we move forward as 
quickly as possible to ensure safety of all residents in the South Boulder Creek floodplain.  Asks for a show 
of hands from all people in audience who concur with this type of reccomendation.   
 
Steve Karakitsios 
The plan has been studied for so long and asks that a recommendation be made.  “Analysis paralysis” is 
over and need to just move forward with a reccomendation.  Option D looks like the best resolution with 
CU and CDOT.  Encourages Board to expedite as much as possible.   
 
David McGuire 
Impact potential for construction, encourages staff to compare scope and duration of impacts with some of 
the other impacts on Open Space.  Not a very big difference.  No one bought into the area knowing they 
were going to be flooded when homes were bought 30 years ago. Home wasn’t mapped in until 2012.  
Water goes over US 36 and we need to figure out how to stop it as quickly as possible.   
 
Peter Ornstein 
Everyone on street experienced sanitary sewer backups.  System was overcharged, mostly from water that 
was building up because of so much rain.  The new proposal does deal with stormwater overflow 
predictions and does address the floodplain issues, but does not know if it addresses sanitary sewer system 
back-up issues that residents actually experienced.  All systems were overcharged. Recommends that we 
move forward and take a hard look at sanitary system. 
 
Bob Matthias 
Echoes all comments from tonight.  Based on meeting attended four years ago, he understood that the 
reason for flooding is due to the overtopping of US 36, which is caused by the fact that the cross section of 
the bridge is too small to retain flood waters.  In the process of rebuilding US 36, why was the cross section 
of that bridge not increased?  If they had done this, a lot of the damages could have been avoided during 
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this event.   
 
Kathleen Motylenski 
Speaks on behalf of South Boulder Creek Action Group.  Videos and photos are available to show the level 
of damages.  On September 13th, it went from a lot of rain to about 4 feet of water in 20 minutes.  Flood 
sirens couldn’t even be heard.  Absolutely miraculous that no lives were lost.  We can’t let this happen 
twice.  Appreciates all the studies and alternatives, but timing is critical.  This can happen again in the 
coming months.  Residents are scared.  Encourages Board to forge ahead as soon as possible.   
 
Terri Walters 
Thanks Board and staff for working really hard with all the competing issues.  This situation is terrifying.  
Lives with family in a home that is dead in the way of the flood path. Lost everything in 2013.  River of 
rock went through home and ruined antique furniture.  This was a 50-year event.  Could only afford to 
rebuild a structure about half the size.  Please hurry.   
 
Motion by: Smith; Seconded by: Scharnhorst 
Vote: 3:0 (Ed Clancy, Mark Squillace absent)  
Motion Passes as presented 
 
Staff requests Water Resources Advisory Board consideration of this matter and recommends action in the 
form of the following motion: 
 
Motion to recommend that City Council accept the South Boulder Creek Major Drainageway Flood 
Mitigation Plan including Option D (single berm using Colorado Department of Transportation 
(CDOT) Right of Way) for ‘Regional Detention at US 36’ along with the Downstream Improvements 
as the recommended comprehensive alternative to mitigate flood risks associated with South Boulder 
Creek.   
Agenda Item 6 –                                                                                                                              [9:00 p.m.] 
 
Information Item – Preliminary Capital Improvements Program 
Ken Baird, Joe Taddeucci, Douglas Sullivan and other Utilities staff presented the information item 
to the board. 
 
As part of the city’s annual budget process, Utilities develops a six-year planning budget, this year for the 
time period of 2016 through 2021. The Water Resources Advisory Board (WRAB) role in this process is 
defined in the Boulder Revised Code: “. . . to review all environmental assessments and capital 
improvements conducted or proposed by the utilities division.” Utilities staff has formulated initial revenue 
and expenditure projections for each of the three utility funds through the year 2021. Within the budget 
process, City Council approves and appropriates funds only for the first year, 2016. 
 
WRAB will be asked to make a recommendation to City Council regarding the 2016-2021 CIP at its June 
meeting. The Planning Board will review the complete city CIP, including utilities, in 
July. City Council will discuss the CIP in August at a study session, and the overall budget is scheduled to 
be adopted by City Council in October. 
 
WRAB Discussion Included:  

• Requested that presentation slides be sent to Board for further review.   
• Asked about areas that are underserved and if there is a way to add a storm drainage system there, 

which would require ripping up streets? 
• Asked if feedback was provided from open houses regarding rate study increases?  
• Asked about potential to save revenue based on the fact that we pay $300 an acre foot whether it is 

used or not? 
• Asked for clarification on outcome goal of the rate study and whether or not it would be revenue 

neutral, positive, or negative? 
• Asked if there would be some benefit to having a revenue generating rate structure change? 
• Requested additional information about financial reserves and how it is programmed.   
• Asked if staff have received an increased volume of calls by residents since the rate increase 
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proposal? 
Agenda Item  8 – Matters from the Board:                                                                            [9:54 p.m.]                                                                  
Board Member Smith brought up the below matter(s): 

• Acknowledges that residents are traumatized by the 2013 flood event.   
• Asks if there is anything further the city can do to reduce the level of anxiety that residents feel 

with future weather events? 
Board Member Scharnhorst brought up the below matter(s): 

• Asked if there are any plans for the next few days’ impending storms.   
Board Member Johnson brought up the below matter(s): 

• Asked what we are doing as of result of the 2013 flood event?  Concerned with rising creeks 
during recent rain events.   

• Requested confirmation about length of interceptor pipe.   
Agenda Item 8 – Matters from Staff:                                                                                    [10:00 p.m.]  

• Boulder Civic Area Update 
• Boulder Creek Mitigation Plan 
• GAC (Greenways) CIP  
• Bob Harberg presented a history book to the Board about Boulder’s Wastewater, written by Silvia 

Pettem.   
Agenda Item 9 – Future Schedule                                                                                         [10:15 p.m.]  

• Recommendation on 2016 Capital Improvements Program (CIP) 
• Recommendation on  Rate Study Guiding Principles 

Adjournment                                                                                                                            [10:16 p.m.]    
There being no further business to come before the Board at this time, by motion regularly adopted, the 
meeting was adjourned at 10:16 p.m. 
Motion to adjourn by: Smith; Seconded by: Johnson 
Motion Passes 3:0 (Ed Clancy & Mark Squillace absent) 
Date, Time, and Location of Next Meeting: 
The next WRAB meeting will be Monday, 22 June 2015 at 7:00 p.m., at the City's Municipal Services 
Center, 5050 Pearl St., Boulder, CO 80301 

 
APPROVED BY:      ATTESTED BY: 
_______________________________   __________________________________ 
Board Chair      Board Secretary 
_____________________________                 ___________________________________ 
Date         Date 
 
An audio recording of the full meeting for which these minutes are a summary, is available on the Water 
Resources Advisory Board web page.  
https://bouldercolorado.gov/boards-commissions/water-resources-advisory-board-next-meeting-agenda-and-packet 
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