AGENDA
REGULAR TOWN BOARD MEETING
MORRISON TOWN HALL
110 STONE STREET
TUESDAY, JUNE 7, 2022
6:00 P.M
1. CALL TO ORDER
2. ROLL CALL
3. AMENDMENTS TO THE AGENDA
4. PUBLIC TO ADDRESS THE BOARD
5. PRESENTATIONS AND HEARINGS
6. GENERAL BUSINESS
a. Ordinance NO. 513- Historical Structure Ordinance
b. Department of the Army Letter Draft Response - Regarding Bear Creek Reallocation Project
c. Mural Project Proposal
d. Board Retreat Date
7. DEPARTMENTAL REPORTS
a. Parking
b. Museum
c. Public Works
d. Town Manager
e. Town Attorney
8. CONSENT AGENDA
a. Minutes- May 11, 2022 and May 17, 2022
b. Vouchers
c. Payroll
9. BOARD COMMENTS
10. EXECUTIVE SESSION - For a conference under Charter Section 3.4 and Section 24-6-402(4)(b)
and (e), C.R.S. with the Town Attorney, Town Manager, and appropriate staff to receive legal
advice and instruct negotiators concerning the intergovernmental agreement with Denver for water
treatment plant and potential annexation.
11. ADJOURNMENT

Reasonable accommodation will be provided upon requests for persons with disabilities. If you require any special
accommodation in order to attend a Town Board of Trustees meeting, please call the Town Clerk at 303-697-8749. Next Board
of Trustees meeting, Tuesday June 21, 2022, at 6:00 P.M.

TOWN OF MORRISON
BOARD OF TRUSTEE REGULAR MEETING
JUNE 7, 2022
BOARD ACTION FORM
SUBJECT: Ordinance 513- Historical Structure Ordinance
PROCEDURE: Adoption of Ordinance NO. 513
TOWN ATTORNEY REVIEW:

[ X] Yes

[_] No

TOWN MANAGER:

[ X] Yes

[_] No

MOTION: Motion to adopt Ordinance No. 513 AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ARTICLE N,
CHAPTER 1, TITLE 10 OF THE MORRISON MUNICIPAL CODE TO PROVIDE FOR THE
DEIGNATION OF HISTORICALLY SIGNIFICANT STRUCTURES

TOWN OF MORRISON, COLORADO
BOARD OF TRUSTEES
ORDINANCE NO. 513
AN ORDINANCE AMDENDING ARTICLE N, CHAPTER 1, TITLE 10 OF THE
MORRISON MUNICIPAL CODE TO PROVIDE FOR THE DESIGNATION OF
HISTORICALLY SIGNIFICANT STRUCTURES
WHEREAS, the Town of Morrison is a Colorado home rule municipality operating under
a Charter approved by the electorate pursuant to Article XX of the Colorado Constitution and
governed by its elected Board of Trustees; and
WHEREAS, the Board of Trustees has authority pursuant to the Home Rule Charter and
C.R.S. §31-16-101, et seq. to adopt and enforce all ordinances; and
WHEREAS, in the exercise of this authority, the Board has previously adopted Article N,
Chapter 1, Title 10 of the Morrison Municipal Code, entitled Old Town Historic Overlay District
WHEREAS, the Board wishes to provide for the designation of historically significant
structures within the District.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the Board of Trustees of the Town of
Morrison, Colorado, that:
Section 1: Section 10-1N-1 of the Code is amended to read:
PURPOSE: the purpose of the district is to protect the uniqueness of Morrison and focus on
preserving the downtown, retaining existing character and blending new development while
avoiding the DEMOLITION of existing historic structures. The use of design standards to
support the district will maintain the historical integrity, enhance the quality of design and
preserve the human-scale development of downtown Morrison. THE MORRISON PLANNING
COMMISSION AND THE TOWN MANAGER ARE HEREBY INDIVIDUALLY
DESIGNATED AS THE TOWN’S HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION FOR THE
PURPOSE OF DESIGNATING STRUCTURES, BUILDINGS OR SITES AS HAVING
SPECIAL HISTORICAL OR ARCHITECTURAL SIGNIFICANCE.
Section 2: Section 10-1N-2 of the Code (Definitions) is amended by the revision of the
following definitions:
HISTORIC STRUCTURE, BUILDING OR SITE: Any structure, BUILDING OR SITE that
is:
A. Listed individually in the National Register of Historic Places (a listing maintained by
the Department of Interior) or preliminarily determined by the Secretary of the
Interior as meeting the requirements for individual listing on the National Register;

B. Certified or preliminarily determined by the Secretary of the Interior as contributing
to the historical significance of a registered historic district or a district preliminarily
determined by the Secretary to qualify as a registered historic district;
C. Individually listed on the Colorado State Inventory of Historic Places under the
Colorado Historic Preservation Program which has been approved by the Secretary of
Interior; or
D. Individually listed on a local inventory of historic places in communities with historic
preservation programs under the Colorado Historic Preservation Program which has
been approved by the Secretary of Interior.
DESIGNATED BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION ACTING AS THE TOWN
HISTORICAL PRESERVATION COMMISSION AS HAVING SPECIAL
HISTORICAL OR ARCHITECURAL SIGNIFICANCE
HISTORICALLY SIGNIFICANT BUILDING: Any building that meets the definition of
historic structure in this section; or if a building does not meet the definition of historic
structure, but is more than fifty (50) years old, any building determined to be historically
significant by the Town MANAGER, OR THE PLANNING COMMISSION ACTING AS
THE TOWN HISTORICAL PRESERVATION COMMISSION
Section 3. Corrections. All references within Article N, Chapter 1, Title 10 of the
Code to “Town Administrator” are hereby amended to read “Town Manager.”
Section 4. Severability. If any article, section, paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase of
this ordinance, or the standards adopted herein is held to be unconstitutional or invalid for any
reason, such decision will not affect the validity or constitutionality of the remaining portions of
this ordinance. The Board of Trustees hereby declares that it would have passed this ordinance
and each part hereof irrespective of the fact that any one part or parts are declared
unconstitutional or invalid.
Section 3.
Effective Date. This ordinance shall take effect fifteen (15) days after
adoption and publication as provided by Section 3.14 of the Home Rule Charter.
INTRODUCED, READ, PASSED AND ADOPTED this ____ day of _________, 2022, by a vote
of
ayes and
nays.
TOWN OF MORRISON:

Chris Wolfe, Mayor
ATTEST:

Ariana Neverdahl, Town Clerk

TOWN OF MORRISON
BOARD OF TRUSTEES, REGULAR MEETING
JUNE 7, 2022
BOARD ACTION FORM
SUBJECT: Approval of Letter to the Department of the Army
PROCEDURE: Approve Scoping Comments to the Department of the Army
RECOMMENDATION: Approve Letter to the Department of the Army
TOWN ATTORNEY REVIEW: [ ] YES [ X ] NO
TOWN MANAGER REVIEW: [ X ] YES [ ] NO
MOTION:
Motion to approve the drafted scoping comments letter to the Department of the Army without changes
regarding the Bear Creek Reallocation Project.
Motion to approve the drafted scoping comments to the Department of the Army with ______ changes
regarding the Bear Creek Reallocation Project.

June _____, 2022
Town of Morrison
321 Highway 8
Morrison, CO 80465

DRAFT

DRAFT

DRAFT

Re: Request for Scoping Comments, Bear Creek Study
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Omaha District
ATTN: CENWO-PMA-C (Bear Creek Study)
1616 Capitol Avenue
Omaha, NE 68102
The Town of Morrison is west of and adjacent to the Bear Creek Lake Park (BCLP). Many
Morrison residents use the Park regularly, and Park visitors patronize the TownÕs shops and
restaurants, thereby contributing to the TownÕs economic vitality. Morrison participated in the
October 14, 2021 Scoping Meeting as a Stakeholder Agency. Additionally, numerous
concerned residents participated in the Public Scoping Meeting conducted by the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers (USACE) that evening.
On April 19, 2022, the Morrison Board of Trustees unanimously approved Resolution No.
2022-04, A Resolution of the Town of Morrison, Colorado, stating opposition to a signiÞcant
reallocation of the Bear Creek Reservoir and requesting alternative water storage solutions that
allow for preservation of the Bear Creek Lake Park.

Section 1: Request for an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
While a notice of intent (NOI) to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) has
not yet been published, the signs posted in the Park by the USACE are titled, ÒBear Creek Lake
Reallocation Feasibility Study and Environmental Impact Statement,Ó leading the public to
believe that an EIS will be conducted. The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requires
proposals for Òmajor Federal actions signiÞcantly aûecting the quality of the human
environmentÓ to include an IES. 42 U.S.C. ¤ 4332(C).
The Town of Morrison asserts that potential reallocation levels ranging from Elevation 5575.6
PD (~2,500 acre feet) to Elevation 5622.7 PD (~20,000 acre feet) would have a ÒsigniÞcant
impactÓ on the human environment. Therefore, the Town requests an EIS to be conducted as
part of the Reallocation Study.
Executive Order 13807, which took eûect on September 14, 2020, reserved/removed 40 C.F.R.
¤1508.27 from the Code of Federal Regulations. 40 C.F.R. ¤1508.27 provided many factors for
consideration in conducting an environmental review. Removing that Section from the Code
gave agencies increased leeway to decide not to conduct an an EIS. Policy directives of the
Biden administration indicate that ongoing updates to NEPA will likely reset these standards.
Reimplementation of 40 C.F.R. ¤1508.27 would provide ample factors for determining
ÒsigniÞcant impactÓ to compel an EIS as part of the Bear Creek Reservoir Reallocation Study.
Consideration would be required of (1) the projectÕs context and (2) the projectÕs intensity and
severity. Adequate examination of a projectÕs context considers short and long term eûects
and must include consideration of a projectÕs place in Òsociety as a whole (human, national),
the aûected region, the aûected interests, and the locality.Ó Id. ¤1508.27(a). To assess project
intensity, the USACE must consider (1) beneÞcial and adverse impacts; (2) public health and
safety; (3) unique characteristics of the geographic area; (4) degree of controversy from eûects
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on quality of human environment; (5) possible highly uncertain, unique or unknown risks; (6)
precedent set for the future; (7) relation to cumulatively signiÞcant impacts; (8) National
Register of Historic Places and (9) endangered or threatened species or protected critical
habitat; and (10) possible violations of federal, state, or local environmental laws. Id.
¤1508.27(b).
An EIS was required for the ChatÞeld Reallocation Study, and the environmental and
recreational impacts of a signiÞcant reallocation of Bear Creek Lake are arguably more severe
than those at ChatÞeld Reservoir. An expectation of a similarly rigorous environmental review
is reasonable for the Bear Creek Reallocation Study.
Even under Executive Order 13807, which decreased the number of factors for determining
ÒsigniÞcant impactÓ, consideration must be given to short and long term eûects, eûects on
public health and safety, beneÞcial and adverse eûects, and eûects which would violate
environmental laws.
Under either regulatory framework, a determination of ÒsigniÞcant impactÓ should be
made, triggering an EIS. Anticipated impacts of a 20,000 acre feet reallocation are listed
below, but given the relatively ßat topography of the site, impacts of much lower levels
would also be highly impactful.
1. Recreational impacts as assessed by Lakewood staû: Likely result in change to character of
park recreation from land-based to water-based. Trail changes will impact multiple special
events, likely causing permanent cancellation of several. Unpredictable water levels may
severely impact future recreation. Could signiÞcantly impact environmental education
programming, and overall recreational use as many participants and users visit the park
speciÞcally for the shaded riparian habitat (walkers, cyclists, runners, bird/wildlife viewing).
Bear Creek Lake Park Recreational Impacts; 10/14/21; City of Lakewood; https://
www.lakewood.org/Þles/assets/public/community-resources/parks/bclp/bear-creekreservoir-expansion-impacts.pdf
2. A 20,000 ac-ft expansion would impact ~70% of BCLP trails and ~75% of the riparian
areas. It was noted by Lakewood staû, during the 2nd Planning Iteration Meeting (notes
attached), that there is probably not enough space within the Park to relocate existing
recreational resources (boat ramps, parking areas, equestrian areas, etc.).
3. The 20,600 ac-ft reallocation approved at ChatÞeld authorized a ~39% increase in the
surface area of ChatÞeld Reservoir: an 11% inundation on a 5,300 acre site. By
comparison, a 20,000 ac-ft expansion of Bear Creek Lake would increase the surface area
of the Reservoir by ~450%, inundating nearly 1/3 of the 1800 acres of parkland west of the
dam. The scope and severity of these impacts within BCLP are much more signiÞcant than
corresponding impacts in ChatÞeld State Park.
4. Impacted Stream Length of Bear Creek (USACE Scoping Meeting Presentation 10/14/21)
" ~5,813 ft (20,000 ac-ft increase)
" ~3,886 ft (10,000 ac-ft increase)
Impacted Stream Length of Turkey Creek
" ~3,900 ft (20,000 ac-ft increase)
" ~3,095 ft (10,000 ac-ft increase)
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5. The combined stream lengths of Bear and Turkey Creek impacted by a 20,000 ac-ft
reallocation is approximately 1.8 miles. A 10,000 ac-ft reallocation would inundate
approximately 1.3 miles of stream. ÒRiparian habitat supports a higher diversity of wildlife
year-round than any other habitat in the Front Range and these riparian habitats also
provide corridors that link habitat patches and wildlife populations allowing movement
through urban matrix.Ó (Environmental Assessment for the Bear Creek Dam and Lake
Project Master Plan; 4.10.1; September, 2012)
6. Impacted Wetlands (USACE Scoping Meeting Presentation 10/14/21)
" ~72.29 acres in a 20,000 ac-ft increase
" ~50.59 acres in a 10,000 ac-ft increase
7. SigniÞcant Pool Elevation Fluctuation would likely have negative impacts including:
" Mud ßats,
" Loss of vegetation and wildlife habitat,
" Noxious weed spread,
" Wind erosion and deposition,
" Decreased accessibility to land and water-based recreation, and
" Decreased aesthetics.
8. Social Well-Being: A signiÞcant reallocation of the Bear Creek Reservoir would negatively
impact the mental and physical health of regular park users, as well as future generations of
BCLP users. A widely circulated study published in the online science journal PLOS One in
March of 2022 underscores how essential nature is for mental and physical well-being.
(https://journals.plos.org/plosone/article?id=10.1371/journal.pone.0261056) For urban and
suburban populations, parks like Bear Creek Lake Park are a primary source for
experiencing nature. The University of Vermont study integrated research from the Gund
Institute for Environment, the Spatial Analysis Lab, and the MassMutual Center of
Excellence for Complex Systems and Data Science to measure the mood-boosting beneÞts
of urban nature. A strong happiness beneÞt from time spent in nature was recorded by
positive mood spikes among park visitors. The study gathered a massive amount of data
from social media to quantify this mood-boosting beneÞt. Not surprisingly, larger parks
oûer a greater beneÞt than smaller parks. ÒThe ability to immerse yourself in a larger,
greener natural area had a greater eûect than smaller paved city parks,Ó says UVM
professor and researcher, Chris Danforth.

Section 2- Request for Scope of EIS
Authorizations

" The Corps should discuss:
" How the reallocated storage capacity will be Þlled and managed, particularly relative to
analysis of dependable yield potential,

" Eûects on operational changes to other reservoirs in the south Platte Watershed, and
" Eûects of water level ßuctuations on resources including aquatic resources, Þsheries,
wildlife habitat, vegetation, water quality and recreation.

Alternatives Analysis

" The Corps should consider:
" More extensive conservation measures including restrictions on watering and incentives
for municipal and residential water-saving measures,
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" Oûsite water storage alternatives such as oû-channel sand and gravel pits along the

South Platte, closer to the primary municipal partners interested in acquiring storage
rights in Bear Creek Lake, and through which substantial water storage capacity is
created every year;
" Whether the Municipal Partners interested in Bear Creek Lake storage have waterconservation policy measures in place;
" On-site alternatives such as (1) excavating the reservoir to remove accumulated
sediment and deepen the reservoir, and (2) excavating forebays upstream of the
reservoir to increase storage capacity within a smaller footprint than current inundation
maps depict; and
" The feasibility of constructing a secondary pool south of the current reservoir, along the
south embankment, to minimize the impact of additional storage in the riparian
corridors. Note that disruption of grasslands south of the current pool would
signiÞcantly impact wildlife habitat; however, it may be less impactful than disruption of
riparian areas.
Dam Safety / Flood Control

" Please disclose clearly, in plain English, how the project would aûect dam safety and ßood

control, especially considering the potential for more frequent extreme weather events
caused by climate change, and
" Please describe project modiÞcations and infrastructure that may be employed to mitigate
increased ßood risk of reallocation, especially if the Study recommends trading ßood risk
management beneÞts for water storage beneÞts.
Mitigation

" The Corps should:
" Consider that, given the topography of the proposed inundation zones and limited

space within the Park, on-site mitigation for a large reallocation would be extremely
limited;
" Recognize that relocating trails and picnic areas within the Park would likely involve
replacing shaded trails and picnic areas, currently in the riparian areas along Bear and
Turkey Creek, with trails in grasslands adjacent to the roads and highways on the ParkÕs
periphery. Many Park users speciÞcally seek the forested, creekside areas of the Park,
which could not be comparably mitigated on-site.
" Consider how (and if) mitigation could be accomplished to compensate for the
Ecosystem Services provided by the riparian corridors and wetlands that would be
impacted, which comprise only 2% of ColoradoÕs land area but provide critical services,
which have economic value, including but not limited to:
" Filtering water and trapping pollutants,
" Absorbing CO2,
" Buûering hydrologic extremes during ßoods and droughts,
" Providing habitat for wildlife, and
" Supporting local biodiversity by supporting the health of adjacent ecosystems.

Pool Elevation Fluctuation

" The Corps should address the ßuctuation impacts of mud ßats, noxious weed spread, wind

erosion and deposition, decreased accessibility to land and water-based recreation,
decreased aesthetics; and
" The Corps should provide maps depicting areas within potential ßuctuation zones, showing
the speciÞc topography that would be be impacted by ßuctuation for each pool volume that
remains under consideration, and

4

" Storage yield analyses should be disclosed to the public, particularly as low dependable
yield increases the extent and impact of ßuctuating pool levels.

Water Quality

" The Town of Morrison relies on the Bear Creek Watershed Association (BCWA) for Water
Quality guidance regarding Bear Creek Reservoir.

" BCWA noted that Òat maximum elevation, the reservoir probably would no longer meet the

Aquatic Life Cold 1 Standards and classiÞcation because there would be signiÞcantly more
shallow water area in the reservoir.Ó
" Consider how the water quality of a signiÞcantly larger pool, with more shallow areas and
potentially warmer temperatures, would impact the green-belt downstream and into the
South Platte.
" Consider how managing a larger pool to reduce ßuctuation during periods of minimal inßow
will impact water quality in the Bear Creek Lake and potentially reduce ßows and water
quality through the greenbelt and riparian corridor downstream.
" An EIS should consider how signiÞcant loss of beaver habitat in the project area would
impact water quality, as beaver dams and adjacent wetlands Þlter and store water.
Aquatic Life and Fisheries

" The Corps should identify aquatic impacts above and below the reservoir, including impacts
to amphibian species whose life cycles rely on aquatic environments; and

" The Corps should address impacts to reservoir Þsh populations.
Riparian Habitat, Ecosystem, Wetlands

" The Corps should include analysis identifying a number of species for consideration,

including special status plants and animals, migratory birds, water birds, sport Þsh, and nonsport Þsh.

" The Corps should address:
" The loss of habitat as a result of the increased water levels,
" The negative eûects that ßuctuating water levels could have on breeding and spawning,
bird migration; and

" The eûects of inundation around, upstream, and downstream from the reservoir.
Vegetation

" The Corps should address:
" Impacts on riparian habitats around, upstream and downstream from the reservoir,
" Impacts on threatened/endangered T/E species and species of concern such as the
butterßy plant and Ute ladiesÕ-tresses, and

" The need for a noxious weed control plan because pool elevation ßuctuations would
likely aid the spread of noxious weeds, especially tamarisk.

Wildlife

" The Corps should address:
" Impacts to the riparian habitat, important to migratory birds and songbirds; and,
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" Threatened/endangered species and state species of concern, including the bald eagle,

western burrowing owl, short-eared owl, northern leopard frog, lined snake, black-tailed
prairie dog and others as appropriate; and
" The USFWS IPaC Report, cited in the Oct. 14, 2022 USACE Public Scoping
Presentation, page 22, which noted, ÒSix known T/E species may be in the directly
aûected area.Ó
Environmental Justice

" The Corps should consider the social well-being beneÞts that BCLP provides to surrounding
communities in its current conÞguration. The BCLP provides local, aûordable access to the
natural environment and educational programming for people across the Denver Metro
Region.

Social Well-Being

" At the October 14 Public Scoping Meeting, Greg Johnson, USACE Plan Formulation Section

Chief said, ÒThere is some special emphasis on social aûects and social well-being
considerations in the decision-making process that came out of the Assistant Secretary of
the Army within the last calendar year, so it is being elevated to a higher level of
consideration in the decision-making process versus just pure economics anymore....ItÕs one
of the reasons we are trying to keep the Lakewood community engaged in the process,
because youÕll know better than we will in terms of how those eûects translate into your own
back yard.Ó (96 minute mark of recorded meeting)
" The Corps should consider the number of people who visit the Park, including those who
enter from numerous access points surrounding the Park and are not part of the oûcial
count. Visitation data from 2020, largely based on vehicle entries at one location, estimated
over 650,000 visits to the Park that year. Annual visitation rates are likely over 800,000.
" The Corps should note that those who patronize the ParkÕs water-based recreational
opportunities are more likely to drive in, as they are hauling boats, kayaks, beach picnics and
the like. However, those who access the Park on foot or bicycle are not adequately counted
in the currently available data, and these Park users favor the central region of the Park
which would be inundated in an expansion of the Reservoir.
Recreation

" The Corps should consider:
" How there may not be enough space within the Park to relocate many of the trails and
facilities that would be impacted, and

" How the recreational and social well-being beneÞts provided by shaded, forested trails

along a running creek; amidst abundant wildlife; immersed in the sounds of moving
water, songbirds, and rustling leaves cannot be adequately mitigated on-site; and
" How relocating trails and facilities from forested riparian areas to the periphery of an
expanded pool, closer to the traûc and noise of surrounding highways, will impact the
quality of the recreational experience; and
" How ßuctuating water levels could aûect access to boating, Þshing, swimming, bird
watching, wildlife viewing and handicapped access; and
" How, compared to other nearby parks in steeper, more rugged terrain, the relatively ßat
terrain and variety of trail surfaces at BCLP allows a broad base of users to enjoy the
outdoors (young-old, beginner-expert, more-less mobile).
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Population Projections and the Water Storage Gap
The Colorado Water PlanÕs statewide storage goal of 400,000 ac-ft, reßects predictions of
ColoradoÕs population doubling between 2008 and 2050 (from 5.1 million to somewhere
between 8.6 and 10.5 million). That was according to a study commissioned by the Colorado
Water Conservation Board in 2010, but that trajectory has fallen far short of predictions (https://
dnrweblink.state.co.us/cwcb/0/doc/144800/Electronic.aspx?searchid=c1469548-e589-49dfa54f-6b03612a38e3).
The State Demography Oûce found the number of people moving into Colorado has been
declining since 2015, putting the stateÕs population around 5.8 million now. The DMOÕs
updated projections, prepared in October 2021, estimate ColoradoÕs population will reach 7.56
million in 2050 (https://demography.dola.colorado.gov). ThatÕs 2.5 million fewer people than
projected when the 400,000 ac-ft storage goal was set. Current models predict a roughly 50%
increase from 2008-2050, not the 100% increase that, in part, led to the Bear Creek
Reallocation Study.
Published notes from the 2nd Planning Iteration Meeting indicate that the Bear Creek Study will
not include further development of water supply alternatives that do not involve Bear Creek
Dam or Reservoir, but that these alternatives will be compared to storage reallocation at Bear
Creek Reservoir. Consideration should also be given to how the potential beneÞts and impacts
of a reallocation at Bear Creek Reservoir Þt within the priorities and urgencies of ColoradoÕs
water storage gap.
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Bear Creek Reservoir Reallocation GI Study
2nd Planning Iteration Meeting
31 August 2021 (Conducted Virtually)

Tuesday, 31 August (All times MDT)
8:00 Ð 8:15

Introductions

8:15 Ð 9:30

Review Study to Date
¥ Background
¥ Progress to Date
¥ Problems & Opportunities
¥ Without Project Condition
¥ Objectives & Constraints
¥ Key Questions
¥ Key Uncertainties
¥ Decision Criteria

9:30 Ð 9:45

Break

9:30 Ð 10:30

Review Alternative Measures Initial Screening

10:30 Ð 11:30

Further Develop Alternative Measures

11:30 Ð 12:30

Lunch Break

12:30 Ð 1:30

Further Develop Alternative Measures (continued)

1:30 Ð 2:00

Review & Identify Key Questions & Uncertainties (specific to alternative
measures)
¥ What, if anything, is preventing us from recommending this
alternative?
¥ What are the unique questions we have or should ask about this
alternative?
¥ What gaps to we need to address to get to a Tentatively Selected
Plan?

2:00 Ð 2:15

Break

2:15 Ð 3:30

Review & Identify Key Questions & Uncertainties (specific to alternative
measures) (continued)

3:30 Ð 4:00

Wrap-up and Discuss Next Steps
¥ Develop Alternative Plans (initial array of alternatives)
¥ Evaluate Alternative Plans
¥ Compare & Select a Recommended Plan

Participants:
NWO
Chris Fassero Ð Lead Planner/Project
Manager
Rachel Schulz Ð Hydraulic Engineer
Katie Seefus Ð Hydraulic Engineer
Roger Kay Ð Hydraulics Branch Chief

Ben Letak Ð Dam Safety Engineer
John Shelman Ð Environmental Specialist
Sandy Barnum Ð Cultural Resources
Specialist
Brad Thompson Ð Planning Branch Chief
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Greg Johnson Ð Plan Formulation Section
Chief
Joe Maxwell Ð Tri-Lakes Operations Project
Manager

Andrew Rickert Ð Program Manager
Lauren Ris Ð Deputy Director
Colorado Department of Water Resources
Tim Buckley Ð Water Commissioner

CWCB
Erik Skeie Ð Project Manager

Lakewood Parks Department
Drew Sprafke Ð Bear Creek Park Supervisor
Jim Haselgren Ð Park Manager
Bear Creek Watershed Association
Russell Clayshulte - Manager
Brown & Caldwell
Meg Frantz Ð Water Resources Engineer

Notes:
Summary of Measures Screening Discussion:
1) Retained for further consideration Ð No action.
2) Retained for further consideration Ð Reallocation of various amounts of Bear Creek
Reservoir storage from the flood control and/or flood surcharge zones to the conservation
zone.
¥

Reallocation from the flood control zone would result in loss of flood control storage.
Reallocation from the flood surcharge zone would potentially impact flood risk and/or
dam safety risk. Reallocation from either zone would require consideration of impacts
on flood risk and dam safety risk.

¥

Would require significant confidence in hydrology.

¥

May require significant recreational and operational modifications.

¥

If the reallocated pool level exceeds the elevation of the outlet works intake door, the
intake structure will require modification. Maximum pool level without requiring intake
structure modification is 5563 Project Datum (PD).

¥

May require raising the upstream toe of the dam so that the access road around Mount
Carbon can still be used. Would probably require raising the upstream riprap up to the
top of the reallocated pool anyway.

¥

Chatfield designated a joint use storage allocation for M&I storage, but during wet years,
USACE can release from this allocation to mitigate flood risk. For the Chatfield risk
assessment, the joint use storage was assumed to be full Ð conservative assumption.
May consider a similar approach for Bear Creek.

3) Retained for further consideration Ð Reallocation of all or part of the multipurpose zone for
all beneficial uses, including water supply.
¥

Would not result in loss of flood control storage.
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¥

The State already administers the water rights in the reservoir below elevation 5559 (1
foot into flood control zone).

4) Retained for further consideration Ð Structural modifications to Bear Creek Dam (e.g. dam
raise and spillway raise) to increase reservoir storage.
¥

Would be expensive.

¥

Would change the damÕs breach risk.

¥

The maximum dam raise without exceeding the elevation of the left dam abutment and
having significant impacts on the golf course is approximately 5-8 feet. The maximum
dam raise without requiring construction of training dikes is approximately 6 feet. The
maximum dam raise that could be tied off without requiring raising the left dam abutment
is approximately 16 feet. The maximum dam raise that would be possible with a crest
wall versus significant modifications to the embankment is approximately 20 feet.

5) Retained for further consideration Ð Structural modifications to Bear Creek Dam (e.g. lower
spillway, widen spillway, raise spillway with fuse plug) to increase dam freeboard.
¥

Would be expensive. The spillway is in bedrock, so lowering or widening it would require
rock excavation.

¥

Would change the damÕs non-breach risk.

¥

Lowering and/or widening the spillway would likely increase the population at risk, but
analysis would be required to determine whether this would increase life loss risk. (It
would increase non-breach risk, but the analysis would be required to determine whether
the risk is acceptable.) A fuse plug would decrease the frequency of spillway flow but
could increase the volume of flow (more flow more rapidly; hydrograph may show flood
onset delayed but peak of flooding reached more quickly). Difficult to know if increased
warning time would be offset by increased flow.

6) Retained for further consideration Ð Structural modifications to Bear Creek Dam (e.g. modify
outlet works) to increase discharge capacity.
¥

Without modifying the outlet works conduit or adding an additional conduit, it would be
difficult to increase discharge capacity significantly. Modifications to the conduit or
adding a conduit would require major dam construction (i.e. completely breaching the
dam), which would be very expensive.

¥

Potentially construct a morning glory flood tunnel through one of the gates; keep one set
of gates to control low-level releases/water rights releases. Similar to Lake
McConaughy/Kingsley Dam outlet works. Note that, at some point, the conduit capacity
will control the discharge capacity, so the discharge capacity to be gained with a morning
glory flood tunnel may be limited.

7) Retained for further consideration Ð Modify the Bear Creek Reservoir Water Control Plan
and the Tri-Lakes System Regulation Plan (e.g. release more water from Bear Creek
Reservoir sooner as part of existing stair-step release rule curve) to increase freeboard at
Bear Creek Dam. This may include the need to increase the maximum flow target at the
Denver gage. There may also be other ways to refine the Water Control Plan in such a way
that storage in Bear Creek Reservoir could be reallocated to other beneficial uses.
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¥

This would require consideration of channel capacity limitations (e.g. Lakewood, sewer
line crossing) and could be challenging due to the significant development and
recreation between Bear Creek Dam and Denver.

¥

The current maximum flow target is 5000 cfs at the Denver gage as long as Cherry
Creek Reservoir is below elevation 5590 feet Project Datum. The Bear Creek Dam
physical maximum release is larger than the existing rule curve; however, uncontrolled
runoff downstream of Bear Creek Dam could limit the ability to release more. Would
need to consider whether reallocation at Bear Creek Dam would negatively impact
Chatfield or Cherry Creek Dams.

8) Eliminated from further consideration Ð Excavate Bear Creek Reservoir (remove
accumulated sediment or deepen reservoir) to increase in-pool storage.
¥

This would probably be prohibitively expensive, and haul and disposal cost is a large
part of the cost.
Example:
1 ac-ft = 43,560 ft3 = 1,613 yd3
1,613 yd3 @ $20/yd3 = $32,267/ac-ft
5,000 ac-ft @ $32,267/ac-ft = $161,333,333 j $160M

¥

A dam raise would be much less expensive than dredging for the same amount of
additional storage, especially because a foot of elevation at the dam crest will yield far
more additional storage than a foot of excavation at the reservoir bottom (elevationcapacity curve).

¥

Dredge material could possibly be disposed of on site if used to raise the dam; however,
if a dam raise is under consideration, there are other on-site sources of more suitable
material than dredge material.

9) Retained for further consideration Ð Excavate forebays upstream of Bear Creek Reservoir to
increase storage capacity. This may also help improve reservoir water quality.
¥

The same points as above for excavating the reservoir apply to excavating forebays
upstream of the reservoir.

10) Retained for further consideration Ð Nonstructural measures downstream of Bear Creek
Dam to decrease potential consequences. Decreasing potential consequences may allow a
higher pool without increasing overall dam safety risk.
¥

Nonstructural measures alone would be unlikely to allow Bear Creek storage
reallocation; however, they could possibly be used in conjunction with other measures to
help mitigate non-breach flood risk.

11) Note that there are various alternatives for providing additional water supply that do not
involve Bear Creek Dam or Reservoir (e.g. water conservation or development of new
reservoirs). This study will not include further development of such alternatives. However,
these alternatives will be compared to reservoir storage reallocation at Bear Creek Reservoir
to determine whether storage reallocation is the most efficient way to provide additional
water supply.
Summary of Potential Reallocation Levels Discussion:
1) Elevation 5622.7 PD (5625.7 NAVD88) ~20,000 ac-ft
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¥

¥
¥

¥
¥
¥
¥
¥
¥
¥

City of Lakewood Bear Creek Lake Park Ð this would be a significant impact, but it is the
level of potential impact that Lakewood initially expected. (Note that this does not mean
that this level of impact is acceptable to the city.) Would impact ~70% of Bear Creek
Park recreational trails and ~75% of riparian zone. Would dramatically change the
character of Bear Creek Park and how the park is managed would need to be
reconsidered. There probably is not enough space within the park to relocate existing
recreational resources (boat ramps, parking areas, equestrian areas, etc.).
Lost riparian areas probably could not be mitigated on site, so would require off-site
mitigation.
Aeration system is sized for current reservoir level and would need to be upsized for
reservoir raise, including upsizing compressors and adding aerators. At this elevation,
the reservoir probably would no longer meet the Aquatic Life Cold 1 Standard because
there would be significantly more shallow water area in the reservoir.
Would impact several acres of wetlands on Coyote Gulch.
Would require significant intake tower raise (~60Õ raise).
Would impact dam upstream face access and maintenance road.
Would impact dam instrumentation.
Would inundate Harriman Canal cleanout manhole. Denver Water would need to
comment on impacts.
Would require additional riprap on upstream slope of main embankment and may require
riprap on south embankment.
Would require updated seepage, stability, and settlement analyses to determine impacts
of higher operating pool.

2) Elevation 5613.6 PD (5316.6 NAVD88) ~15,000 ac-ft
¥
¥
¥

¥
¥
¥
¥
¥
¥
¥

City of Lakewood Bear Creek Lake Park Ð impacts are similar to 20,000 ac-ft, except
that equestrian facility would not be impacted.
Lost riparian areas probably could not be mitigated on site, so would require off-site
mitigation.
Aeration system is sized for current reservoir level and would need to be upsized for
reservoir raise, including upsizing compressors and adding aerators. At this elevation,
the reservoir probably would no longer meet the Aquatic Life Cold 1 Standard because
there would be significantly more shallow water area in the reservoir.
Would impact several acres of wetlands on Coyote Gulch, similar to 20,000 ac-ft.
Would require significant intake tower raise (~50Õ raise).
Would impact dam upstream face access and maintenance road.
Would impact dam instrumentation.
Would inundate Harriman Canal cleanout manhole. Denver Water would need to
comment on impacts.
Would require additional riprap on upstream slope of main embankment, but probably
not on south embankment.
Would require updated seepage, stability, and settlement analyses to determine impacts
of higher operating pool.

3) Elevation 5602.2 PD (5605.2 NAVD88) ~10,000 ac-ft
¥
¥
¥

City of Lakewood Bear Creek Lake Park Ð impacts are similar to 15,000 ac-ft, except
that a couple minor resources (e.g. turtle pond) would not be impacted. Therefore,
recreational resource impacts are nearly the same.
Lost riparian areas probably could not be mitigated on site, so would require off-site
mitigation.
Aeration system is sized for current reservoir level and would need to be upsized for
reservoir raise, including upsizing compressors and adding aerators. At this elevation,
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¥
¥
¥
¥
¥
¥
¥

the reservoir probably would no longer meet the Aquatic Life Cold 1 Standard because
there would be significantly more shallow water area in the reservoir.
Would impact significantly fewer acres of wetlands on Coyote Gulch than 15,000 ac-ft,
and it might be possible to mitigate lost wetland acreage on site in upstream areas of
Coyote Gulch.
Would require significant intake tower raise (~40Õ raise).
Would impact dam upstream face access and maintenance road.
Would impact dam instrumentation.
Would not inundate Harriman Canal cleanout manhole.
Would require additional riprap on upstream slope of main embankment, but not on
south embankment.
May require updated seepage, stability, and settlement analyses to determine impacts of
higher operating pool. (Perhaps not required below 10,000 ac-ft.)

4) Elevation 5586.9 PD (5589.9 NAVD88) ~5,000 ac-ft
¥
¥
¥

¥
¥
¥
¥
¥
¥
¥

City of Lakewood Bear Creek Lake Park Ð impacts are similar to 10,000 ac-ft, except
that one facility is not impacted. Therefore, recreational resource impacts are nearly the
same.
Lost riparian areas probably could not be mitigated on site, so would require off-site
mitigation.
Aeration system is sized for current reservoir level and would need to be upsized for
reservoir raise, including upsizing compressors and adding aerators. At this elevation,
the reservoir probably would no longer meet the Aquatic Life Cold 1 Standard because
there would be significantly more shallow water area in the reservoir.
Would impact significantly fewer acres of wetlands on Coyote Gulch than 10,000 ac-ft,
and it might be possible to mitigate lost wetland acreage on site in upstream areas of
Coyote Gulch.
Would require significant intake tower raise (~25Õ raise).
Would impact dam upstream face access and maintenance road.
Would impact dam instrumentation.
Would not inundate Harriman Canal cleanout manhole.
Would require additional riprap on upstream slope of main embankment, but not on
south embankment.
May require updated seepage, stability, and settlement analyses to determine impacts of
higher operating pool. (Perhaps not required below 10,000 ac-ft.)

5) Elevation 5575.6 PD (5578.6 NAVD88) ~2,500 ac-ft
¥
¥
¥
¥
¥
¥
¥
¥
¥

City of Lakewood Bear Creek Lake Park Ð impacts are similar to 5,000 ac-ft. Therefore,
recreational resource impacts are nearly the same.
Lost riparian areas could possibly be mitigated on site, but this would require additional
site survey to determine habitat that would be impacted and whether suitable mitigation
areas are available.
Aeration system can run at approximately this elevation, so compressors would not need
to be upsized, but some additional aerators would be required.
Impact on Coyote Gulch wetlands similar to 5,000 ac-ft, and it might be possible to
mitigate lost wetland acreage on site in upstream areas of Coyote Gulch.
Would require significant intake tower raise (~15Õ raise).
Would impact dam upstream face access and maintenance road.
Would impact dam instrumentation.
Would not inundate Harriman Canal cleanout manhole.
Would require additional riprap on upstream slope of main embankment, but not on
south embankment.
6

¥

May require updated seepage, stability, and settlement analyses to determine impacts of
higher operating pool. (Perhaps not required below 10,000 ac-ft.)

6) Elevation 5563.0 PD (5566.0 NAVD88) ~550 ac-ft
¥
¥
¥
¥
¥
¥
¥
¥
¥
¥

City of Lakewood Bear Creek Lake Park Ð significantly reduces recreational resource
impacts compared to 2,500 ac-ft, but there are still some impacts to trail system.
Lost riparian areas could possibly be mitigated on site, but this would require additional
site survey to determine habitat that would be impacted and whether suitable mitigation
areas are available.
Would not require modification of aeration system.
Would significantly reduce Coyote Gulch wetland impacts compared to 2,500 ac-ft, and it
might be possible to mitigate lost wetland acreage on site in upstream areas of Coyote
Gulch.
Would not require intake tower raise.
Would not impact dam upstream face access and maintenance road.
May impact dam instrumentation.
Would not inundate Harriman Canal cleanout manhole.
Would not require additional riprap on upstream slope of main embankment or south
embankment.
May require updated seepage, stability, and settlement analyses to determine impacts of
higher operating pool. (Perhaps not required below 10,000 ac-ft.)

7) General consideration Ð If the future condition will require more exact releases, then the
operating plan will need to be revised, and the outlet works intake structure and/or low flow
gates will need to be modified to allow for more accurate releases and more frequent
changes in releases.
8) General Consideration Ð Consider range of reservoir elevations (low to high) that may be
experienced (exceedance curve). How do we build recreational facilities to handle
potentially large swings in reservoir elevation?
9) Consider 20,000, 15,000, 10,000, 5,000, 2,500, and 550 ac-ft since the level of effort
required for preliminary screening of each additional alternative is relatively small.
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Ariana Neverdahl
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Rawson Monroe <rawmonroe@gmail.com>
Monday, May 16, 2022 1:41 PM
Ariana Neverdahl
Mural Project Proposal
IMG_20220509_130820_781.webp; FB_IMG_1647794984198.jpg; Screenshot_
20220516-133308.png

Caution! This message was sent from outside your organization.

Allow sender | Block sender

Happy Monday Morrison,
I would love to paint a Mural project on the under pass that has been getting tagged on.
I have murals in 5 countries & 5 States and have been working with City Councils and Businesses to combat
surfaces getting tagged on.
What makes my work different then other murals that don't stand long without getting tagged on. Is that I have a
urban street art style that has graffiti art appeal that keeps taggers astray.
Many time murals get tagged because that have a gallery look to them unlike a street art appeal.
I also stand in my experience and belief that once one of my mural projects go up. They rarely get tagged or
crossed out. Therefore, as a peace of mind to the city or business/property owners. I will come refurbish it if it
does.
How I work as an artist
I don't do preliminary sketches.
I work off of real life images that I turn into my own creative style to match the environment.
I've also attached the current state of the wall. Which is obviously just some kids having a play.
Kind Regards, Rawson 720 397 0254
You can find my work @ emagnz.com or @emagnz303
Here is some price examples of my work.
Material price depends on square ft and how many colors selected.
The work itself is based on how custom the project.
Examples:
Bottom to images:
Totem Spirit
$700 w/supplies
10ftx10ft
Sangre Descristo, longs
$1000

peak columbine

Greentree despensary
$1500 w/supplies 90ft×10ft
1

Comrade brewery
$500 w/supplies 30ft×10ft
Hybrid Tiger
$300 w/supplies 10ftx20ft
Grape vine
$400 w/supplies 30ftx30ft
Rafiki
$300 w/supplies 30ftx10ft
Heart beats/sound waves
$500 w/supplies 15ftx6ft
Grey wolf/lynx
$1200 w/supplies 50ftx15ft
Vanlife
$600 w/supplies (full wrap)
Tulips
$600 w/supplies 60ftx8ft
Sea Turtles
scale(middle Sea turtle had a wing span on 8.5 ft)
$1000 w/supplies
Aspen Grove/mountain scape
Tryptic
$800 w/supplies
Giraffe (life size)
$300 w/supplies
Front range
$3000 w/supplies 75ftx25ft
Instagram: @emagnz303
Website: emagnz.com
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Town of Morrison
2021-2022 Revenue Report
Jun-21

Jul-21

Aug-21

Pay Station Revenue

4,852.00

11,897.50

12,347.50

Tap N Explore

5,229.80

15,473.00

14,060.90

Credit Card Fees

(404.39)

(1,451.77)

(1,309.67)

Net Revenue

9,677.41

25,918.73

5,806.45

15,551.24

Sep-21

Oct-21

Nov-21

Dec-21

Jan-22

Feb-22

Mar-22

Apr-22

May-22

Total

9,158.50

6,969.50

3,115.00

2,475.00

1,285.00

1,909.00

3,079.00

4,922.00

0.00

62,010.00

12,242.80

10,017.20

5,395.10

4,040.30

2,867.30

3,661.20

6,454.30

8,912.20

0.00

88,354.10

(1,071.96)

(1,034.58)

(1,019.26)

(851.18)

(651.17)

(762.10)

(1,032.90)

(1,592.58)

0.00

(11,181.56)

25,098.73

20,329.34

15,952.12

7,490.84

5,664.12

3,501.13

4,808.10

8,500.40

12,241.62

0.00

139,182.54

15,059.24

12,197.60

9,571.27

4,494.50

3,398.47

2,100.68

Management Fee
60% of Net Revenue
50% of Net Revenue starts 2/1
Balance of Revenue Due to Owner

$3,870.96

$10,367.49

$10,039.49

$8,131.74

$6,380.85

$2,996.34

$2,265.65

$1,400.45

68,179.45
2,404.05

4,250.20

6,120.81

0.00

12,775.06

$2,404.05

$4,250.20

$6,120.81

$0.00

$58,228.03

To: Mayor and Board of Trustees
From: Matthew T. Mossbrucker, Director, MNHM
Subject: Monthly Report – March/April 2022
Date: May 2, 2022
________________________________________________________________________
At A Glance:
Morrison Natural History Museum is in record setting territory with substantial increases in
visitation and revenue.
The museum served nearly 914 visitors in March, compared to 711 during the same period last
year. This is a 28% increase. $17,802 in gross sales were made in March 2022 versus $15,406
last year, a 15% increase.
In April, 1027 paid visitors were hosted. This is an unusual spike as spring break traffic in March
typically outpaces general April visitation. April gross sales were $19,365 as opposed to $15,
259 in 2021, a 27% increase. Year to date revenue is up 21% over our record setting year, 2021.
Economic volatility may erode this record start to the year.
Daily Operations: All is running smoothly. Daily tours are offered in seven hourly blocks to
consolidate resources, but the reality of foot traffic has forced the staff to adapt to ensure all
visitors are offered a personalized tour. Masking requirements reflect the JCPHD repeal of
masking mandates in February. Public feedback is neutral, with some visitors still making. Staff
and volunteers mirror visitor choice to facilitate comfort.
Public Reaction –Visitor reviews are consistently positive to museum services. All guests were
offered small personalized tours. Personal anecdotes of staff and volunteers all support an
experience that is well-received. Reviews on Google are overwhelmingly positive.
MNHM Gift Shop – The gift shop reported about $5,699 in gross sales by the end of March. The
gift shop reported about $5,500 in gross sales by the end of April. This is an increase of eleven
percent over 2021. We continue to have difficulty acquiring new inventory from regular
suppliers. Vendors are also raising prices. New suppliers have been sought and utilized. In spite
of these challenges, the shop is full of diverse inventory.
Collaboration: Joint trainings were held with Dinosaur Ridge in April. Joint marketing ventures
were implemented for a special event and planned for the joint pass. MNHM staff was invited
to participate with the dinosaur tracksite preservation workgroup.
The conservation project of the dinosaur thigh for the Earth Sciences Museum at the Colorado
School of Mines is nearly complete. MNHM staff was asked to assist with the project in

February. Volunteers and staff prepared rock from the fossil and are about to create an archival
jacket (a fitted support structure) for the fossil.
2021 Dinosaur Dig Fundraiser: The 2022 schedule was launched in January. Seven public digs
are offered, and we have only a handful of slots remaining. With current enrollment we will
generate a net $22,000 to offset MNHM operational expenses.
Marketing: Social media is the primary means of marketing at this point in time. Return visits
and referrals from past visitors remain a strong source of visitation. Paid forms of marketing
remain suspended on our social media platforms.
A marketing campaign for the joint pass with Dinosaur Ridge is being planned for Memorial
Day. The desire is to capitalize on the Jurassic World movie release.
Staff are in early discussions with the botanic gardens near Chatfield reservoir to participate
with the annual corn maze, which is dinosaur themed this year.
SCFD Grant: No update on the 2023 funding application for general operating support. The
request is for $67,400.
Staffing: Staffing is adequate at this time between paid staffers and about two dozen
volunteers. Weekly volunteer trainings have been well-attended by volunteers. These have
either been small workshops at the museum or web-based lectures.
Exhibits, Lab, Programming: MNHM hosted a special event called Stegosaurus Day on April 30th
in appreciation of the 40th anniversary of the naming of the plated dinosaur as our state fossil.
Dinosaur Ridge, Mines Museum, Lamb Spring mammoth site all joined museum staff for special
programs and activities. The museum was at capacity for the event thanks to an aggressive
social media campaign and a mention on 9News.
Progress is being made on the Ice Age Colorado exhibit renovations. The ground sloth skeleton
is being mounted and is about half complete. Volunteers and staff are working together to
finish and mount the cast skeletons as a group project. Along with other cast and original
fossils, already in collections, these acquisitions will serve as marketable enhancements for our
Ice Age Colorado exhibit opening in fall of this year.
The Geological Society of America is hosting an international conference in Denver this fall.
Museum staff are facilitating a professional field trip in support of the endeavor, along with the
presentation of new scientific work, and special joint events at the museum.
Collections: Work in collections is slowly progressing, which is the appropriate pace. We will
soon proceed with the STEPS program certificate will allow MNHM to curate new fossils
collected on public land and recertify the museum as a repository. The expenses are being
underwritten by the museum foundation.
MNHM Foundation
The Museum Foundation next meets on May 19, 2022.

Department of Public Works
5/31/22
WATER
•

1539.5409 (acre-ft) in the MQR#2.

•

Water production is normal for this time of year.

•

217,123 gallons of construction water used during the month of May.

•

The Red Rocks Amphitheater has increased water consumption and used 1,021,534
gallons of water in May.

•

Power outage caused some damage to air compressors at water treatment facility but both
are back in working order.

•

The Consumer Confidence Report has been submitted and is available at the office, post
office and the Town of Morrison website and can also be requested and sent directly.

WASTEWATER
•

Flow Equalization Basin was drained and cleaned.

•

Had a break in water line to wastewater facility. Was repaired and put back into
operation.

•

Plant operations normal for this time of year.

BCWA
•

•

Genesee Water and Sanitation District is not paying their cost share to the Bear Creek
Watershed Association. They will be removed from distribution list and it will be noted that
they are not in good standing with the Association which will restrict them from participating
in group TMDL discussion with CDPHE and restrict participation in the nutrient trading
program.
There was a discussion about the status of the nutrient trading program. There are currently
55 lbs of phosphorus in the reserve pool. One intent for updating the Control Regulation is to
provide a better framework for point to point and non-point to point nutrient trading.

•

There will be a meeting with CDPHE on the status of the TMDL on July 12th at 10 am, this is
a virtual meeting hosted by CDPHE.

•

There is a new development being proposed near the Conifer High School that is looking at
possibly installing a new wastewater treatment facility. The BCWA will strongly encourage
that the developer look at consolidation with the existing over-sized Conifer High School
WWTF before pursuing a new plant in such close proximity.

•

The US Army Core of Engineers has released an updated document covering the reallocation
of Bear Creek Reservoir. Comments are due by June 6th. The BCWA plans to comment
regarding the potential impacts to water quality if the pool level of the reservoir is increased.

•

The BCWA voted to sign off on a Site Application for the Evergreen Metropolitan District to
replace pumps in the existing Troutdale Lift Station that have reached their useful life

STREETS, GROUNDS AND BUILDINGS

•

Two operators have been hired for the Streets and Grounds positions and will be starting
June 6th, 2022. The Utility operators have helped pick up the slack for trash pickup
around town and have helped whenever possible. Dan has been floating from Streets and
Grounds and Utility operations trying to keep up with demands. With the two new
operators for Streets and Grounds, we should be back up and running normally very soon.

•

Collect Trash.

•

Collect limbs from residents.

•

Trash collection along Bear Creek.

•

Clean up boneyard.

•

Equipment maintenance.

•

Town Clean Up

Thank you,
Fritz Fouts
Public Works Director

TOWN OF MORRISON
BOARD OF TRUSTEES, REGULAR MEETING
JUNE 7, 2022
BOARD ACTION FORM
SUBJECT: Approval of Consent Agenda.
PROCEDURE: Approve the minutes, payroll and vouchers.
RECOMMENDATION: Approve the Consent Agenda.
TOWN ATTORNEY REVIEW: [ ] YES [ X ] NO
TOWN MANAGER REVIEW: [ X ] YES [ ] NO
MOTION: Motion to approve the Consent Agenda for June 7, 2022.

TOWN OF MORRISON BOARD OF TRUSTEES
MORRISON TOWN HALL, 110 STONE STREET
REGULAR MEETING OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES
WEDNESDAY, MAY 11, 2022
6:00 P.M
Call to Order. Mayor Wolfe called the Regular Town Board Meeting to order at 6:13 P.M.
Roll Call. Mayor Wolfe, Mayor Pro Tem Katie Gill and Trustee Paul Sutton, Adam Way were present.
Trustees Sean Forey and David Wirtz attended by phone. Trustee Schweich was absent. A quorum was
established.
Staff Present. Joe Rivera (Attorney), Carrie McCool (Town Planner) and Ariana Neverdahl (Town
Clerk)
Amendments to the Agenda. Item 6.C under General Business was rescheduled for discussion to the
next regular Board meeting.
Public to Address the Board. Brewster Caesar, 102 Canon Street. Caeser addressed Mayor Wolfe
and the Board and thanked them for their service. Caesar thanked former Mayor Forey for his eight years
of service and thanked newly elected Mayor Wolfe
Presentations and Hearings.
JR Clark-Special Review 905 Bear Creek Avenue.
Mayor Wolfe called the Hearing to order at 6:17 PM.
Mayor Wolfe swore in everyone providing testament for the Special Review Hearing.
Mayor Wolfe swore in Trustee Way and Mayor Wolfe and stated they have reviewed all
documents and recordings for 905 Bear Creek Avenue.
Staff Report. Town Planner McCool reviewed the resubmitted Special Use Review Application
latest submittal from JR Clark Enterprises with the Town Board. Town Planner McCool informed
the Board the resubmittal did not include a further explanation of the proposed uses, and did not
address the Boards concerns related to noise from events. Town Planner McCool informed the
Board the applicant reduced his proposed occupancy for seating events from 411 people to 318
people and from 576 people to 419 people for standing only. Town Planner McCool explained the
ODP suggests a maximum occupancy load of 119 people. Town Planner McCool explained to the
Board the revised parking plan depicts 40 standard spaces, based on the requirements set forth in
the ODP for parking Town Staff recommends a maximum occupancy load of 119 people. Town
Planner McCool informed the Board the resubmittal did not include any dust suppression plans
for the parking lot surface. Town Planner McCool reviewed the fencing plans in the SRU Site
Plan with the Town Board. Town Planner McCool informed the Board the resubmittal did not
include any landscaping plans. Town Planner McCool informed the Board, Town Staff has not
received enough information to find the proposed signage in compliance with the ODP sign
standards. Town Planner McCool informed the Board that staff has requested the applicant
include all exterior lighting on the Special Review Site Plan for Town Staff to review for
compliance. Town Planner McCool reviewed the recommended conditions for approval with the
Town Board.
Applicant Report. Justin Clark and Rey Chavarria, 905 Bear Creek Avenue. Chavarria
addressed the Town Board and asked them to revise the minutes from the April 4th hearing to

redact the statement that Justin Clark said he would add a 3rd exit. Clark voiced frustration over
the Special Use Review Process. Clark stated he wants to be a good neighbor to Morrison and
give back to the Town. Clark stated that he felt he had addressed the Boards concern over noise in
the resubmittal. Clark stated that they reached their occupancy load based on the building itself
and not the parking lot. Clark stated that he met with the Fire Marshall and the Fire Marshall is in
agreement with his interpretation of the occupancy load. Clark stated that he has an email from
the building inspector that gave him the formula for the building occupancy. Chavarria stated
their intention is not to have every event be at max capacity, and stated the event center will help
bring revenue to the Town. Clark Stated Town Manager Winters told him he can submit the same
landscaping plans as the previous owner. Clark stated that he addressed all of the Boards concerns
in the resubmittal and felt that the questions related to the use of gaming, service of alcohol came
out of nowhere and were not asked at the last hearing. Clark mentioned to the Board that a Liquor
License is not on his radar and he is more focused on getting his business opened.
Trustee Gill mentioned to Clark and Chavarria that the original purposed idea was a wedding
chapel and after learning of the other uses purposed in the application the Board had follow up
questions. Chavarria mentioned to the Board an example of the gaming use would include a
fundraising event like casino night.
Trustee Way suggested Clark and Chavarria meet with their neighbors to discuss concerns over
traffic and parking. Clark stated that he wants to build a fence to help with parking and will
discourage event goers from parking on the street in their contracts.
Public Comment.
Michelle Gadd, 107 Bear Creek Lane. Gadd voiced concern over the occupancy the applicant
has asked for. Gadd also voiced concern that building fences and gates would harm the wildlife in
the area. Gadd asked the Board to layout ground rules for the Chapel if they do approve the
application.
Jordan Alder, 925 Bear Creek Avenue. Alder addressed the Board and stated he does not
support the chapel having a higher occupancy of 119. Alder stated that is important to get the
occupancy correct, the road up to the chapel cannot handle a higher occupancy. Alder encouraged
the applicants to have a plan for parking and consider all of the suggestions from the Town
Board.
Margaretta Caesar, 102 Canon Street. Caesar addressed the Board and voiced concern over the
amount of conditions that were suggested by Town Staff. Caesar voiced concern over limited
amount of parking the chapel has and how the high volume of events would affect traffic in the
Town. Caesar also voiced concern over the lighting and noise from the events. Caesar stated that
she believed the proposal did not fit Morrison and wants to keep Morrison Morrison.
Sheri Tabor, 207 Bear Creek Lane. Tabor voiced concern over the environmental impacts the
chapel will have and how the new fence and gate will affect the wildlife.
Jordan Adler, 925 Bear Creek Avenue. Alder addressed the Board and suggested that the
applicant limit the hours of operation for the event center. Adler stated the entrance road cannot
handle the high volume of events on top of Red Rocks Amphitheatre events. Adler suggested the
applicant submit a plan for parking at their events.

2

Brewster Caesar, 102 Canon Street. Caesar addressed the Board voiced concern over the
occupancy load suggested by the applicant. Caesar voiced concern over the level of noise that
would come from the events. Caesar voiced concern of the suggested uses of gaming and general
get togethers listed in the application. Caesar also voiced concern over the hours of operation the
applicant has applied for and how the high volume of events will affect the traffic in town. Caesar
mentioned to the Board that this application does not fit Morrison and he wants to keep Morrison
Morrison.
Closing Statement. Justin Clark and Rey Chavarria, 905 Bear Creek Avenue. Clark
mentioned to the Board that that he has an email form the Building Inspector giving him the
formula to create an occupancy load. Clark mentioned to the Board that he feels he is getting
different treatment than other business in Town. Clark also stated that he wanted to do a soft
scape parking lot for the wildlife. Chavarria thanked the public for their comments. Chavarria
mentioned to the Board they are on the same side of the Town and they are not trying to hurt the
resident’s wellbeing.
Mayor Wolfe closed the Public Hearing at 8:03 PM.
Attorney Rivera informed the Board this is a quasi-judicial hearing and the decision of the Board
needs to be based on the information received during the hearing.
Board Discussion.
Trustee Gill stated when the Board first met with the applicant the proposed business plan was to
restore the original wedding chapel and at the time the other uses were not included in the
proposal. Trustee Gill stated that the Board was clear about the occupancy needing to be between
119 to 140 people. Trustee Gill stated the resubmittal did not include dust suppressant plans for
the parking lot. Trustee Gill stated the hours of the operation would impact the residents in way
that is not compatible to the community. Trustee Gill stated that the resubmittal did not address
the Boards concern over amplified noise from events. Trustee Gill mentioned the proposed uses
would require a larger building. Trustee Gill mentioned the Board takes Town Staff’s suggestion
seriously, the list on conditions for approval is too long and open ended to be addressed in one
sitting. Trustee Gill stated the concerns from the Board, Town Staff and Public Comment should
have been addressed in the resubmittal. Trustee Gill recommended the application be denied and
the applicant submit a new application to align with the original use.
Mayor Wolfe stated that he does want to see a business at the chapel, the original chapel had a
Morrison feel to it and the submitted application does not have the Morrison feel. Mayor Wolfe
mentioned the occupancy, hours, traffic and parking need to be addressed. Mayor Wolfe
suggested the applicant submit a new application and start with clean slate.
Trustee Forey mentioned the application still needs a lot of work before it could be approved.
A motion was made by Trustee Forey to deny the Special Use Application for 905 Bear
Creek Avenue. The motion was seconded by Trustee Sutton. The vote passed with four aye
votes and one nay vote.
A Motion was made by Trustee Way to direct Attorney Rivera to draft a written findings
and formalize the Town Boards action for the Mayor to sign. The motion was seconded by
Trustee Sutton. All members present voted aye. The motion carried.
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General Business
Proclamation- Clerks Week.
Trustee Gill made a motion to approve the Proclamation for the 53rd Annual Professional
Municipal Clerks week. The motion was seconded by Trustee Way. All members present votes aye.
The motion carried.
Colorado Regional Opioid Intergovernmental Agreement.
Trustee Gill made a motion to approve the Colorado Regional Opioid Intergovernmental
Agreement. The motion was seconded by Trustee Sutton. All members present voted aye. The
motion carried.
Departmental Reports.
Parking. Trustee Gill asked if a sign can be posted notifying the public about the safest and
fastest way to get to Town for parking on Union Street.
Trustee Gill asked if Interstate Parking can post a sign stating where the free parking is located in town.
Trustee Way asked if the Town was being monitored on the weekends. Town Clerk Neverdahl told the
Board Town Staff will follow up with Interstate Parking about monitoring the Town on the weekends.
Mayor Wolfe suggested adding more QR codes at parking spaces that are further from the kiosks.
Public Works. No oral report.
Town Manager. No oral report.
Town Attorney. Mayor Wolfe thanked Joe Rivera for being at the meeting.
Consent Agenda.
A motion was made by Trustee Sutton to approve the Consent Agenda for May 11, 2022 with the
corrections to the April 19th minutes made by Trustee Gill. The motion was seconded by Trustee
Sutton. All members present voted aye. The motion carried.
Board Comments.
•

Trustee Sutton mentioned that the Town may want to look at Special Event Liquor License, to
further protect the Town.

•

Trustee Gill thanked the Morrison Police Department for being back on the street and providing
the Town with Public Safety.

4

Adjournment. Mayor Wolfe adjourned the regular Town Board Meeting at 8:35 P.M.

TOWN OF MORRISON
________________________________________
Chris Wolfe, Mayor
ATTEST:
____________________________________
Ariana Neverdahl, Town Clerk
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TOWN OF MORRISON BOARD OF TRUSTEES
MORRISON TOWN HALL, 110 STONE STREET
REGULAR MEETING OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES
TUESDAY, MAY 17, 2022
6:00 P.M
Call to Order. Mayor Wolfe called the Regular Town Board Meeting to order at 6:01 P.M.
Roll Call. Mayor Chris Wolfe, Mayor Pro Tem Katie Gill and Trustees Sean Forey, Matt Schweich, and
Adam Way were present. Trustee David Wirtz attended by phone. Trustee Paul Sutton was absent. A
quorum was established.
Staff Present. Kara Winters (Town Manager) Gerald Dahl (Town Attorney), Carrie McCool (Town
Planner) and Ariana Neverdahl (Town Clerk)
Amendments to the Agenda. None.
Public to Address the Board. None.
Presentations and Hearings.
Bear Creek Development Special Review- 211 Bear Creek Avenue.
Mayor Wolfe called the hearing to order at 6:02 PM.
Mayor Wolfe swore in everyone providing testament for the Special Review Hearing.
Town Attorney Dahl swore in Mayor Wolfe and Trustee Way each stated they have reviewed all
documents and recordings for 211 Bear Creek Avenue.
Staff Report. Town Planner McCool reviewed the Bear Creek Development Special Review
with the Town Board. Town Planner McCool stated the lower lever equipment plan, domestic
water schematic and the treatment schematics were not to scale. In addition the submitted plans
were handwritten, this is not an acceptable format for recording documents with the County.
Town Planner McCool mentioned to the Board the resubmittal did not include enough adequate
documentation for Town Staff to review for recommendation of approval.
Trustee Schweich asked if the Town Staff needs the schematics in acceptable format to record
with the County. Town Planner McCool informed the Board that the Site Plan needs to recorded,
so the Town can reference it at a later date. Town Planner McCool also stated not having the site
plan recorded is a code enforcement issue.
Trustee Schweich asked if a building permit needs to be issued. Town Planner McCool told the
Board the applicant has stated there is no cross connection but at this time Town Staff does not
have enough information to make that decision.
Mayor Wolfe asked about the scale listed on the lower level equipment plan. Town Planner
McCool explained to the Board the scale needs to be adequate for the Town Engineer and Town
Staff has not found the documentation provided adequate enough to review.
Trustee Forey asked about the landscaping plan that was submitted and asked if it was changing
since the plan was approved in 2004. Town Planner McCool informed the Board the applicant has
indicated there will be no change to the landscape but this was not documented on the submitted
application.

Applicant Report. Jeff Bradley, 16371 Morrison Road. Bradley addressed the Board and
stated the landscape drawing that was included in the second submittal. Bradley told the Board
that the drawings that were submitted were to scale and that he felt the drawings were legible.
Bradley informed the Board the three to five gallons of Brine will be stored in the basement or
hauled off for evaporation. Bradley reviewed the delivery plan with the Town Board. Bradley
mentioned to the Board this business will not impact the noise or the pollution in Town and
would be a great addition to the Town.
Trustee Gill asked if there is no cross connection could Bearr Creek Development provide Town
Staff and the Board with plans showing the pipes for the bottling service and the Towns pipes.
Trustee Gill suggested making the bottling pipes one color and the Towns pipe another color so it
is clear that there is no cross connection. Bradley told the Board he will provide them with the
drawing.
Trustee Forey stated the concerns mentioned by Town Staff can be easily addressed and
suggested Bear Creek Engineers submit more formalized plans.
Public Comment. None
Closing Statement. Jeff Bradley, 16371 Morrison Road. Bradley informed the Board that he
will submit to the Town a more formal plan of the pipes showing there is no cross connection.
Bradley also stated he will provide the Board with computer generated site plan that is to scale.
Mayor Wolfe closed the hearing at 6:39 P.M.
Board Discussion.
Trustee Schweich asked Town Staff if new plans were submitted with a certain level of detail and
in a format that could be recorded would staff be able to review and recommend approval. Town
Planner McCool informed the Board the applicant needs to address the comments made by Staff
in the report. Trustee Schweich stated he felt the applicant understands’ what the Town needs
before they can approve the application.
Mayor Wolfe reopened the hearing at 6:45 P.M.
Bradley addressed the Board and stated his application is simple and reviewed letter he submitted
to the Town on May 9, 2022.
Trustee Gill suggested continuing the hearing and to give the applicant time to submit the
documentation discussed tonight to Town Staff for review.
Mayor Wolfe closed the hearing at 6:52 P.M.
A motion was made by Trustee Forey to continue the Special Review Hearing for Bear
Creek Development 211 Bear Creek Avenue to July 19, 2022 and request the applicant to
provide Town Staff drawings and documents discussed tonight by July 1, 2022. Trustee
Sutton seconded the motion. All members present voted aye. The motion carried.
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Zoning Tract A Industrial A portion of Parcel A described in Exhibit B of that boundary
agreement recorded at reception NO. 2021152090, located in the Northwest quarter of the
Northwest quarter of Section 2, Township 5 South, Range 70 West of the Sixth Principal Meridian,
Jefferson County, Colorado.
A motion was made by Trustee Gill to continue the public hearing for the application of zoning for
Tract A Industrial A portion of Parcel A described in Exhibit B of that boundary agreement
recorded at reception NO. 2021152090, located in the Northwest quarter of the Northwest quarter
of Section 2, Township 5 South, Range 70 West of the Sixth Principal Meridian, Jefferson County,
Colorado, to 6:00 pm on June 21, 2022. The motion was seconded by Trustee Schweich. All
members present voted aye. The motion carried.
Consideration of Annexation Ordinance annexing real property which is proposed to become
Town-owned land, located adjacent to the existing town water treatment plant, known as Tract A
Industrial A portion of Parcel A described in Exhibit B of that boundary agreement recorded at
reception NO. 2021152090, located in the Northwest quarter of the Northwest quarter of Section 2,
Township 5 South, Range 70 West of the Sixth Principal Meridian, Jefferson County, Colorado.
A motion was made to continue the public hearing for consideration of Annexation Ordinance
annexing real property which is proposed to become Town-owned land, located adjacent to the
existing Town water treatment plant, known as Tract A Industrial A portion of Parcel A described
in Exhibit B of that boundary agreement recorded at reception NO. 2021152090, located in the
Northwest quarter of the Northwest quarter of Section 2, Township 5 South, Range 70 West of the
Sixth Principal Meridian, Jefferson County, Colorado to 6:00 pm on June 21, 2022. The motion was
seconded by Trustee Schweich. All members present voted aye. The motion carried.
General Business.
Department of the Army Letter- Regarding Bear Creek Reallocation Project. Trustee Gill informed
the Board the Department of Army has requested the Town provide stakeholder agency scoping
comments. Trustee Gill mentioned the Town filed for and received an extension from the Department of
Army, the letter is due on July 6, 2022. Trustee Gill informed the Board Trustee Schweich has offered to
help draft a letter to present to the Board at a later date.
The Board was in agreement to have Trustees Gill and Schweich draft a letter for the Department of the
Army.
Water Treatment Plant Building Colors. Town Manager Winters showed the Board the selected
building colors for the Water Treatment Plant.
The Board was in agreement that the colors looked nice.
Water Treatment Plant Construction Staging Area. Town Manager Winters informed the Board
Denver did not want any staging for the Water Treatment plant on their property. Town Manager
reviewed the plans submitted by Public Works Director Fouts to use Town property for staging.
The Board asked Town Staff to allow the Board to have a choice to leave the property as is when the
water treatment plant is completed of have them restore it to its original state. Town Manager Winters
informed the Board Town Staff will look at amending the Mt. Carbon IGA.
3

Schedule Board Retreat. Town Manager Winters asked the Board to schedule a day for the Board
Retreat.
The consensus of the Board was to hold the Board retreat on August 23rd at Café Prague.
Departmental Reports.
Accounting. No Oral Report.
Police Department. Police Chief Vinelli reviewed the Police Department Monthly Activity for
April 1 to May 10th with the Town Board.
st

Trustee Schweich thanked the Police Department for their work and asked if they are keeping track of the
warnings they are issuing.
Trustee Gill and Trustee Way thanked the Police Department for the service.
hired.

Town Manager. Town Manager Winters informed the Board the new Police Secretary has been

Town Manager Winters gave the Board an updated on the Safer Main Street Project.
Town Manager Winters informed the Board the Town submitted an application to get a school zone on
Highway 8.
Town Attorney. No oral report.
Planning Commission Minutes. No oral report.
Consent Agenda.
A motion was made by Trustee Schweich to approve the Consent Agenda for May 11, 2022. The
motion was seconded by Trustee Forey. All members present voted aye. The motion carried.
Board Comments.
•

Mayor Wolfe suggested introducing the new Police Chief Secretary, Lindsay Kuhns in the
Hogback.

•

Trustee Gill mentioned to the Board that it would be a good idea to look at the Town Code and
make adjustments to reflect the current water crisis. Removing water intensive items from the
Town Code.

Executive Session.
Trustee Way moved to go into executive session for a conference under Charter Section 3.4 and
Section 24-6-402(4)(b) and (f), C.R.S. with the Town Attorney, Town Manager, special counsel to
the Town and appropriate staff to receive legal advice and instruct negotiators concerning the
Lakewood vs. Morrison litigation. The motion was seconded by Trustee Schweich; motion
approved unanimously.
4

Adjournment. Mayor Wolfe adjourned the regular Town Board Meeting at 8:10 P.M.

TOWN OF MORRISON
________________________________________
Chris Wolfe, Mayor
ATTEST:
____________________________________
Ariana Neverdahl, Town Clerk
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Town of Morrison

Payment Approval Report - by GL Account

Page:

Report dates: 6/2/2022-6/7/2022
Report Criteria:
Invoices with totals above $0.00 included.
Only paid invoices included.
Vendor

Vendor Name

Invoice Number

Description

Invoice Date Net Invoice Amount

Amount Paid

Date Paid

GENERAL FUND
CAPITAL PROJECTS - GF
10-40-904 Downtown Crosswalk Improvement
361 IMEG CORP

21000775.02-8

RFP Development

05/23/2022

165.00

165.00

06/07/2022

21000775.10-2

EM Grant Support

05/23/2022

135.00

135.00

06/07/2022

3913

IT Services

05/17/2022

520.00

520.00

06/07/2022

820.00

820.00

20.00

20.00

06/07/2022

10-40-909 BRIC Scoping Grant
361 IMEG CORP
10-40-911 Computer Upgrades
1057 Axiom Group LLC
Total CAPITAL PROJECTS - GF:
ADMIN
10-50-110 EMPLOYEE BENEFITS
50 Cobrahelp

258707

Monthly COBRA

05/15/2022

1057 Axiom Group LLC

3922

IT Services

05/25/2022

38.86

38.86

06/07/2022

1057 Axiom Group LLC

3932

IT Services

06/01/2022

585.00

585.00

06/07/2022

5-19-22

Services

05/19/2022

169.06

169.06

06/07/2022

9907115729

Service for Admin

05/22/2022

84.11

84.11

06/07/2022

Accounting Services

05/13/2022

840.00

840.00

06/07/2022

Legal Advertising

03/18/2022

54.44

54.44

06/07/2022

1,791.47

1,791.47

10-50-200 Outside Services

10-50-215 Telephone/Internet
66 Comcast
355 Verizon Wireless
10-50-300 Accounting/Audit Services
1161 Professional Management System 84650
10-50-387 Publication
85 Colorado Community Media

51229

Total ADMIN:
BOARD OF TRUSTEES
10-55-115 Worker's Compensation Ins-CIRS
1251 Scramble Campbell

6222

Prints

06/02/2022

180.00

180.00

06/07/2022

1251 Scramble Campbell

6222

Check

06/02/2022

35.00

35.00

06/07/2022

9907115729

Service for Board

05/22/2022

402.79

402.79

06/07/2022

5-12-22

CML Reimbursement

05/12/2022

45.00

45.00

06/07/2022

662.79

662.79

10-55-215 Telephone
355 Verizon Wireless
10-55-345 Education and Training
1394 Katharine Gill
Total BOARD OF TRUSTEES:
COURT
10-70-200 Outside Services
1057 Axiom Group LLC

3922

IT Services

05/25/2022

38.86

38.86

06/07/2022

1057 Axiom Group LLC

3932

IT Services

06/01/2022

585.00

585.00

06/07/2022

45235

Collections

05/15/2022

48.75

48.75

06/07/2022

5-19-22

Services

05/19/2022

169.06

169.06

06/07/2022

841.67

841.67

116 Integral Recoveries
10-70-215 Telephone/Internet
66 Comcast
Total COURT:
PLANNING
10-75-214 Developer Retainage Expenses
361 IMEG CORP

21000775.00-1

Misc. Engineering

05/23/2022

472.50

472.50

06/07/2022

361 IMEG CORP

21000775.00-1

Misc. Engineering

05/23/2022

1,155.00

1,155.00

06/07/2022

21000775.00-1

Misc. Engineering

05/23/2022

242.18

242.18

06/07/2022

10-75-410 Engineering Services
361 IMEG CORP
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Report dates: 6/2/2022-6/7/2022
Vendor

Vendor Name

Invoice Number

Description

Invoice Date Net Invoice Amount

Amount Paid

1,869.68

1,869.68

Total PLANNING:

Date Paid

POLICE
10-80-118 Uniform Expense
313 Galls LLC

020355526

MPD supplies

04/19/2022

136.49

136.49

06/07/2022

313 Galls LLC

020845996

MPD supplies

04/05/2022

707.64

707.64

06/07/2022

313 Galls LLC

020953895

MPD supplies

04/19/2022

82.94

82.94

06/07/2022

313 Galls LLC

020953901

MPD supplies

04/19/2022

72.44

72.44

06/07/2022

313 Galls LLC

021023497

MPD supplies

04/27/2022

418.30

418.30

06/07/2022

313 Galls LLC

021080270

MPD supplies

05/04/2022

136.49

136.49

06/07/2022

313 Galls LLC

021091493

MPD supplies

05/05/2022

72.98

72.98

06/07/2022

0431317-IN

Badges

05/23/2022

570.00

570.00

06/07/2022

1057 Axiom Group LLC

3922

IT Services

05/25/2022

38.86

38.86

06/07/2022

1057 Axiom Group LLC

3932

IT Services

06/01/2022

585.00

585.00

06/07/2022

1361 Colorado Rangers

22-K80465

2022 Access Fee

06/02/2022

8,500.00

8,500.00

06/07/2022

149 Morrison Carworks II Inc

32498

Tire Repair

05/03/2022

12.00

12.00

06/07/2022

858 Safe Systems

804155-1021

Alarm

02/06/2022

230.37

230.37

06/07/2022

858 Safe Systems

804155-1022

Alarm

05/08/2022

230.37

230.37

06/07/2022

6-1-22

Reimbursement Postage

06/01/2022

5.10

5.10

06/07/2022

5-19-22

Services

05/19/2022

169.06

169.06

06/07/2022

9907115729

Service for Morrison Police Dept

05/22/2022

1,570.54

1,570.54

06/07/2022

6-1-22

Mileage

06/01/2022

41.20

41.20

06/07/2022

1642049477

MPD supplies

05/24/2022

61.50

61.50

06/07/2022

1663

Impounds/Daily Care

05/25/2022

276.00

276.00

06/07/2022

106554

Law Enforcement

05/11/2022

24,000.00

24,000.00

06/07/2022

461 Jefferson County Sheriff's Office

106855

Parts and Labor

05/19/2022

550.24

550.24

06/07/2022

461 Jefferson County Sheriff's Office

106857

Fleet Fuel

05/19/2022

108.18

108.18

06/07/2022

38,575.70

38,575.70

1291 SymbolArts, LLC
10-80-200 Outside Services

10-80-205 Postage
1395 Lindsay Kuhns
10-80-215 Telephone/Internet
66 Comcast
355 Verizon Wireless
10-80-225 Travel and Meetings
1395 Lindsay Kuhns
10-80-395 Office Supplies
242 Capital One
10-80-615 Animal Control
1289 Foothills Animal Shelter

10-80-618 JCSO Contract Law Enforcement
461 Jefferson County Sheriff's Office
10-80-700 Jeffcom Dispatch/Lexipol

Total POLICE:
PUBLIC WORKS
10-85-200 Outside Services
1057 Axiom Group LLC

3922

IT Services

05/25/2022

38.86

38.86

06/07/2022

1057 Axiom Group LLC

3932

IT Services

06/01/2022

585.00

585.00

06/07/2022

1165 Denver Janitorial Company Inc

3194

Janitorial Service

06/01/2022

800.00

800.00

06/07/2022

694 Mountain Alarm

2853860

Alarm & Monitoring Police Dept

06/01/2022

171.60

171.60

06/07/2022

713 Sprague Pest Solutions

4761894

Pest Control

03/09/2022

65.00

65.00

06/07/2022

713 Sprague Pest Solutions

4774292

Pest Control

05/23/2022

73.69

73.69

06/07/2022

713 Sprague Pest Solutions

4810271

Pest Control

05/23/2022

68.00

68.00

06/07/2022

5-19-22

Services

05/19/2022

169.06

169.06

06/07/2022

9907115729

Service for Public Works

05/22/2022

177.24

177.24

06/07/2022

1011 Republic Services #535

0535-0053268

Trash Service

05/25/2022

831.85

831.85

06/07/2022

1011 Republic Services #535

0535-0053308

Trash Services

05/25/2022

1,711.14

1,711.14

06/07/2022

781434705

321 Hwy 8 unit Park

05/26/2022

39.60

39.60

06/07/2022

5-20-22

Supplies

05/20/2022

377.59

377.59

06/07/2022

10-85-215 Telephone/Internet
66 Comcast
355 Verizon Wireless
10-85-220 Trash Removal - SG&B

10-85-375 Utilities
251 Xcel Energy
10-85-397 Operating Supplies
113 Home Depot Credit Services
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Report dates: 6/2/2022-6/7/2022
Vendor

Vendor Name

113 Home Depot Credit Services

Invoice Number

Description

Invoice Date Net Invoice Amount
10.97-

Amount Paid

Date Paid

5-20-22

Credit Supplies

05/20/2022

10.97- 06/07/2022

882 CAM Services

W359638

power sweeping

05/26/2022

675.00

675.00

06/07/2022

882 CAM Services

W362904

power sweeping

05/26/2022

800.00

800.00

06/07/2022

6,572.66

6,572.66

10-85-702 Streets, Repairs & Maintenance

Total PUBLIC WORKS:
HISTORY MUSEUM
10-90-200 Outside Services
1057 Axiom Group LLC

3922

IT Services

05/25/2022

38.86

38.86

06/07/2022

1057 Axiom Group LLC

3932

IT Services

06/01/2022

585.00

585.00

06/07/2022

5-19-22

Services

05/19/2022

169.06

169.06

06/07/2022

9907115729

Service for MNHM

05/22/2022

40.01

40.01

06/07/2022

1151 Allied Print Group Inc

081704

MNHM frameable prints

04/05/2022

493.99

493.99

06/07/2022

1390 Shawn Warren

504221

Inventory

05/04/2022

60.00

60.00

06/07/2022

SI1423691

Museum Inventory

03/31/2022

733.92

733.92

06/07/2022

5-21-22

Refund

05/21/2022

690.00

690.00

06/07/2022

2,810.84

2,810.84

53,944.81

53,944.81

10-90-215 Telephone
66 Comcast
355 Verizon Wireless
10-90-358 Inventory - Expense

993 Wild Republic
10-90-806 Dig Expense
1393 Sosa, Hannah
Total HISTORY MUSEUM:
Total GENERAL FUND:
UTILITY FUND
SEWER EXPENDITURES
20-40-200 Outside Services
1057 Axiom Group LLC

3922

IT Services

05/25/2022

38.85

38.85

06/07/2022

1057 Axiom Group LLC

3932

IT Services

06/01/2022

585.00

585.00

06/07/2022

185 CENTURYLINK

05-22-2022

3036973001230M Water trtmnt w

05/22/2022

.44

.44

06/07/2022

185 CENTURYLINK

5-19-22

3036974857295B DSL Line water

05/19/2022

240.00

240.00

06/07/2022

5-19-22

Services

05/19/2022

169.06

169.06

06/07/2022

9907115729

Service for Sewer Dept

05/22/2022

115.60

115.60

06/07/2022

5-20-22

Supplies

05/20/2022

17.02

17.02

06/07/2022

985345

chemicals

05/19/2022

272.67

272.67

06/07/2022

929 JVA Inc

97085

BCWA Representation

10/31/2021

266.00

266.00

06/07/2022

929 JVA Inc

97488

BCWA Representation

11/30/2021

228.00

228.00

06/07/2022

929 JVA Inc

98046

BCWA Representation

12/31/2021

114.00

114.00

06/07/2022

929 JVA Inc

98858

BCWA Representation

01/31/2022

360.00

360.00

06/07/2022

929 JVA Inc

99477

BCWA Representation

02/28/2022

320.00

320.00

06/07/2022

929 JVA Inc

99864

BCWA Representation

03/31/2022

280.00

280.00

06/07/2022

220511082

wastewater supplies

05/18/2022

179.00

179.00

06/07/2022

286 Colorado Analytical Lab

220503018

wastewater supplies

05/11/2022

164.00

164.00

06/07/2022

286 Colorado Analytical Lab

220524020

wastewater supplies

05/24/2022

164.00

164.00

06/07/2022

61145

Morrison WWTP

04/30/2022

5,520.58

5,520.58

06/07/2022

22262-17293

Supplies

05/26/2022

517.00

517.00

06/07/2022

113 Home Depot Credit Services

5-20-22

Supplies

05/20/2022

136.49

136.49

06/07/2022

160 Nalco Company

6601207991

Supplies

05/16/2022

1,827.58

1,827.58

06/07/2022

20-40-215 Telephone/Internet

66 Comcast
355 Verizon Wireless
20-40-397 Operating Supplies
113 Home Depot Credit Services
20-40-402 Lab Equip./Supplies
238 Usa Blue Book
20-40-410 Engineering Services

20-40-510 Lab Fees
286 Colorado Analytical Lab
20-40-511 Red Rocks Amp. Lab Fees

20-40-708 Plant Repair and Maintenance
948 Encore Electric Inc
1396 Vulcan Industries, Inc.
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20-40-803 Mobile Dewatering Unit Expense

Town of Morrison

Payment Approval Report - by GL Account

Page:

Report dates: 6/2/2022-6/7/2022
Vendor

Vendor Name

Invoice Number

Description

Invoice Date Net Invoice Amount

Amount Paid

11,515.29

11,515.29

Total SEWER EXPENDITURES:

Date Paid

CAPITAL PROJECTS - UF
20-42-910 WTP Expansion Costs
361 IMEG CORP

21000775.03-6

WTP Review

05/23/2022

1,980.00

1,980.00

06/07/2022

361 IMEG CORP

21000775.04-7

Property Acquisition Survey

05/23/2022

11,017.50

11,017.50

06/07/2022

12,997.50

12,997.50

Total CAPITAL PROJECTS - UF:
WATER EXPENDITURES
20-45-200 Outside Services
1057 Axiom Group LLC

3922

IT Services

05/25/2022

38.85

38.85

06/07/2022

1057 Axiom Group LLC

3932

IT Services

06/01/2022

585.00

585.00

06/07/2022

5-19-22

Services

05/19/2022

169.06

169.06

06/07/2022

9907115729

Service for Water Dept

05/22/2022

50.74

50.74

06/07/2022

1293 UNCC

222040982

Utility Notifications

04/30/2022

36.40

36.40

06/07/2022

1293 UNCC

222050973

Utility Notifications

05/31/2022

36.40

36.40

06/07/2022

Q868232

water supplies

05/17/2022

2,474.30

2,474.30

06/07/2022

361 IMEG CORP

21000775.00-1

Misc. Engineering

05/23/2022

1,155.00

1,155.00

06/07/2022

929 JVA Inc

97085

BCWA Representation

10/31/2021

266.00

266.00

06/07/2022

929 JVA Inc

97488

BCWA Representation

11/30/2021

228.00

228.00

06/07/2022

929 JVA Inc

98046

BCWA Representation

12/31/2021

114.00

114.00

06/07/2022

929 JVA Inc

98858

BCWA Representation

01/31/2022

360.00

360.00

06/07/2022

929 JVA Inc

99477

BCWA Representation

02/28/2022

320.00

320.00

06/07/2022

929 JVA Inc

99864

BCWA Representation

03/31/2022

280.00

280.00

06/07/2022

21000775.06-8

MCMD Utility Review

05/23/2022

82.50

82.50

06/07/2022

872 Treatment Technology

186479

SUPPLIES

05/19/2022

349.04

349.04

06/07/2022

872 Treatment Technology

186480

SUPPLIES

05/19/2022

2,979.74

2,979.74

06/07/2022

286 Colorado Analytical Lab

220510090

wastewater supplies

05/11/2022

120.00

120.00

06/07/2022

286 Colorado Analytical Lab

220517043

wastewater supplies

05/27/2022

560.00

560.00

06/07/2022

Total WATER EXPENDITURES:

10,205.03

10,205.03

Total UTILITY FUND:

34,717.82

34,717.82

Grand Totals:

88,662.63

88,662.63

20-45-215 Telephone/Internet
66 Comcast
355 Verizon Wireless
20-45-397 Operating Supplies

20-45-398 Meters
1181 Core & Main
20-45-410 Engineering Services

20-45-411 Mt. Carbon Engineering
361 IMEG CORP
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20-45-500 Chemicals

20-45-510 Lab Fees

Town of Morrison

Payment Approval Report - by GL Account
Report dates: 6/2/2022-6/7/2022

Vendor

Vendor Name

Invoice Number

Description

Dated: ______________________________________________________
Mayor: ______________________________________________________
City Council: ______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
______________________________________________________
City Recorder: _____________________________________________________

Report Criteria:
Invoices with totals above $0.00 included.
Only paid invoices included.

Invoice Date Net Invoice Amount

Page:
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Amount Paid

Date Paid

