
Town Council Packet 
March 23, 2021 @ 7:00pm 



1 – Agenda 

GUIDELINES FOR PUBLIC INPUT 

Public Input is a vital and important portion of every meeting and will be permitted 

throughout the meeting, but according to the following guidelines: 

a. Public input is allowed during the Agenda identified Public Input and Public

Hearing portion of the meeting.

i. If you would like to address the meeting during the appropriate times,

please raise your hand and when called upon you will be asked to come

to the podium.  Announce your name so that your statements can be

adequately captured in the meeting minutes.

ii. Please keep your comments to 3-5 minutes as others may want to

participate throughout the meeting and to insure that the subject does

not drift.

b. Throughout the meeting agenda calls for public input will be made, generally

pertaining to specific action items.  Please follow the same format as above.

c. At the conclusion of the meeting, if the meeting chair believes additional public

comment is necessary, the floor will be open.

We hope that this guideline will improve the effectiveness and order of the Town’s 

Public Meetings.  It is the intent of your publicly elected officials to stay open to your 

feelings on a variety of issues. 

Thank you, Rangely Mayor 
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Town of Rangely                     March 23, 2021 - 7:00pm 

Agenda 
        Rangely Board of Trustees (Town Council) 

ANDY SHAFFER, MAYOR

TREY ROBIE, MAYOR PROTEM 
                         RICH GARNER, TRUSTEE  
                         LUKE GEER, TRUSTEE                                            

                                     TIM WEBBER, TRUSTEE 
       ALISA GRANGER, TRUSTEE 
       KEELY ELLIS, TRUSTEE

 

 

1. Call to Order 

2. Roll Call 

3. Invocation 

4. Pledge of Allegiance 

5. Minutes of Meeting 

a. Discussion and Action to approve the minutes of March 9, 2021. 

6. Petitions and Public Input 

7. Changes to the Agenda  

8. Public Hearings - 7:10pm 

9. Committee/Board Meetings 

a. Community Garden Meeting March 11th 

b. Public Constitutional Town Meeting March 11th 

c. Planning & Zoning Meeting March 16th 

d. AGNC Board Meeting March 17th 

10. Council Reports 

11. Supervisor Reports – See Attached  

a. Don Reed 

12. Reports from Officers – Town Manager Update 

13. Old Business 

14. New Business 

a. Discussion and action to approve the Liquor License renewal of Loaf N Jug 

b. Discussion and action to approve the February 2021 Financial Statement 
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c. Discussion and action to approve the Rangely Drought Emergency Response Plan 

d. Discussion and action to approve Resolution 2021-02 a Constitutional Sanctuary Resolution of the Town of 
Rangely Board of Trustees 

e. Discussion and action to approve Resolution 2021-03 a Resolution reasserting the rights of the Town of 
Rangely and its residents and condemning the unconstitutional limitations imposed upon their freedoms by 
the Governor of Colorado. 

15. Informational Items 

a. American Rescue Plan Act 2021 Fact Sheet 

b. RBC moves to COVID Level Blue Effective March 13, 2021 

c. RBC Resolution 2021-06 RBC Wolf Reintroduction Sanctuary County 

d. Town of Rangely Gas Dept Underground Gas Line Maintenance, Call before you Dig, Meter Safety, EFV 

e. Community Garden Lot Advertisement 

f. CNCC Presidential Candidate Forums March 22 & 23, April 1, 2 and 5th 

g. Rio Blanco Water Conservation District hosts Rural Water System Feasibility Meeting April 26th 6:30-8:00pm 

h. Community Counts Membership Report March 2021 

i. Senate Bill 21-062 CACP Opposition 

16. Board Vacancies 

a. Planning and Zoning Board Vacancy 

17. Scheduled Announcements 

a. Planning and Zoning meeting is scheduled for the 1st Thursday in January & June of 2021. 

b. Community Outreach meeting is cancelled for Mar 1, 2021 at 6:00 pm  

c. Rangely District Library Board meeting is scheduled for Mar 8, 2021 at 5:00 pm 

d. Western Rio Blanco Park & Recreation District Board meeting is scheduled for Mar 8, 2021 at 7:00 pm 

e. Rural Fire Protection District Board meeting is scheduled for Mar 8, 2021 at 7:00 pm 

f. Giant Step Preschool Board meeting is scheduled for Mar 11, 2021 at 6:00 pm 

g. Planning and Zoning Board meeting is scheduled for Mar 16, 2021 at 9:00 am 

h. Rio Blanco County Commissioners Board meeting is scheduled for Mar 16, 2021 at 11:00 am 

i. Rangely Junior College District Board meeting is scheduled for Mar 16, 2021 at 12:00 noon 

j. RDA/RDC Board meeting cancelled for Mar 18, 2021 at 7:30 am 

k. Rangely Chamber of Commerce Board meeting is scheduled for Mar 18, 2021 at 12:00 noon 

l. Rangely School District Board meeting has been scheduled for Mar 23, 2021 at 6:15 pm 

m. Rio Blanco Water Conservancy District Board meeting is scheduled for Mar 24, 2021 at 6:00 pm 

n. Rangely District Hospital board meeting is scheduled for Mar 25, 2021 at 6:00 pm 

18. Adjournment            
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5 – Minutes 
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Town of Rangely                     March 9, 2021 - 7:00pm 

Minutes 
        Rangely Board of Trustees (Town Council) 

ANDY SHAFFER, MAYOR

TREY ROBIE, MAYOR PROTEM 
                         RICH GARNER, TRUSTEE  
                         LUKE GEER, TRUSTEE                                            

                                     TIM WEBBER, TRUSTEE 
       ALISA GRANGER, TRUSTEE 
       KEELY ELLIS, TRUSTEE

 

 

1. Call to Order – 7:00pm 

2. Roll Call – Andy Shaffer, Trey Robie, Rich Garner, Tim Webber, Alisa Granger, Keely Ellis present.  Luke 
Geer present via phone. 

3. Invocation – Led by Tim Webber 

4. Pledge of Allegiance – Led by Lisa Piering 

5. Minutes of Meeting 

a. Discussion and Action to approve the minutes of February 23, 2021. – Motion made by Keely Ellis to 
approve the minutes of February 23, 2021, second by Rich Garner. Motion passed 
 

6. Petitions and Public Input – Brad Casto, business owner and resident voiced concern over the gas bill.  
Wanted to know if the town did contracts still to keep the cost low.  Kelli, Gas Department supervisor 
was present and informed the audience that gas is still purchased in advance, but the town used more 
gas than what had been pre-purchased. Due to the higher demand of natural gas in the mid-west due 
to colder weather, the index price was much higher than normal. 
   

7. Changes to the Agenda – Add Item 14c under New Business 

8. Public Hearings - 7:10pm - None 

9. Committee/Board Meetings - None 

10. Council Reports - None 

11. Supervisor Reports – See Attached  - Ti Hamblin – Calls and case load is keeping the department busy.  Ti 
reported that he has seen a rise in serious crimes due to COVID restriction on taking a person to jail. Ti stated 
that there have been some personnel changes in the department, Mercy McAlister resigned, PT dispatcher Tracy 
Cook resigned, and Officer Connor was released to full duty.  We are in the hiring process with a new officer.  We 
are still taking applications for the Lieutenant’s position. Interim Lt. Stubblefied will be done on March 28th with 
Officer Connor back on duty.  Ti thanked Lt. Stubblefied for helping when it was needed. Most of the department 
attended trainings. 
   

12. Reports from Officers – Town Manager Update – Lisa reported to the council that CNCC will be having 
their Foundation Dinner on March 27th.  The ROAR event will be happening at the end of April 
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beginning of May.  Western Slope Oil and Gas is planning a workday on April 30th in Rangely with the 
Community Gardens.  The public works department have been busy cleaning streets.  Lisa also stated 
that submittal of the La Mesa grant application has been done and another application for Main Street 
for the overlay of the bike path up Kennedy Drive. The town, RDA/ RDC and CNCC met with Cogency. 
They deal with proprietary energy technologies.  Don Davidson stated that some work will be done 
nationally to try to talk about a process are able to engage with CNCC to develop a training to support 
this new energy.  Don also stated that there will be national publicity with radio shows.  Other 
departments are working on spring projects.  Due to the gas rate going up and utility bills being higher 
than normal, Lisa stated that she is willing to work out payment plans with residents if needed.  

13. Old Business

14. New Business

a. Discussion and action to approve the February Check Register – Motion made by Luke Geer to approve the
February Check Register, second by Rich Garner.  Motion passed

b. Discussion and action to approve the Special Event Permit for the CNCC Foundation Dinner – Sue Samaniego
was present for CNCC and stated that the Foundation Dinner will be held on March 27th with COVID
modifications in place.  Three faculty members will be serving and checking ID’s.  The mask policy will be in
place when not at your table.  Motion made by Trey Robie to approve the Special Event Permit for the
CNCC Foundation Dinner, second by Tim Webber.  Motion passed

c. Discussion and action to approve Resolution 2021-01 a resolution proclaiming March 20th, 2021 “Meat-In”
Day in the Town of Rangely – Motion made by Rich Garner to approve Resolution 2021-01 a Resolution
proclaiming March 20th, 2021 “Meat-In” Day by the Town of Rangely, second by Alisa Granger.  Motion
passed

15. Informational Items

a. CNCC Foundation Dinner March 27, 2021, Colorado Room CNCC Campus, 5:30 – 9:00 pm
b. ROAR Event April 30 – May 2, 2021
c. RBC Commissioners invitation for resolution honoring culture & Community of RBC March 9 @ 11am RBC

Courthouse 3rd Floor Hearing Room

16. Board Vacancies

a. Planning and Zoning Board Vacancy

17. Scheduled Announcements

a. Community Outreach meeting is cancelled for Mar 1, 2021 at 6:00 pm
b. Rangely District Library Board meeting is scheduled for Mar 8, 2021 at 5:00 pm
c. Western Rio Blanco Park & Recreation District Board meeting is scheduled for Mar 8, 2021 at 7:00 pm
d. Rural Fire Protection District Board meeting is scheduled for Mar 8, 2021 at 7:00 pm
e. Giant Step Preschool Board meeting is scheduled for Mar 11, 2021 at 6:00 pm
f. Planning and Zoning Board meeting is scheduled for Mar 16, 2021 at 9:00 am
g. Rio Blanco County Commissioners Board meeting is scheduled for Mar 16, 2021 at 11:00 am
h. Rangely Junior College District Board meeting is scheduled for Mar 16, 2021 at 12:00 noon
i. Rangely School District Board meeting has been scheduled for Mar 16, 2021 at 6:15 pm
j. RDA/RDC Board meeting scheduled for Mar 18, 2021 at 7:30 am
k. Rangely Chamber of Commerce Board meeting is scheduled for Mar 18, 2021 at 12:00 noon
l. Rio Blanco Water Conservancy District Board meeting is scheduled for Mar 24, 2021 at 6:00 pm
m. Rangely District Hospital board meeting is scheduled for Mar 25, 2021 at 6:00 pm
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18. Adjournment – 7:37pm        

 

ATTEST:                                                                                RANGELY TOWN COUNCIL 

 

 

______________________________                           ________________________________                                                                                                                                  
Marybel Cox, Clerk                                           Andy Shaffer, Mayor       
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8 – Public Hearings
9 - Comittee Meeting
10 - Report from Council
11 - Reports from Supervisors 
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12 – Reports from Officers

13 – Old Business
14 – New Business
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Income Statement Town of Rangely Month Ending February 2021

YTD Amount % of Revenue Budget 2021 % of Budget Expended

Taxes $156,633 34% $1,397,400 11.21%

Licenses and Permits $4,698 1% $20,000 23.49%

Intergovernmental Revenue $172,793 38% $699,500 24.70%

Charges for Services $81,668 18% $490,000 16.67%

Miscellaneous Revenue $41,568 9% $149,475 27.81%

Total General Revenue $457,359 100% $2,756,375 16.59%

YTD Amount % of Expenses Budget 2021 % of Budget Expended

Town Council $8,038 2% $37,872 21.22%

Court $2,774 1% $23,756 11.68%

Administration $37,487 8% $227,153 16.50%

Finance $36,739 8% $201,156 18.26%

Building & Grounds $38,787 9% $267,763 14.49%

Economic Development $44,920 10% $260,155 17.27%

Police Department $171,380 38% $960,215 17.85%

Animal Shelter $6,186 1% $41,916 14.76%

Public Works $54,066 12% $377,640 14.32%

Foundation Trans. & Non Depart. Transfer $46,222 10% $170,000 27.19%

Total Capital Improvements $5,875 1% $285,000 2.06%

Total General expenses $452,474 100% $2,852,626 15.86%

Net Revenue over Expenditures $4,885 100% ($96,251) -5.08%

YTD Amount % of Revenue Budget 2021 % of Budget Expended

Water Revenue $86,773 100% $1,130,400 7.68%

YTD Amount % of Expense Budget 2021 % of Budget Expended

Water Supply  $70,981 62% $425,649 16.68%

Water Supply Capital Expense $0 0% $11,000 0.00%

Water Fund Dept. Transfers and Conting. $25,000 22% $282,956 8.84%

PW - Transportation & Distribution $14,417 13% $146,422 9.85%

PW - Transportation & Distrib. Capital Exp $0 0% $375,000 0.00%

Raw Water $3,516 3% $48,243 7.29%

Raw Water Capital Expense $0 0% $0 #DIV/0!

Total Water expenses $113,914 100% $1,289,270 8.84%

Net Revenue over Expenditures ($27,141) 100% ($158,870) 17.08%

YTD Amount % of Revenue Budget 2021 % of Budget Expended

Gas Revenue $580,294 100% $1,178,531 49.24%

YTD Amount % of Expense Budget 2021 % of Budget Expended

Gas Expenses $416,273 93% $852,384 48.84%

Gas Capital Expense $0 0% $31,000 0.00%

Total Transfers $30,000 7% $180,000 16.67%

Total Selling Expenses $446,273 100% $1,063,384 41.97%

Net Revenue over Expenditures $134,021 100% $115,147 116.39%

YTD Amount % of Revenue Budget 2021 % of Budget Expended

Wastewater Revenue $62,899 100% $1,253,150 5.02%

YTD Amount % of Expense Budget 2021 % of Budget Expended

Wastewater Expenses $40,914 46% $282,968 14.46%

Wastewater Capital Expense $23,171 26% $1,660,000 1.40%

Total Transfers $25,000 28% $150,000 16.67%

General Fund Loan $0 0% $0 #DIV/0!

Total Selling Expenses $89,086 100% $2,092,968 4.26%

Net Revenue over Expenditures ($26,187) 100% ($839,818) 3.12%

GENERAL FUND Revenue
YTD ACTUAL 2021 BUDGET

GENERAL FUND Operating Expenses
YTD ACTUAL 2021 BUDGET

WATER FUND Revenue
YTD ACTUAL 2021 BUDGET

WATER FUND Operating Expenses
YTD ACTUAL 2021 BUDGET

GAS FUND Revenue
YTD ACTUAL 2021 BUDGET

GAS FUND Operating Expenses
YTD ACTUAL 2021 BUDGET

Wastewater FUND Revenue
YTD ACTUAL 2021 BUDGET

Wastewater FUND Oper Expenses

YTD ACTUAL 2021 BUDGET
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Town of Rangely Month Ending February 2021

YTD Amount % of Revenue Budget 2021 % of Budget Expended

Rangely Housing Auth Revenue $26,252 100% $260,000 10.10%

YTD Amount % of Expense Budget 2021 % of Budget Expended

Rangely Housing Auth Expenses $31,162 95% $183,784 16.96%

Housing Authority Capital Expense $0 0% $15,000 0.00%

Debt Service and Transfers $1,668 5% $60,000 2.78%

Total Expense $32,830 100% $258,784 12.69%

Net Revenue over Expenditures ($6,578) 100% $1,216 -540.95%

YTD Amount % of Revenue Budget 2021 % of Budget Expended

Fund for Public Giving Revenue $0 100% $2,000 0.00%

YTD Amount % of Expense Budget 2021 % of Budget Expended

Fund for Public Giving Expenses $0 100% $2,000 0.00%

Net Revenue over Expenditures $0 #DIV/0! $0 0.00%

YTD Amount % of Revenue Budget 2021 % of Budget Expended

RDA Revenues $10,350 100% $125,200 8.27%

YTD Amount % of Expense Budget 2021 % of Budget Expended

RDA Expenses $7,562 100% $77,600 9.74%

RDA Capitol Expense $0 100% $62,500 0.00%

Total Expense $7,562 100% $140,100 5.40%

Net Revenue over Expenditures $2,788 100% ($14,900) -18.71%

YTD Amount % of Revenue Budget 2021 % of Budget Expended

Conservation Trust Revenue (Grant $136K) $0 100% $12,225 0.00%

YTD Amount % of Expense Budget 2021 % of Budget Expended

Conservation Trust Expenses $0 100% $11,000 0.00%

Net Revenue over Expenditures $0 #DIV/0! $1,225 0.00%

YTD Amount % of Revenue Budget 2021 % of Budget Expended

Housing Assistance Revenue $0 100% $21,000 0.00%

YTD Amount % of Expense Budget 2021 % of Budget Expended

Housing Assistance Expenses $0 100% $2,000 0.00%

Net Revenue over Expenditures $0 #DIV/0! $19,000 0.00%

YTD Amount % of Revenue Budget 2021 % of Budget Expended

Rangely Develop Corp Revenue $18 100% $500 3.52%

YTD Amount % of Expense Budget 2021 % of Budget Expended

Rangely Develop Corp Expenses $32 100% $18,500 0.17%

RDC Capitol Expense $0 100% $0 0.00%

Total Expense $32 100% $18,500 0.17%

Net Revenue over Expenditures ($14) 100% ($18,000) 0.00%

INCOME STATEMENT ROLL-UP Actual YTD Budget YTD

Total Revenues $1,223,945 $6,739,381 18.16%

Total Expenses $1,142,170 $7,730,632 14.77%

Net Revenue over Expense $81,775 -$991,251 -8.25%

Rangely Housing Auth Revenue
  2021 BUDGET

Rangely Housing Auth Oper Expenses
+ 2021 BUDGET

Fund for Public Giving Revenue
YTD ACTUAL 2021 BUDGET

Fund for Public Giving Oper Expenses
YTD ACTUAL 2021 BUDGET

Economic Development Revenue
YTD ACTUAL 2021 BUDGET

Economic Development Oper Expenses
YTD ACTUAL 2021 BUDGET

Conservation Trust Revenue
YTD ACTUAL 2021 BUDGET

Conservation Trust Oper Expenses
YTD ACTUAL 2021 BUDGET

Housing Assistance Revenue
YTD ACTUAL 2021 BUDGET

Housing Assistance Oper Expenses
YTD ACTUAL 2021 BUDGET

Rangely Develop Corp Revenue
YTD ACTUAL 2021 BUDGET

Rangely Develop Corp Expenses
YTD ACTUAL 2021 BUDGET
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Drought and Water Emergency Response Plan 

Droughts and Emergencies can result in significant economic, social, environmental and water 

operational impacts including: 

.  Loss of water supply 

.  Poor water quality that may affect treatment and the ability to meet drinking water 

standards. 

. Increased demand from customers. 

.  Increased cost and reduced revenue related to responses. 

The Town of Rangely’s Drought and Emergency Response Plan creates and defines four stages of 

drought or emergency response. If any of the four stages are triggered, the response action will be to 

inform all consumers as soon as possible, a key point in achieving reduction of use and conservation 

of water resources. Low flows and higher water temperatures can increase health hazards because of 

higher concentrations of toxic substances and pathogens in raw water. The Utility department and 

other supporting departments will go into a higher alert status, which may result in additional 

monitoring and sampling of source water and adjusting treatment processes to meet quality 

standards and regulations.  

The Response Team’s main goal is to accommodate all users but will have to identify critical water 

users that are essential and non-essential and prioritize users. A general approach is outlined below 

and should be revised as needed.  

Basic Essential Customer/Use List: 

• Hospital 

• Nursing and Care Facilities 

• Schools 

• Fire Department 

• Power generation facilities 

• Residential interior use including animal care 

• Commercial Users will be assessed on a case-by-case basis 

Basic Non-Essential Customer/Use List: 

• Landscaping 

• Water fountains 

• Swimming Pools 
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• Irrigation (both raw water and finished water irrigation systems) 

• Residential exterior use including vehicle washing 

Water Management, Administration and Enforcement will be responsible for the execution of 

response, once a call on the river has been issued. Procedures are as follows. 

A. The Town will communicate to the residents and visitors that water restrictions have been 

implemented by means of Reverse 911, Web sites and media, newsletter, billing, signage and 

any other means possible. 

 

B. The Town will implement Town Ordinance 2018-XXX which provides the framework for 

drought restriction implementation and enforcement 

 

C. Tier pricing as outlined in the ordinance will be implemented as a tool for water conservation 

during drought conditions. Pricing to be determined based on monthly usage.  Example Tier 1 = 

10,000 gallons   Tier 2 = 15,000 gallons    Tier 3 = 15,001 and over. Note that Town 

administration will have to spend time monitoring water usage and assigning Tier level pricing 

through billing cycles. 

 

Example Proposed Rate Structure for Drought Mitigation 

Usage Level Present Rate Proposed Rate 

Per 1000 gal up to 10,000 gal In Town $3.95  

Per 1000 gal up to 10,000 gal Out of Town $7.35  

Per 1000 gal, 10,001-15,000 gal, In Town  $3.95 $  5.00 

Per 1000 gal, 10,001-15,000 gal, Out of Town  $7.35 $  7.00 

Per 1000 gal, 15,001 gal +, In Town  $3.95 $10.00 

Per 1000 gal, 15,001 gal +, Out of Town $7.35 $12.00 

 

D. Enforcement procedures as outlined in the ordinance will be in effect:  Town personal will 

perform use monitoring, and issue warnings, citations, fines and fees related to violations of 

restrictions imposed. 

 

E. The Town will complete monthly reports documenting successes and challenges and issue a 

follow up report once restrictions have been lifted, to aid in future revisions of this plan. 
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Stage 1   Minor Shortage Potential/Voluntary Restrictions on Water Use 

Current stream flow and other parameters indicate that demands are starting to fall below supply 

limits. 

A. Inform Customers that a Stage 1 has been issued. This is a volunteer request to use 

conservation tactics and methods in water usage to reach a 15% reduction goal so that Town 

can maintain a supply for all users. 

B. Residential/industrial/commercial consider in-house steps to encourage water efficiency. 

C. Property owners and managers are advised to irrigate lawns with potable water supply not 

more than every other day and not more than one inch of water per period. 

D. Vehicle owners are advised to limit the use of water to wash vehicles and equipment to once 

per week. 

E. Property owners and managers should refrain from washing streets, parking lots, sidewalks 

and driveways 

F. The Town and large volume water users will be required to start a water management program 

to water during off peak hours and reduce water cycles. Utilize water on an as-needed basis 

only for maintaining systems. 

G. Notify County and request a volunteer curtailment of upstream users as an aid in reaching 

proposed goals. 

H. New landscaping water requirements should be curtailed until stages are lifted by postponing 

new landscaping projects. 

Stage 2   Moderate Shortage/Mandatory Limited Restrictions on Water 

Use 

Current stream flow and other parameters indicate that supply is unable to sustain demand levels.  

A. Inform public that Stage 2 has been implemented. This is a mandatory limit and calls for 

immediate conservation for all residential/industrial and commercial properties on potable 

water systems. 

B. The East Raw Water system use will be on a call up basis, determined by the Water 

Department once daily demand levels have been met for the Town of Rangely. The utmost 

consideration will be given to meet their demands at all times. 

C. The West Raw Water system use will be determined by the capacity of the raw irrigation 

ponds based on river flows after water plant demands are met. Users may have to set 

scheduled times for watering based on availability.  
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D. Institute Tier pricing based on monthly water usage for residential properties. Commercial 

and Industrial must illustrate water efficiency programs are in place with maximum reduction 

to void tier pricing and will be given special considerations upon presentation of program. 

E. Restrictions on vehicle and equipment washing to only once per week. 

F. Moratorium on hydrant use permits for non-essential uses. 

G. Moratorium on the issuances of new irrigation taps. 

H. Public and private swimming pools are limited to only adding water to make up for 

evaporation and splash, but may not empty for cleaning and replacement of water. Private 

pools not already filled by any stage implemented by the town may not be filled. 

I. Restrictions on Town of Rangely uses. To be accomplished by administrative order. 

1. Limit main line flushing, hydraulic sewer cleaning, and hydrant testing to minimum 

required to meet state health standards. 

2. Town water use for general maintenance limited to essential levels. 

Stage 3   Severe Shortage/Mandatory Restrictions on Water Use 

Current stream levels are unable to maintain demand and call for drastic reductions in usage. Water 

usage is limited to inside use only, and Tier pricing remains in effect based on monthly usage. 

A. Inform public that Stage 3 drought restrictions have been implemented. This stage calls for the 

following and is under full enforcement. 

B. Cease usage of water for all irrigation systems, and any exterior usage. Watering times will be 

scheduled as River intake allows. 

C. Cease usage of all Raw water. Systems will be an on call up basis as River intakes will allow. 

D. Moratorium on vehicle/equipment washing. 

E. Moratorium on evaporative cooling of commercial buildings. 

F. No filling of private or public swimming pools. 

G. Institute fines and penalties for water violations. 

Stage 4    Curtailment of Nonessential Water Use 

Current stream usage is unable to sustain demand, and demand is set at lowest set point possible. 

Town may require assistance by either Federal or State Water emergency programs, or may have to 

purchase water supplies needed. Attachments will be developed that outline call up procedures for 

Federal and State support programs. 

A. Continuous notification to public of Stage 4 implementation. Water usage is limited to essential 

use only. Strict Enforcement on all nonessential usage. 

B. Firefighting restriction to prevent loss of life. 
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C. Continuous monitoring of bulk water users.  

D. Institute fines and penalties for violations. 

 Triggering mechanisms for implementation of Water Restrictions 

This section will be utilized by the Response Team to determine when each stage of implementation 

is reached. The determination can be triggered either by several parameters or any one incident 

depending on the severity of the event that has taken place. Alternate solutions are also proposed. 

Restrictions can be altered as needed if the integrity of the Treatment Plant and Distribution System 

remains intact.  Essential and Non-Essential users will be notified and restricted based on the list 

provided on page 1, based on supply and demand. Restrictions will be lifted as soon as possible.  

As general information for decision making, current reservoir and pre-sedimentation pond capacity is 

5 million gallons. At the average winter consumption rate of between 250,000-350,000 gallons per 

day and providing no fire flows or main line breakage allowances, this would allow between 10-12 

days of consumption. 

Targeting CFS (Cubic Feet per Second) levels in the river as a basis for decision-making is difficult for 

drought response implementation. There are several variables that must be considered including 

weather projections, temperature and humidity trends, and fire danger. Upstream of the Town’s 

water supply intake structure, there are several other users that may account for a demand of around 

30 CFS at a given time and there are still additional users downstream that may have senior rights 

that create additional demand. Also, the River intake pumps require a minimum level in the wet well 

to prevent cavitation from damaging pumps. Due to the fortunate lack of drought condition operating 

data, we are not sure of all the factors which may negatively affect our ability to access, pump and 

treat water when the river is low. We do know that the WTP will have to complete more frequent lab 

tests for process control to meet quality and compliance parameters.  

Target CFS drought restriction implementation recommendations are as follows: All CFS levels are 

measured at the USGS gage near Boise Creek in the White River, above the dam. This assumes that 

the dam is operating as a run of the river reservoir, where what is released is equal to what is 

entering, under normal operations.  

Stage 1=100 CFS for 10 days, with temperature projections of 90 degrees and above, humidity below 

20 % and fire danger = high, projected for one or more weeks. 

Stage 2=75 CFS for 5 days, with temperature projections of 90 degrees and above, humidity below 20 

% and fire danger = high, projected for one or more weeks.     

Stage 3=50 CFS for 3 days, with temperature projections of 90 degrees and above, humidity below 20 

% and fire danger = high, projected for one or more weeks. Town will initiate a call on the river. 
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Stage 4=25 CFS for 3 days, with temperature projections of 80 degrees and above, humidity below 20 

% and fire danger = high, projected for one or more weeks. Town will initiate or continue a call on the 

river. 

These are staff best estimates and we reserve the right to modify these trigger levels as we develop 

experience responding to low water levels in the river.  

The following is a list of triggering mechanisms for implementation and should be reviewed and 

modified as needed. 

Precursor conditions for water restrictions are low snowpack levels, early run off, high precipitation 

and hot and dry atmospheric conditions.  Specific triggering conditions are: 

1.) The average calculated demand over the past 7 days indicates that Water Treatment Plant 

productions and river inflows are less than or equal to daily demands. The demand information is 

collected daily through the SCADA (Supervisory Control Analytical Data Acquisition) system at the 

Water Plant and River Station by means of pump run times and flow meters. River flows are 

monitored daily and checked through web sites by USGS flow stations which measures flow in CFS.  

2) Treatment process must be modified to meet daily demands, primarily due to quality issues and 

compliance restrictions. Quality assurance is checked by Plant personnel daily or as needed thru lab 

sample analysis and visual observations. As river flows decrease, the activity in the river increases, 

and treatment processes may have to be slowed or modified. These changes affect daily production 

or could also result in plant shut down if the treatment plant is unable to meet state compliance 

requirements.  

3.) Any event, either natural or accidental, that occurs that might restrict inflows or outfall flows 

along the river. Historically this has been a rare event. 

4.) Contamination of source water from tributaries, river or reservoir would be reported to CDPHE 

immediately. The action required would be based on an acute or chronic test assessment. Treatment 

Plant staff would work directly with the State on action required, and in most cases the plant intake 

would be shut down until the contaminants passed through. Run off from fires creates a separate set 

of contaminates and may not be treatable due to high turbidities. In most cases with fire impacts, raw 

water remains non-potable but is suited for other uses such as irrigation. Drinking water for 

consumption is either based on a boil order or supplied from bottled water. There can be an 

extended period of time before the potable system is back online as the entire source water supply 

will have to be flushed out.   

5.) Mechanical failure either at reservoir or in-house pump stations that would restrict the ability to 

pump full daily demands. Most cases of this nature can be corrected with a few days. 
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6.) Catastrophic failure of the treatment facility or a critical component occurs, and the Town is 

unable to produce potable water. Water may have to be hauled in, and the Town would contact 

emergency support through Co-WARN, County resources, the Department of Natural Resources and 

water hauling companies. One recommendation for the Town would be to look at the feasibility of 

water wells or an additional pre-sedimentation pond as an alternative water supply sources. 

 

 

 

 

_____________________________________  ___________________ 

Donald C. Reed/Utilities Director    Date 

 

 

 

______________________________________  ___________________ 

Andy Shaffer, Mayor      Date 
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American Rescue Plan Act of 2021 

Coronavirus State and Local Fiscal Recovery Funds Fact Sheet 
 

Summary 

 

The American Rescue Plan Act of 2021 creates new Coronavirus State and Local Fiscal 

Recovery Funds to keep first responders, frontline health workers, teachers, and other providers 

of vital services safely on the job as states, local governments, Tribes, and territories roll out 

vaccines and fight to rebuild Main Street economies.  Funds are available until December 31, 

2024. 

 

Now that the legislation has been cleared by Congress, all matters of execution—including 

allocations of funding, regulations prescribing eligible uses of payments, and resolving matters 

of statutory ambiguity—will be determined by the guidance and regulations promulgated by the 

Secretary of the Treasury, which will be determinative.  

 

What follows is a summary of the key aspects of the recovery funds, and describes the intent of 

the legislation, along with a preliminary understanding of how the Treasury will execute the 

proposals. 

 

• States and the District of Columbia:  $195.3 billion 

 

o $25.5 billion will be equally divided. 

o $755 million will be allocated to make the District of Columbia whole after it did 

not receive a fair allocation under the CARES Act. 

o The remaining funds will be distributed based on the share of total unemployed 

workers. 

o If a state’s combined state and local funding total is less than what they received 

under the CARES Act, the difference will be allocated to the state (this guarantees 

a minimum of $1.25 billion for each state). 

o To the extent practicable, states and the District of Columbia will receive 

allocations from the Department of Treasury (Treasury) within 60 days of 

submitting a Certification of Need. 

o If Treasury decides that a payment to a State requires additional justification, the 

Secretary could choose to withhold up to 50% of the allocation to each state for 

up to 12 months from the date the certification of need is received.  Such a 

withholding would not be required, and if the State submits a second certification 

of need, the Secretary would be required to release the withheld amount by the 

12-month deadline. 

 

• Local governments:  $130.2 billion divided evenly between cities and counties 

 

o $65.1 billion will be allocated to metropolitan cities. 

o $45.57 billion will be allocated to municipalities with populations of generally 

at least 50,000 using a modified Community Development Block Grant 

formula and sent directly from Treasury to the city. 
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o $19.53 billion will be allocated to municipalities with populations of generally 

fewer than 50,000 in states and territories, with allocations capped at 75% of 

the locality’s most recent budget as of January 27, 2020.  Funds will be sent to 

the state to distribute to the local community based on population within 30 

days of receipt unless an extension is granted.  Even if granted an extension, 

States must distribute the funds to the local community not later than 120 days 

after they receive this funding for distribution or face monetary penalty, and 

cannot change the allocations or impose additional requirements. 

o $65.1 billion will be allocated to counties based on population and sent directly from 

the Department of Treasury to the counties. 

o Funding will be distributed by Treasury in two tranches—one within 60 days of 

enactment to the extent practicable, and the second one year after the disbursement of 

the first tranche. 

 

• Territories:  $4.5 billion 

 

o $2.25 billion will be divided equally. 

o $2.25 billion will be allocated based on population. 

o To the extent practicable, territories will receive allocations from Treasury within 

60 days of submitting a Certification of Need. 

o If Treasury decides that a payment to a territory requires additional justification, 

the Secretary could choose to withhold up to 50% of the allocation to the territory 

for up to 12 months from the date the certification of need is received.  Such a 

withholding would not be required, and if the Territory submits a second 

certification of need, the Secretary would be required to release the withheld 

amount. 

 

• Tribes:  $20 billion to federally recognized Tribal governments. 

 

o $1 billion will be divided equally. 

o $19 billion will be divided as determined by Treasury, which is expected to 

engage in Tribal consultation and to make use of data previously collected from 

Tribes to improve the distribution formula used in the CARES Act. 

o To the extent practicable, funding will be distributed by Treasury within 60 days 

of enactment. 

 

In addition to these Funds, the law creates a new $10 billion Coronavirus Capital Projects 

Fund for “critical capital projects directly enabling work, education, and health monitoring, 

including remote options, in response to the public health emergency with respect to the 

Coronavirus Disease.”  To implement this Fund, Treasury is required to establish a process of 

applying for grants within 60 days of enactment.  The Fund will provide: 

 

• $100 million for each state, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico; 

• $100 million split equally between the Virgin Islands, Guam, American Samoa, the 

Northern Mariana Islands, the Marshall Islands, Micronesia, and Palau; 
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• $100 million split equally between Tribal governments and Hawaii, with each receiving a 

minimum of $50,000; and 

• The remaining $4.7 billion will be distributed to states, the District of Columbia, and 

Puerto Rico as follows: 

o 50% based on population 

o 25% based on rural population  

o 25% based on household income that is below 150% of the poverty line 

 

The law also creates an additional $2 billion Local Assistance and Tribal Consistency Fund 

that will allocate $750 million to eligible revenue sharing counties (defined to include the 

District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, Guam, and the Virgin Islands) and $250 million to eligible 

Tribes for any government purpose other than lobbying.  These funds will be distributed based 

on economic conditions of the recipient entities in fiscal years 2022 (beginning October 1, 2021) 

and 2023 (beginning October 1, 2022).  Among other things, this fund is intended to assist 

counties currently reliant on the Payment in Lieu of Taxes (PILT) and Secure Rural Schools 

(SRS) programs, among other revenue sharing programs, but based on their real economic 

conditions rather than historic payments. 
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Frequently Asked Questions 

 

How can recipient governments use relief allocations from the State and Local Fiscal 

Recovery Funds? 

 

The Department of Treasury will issue guidance detailing its interpretation and implementation 

of eligible uses, but the statutory language specifically authorizes use of the funds.  Each of the 

following is a separate allowable use of the funds for the recipient: 

 

• To respond to the pandemic or its negative economic impacts, including assistance to 

households, small businesses, and nonprofits, or aid to impacted industries such as 

tourism, travel, and hospitality; 

• For premium pay to eligible workers performing essential work (as determined by each 

recipient government) during the pandemic, providing up to $13 per hour above regular 

wages;  

• For the provision of government services to the extent of the reduction in revenue due to 

the pandemic (relative to revenues collected in the most recent full fiscal year prior to the 

emergency); 

• To make necessary investments in water, sewer, or broadband infrastructure; 

 

In addition, a recipient may transfer its allocation to a private nonprofit organization, Tribal 

organization, public benefit corporation involved in the transportation of passengers or cargo, or 

special-purpose unit of State or local government, if the recipient government so chooses.  The 

recipient entity would need to use the funds consistent with the purposes listed above. 

 

The recipient government must send Treasury periodic reports with a detailed accounting of the 

uses of the funds (States and territories must also provide all modifications to tax revenue 

sources since March 3, 2020). 

 

The language explicitly prohibits funds from being deposited into a pension fund. 

 

States and territories are also prohibited from using the funds to offset, either directly or 

indirectly, a tax cut made since March 3, 2021. 

 

While the State and Local Fiscal Recovery Fund eligible uses are broader than those of the 

CARES Act Coronavirus Relief Fund, guidance previously released for the Coronavirus Relief 

Fund may provide insight into how Treasury may interpret and implement these American 

Rescue Plan provisions. 

 

How will state and local governments receive the relief allocations?  

  

States and territories will receive their allocations within 60 days of submitting to Treasury a 

certification signed by an authorized officer that the funds are needed to respond to the pandemic 

and will be used in compliance with the eligible uses.  If Treasury decides that a payment to a 

state requires additional justification, the Secretary could choose to withhold up to 50% of the 

allocation to each state and territory for up to 12 months from the date the certification of need is 
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received.  Such a withholding would not be required, and if the state or territory submits a 

second certification of need, the Secretary would be required to release the withheld amount by 

the 12-month deadline. 

  

Funding for counties, metropolitan cities, and nonentitlement units of local government 

(generally those under 50,000 inhabitants) will be separated into two tranches.  To the extent 

practicable, Treasury is required to send out the first tranche (equal to 50% of the recipient’s 

allocation) within 60 days of enactment, and the second tranche (the remaining 50%) not earlier 

than one year after the first disbursement.  Counties, metropolitan cities, and nonentitlement 

units of local government are not required to submit a signed certification of need to Treasury. 
  

Because it could take a full year for Treasury to calculate and disburse the allocations for 

nonentitlement units of local government, Treasury is instead required to send the amounts 

intended for those recipients to each state (including territories) within 60 days.  States and 

territories would then have 30 days to disburse the funds to the nonentitlements based on 

population.  Because of the potential administrative burden of evaluating the eligibility for all of 

these smaller localities, a state could, if necessary, ask Treasury for up to three extensions for 

distributing one or more of those allocations.  The state or territory would need to justify why the 

extension is warranted, and would have no authority to change the amount of, or attach 

additional requirements to, the payments allocated to the intended local government recipients.  

 

Why have the allocations on the estimates spreadsheet changed over time? 

 

• States:  The bill was amended in the Senate to replace the minimum base payment to 

states of $500 million with a total state- and local-level combined allocation equal to 

what the states received under the CARES Act, guaranteeing a minimum of $1.25 billion 

for each state.  

• Counties:   

o A correction was made to an error in the way the CDBG allocations were 

weighted across counties.  This resulted in a greater number of urban counties 

receiving the CDBG markup (up to 14, from 11 previously) and a subsequent 

reduction in the amounts received by other counties. 

o A correction was made to a data sorting error that resulted in the wrong 

population inputs being used for roughly 3% of all counties.  

• Metropolitan Cities:   

o A correction was made for an error in the way the CDBG allocations were 

weighted across metro cities.  This resulted in increases in the projected assistance 

to each metropolitan city by about 9%. 

o Eligible metropolitan cities that did not receive a FY2020 CDBG award and were 

therefore left off initial runs were manually identified and added when possible.  

• Nonentitlement Units of Local Government:  The estimates gained more precision over 

time based on updates to how Treasury will calculate the nonentitlement allocation for 

each state, as well as a change to the definition of “nonentitlement unit of local 

government” to more accurately cover active local governments performing the functions 

of municipalities, as had been the intent.  For example, the prior definition would have 

inadvertently made non-governmental entities eligible for allocations, which while 
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appropriate for the CDBG program, was not the policy intent of the state and local 

funding in the American Rescue Plan.  

 

What will cause final allocations to differ from the estimates spreadsheet? 

 

• Interpretation and implementation decisions by the Department of Treasury, including the 

possibility of using the FY2021 CDBG formula for metro cities or 2020 population data 

for counties and nonentitlements (that data was not available at the time that the 

Congressional Research Service’s preliminary estimates were calculated). 

• The cap on nonentitlement allocations at 75% of the entity’s most recent budget as of 

January 27, 2020.  Congressional Research Service analysts do not have local budget 

information sufficient to calculate this cap, so it is not reflected in the estimates. 

• Redistribution of funds from inactive counties to the local governments within the 

county. 

• Potential addition of eligible metro cities that did not receive a FY2020 CDBG award and 

were therefore not included on the spreadsheet.  

• Projected amounts for nonentitlements may be divided between more than one 

nonentitlement government to the extent that eligible nonentitlement governments have 

overlapping populations (for example, residents of a village government and town 

government in New York).  In cases where an eligible government does not appear on 

this list but another government representing some or all of its population is listed, the 

total estimate provided represents all of the nonentitlement funding attributable to the 

government’s underlying population.  Treasury guidance on how to distribute amounts 

for overlapping government will be determinative. 

 

What if a city, town, village, or township is not included on the estimates spreadsheet? 

 

The updated spreadsheet is not a comprehensive list of eligible nonentitlement units of local 

government; rather, it uses publicly available data to estimate how Treasury might interpret the 

law.  

 

The legislation defines “nonentitlement unit of local government” as either: 

 

(1) Any “municipality” (as defined by the Census) that is a city, county, town, township, 

parish, village, or other general purpose political subdivision of a State; Guam, the 

Northern Mariana Islands, the Virgin Islands, and American Samoa, or a general purpose 

political subdivision thereof; a combination of such political subdivisions that, except as 

provided in section 5306(d)(4) of this title, is recognized by the Secretary; and the 

District of Columbia. 

 

or, 

 

(2) any non-municipality (as defined by the Census) that is a town or township and which: 

 

(i) possesses powers and performs functions comparable to these associated with 

municipalities,  
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(ii) is closely settled, and  

(iii) contains within its boundaries no incorporated places as defined by the United 

States Bureau of the Census which have not entered into cooperation agreements 

with such town or township to undertake or to assist in the undertaking of 

essential community development and housing assistance activities. 

 

The Treasury Department will determine how this will be interpreted and implemented. 

 

In cases where an eligible government does not appear on this list but another government 

representing some or all of its population is listed, the total estimate provided represents all of 

the nonentitlement funding attributable to the government’s underlying population.  Treasury 

will determine how such amounts are divided among such overlapping units of government. 
 

What about cases where a local government appears more than once? 

 

The legislation provides for funding to cities (including both metro cities and nonentitlements) 

and counties to be separate and distinct.  In cases where cities are also incorporated as counties, 

those governments should expect to receive funding both as a city and as a county. 

 

However, any case where a local government is listed once as a city – either as both a metro city 

and a nonentitlement government, or twice as a nonentitlement government – is likely the 

product of error inherent in the estimating process.  For any government that is listed as both a 

metro city and a nonentitlement government, the metro city estimate is likely to be more 

accurate.  In cases where a government is listed more than once as a nonentitlement, any 

duplication should be ignored and the estimate should only be counted once, keeping in mind 

that some states have governments with identical names in different counties. 
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Lisa Piering

Subject: FW: Funding distribution to Municipalities
Attachments: Bill text Local Assistance and Tribal Consistency Fund.docx; Statement for the Record on 

Section 605 of the American Rescue Plan4[1].docx; ARP - Title-by-Title Summary1.pdf; 
Final State and Local Allocation Output 03.08.21.xlsx; Full Text American Rescue Plan 
3.9.2021.pdf

 
 

From: Logan, Alyssa (Bennet) <Alyssa_Logan@bennet.senate.gov>  
Sent: Wednesday, March 17, 2021 6:13 PM 
To: Lisa Piering <lpiering@rangelyco.gov> 
Subject: RE: Funding distribution to Municipalities 
 
Of course! I apologize for the oversight on getting you this info. Attached is a section by section summary of the whole 
bill as well as the full bill text. Summaries of most of the major provisions in the bill are available here. Please note many 
of the numbers on these links are just estimates at this point. 
 
A spreadsheet with estimates of the direct payment to states, counties, cities and towns is attached and NACO has 
updated estimated county funding numbers posted here. The full text of state and local government funding provisions 
can be found under Title M on page 569 of the attached text. The new funding will now be distributed in two tranches 
with the first payment due to go out within 60 days. The current version of the bill does require the funding be used for 
certain uses, but retains direct distribution to counties which was a top CCI priority. Senator Bennet worked hard over 
the last few months and coordinated closely with CCI to ensure that was in the final bill. The full details of eligible 
projects are on page 577-578 of the bill and a summary of the four allowable use of funds for counties is here: 
 

 Respond to the public health emergency with respect to the COVID-19 or its negative economic impacts, 
including assistance to households, small businesses, and nonprofits, or aid to impacted industries such as 
tourism, travel, and hospitality. 
 

 Respond to workers performing essential work during the COVID-19 public health emergency by providing 
premium pay to eligible workers of the county that are performing such essential work, or by providing grants to 
eligible employers that have eligible workers who perform essential work. 
 

 For the provision of government services to the extent of the reduction in revenue due to the public health 
emergency relative to revenues collected in the most recent full fiscal year of the county prior to the emergency 
or 
 

 Make necessary investments in water, sewer or broadband infrastructure. 
 
On AGNC, Swartout highlighted this new program that was inserted into the bill from a push led by Senator Ron Wyden 
of Oregon last week called the Local Assistance and Tribal Consistency Fund.  There are still a lot of questions on this 
provision and how it will interact with PILT and other county revenue programs like Secure Rural Schools. There were 
some early press reports that indicated that this program would supplant SRS, but we have been told that is not the 
intent. We are still pushing to reauthorize and fully fund SRS. We will hope to get that done in the next year.  
 
The details on the new fund will be worked out in the months ahead, but we know it contains $1.5 billion for public land 
counties nationwide over the next two fiscal years.  The new funding formula for the distribution of those funds will be 
based on the economic conditions of each eligible county using measurements of poverty rates, household income, land 
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values, and unemployment rates as well as other economic indicators, over the 20-year period ending with September 
30, 2021. More details on the program are attached including the legislative text and Senator Wyden’s statement for the 
record, which will help inform the Treasury Department as they draft the implementation guidelines for the new 
program. We look forward to working on the details of this new program with counties and CCI. 
 
Please let me know if you have any additional questions! 
Alyssa 
 
Alyssa Logan | Regional Representative  
U.S. Senator Michael F. Bennet | Grand Junction Regional Office 
O: 970-241-6631 | M: 970-975-0468 | alyssa_logan@bennet.senate.gov 
 
 
 
 

From: Lisa Piering <lpiering@rangelyco.gov>  
Sent: Wednesday, March 17, 2021 5:07 PM 
To: Logan, Alyssa (Bennet) <Alyssa_Logan@bennet.senate.gov> 
Subject: Funding distribution to Municipalities 
 
Alyssa, 
                I was at the AGNC meeting and RBC had information on the dollar amounts that were going to be distributed 
from the next round of relief I do not recall getting that information can whomever forwarded that to the county shoot 
out to me as well? 
 
Lisa Piering | Town Manager |Town of Rangely 
209 East Main Street, Rangely, Co 81648 |Email lpiering@rangelyco.gov 
Phone (970) 675-8476 | Fax (970) 675-8471 | Cell (970) 620-1129  
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Lisa Piering

Subject: Rio Blanco County Takes Steps Against Wolf Reintroduction

*********** PRESS RELEASE *********** 
March 16, 2021  

 
On Tuesday March 16, 2021, the Rio Blanco County Board of County Commissioners unanimously passed a 
resolution to reaffirm the county's opposition to wolf reintroduction to become a Wolf Reintroduction Sanctuary 
County.  Rio Blanco County is the first in the State to adopt a Wolf Reintroduction Sanctuary Resolution since 
Proposition 114 passed on November 3, 2020.  
 
Through the resolution, the commissioners stated the county would allow for the natural migration and 
repopulation of Gray Wolves, but would not allow for artificially introduced wolves.  Further stating that 
“designated lands” for artificial reintroduction must not include Rio Blanco County or any other County in the 
State that adopts the Sanctuary County Resolution.    
 
Proposition 114 narrowly passed in the statewide election; however, of the 64 counties in the state only 13 
received an affirmative vote.  There were only 5 counties on the western slope which voters approved the 
proposition.  Under the Rio Blanco County Resolution, these would be considered to be designated lands by 
the terms defined by the ballot measure. Those counties include Pitkin, Summit, San Miguel, San Juan and La 
Plata County.   
 
Under Proposition 114, Colorado Parks and Wildlife Commission is tasked with getting wolves on the ground 
by December 2023 on lands west of the Continental Divide. Rio Blanco County Commissioners have urged the 
CPW Commission to take the necessary time to make this program as effective as possible for the citizens of 
the areas that will be impacted. 
 
During a work session on March 9, 2021, local resident and former Colorado Division of Wildlife Biologist, Jeff 
Madison, presented to the Board the idea of Rio Blanco County becoming a Wolf Reintroduction Sanctuary 
County. This idea was met with great enthusiasm from the Board of County Commissioners. Locally, Rio 
Blanco County residents voted 3,164 against and 439 in favor of Proposition 114. 
 
Among the top concerns from the County is the significant economic impact from the Wolf Reintroduction. The 
County is already facing depressed county revenues due to regulations on the fossil fuel industry.  According 
to the Colorado Department of Agriculture, Rio Blanco County maintains a 18.8 million dollar agriculture 
industry from cattle, sheep and hay production. The Northwest Region of Colorado, including Rio Blanco 
County, reports the largest amount of outdoor recreation in the state spending at $10.3 billion according to The 
2017 Economic Contributions of Outdoor Recreation in Colorado. 
 
While the reintroduction plan would allow for “fair compensation” of livestock losses due to wolf predation, for 
other states, notably Idaho, in practical application this has proven to be difficult or even unattainable for 
livestock producers.  Furthermore there is no existing plan to account for losses to the big game hunting 
industry.   
 
The Board of County Commissioners felt strongly that  the resolution is not an attempt to go against the will of 
the people; however, view this as an opportunity to uphold the wishes of their constituents.  Board Chairman, 
Gary Moyer, encouraged other western slope counties to take similar steps earlier stating “we are more alike 
than we are different. Right now it feels like a war is being waged on rural Colorado, and they are coming at us 
from every direction.  However, we are also stronger together, and it will be hard to ignore us if we are working 
together.” 
 

### 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2021-06 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

OF RIO BLANCO COUNTY, COLORADO, REAFFIRMING RIO BLANCO 

COUNTY’S OPPOSITION TO THE REINTRODUCTION OF WOLVES 

GENERALLY, AND SPECIFICALLY ESTABLISHING RIO BLANCO 

COUNTY AS A WOLF REINTRODUCTION SANCTUARY COUNTY 

 

 

WHEREAS, in the November 3rd, 2020 Colorado election, Proposition 114, the ballot measure to 

require the artificial introduction of Canadian Gray Wolves into the State, the voters of Colorado 

narrowly approved the measure by a vote of 1,590,299 for and 1,533,313 against, while the voters of 

Rio Blanco County overwhelmingly rejected the measure voting 3164 against and 439 for; and  

 

WHEREAS, Proposition 114 received an affirmative vote in only 5 western slope counties, including 

Pitkin, Summit, San Miguel, San Juan, and La Plata Counties; and  

 

WHEREAS, gray wolves were extirpated from the County and the State nearly 80 years ago because 

of their predation on cattle and sheep; and  

 

WHEREAS, the economy of Rio Blanco County is highly dependent on agriculture, in the form of 

cattle and sheep ranching, and on big game, with both hunting and outfitting; and 

 

WHEREAS, Rio Blanco County is central to both the largest elk herd and largest mule deer herd in 

the State and Nation; and 

 

WHEREAS, wolf reintroductions in other states have caused significant reductions in big game herd 

numbers requiring reduced opportunities for hunters and other wildlife enthusiasts; and 

 

WHEREAS, wolf reintroductions in other states have included a provision for “fair compensation” 

for livestock losses due to wolf predation, however, in practical application, this has proven from 

difficult to unattainable for affected livestock producers; and  

 

WHEREAS, Rio Blanco County is part of the Northwest region as defined by Colorado Parks & 

Wildlife.  According to The 2017 Economic Contributions of Outdoor Recreation in Colorado,1 the 

Northwest region included the largest amount of outdoor recreation spending at $10.3 billion.  Rio 

Blanco County is the fourth largest contributor with respect to big game hunting and associated 

activities within the Northwest region; and 

 

WHEREAS, Rio Blanco County maintains a 18.8 million dollar agriculture industry from cattle, 

1 The 2017 Economic Contributions of Outdoor Recreation in Colorado, A regional and county level analysis. Colorado 

SCORP, Colorado Parks & Wildlife, and Southwick Associates. 

https://cpw.state.co.us/Documents/Trails/SCORP/2017EconomicContributions_SCORP.pdf, July 23, 2018, page 3, (accessed 

03/12/2021) 
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sheep and hay production, according to the Colorado Department of Agriculture2; and  

 

WHEREAS, gray wolves have naturally returned to the State over the last decade with confirmed 

sightings of both individuals and packs in Jackson, Routt, Rio Blanco, and Moffat counties; and  

 

WHEREAS, given the biology and social habits of wolf populations, it is reasonable to assume 

migration by Canadian gray wolves will continue into the northern portion of Colorado and Mexican 

gray wolves will continue into the southern portion of the state; and 

 

WHEREAS, given the nature of wolf behavior, the presence of artificially introduced wolf 

populations will reduce or eliminate the recolonization by natural migration; and  

 

WHEREAS, 76% of Rio Blanco County is Federal Land, including US Forest Service and Bureau 

of Land Management property; and 

 

WHEREAS, the ecological benefits of re-established wolf populations can be achieved by natural 

migration and reproduction; and 

 

WHEREAS, the adoption of this Resolution is necessary and proper to provide for the safety, 

preserve the health, promote the prosperity, and improve the order, comfort, welfare, and convenience 

of the County and the inhabitants thereof; 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of County Commissioners of Rio Blanco 

County as follows: 

 

1. Rio Blanco County is declared to be a Wolf Reintroduction Sanctuary County, allowing 

only for the natural migration and repopulation of Gray Wolves without the competition from 

artificially introduced wolves: 

 

2. “Designated Lands”, for artificial reintroduction of wolves as defined in the ballot 

Proposition, must not include Rio Blanco County or any other County in the State that adopts the 

Sanctuary County Designation. 

 

3. This decision is predicated on the following: 

 

a) A rapid artificial repopulation of wolves into Rio Blanco County will cause significant 

economic harm in a time in which County revenues are already depressed.   

 

b) A slow, extensively monitored and managed, natural restoration of wolves will 

facilitate a fuller understanding of regional and localized wolf behavior and of social impacts 

and will allow for increased temporal directed adaptive management. 

 

c) Adaptive management strategies must include take as an appropriate tool as 

2 U. S. Census Bureau,  (2017), United States Department of Agriculture, Glimpse of Colorado Agricultural Production Map,  

https://ag.colorado.gov/sites/ag/files/2019%20Glimpse%20of%20CO%20Agriculture%20Map.jpg, accessed March 12, 2021. 
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warranted. 

d) Wolves should be artificially reintroduced only in those Colorado Counties that

received an affirmative vote on Proposition 114 in the 2020 election.    This will allow for 

comparative study of impacts, both positive and negative, of different reintroduction 

strategies.  In other Counties, including Rio Blanco County, wolves should be allowed to 

naturally repopulate through migration and reproduction only.  

e) Individual wolves or packs that migrate from the original release counties must be

removed from the Sanctuary County so as not to compete with or displace natural 

reestablishment.  

f) Funding should be robust enough to closely monitor both naturally occurring and

reintroduced wolves and the detailed effects on prey animals. Funding should be limited to 

the State General Fund as to not effect already limited Game Cash Funds and not encumber 

Sportsmen’s dollars to this effort. 

g) In that a high percentage of land within the County is Federally owned, planning and

management of the wolves should be closely coordinated with the Forest Service and Bureau 

of Land Management. 

9. The above listed approach, in large part, follows the recommendations of the Colorado Wolf

Management Plan established by the working group in December 2004. 

DULY MOVED, SECONDED, AND PASSED ON A VOTE OF _____FOR AND 

______AGAINST THIS _________DAY OF MARCH 2021. 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

OF  RIO BLANCO COUNTY, 

COLORADO 

ATTEST: 

____________________________________ 

Gary Moyer, Chairman 

____________________________________ ____________________________________ 

Boots M. Campbell, Clerk & Recorder  Jeff Rector, Commissioner 

____________________________________ 

Ty Gates, Commissioner 
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     You are receiving this notice be-
cause our records indicate that you 
have a natural gas line running un-
derground from your gas meter to a 
structure or a gas burning appli-
ance.  As your natural gas distribu-
tor, the Rangely Gas Dept., in ac-
cordance with federal regulations, 
needs to make you aware of certain 
safety recommendations regarding 
your underground natural gas pip-
ing. 

     The Rangely Gas Dept. operates 
the gas system with an emphasis 
on safety.  We are required to de-
sign, operate and maintain the un-

derground gas pipeline in accordance 
with prescribed federal safety stand-

ards.  The Gas Dept. does not own 
or maintain the gas piping down-
stream of the gas meter (the gas 

line between the meter and the 
building).  This is the responsibility of 
the customer or home owner.  If the 
buried pipe is not properly main-
tained, it may be subject to corrosion 
(if the pipe is metallic) and/or leak-
age. 

     To ensure the continued safe and 
reliable operation of these lines, the 
buried piping should be checked pe-
riodically.  You, or the home owner, 
are advised to contact a licensed 
plumber or the Rangely Gas Dept. to 
assist you in locating, inspecting and 
checking the buried pipeline.  If any 
unsafe condition or leakage is discov-
ered, repairs should be made as 
soon as possible.  

     If you feel we have made an er-
ror regarding this notice or if you 
have any questions, please call the 
Rangely Gas Dept. at (970)675-8258. 
or (970)675-8476. 

Please do not  hesitate to call the 

Gas Dept. due to COVID fears or 

restrictions.  We will find a way to 

assist you  while addressing any con-

cerns or fears you may have, 

Dear Gas Customer or Home Owner: 

Call Before You Dig 
If you plan to dig, gas piping should 
ALWAYS be located in advance and 
all digging should be carefully done 
by hand near the pipe.  Remember, 
simple tasks such as digging fence 
post holes, rototilling and 
landscaping qualify as digging 
activities.  Contact the Utility 
Notification Center of Colorado 
(UNCC) three days in advance of 
digging, in order for all utility-owned 
pipes and cables may be located.  In 
fact, it’s the law.  The service is 
free.  For locates call  8-1-1.  
 
 Should yo u plan  to dig  aro und gas piping,  the pip ing shou ld ALWAYS be  located in adva nce and all  diggi ng shoul d be caref ully d one by hand i n the vicin ity of  the pipe .  It is al ways a g ood ide a to cont act the U tility Noti fication Center of Color ado (UNC C) th ree da ys in adv ance of a ny dig ging, i n orde r that  all uti lity-o wned p ipes and cab les may be  located.  I n fact, it is the law.   This service is f ree.  For locates call the UNC C at 1(800 )922 -198 7. 

March 16, 2021 
TOWN OF RANGELY 
GAS DEPARTMENT 

Underground Gas Line Maintenance 
Call Before You Dig/Meter Safety/EFV 

Phone Numbers 

8-1-1 

(970)675-8258 

(970)675-8476 

(970)675-8466 

UNCC 

Gas Dept 

Town Hall 

Police Dept. 
Non emer-
gency 

In an Emergency Call 911 

*NOTICE* 

IF YOU FIND A SLIP 
OF PAPER             

ENCLOSED WITH 
THIS LETTER: 

 You may have more 
than one structure 
(house, bldg., etc.) 
with an underground 
line.  Check this slip 
of paper for other 
service addresses. 

 Your mailing address 
may have been dif-
ferent than the 
physical service ad-
dress with the un-
derground line. 

Meter Safety 

Please check your gas 

meter for snow and ice 

build up.  Call the Gas 

Dept. at 675-8258 if 

you need assistance to 

remove snow or ice 

from your meter set. 

*Examples of customer owned gas lines are:  

gas lines that run from the gas meter to the 

house, a gas line running from the garage to 

the house if the gas meter is on the garage, 

a gas line running to the garage if the meter 

is at the house, or a fuel line  running from 

the gas meter to a trailer house. 

EFV 

The Gas Dept. must now install an EFV 

(Excess Flow Valve) on any new gas ser-

vice.  This is a device that shuts down the 

flow of gas when a gas service line is 

punctured or hit.  Please be aware that 

gas flow is not shut off 100%.  You still 

must call 9-1-1 or the Gas Dept.  if you 

damage a gas line.  EFV’s are not installed 

on the customer owned Underground 

Lines mentioned in this notice. 
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1

Lisa Piering

From: Ellis, Keely <Keely.Ellis@cncc.edu>
Sent: Friday, March 12, 2021 4:14 PM
To: Lisa Piering; Peter Brixius; Matt Scoggins; scott.pankow@moffatsd.org
Cc: Miller, Angela
Subject: Presidential Search Update

Good afternoon,  
 
We are hoping you will be willing to distribute this information to your boards.  
 
We wanted to reach out and let you know that we are going to be having Presidential Candidate Forums on March 22nd, 
March 23rd, April 1st  April 2nd, and April 5th.  
 
These forums will be conducted virtually via WebEx (more information to follow).  
 
Main Forum (everyone is welcome) at 3-4:30pm  
 
If you have any questions please don’t hesitate to reach out to Angie Miller or myself.  
 
Best,  
 
Keely Ellis 
Executive Assistant to the President & Human Resources 
Public Information Officer 
Colorado Northwestern Community College 
Office: (970) 675-3219 
Fax: (970) 675-5046 
Email: Keely.Ellis@cncc.edu 

 
 
My current schedule 
Monday – working remote 
Tuesday – in the office  
Wednesday - working remote  
Thursday – working remote 
Friday – working remote 
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 

Contact 
CCCS Communications 

cccs.communications@cccs.edu 
 

 
 

Five Finalists Announced in Presidential Search for 
Colorado Northwestern Community College 

 

Finalists to participate in virtual, open community forums March and April. 
 
 
March 17, 2021 (Denver) — Today, the Colorado Community College System (CCCS) 
Chancellor Joe Garcia announced five finalists in the running for president of Colorado 
Northwestern Community College (CNCC). CNCC president Ron Granger will retire at 
the end of his term in July 2021, concluding a 40-year career in academia. 
 
The search advisory committee, comprised of college and community representatives, 
conducted a thorough screening and preliminary interviews with applicants in order to 
identify those best suited to lead CNCC with long-term success.  
 
The finalists are: 
 
  

 
Dr. Josh Baker 

 
Dr. Lisa Jones Copprue Tim Gibbs 

  

 

Dr. Sandra Kiddoo Keith Peterson  
 
Bios for each finalist and information for upcoming forums are available on CNCC’s 

website at the following link: https://www.cncc.edu/presidential-search.     
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Presidential finalists will meet virtually with the CNCC community in March and April 
through open community forums to allow faculty, staff, and college constituents to learn 
more about their experience, leadership style, and philosophies on a variety of issues.  
 
The virtual community forums are scheduled as follows: 

FINALIST VIRTUAL COMMUNITY FORUMS 

Tim Gibbs 
Monday, March 22 

3:00 – 4:30 pm 

Dr. Lisa Jones Copprue 
Tuesday, March 23 

3:00 – 4:30 pm  

Keith Peterson 
Thursday, April 1 
3:00 – 4:30 pm  

Dr. Sandra Kiddoo 
Friday, April 2 
3:00 – 4:30 pm 

Dr. Josh Baker 
Monday, April 5 
3:00 – 4:30 pm 

 
Feedback surveys will be requested from participants who interact with finalists. 
Surveys will be reviewed by Chancellor Garcia prior to his selection of the new CNCC 
president. Input from the college community is encouraged and will be instrumental in 
the selection process. 
 

### 
 

About Colorado Northwestern Community College 
Colorado Northwestern Community College (CNCC) is a leading point of entry to higher 
education for the northwest corner of Colorado. CNCC provides cost-effective, high-
quality college education, along with access and opportunity for non-traditional students, 
workforce development, training resources for local organizations, and community 
partnerships. Learn more at www.cncc.edu.   
 
About Colorado Community College System 

The Colorado Community College System (CCCS) is the state’s largest system of 

higher education, delivering more than 1,000 programs to over 125,000 students 

annually through 13 colleges and 38 locations across Colorado. Our open access 

mission ensures all Coloradans who aspire to enrich their lives have access to quality 

higher education opportunities. The System Office provides leadership, advocacy and 

support to the colleges under the direction of the State Board for Community Colleges 

and Occupational Education (SBCCOE). Join us in changing the way Colorado goes to 

college. Learn more at www.cccs.edu.  
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1

Lisa Piering

From: Brandi Lambros <blambros@rioblancowcd.org>
Sent: Wednesday, March 10, 2021 1:40 PM
To: Lisa Piering; Don Reed; Jeff Rector; Ty Gates; gary.moyer@rbc.us; Vince Wilczek; Tim 

Winkler; im_short_2@yahoo.com; Rosaly Coombs; Wade Cox
Cc: Alden Vanden Brink
Subject: Rural Water

Good Afternoon All, 
 
I want to express that RBWCD is ready to move on to the next stages within the feasibility of the rural water 
project.  This meeting will be the utmost of importance in deciding whether or not there is enough community interest 
in moving further on with the project. I have reached out to each one of you for the importance that each entity 
represents in this project and your availability to attend before scheduling the meeting with the public.  
 
RURAL WATER SYSTEM 
FIRE TRAINING HALL 
MONDAY – APRIL 26, 2021 
6:30 PM – 8:00 PM 
 
This Meeting will focus on the Rural Water Project with a quick update on other activities RBWCD is actively working on. 
Please let me know if there will be any conflict with your schedule because you all are important in moving this forward! 
 
Thank You! 
 
Brandi Lambros 
Office Manager 
2252 E. Main Street 
Rangely, CO 81648 
970-675-5055 Office 
970-675-5531 Fax 
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P.O. Box 149 

Rifle, CO 81650 
970.712.7317 

Response Line 866.442.9034 
www.communitycountscolorado.com 

 
MEMBERSHIP REPORT 

March 18, 2021 
 

 
MISSION STATEMENT: “To facilitate open and direct dialogue through timely response and 
resolution of mutual concerns between communities and the energy and extraction industries.” 
 
Due to COVID-19 restrictions the Board will meet by conference call till further notice. 
 
CCC 2021 BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
 

KIRK DAEHLING – NATURAL SODA PRESIDENT 
CHARLES “CHUCK” HALL – BATTLEMENT MESA RESIDENT – VICE-PRESIDENT 
MONIQUE SPEAKMAN – BATTLEMENT MESA RESIDENT/CHERYL & CO 

PROPERTY MANAGEMENT - SECRETARY 
ZACH JACOBSON – SUMMIT MIDSTREAM - TREASURER 
DAVE MORLAN – RIO BLANCO COUNTY RESIDENT 
KIRBY WYNN – GARFIELD OIL & GAS LIAISON 

 
Membership – Community Counts is solely sponsored by our members and a few grants from 
our counties. `We continue to be active in Garfield, Mesa, and Rio Blanco counties.  Community 
Counts was fortunate to only lose 6 members due to business closures and budget restraints in 
2020 and so far, only one business but two operators that their assets have been acquired by 
another operator in 2021.  Our current membership stands at 59 members.  Due to COVID-19, 
there were no physical updates held in 2020.  A membership report was sent out in July of 2020 
along with updates from the operators.  In November, members were sent our Annual Meeting 
report.   
 
Drilling rigs in 2020 2021– Garfield County started with 3 rigs in January, dropping to 2 rigs in 
March and then in April dropped to 1 rig but Caerus brought another rig in November given 
Garfield County 2 rigs through January 2021.  Both of those rigs have now moved to Rio Blanco 
County at the end of January.  Mesa County had no rigs in 2020 and Rio Blanco County has 
had one rig from the last of June through first of August with Natural Soda’s rig.  The State of 
Colorado started 2020 with 24 rigs, but went down to 7 rigs in May, 2 in July and struggled back 
up to the 6 rigs with current rig count gaining to 8. 
 
Current Rig Count – 0 Garfield County; 2 Rio Blanco County; 0- Mesa County 
 Terra Energy Partners– 1 RBC 
 Caerus – 1 RBC 
 State-Wide – 8 (3/12/21) 

 
Executive Director – Activities 
 
Executive Director, Nita Smith has received minimal concerns of jake brakes, an odor and a 
road issue since last sending out a membership report last July.  Due to COVID-19, we met for 
Board meetings only in January and September and otherwise reports were sent to the Board of 
Directors for March, May, and July meetings.  The Annual Meeting was also canceled due to the 

49



COVID-19 restrictions and reports were sent to the Board and the Annual Meeting report was 
sent to all databases.  Although we did not hold any physical updates in the areas we operate 
in, I continually worked from home helping with any concerns, researching any questions there 
might be, sending out multiple travel alerts, fire information and other pertinent information for 
the three counties.   
 
In 2020, we continued with articles in the Battlement Mesa newsletter and advertised monthly in 
the Plateau Valley Times in Collbran along with advertising on the Meeker Chamber website, 
with a digital banner ad which ran for the year.  We also advertising in Rangely’s Relocation 
Guide and Rangely utility bill every other month.  In 2021, Community Counts has cut their 
budget and has decided to not advertise except through articles. We will continue with an article 
in the Battlement Mesa newsletter and have just recently had an article in the Plateau Valley 
Times. We will have other articles to be published within the local newspapers and with various 
Chambers.  We will also use our databases to advertise and encourage promotion by word of 
mouth. 
 
Databases:  Community Counts sends out numerous travel alerts, industry information along 
with information on fires or prescribed burns and other pertinent information specific to the 
areas.  Our database has grown to over 500 persons split into 18 separate databases that 
covers all three counties, Garfield, Mesa and Rio Blanco counties.  If you know of someone who 
would like to be on our database please have them contact me at 
nita@communitycountscolorado.com and let me know which county they live or work in. 
 
We were contacted and personally and asked to worked with the Rocky Mountain Blue Fire 
Team that was brought in to help manage the Piceance Creek fires.  Information was provided 
to help contact operators and residents for the fire team to communicate with.  We also worked 
with each of the fire teams brought in to manage the Pine Gulch Fire and Grizzly Creek Fire.  
We helped provide operator contacts and provided the operators with direct contact with the 
team. The Pine Gulch fire teams and The Grizzly Creek fire teams provided daily updates on 
the fires as did CDOT on the I-70 Glenwood Springs Canyon closure due to the Grizzly Creek 
fire. These updates were sent out daily to operators, contractors and residents in the three 
counties we operate in along with health advisories due to the smoke.  Information was provided 
to the fire teams when their attachments were too large for the operator’s servers to accept 
them, which they graciously downsized.  The evening I-70 was shut down due to the Grizzly 
Creek Fire and Hwy 13 became one of the alternate routes for the I-70 shutdown, Community 
Counts was instrumental in helping provide information to the Hwy 13 Construction crew that 
helped them in determining to not hold traffic till I-70 re-opened. 
 
In 2021, presentations have been made to Garfield, Mesa and Rio Blanco County 
Commissioners.  We are currently working on retaining memberships and continued marketing 
of Community Counts along with sending out the informational e-mails you receive from our 
organization.   
 
CCC Website: Our website is still a great resource for information on energy/extractive 
industries along with a calendar of events, list of Board of Directors and Staff and a current list 
of all of our members.  (www.communitycountscolorado.com) 
 
Response Line: (866.442.9034) 
The response line is available 24/7/365 days a year and continues to be one of best resources 
for residents to reach out with their concerns. (Please note - with acquisition of operators by 
other operators the script will be changing in the near future but until then please choose the 
operator in the area where your concern is that you are familiar with.  Ursa’s lines are now being 
transferred to Terra, so if you have an issue in the area of what used to belong to Ursa, still 
chose the Ursa tab or you may also choose the Terra tab.  Grizzly operating will be transitioned 
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after April 1st, but Terra or Grizzly tab will get you immediate help.  As always, you can choose 
the “0” for the Executive Director and I will be happy to help you.) 

RESPONSE LINE: 866-442-9034 
PRESS 1 TERRA ENERGY PARTNERS 
PRESS 2 CAERUS OIL & GAS 
PRESS 3 URSA RESOURCES 
PRESS 4 GRIZZLY OPERATING 
PRESS 5 CHEVRON 
PRESS 6  
PRESS 7 SOLVAY CHEMICALS 
PRESS 8 LARAMIE ENERGY  
PRESS 9 GARFIELD COUNTY OIL & GAS LIAISON 
PRESS 0 COMMUNITY COUNTS EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
PRESS * NATURAL SODA IN RIO BLANCO COUNTY 
PRESS # XTO ENERGY OR EXXONMOBIL IN RIO BLANCO COUNTY 

Goals for 2021 – Community Counts, most importantly will continue to help with concerns 
throughout the three counties we operate in.  In addition, we will continue to be the source of 
information that the operators, contractors and residents depend on for travel alerts and 
important information pertinent to each area.  Operator updates will be given hopefully twice a 
year through reports until things open up more for meetings. (Operator update attached at the 
end of this report) 

Community Counts Board Meetings are held every other month on the 3rd Wednesday of 
the month, 3:30 – 5:00 pm at the Town of Parachute, 222 Grand Valley Way, Parachute, CO.   
Meeting will be held via conference call till Covid-19 restrictions are lift.  (Meetings for 2021 
tentatively scheduled for May 19; July 21; Sept. 15 & Nov. 17.) 

Contact information is: Nita Smith, Executive Director, nita@communitycountscolorado.com 
(970.712.7317 or 303-916-4009) or Kirk Daehling, Board President – 970-355-4668, 
kdaehling@naturalsoda.com. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Nita L Smith 
Executive Director 
Community Counts Colorado 
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P.O. Box 149 
Rifle, CO 81650 

970.712.7317 
Response Line 866.442.9034 

www.communitycountscolorado.com 

 

OPERATOR UPDATES 
 

Terra Energy 

“TEP Rocky Mountain LLC (“TEP”) currently produces approximately 750 MMSCFD of natural gas from 
approximately 7,316 wells located on over 1,200 pads across several counties. TEP currently has one (1) 
rig drilling in Rio Blanco county and that rig is scheduled to be back in Garfield County later this summer 
to drill three (3) pad locations back-to-back through 2021. TEP currently has an active completions 
program and intends to complete all the wells drilled this year. Future drilling plans are dependent on 
market prices and receiving approved permits from the COGCC and BLM. 

 TEP recently acquired the Piceance assets from URSA and Grizzly and we are presently working on 
assimilating both into our existing infrastructure. We do not have any future plans to drill on acreage 
from either asset as of today, but that could change depending on the market. 

 TEP continues to place safety at the top of our list, and we strive every day to be the best operator that 
we can be.” 

 

Caerus Oil and Gas 

Caerus is currently operating one drilling rig (H&P 330) in Rio Blanco County on the J14 496 
pad. We have one CalFrac completions crew currently working on the O04 696 location in 
Garfield County off CR 215 north of Parachute. 

Caerus plans to keep a one rig drilling program and one completion spread for 2021 and plan to 
drill 32 wells and complete 28 wells. 

Production is approx. 375 MMCFE/day. 

There are currently 133 employees in the Parachute Office. 

 

SUMMIT MIDSTREAM 

Currently they do not have any new pipeline projects or any expansions going on and there day 
to day operations are purely maintenance or operational. 
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Williams Piceance Area Operational Update 

• Operation of Willow Creek natural gas processing and treating plant on Piceance Creek 
with a throughput capacity of 510mm standard cubic feet per day. 

• Operation of Ryan Gulch compressor station/gas dehydration process with a throughput 
capacity of 100mm standard cubic feet per day. Currently Williams customer (Terra 
Energy Partners) is in the process of drilling new wells near Rio Blanco county road 24 
which are scheduled to begin flowing into the station in mid-2021. The Ryan Gulch 
gathering system consists of 100 miles of natural gas pipelines in the Ryan Gulch, Black 
Sulfur Creek, Fawn Creek, and Yellow Creek areas. 

• Operation of 3 natural gas processing and treating plants in Parachute Colorado with a 
gathering system comprised of 18 separate compressor stations which feed gas to the 
facilities. 

• Operation of 8” Parachute Greasewood Express (PGX) natural gas liquids pipeline 
which delivers natural gas liquids from the Parachute gas processing plants in Garfield 
county and the Willow Creek processing plant in Rio Blanco county. The custody 
transfer point to the Overland Pass pipeline is located adjacent to the Willow Creek 
Plant. 

• Operation of 30” Parachute Lateral natural gas pipeline which delivers natural gas from 
the Parachute natural gas plants to the Willow Creek gas plant and ultimately to the 
Greasewood hub near Rio Blanco county road 3. 

 

Natural Soda 

As an essential business producing sodium bicarbonate for the nation’s food supply, Natural 
Soda has remained in full operation since the start of the COVID-19 pandemic.  In fact, 2020 
was a record production year for us.  In 2021, for the first time since 2015, there is no planned 
drilling for any new production wells.  Another well pair is planned for 2022.    

 

SOLVAY 

Solvay's markets are recovering well and we will be producing very near the capacity of the 
plant.  COVID in 2020 had a small impact and we were only about 10% less than what 
we produced in 2019.  Our employees have been self-monitoring resulting in minimal to no 
impact due to COVID.  We are fully staffed and in our offices.   

 

LARAMIE ENERGY 

There are no immediate plans for a rig, we are evaluating pricing and regulations (BLM and 
COGCC). Planning for rig in Q1 2022. Steady operations for 2021 with a capitol emphasis on 
production optimization and efficiencies.   
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An open letter to the residents of the cities of Brighton, Broomfield, Commerce City, Federal Heights, 
Northglenn, Thornton, Westminster and all unincorporated areas of Adams County:   

As Chiefs of Police in the 17th Judicial District and elected Sheriff, we have had the opportunity to view the 
proposed jail de-population bill (Senate Bill 21-062) currently under consideration in the state legislative 
session.  As we are part of our communities, our passion is about a collaborative partnership to ensure every 
consideration is examined which could significantly impact the safety of our citizens.  This bill was constructed 
in coordination with state legislators and the American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) and not with local Police 
Chiefs. It was drafted, introduced and modified multiple times before local Police Chiefs were given an 
opportunity to share our professional insight and considerations.   

In the current form, the Chiefs and Sheriff of the 17th Judicial District have deep concerns and strongly oppose 
this legislation because of the significant negative ramifications this will have on our communities, crime rates, 
and victimization.  The current judicial process allows law enforcement the ability to jail individuals who have 
perpetrated crimes in our jurisdictions and routinely victimize additional people while awaiting the criminal 
justice process. In addition, existing constitutional rights protect the victim and the offender with bond 
processes which utilize multiple factors as decided by a judge after an offender is jailed.  Assurances of a fair 
and appropriate process are maintained through a judge’s review.  

This legislation eliminates that judicial review process and mandates an arrestee’s release immediately, prior 
to judicial review or bond setting, for every crime except the most serious felony offenses – class 1, 2, and 3. 
In addition, should a defendant fail to appear in court, a warrant with a bond for failing to appear may only be 
set by a judge if a victim has been issued a subpoena or an officer is present for that case. Otherwise, a judge 
may not issue a warrant with a bond attached.  The COVID 19 jail restrictions implemented over the past year 
which frees all suspects of significant felony offenses (class 4 or lower) and all misdemeanor offenses on a 
summons without judicial review is being offered as a permanent solution through this legislation. Examples 
of crimes mandated to be released are auto theft, residential and business burglaries, Possession of a Weapon 
by a previous offender, arson and all misdemeanor offenses including violent offenses like assault.  

In many cases, we can demonstrate jailing an individual suspected of committing such crimes disrupts 
continued patterns of repeat criminal behavior. Ongoing COVID jail restrictions which are now being proposed 
as permanent in this legislation prohibit our ability to disrupt this ongoing criminal behavior by mandating 
immediate release of offenders without holding an offender for jail, judicial review and bond setting.  

All of our agencies can speak to specific cases where this proposed legislation would have significant negative 
impacts on crime victims and our communities. Current COVID jail restrictions sought to be made permanent 
with this legislation have manifested into an overwhelming increase in motor vehicle theft, business and 
residential burglaries, previous offenders possessing firearms and many other crimes in every one of our 
jurisdictions. Examples often include individuals repeating multiple felony crimes within days of being arrested 
and not jailed because of current jail restrictions. Many of these offenders already have numerous additional 
warrants for their arrest for prior criminal behavior (including failure to appear warrants) and lengthy criminal 
histories. Jail restrictions currently in place and proposed as permanent with this legislation, prohibit the jailing 
of these individuals. 

This bill focuses on freeing the individual committing the crime without judicial review and does not consider 
the tremendous impact it will have on our communities.  We are alarmed about the long term damage that 
will result from this legislation.   
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Clint Nichols 

Don Vallero 

As leaders of these law enforcement agencies we base our opposition first and foremost on behalf of those 
already victimized and secondly for potential additional victims.  We encourage all citizens to research this 
legislation to understand the personal and community impact.  Many of our citizens have shared their concern 
with local law enforcement, we encourage them also to convey these thoughts with their elected state officials.  
Legislation of this magnitude and impact must include everyone having the ability to voice their perspective.     

As the Chief’s and Sheriff for the 17th Judicial District, we have deep concerns with this legislation and strongly 
oppose it because of the ramifications to our communities as well as crime victims. The current judicial process 
allows for officers to place suspects in jail when accused of crimes and to be held for bonds in the appropriate 
circumstances. These temporary incarcerations are supported with documentation which is reviewed by a 
judge shortly after the incarceration to support holding the suspects or releasing them on bond after judicial 
review.  

Holding offenders accountable immediately and ensuring they cannot continue committing crimes interrupts 
criminal behavior. This legislation would remove the ability to interrupt that behavior. This legislation would 
allow offenders who commit common crimes in our neighborhoods like auto theft, burglary, theft from 
vehicles, weapons offenses, arson and violent misdemeanor offenses to be released after arrest and booking 
without behavioral conditions being established for their release by a judge after being jailed. We find that 
tremendously concerning and is not in the best interest of our communities.  

We stand together with the Colorado Association of Chief’s of Police (CACP) in opposing this bill and our 
opposition is solely based on supporting victims and potential victims in our communities. We encourage all 
citizens to research this legislation and contact your local representative to voice your thoughts.   

       

Rick Reigenborn, Sheriff 
Adams County 

 Don Vallero, Chief of Police 
Federal Heights 

   

Paul Southard, Chief of Police 
Brighton 

 Jim May, Chief of Police 
Northglenn 

   

Gary Creager, Chief of Police 
Broomfield 

 Terrence Gordon, Chief of Police 
Thornton 

   

Clint Nichols, Chief of Police 
Commerce City 

 Tim Carlson, Chief of Police 
Westminster 
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Vote	NO	
Senate	Bill	21-062	

Jail	Depopulation	Management	Tools	
Sen	Lee/Rep.	Benavidez	

SB	62	is	the	wrong	policy	at	the	wrong	time.	
The	Colorado	Bureau	of	Investigation’s	just	released	report	on	increasing	crime	rates	across	
Colorado	show	alarming	–	and	unfortunate	–	numbers.		Sadly,	353,528	victims	across	Colorado	
were	the	subject	of	crime	in	2020.		

• 26,477	victims.		Violent	crime	increased	by	6.5%	in	2020.
• 258,132	victims.			A	10.4%	increase	in	crimes	against	property	reported	in	2020.
• 30,942	victims.		38.6%	increase	in	motor	vehicle	thefts	in	2020.
• 353,528	total	victims.		Murder	+29%.		Assault	+17%.		Robbery	+6%.		Violent	Crime	with

Firearm	+26.5%.		Violent	Crime	with	Dangerous	Weapon	+18%.			Theft	+11%.			Auto
Theft	+38%.		Burglary	+12%.		Fraud	+16%

These	are	statewide	numbers.		In	communities	across	Colorado,	the	statistics	are	even	more	
startling.		In	Denver,	50%	increase	in	homicide,	87%	increase	in	motor	vehicle	thefts	and	40%	in	
property	crime.		In	Colorado	Springs,	a	59%	increase	in	motor	vehicle	theft.		In	Grand	Junction,		
35%	increase	in	violent	crime,	395%	increase	in	assaults	on	police	officers.			

The	numbers	don’t	lie.		Crime	has	dramatically	increased.	Every	crime	statistic	is	a	person.	
Your	neighbor.	Your	constituent.	Your	community.		

Chiefs	of	Police	stand	united.		
North.	South.	East.	West.	Rural.	Urban.	Large.	Small.	Mountain.	Plains.	City.	Suburban.		The	Chiefs	of	
Police	across	Colorado	and	the	CACP	strongly	oppose	SB	21-062.			

SB	62	is	anti-victim.	SB	62	is	anti-community	safety.		CACPs	opposition	is	grounded	in	principle	
against	the	intent	of	the	measure…putting	criminals	ahead	of	victims	and	communities.		By	placing	
limits	on	when	people	may	be	arrested	for	certain	felonies,	they	are	allowed	to	be	returned	to	the	
community.		Often	to	offend	again	and	revictimize	our	community.		

The	ACLU	claims	this	bill	increases	officer	discretion.	That	is	simply	not	true.	When	the	words	
“shall”	are	used	that	is	the	exact	opposite	of	discretion.	This	bill	removes	officer	discretion	in	many	
instances.	

Wrong	Policy.		Wrong	time.	

The	rush	to	codify	COVID	response	jail	de-population	measures	and	arrest	standards	is	
irresponsible	until	we	fully	understand	our	increasing	crime	rates	the	crime	rate	connection	to	
COVID	jail	depopulation	measures	and	other	factors	present	in	our	current	environment.			
Compounded	by	economic	conditions,	passage	of	SB	62	signals	that	there	are	few	consequences	for	
illegal	activities	and	will	only	serve	to	exacerbate	the	already	challenging	crime	occurring	in	our	
neighborhoods	and	communities.	Now	is	not	the	time	to	pass	SB	62.		
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SB	62	Sends	the	Wrong	Message	
• This	mandatory	“summons	and	release”	on	warrantless	arrests	would	apply	to	various	crimes,

including,	for	example,	auto	theft,	violation	of	a	custody	order,	theft	of	up	to	$100,000,	criminal
trespass,	identity	theft,	and	contributing	to	the	delinquency	of	a	minor.

• The	inability	to	arrest	offenders	often	results	in	offenders	continuing	to	commit	criminal	acts,
often	escalating	the	severity	of	the	crimes.

• The	mandatory	personal	recognizance	bond	upon	first	appearance	before	a	judge	applies	to	all
arrestees	without	the	exceptions	for	crimes	of	violence	listed	in	the	“summons	and	release”
section	of	the	bill,	in	effect	creating	a	revolving	door	for	these	offenders	to	return	to	the
community,	sometimes	within	hours	of	being	jailed.

• This	places	victims	in	fear	of	becoming	revictimized,	sends	the	message	that	there	are	no
consequences	for	committing	crimes	and	reduces	crime	victims’	trust	in	the	ability	of	police	to
protect	them	from	criminal	activity.

SB	62	is	the	wrong	solution	for	real	challenges	
• SB	62	is	an	end	of	the	line	solution	for	challenges	for	struggling	individuals	that	require	full-

spectrum	solutions.
o Solutions	that	address	mental	health,	education	and	job	disparities	and	the	need	for

equity
• SB	62	harms	the	very	disadvantaged	communities	proponents	purport	to	wish	to	help.

Increasing	crime	rates	more	dramatically	and	more	significantly	affect	disadvantaged
communities.

• Concerns	raised	about	disparities	in	money	bonds	is	a	worthy	discussion.		SB	62	isn’t	the
solution.

Vote	No	on	SB	62.	
Anti-Victim.		Anti-Neighborhood.	Anti-Community.			

Wrong	time.		Wrong	policy.		Wrong	signal.		Wrong	solution.	

Articles	of	interest.		
Opinion:	Understanding	Denver’s	devastating	rise	in	homicides	in	2020,	the	largest	in	at	least	5	years		
Editorial:	Renewing	our	commitment	to	the	crime	fight.		
Editorial:		Don’t	increase	crime	by	ending	cash	bail.

Thoughts	from	Chiefs	across	Colorado:	
• Our	officers	routinely	encounter	persons	who	have	multiple	warrants	for	their	arrest,	yet	they	are	not	able	to	

arrest	them	and	take	them	to	jail	on	those	warrants.	These	encounters	continue,	generally	with	more	charges	for	
further	crimes,	and	still	we	are	unable	to	get	them	into	jail	based	on	the	current	standards.	

• I	have	personally	been	on	patrol	with	officers	and	have	had	offenders	tell	me	they	know	the	jail	standards	and	
that	we	“can’t	take	them	to	jail”	because	their	crimes	aren’t	serious	enough.	I	have	multiple	examples	of	such	
encounters,	as	well	as	other	instances	where	failure	to	arrest	per	the	restrictive	standards	has	led	to	further	
commission	of	crimes	in	our	community.

• The	lack	of	ability	to	enforce	the	law	has	led	to	an	unprecedented	number	of	attacks	against	our	officers,	as	the
lack	of	accountability	continues.	Last	year	we	had	89	assaults	and	aggravated	assaults	against	our	officers,	a	rise	
from	18	the	year	prior	and	27	the	year	prior	to	that.		In	essence,	we	had	more	assaults	on	our	officers	in	2020
(89)	than	we	did	from	2016-2019	combined	(83	total	in	that	four-year	period).

• A	major	issue	is	the	inability	for	victims	to	achieve	justice.		Since	they	can’t	get	offenders	to	trail,	they	are	forced	
to	cover	costs	of	the	crime	that	could	otherwise	be	ordered	through	restitution.		Victims	face	hardships,
including	the	risk	of	bankruptcy	while	waiting	for	a	court	resolution	that	never	seems	to	come.		These	include	
costs	such	as	ambulance	rides	and	medicals	bills	whose	collection	teams	won’t	care	to	wait	years	for	a	
resolution.
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