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      Town of Frederick  

Board of Trustees Agenda   
Frederick Town Hall  
Board Chambers 

         401 Locust Street 
         Tuesday, April 19, 2022 

 
 
 

5:30 PM 
Special Meeting and Work Session 

 
Join Zoom Meeting 
https://us06web.zoom.us/j/83038958529 
 
Meeting ID: 830 3895 8529 
One tap mobile 
+12532158782,,83038958529# US (Tacoma) 
+13462487799,,83038958529# US (Houston) 
 
Dial by your location 
        +1 253 215 8782 US (Tacoma) 
        +1 346 248 7799 US (Houston) 
        +1 669 900 6833 US (San Jose) 
        +1 301 715 8592 US (Washington DC) 
        +1 312 626 6799 US (Chicago) 
        +1 929 436 2866 US (New York) 
Meeting ID: 830 3895 8529 
Find your local number: https://us06web.zoom.us/u/kd4rMgd0mF 
 
 
 
 
 

https://us06web.zoom.us/j/83038958529
https://us06web.zoom.us/u/kd4rMgd0mF


Built on What Matters. 
 

 
 

 
      Town of Frederick  

Board of Trustees Agenda   
Frederick Town Hall  
Board Chambers 

         401 Locust Street 
         Tuesday, April 19, 2022 
 

 
5:30 P.M. 

 
Special Meeting 

 
 
Call to Order – Roll Call: 
 
Pledge of Allegiance: 
 
Approval of Agenda: 
 
Action Agenda: 

 
A. Consideration of Approving an RFP for Municipal Judge Services – Meghan C. 

Martinez, Town Clerk 
 
Adjournment: 
 
 
Work Session: 
 

B. Commissions – Jason Meyers, Town Attorney 
 

C. Long Term Water Plan – Sarah Watson, Engineer 
 

Mayor and Trustee Reports: 
 



 
 

TOWN OF FREDERICK 
Board of Trustees 
Action Memorandum 

 

Built on What Matters. 
 

Tracie Crites, Mayor 
Dan March, Mayor Pro Tem        Rusty ONeal, Trustee 
Mark Lamach, Trustee         Kevin Brown, Trustee 
Adam Mahan, Trustee             Windi Padia, Trustee 
 
 

Consideration of Approving a Request for Proposal (RFP) for Municipal Judge Services 
____________________________________________________________________________________
     
Agenda Date:   Town Board Meeting -  August 12, 2014  
     
Attachments:   a. Proposed RFP 
  
              
Finance Review:           
     Administrative Services  
 
Submitted by:                                  
     Town Clerk 
 
Approved for Presentation:           
     Town Manager  
 

 Quasi-Judicial   Legislative   Administrative    
               
 
Summary Statement: 

 
Staff was directed to prepare an RFP for Municipal Judge Services.  A Municipal Judge is appointed to a 
term of not less than two years by the Board of Trustees.  
 
Detail of Issue/Request: 

 
The RFP will authorize the Town Clerk to accept proposals for Municipal Judge Services.  Frederick 
Municipal Code and Colorado Revised Statutes requires that the Municipal Judge be appointed for a 
period of two years.   
 
Staff has included the requirement that the Presiding Municipal Judge act as the Hearing Officer on 
behalf of the Frederick Liquor Licensing Authority.  This would move all liquor related hearings not 
handled administratively by the Clerk’s Office to the Hearing Officer.  Staff is seeking Board direction 
on this item since thelLiquor matters are increasing and are adding an additional workload for the Board 
of Trustees who currently sit as the Liquor Licensing Authority.  



 
 

 
Legal Comments:  
 
The Town Attorney has reviewed the RFP and his comments have been incorporated into the 
documents.  
 
Alternatives/Options:  

 
Staff is seeking direction on whether the Board would like the Municipal Judge to also serve as the 
Hearing Officer for Municipal Court matters.  

 
Financial Considerations: 

 
None at this time. 
 
Staff Recommendation: 

 
Staff takes no position on this item as the appointment of the Municipal Court Judge is a decision of the 
Board of Trustees.  
 
Proposed Motions: 
 
Approve:  I move that staff move forward with the Request for Proposal for Municipal Judge Services as 
presented. 
 
Deny: No motion is necessary. The Board can simply move on from the item. 
 
Approve with Amendments: I move that staff move forward with the Request for Proposal for 
Municipal Judge Services with the following amendments: 
  
 
 
 
 
 

 



 

Request for Proposal 

Town of Frederick Municipal Court Judge Services  

and 

Liquor Licensing Authority Hearing Officer 

Date of Issue: April 20, 2022 

Proposal Closing Date and Time: May 11, 2022, 5:00 P.M. 

Proposal to be received by the Town Clerk prior to closing date and time above. 

______________________________________________ 

RETURN TO: 
Town of Frederick 

Meghan C. Martinez, Town Clerk 
401 Locust Street 

PO Box 435 
Frederick, CO 80530 

mmartinez@frederickco.gov 
 

______________________________________________ 

THIS REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL (“RFP”) IS NOT A COMPETITIVE BID BASED ON PRICE ONLY. The request 
for proposal allows the Town of Frederick, Colorado to select the service provider that best meets the 
needs of the Town, taking into consideration proposer qualifications, price, products, and service 
capabilities and other factors relevant to the Town’s policies, programs, administrative resources, 
culture, and budget. 

 

 

 

 

 

mailto:mmartinez@frederickco.gov


REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL 

The Town of Frederick is seeking a qualified Colorado licensed attorney to serve as the Presiding Judge 
of the Town of Frederick Municipal Court. In addition, the Presiding Judge will serve as the Hearing 
Officer for the Local Liquor Licensing Authority. The Town if requesting proposals from qualified 
proposers for an initial two-year term of appointment and contract to start June, 2022, subject to future 
optional renewal terms upon mutual agreement.  

Proposals are to be addressed and delivered to the Town Clerk for the Town of Frederick. Proposals will 
be received until the Proposal Closing Date and Time set forth in this RFP. 

The Town Board of Trustees will conduct interviews on a date and time to be decided. 

SCOPE OF WORK 

The term of the currently appointed Presiding Municipal Judge is set to expire on April 26, 2022.  In 
accordance with the Town’s procurement policies, this RFP seeks proposals to fille the role of Presiding 
Municipal Judge for an initial two-year term commencing June, 2022, such appointment to be 
memorialized by an agreement between the Presiding Municipal Judge and the Town. Re-appointment 
for additional two-year term(s) will be subject to evaluation by the Board of Trustees. 

The Town of Frederick is a statutory municipality that operates of municipal court of record that bears 
and determines cases arising under the Town’s Municipal and Land Use Codes. The Presiding Municipal 
Judge must be a currently licensed Colorado attorney, preferably with experience on the bench in a 
Colorado municipal court of record. 

The Town Board of Trustees appoints the Presiding Municipal Judge by resolution for an initial term of 
not less than two years in accordance with state law.  The Town has had one Presiding Judge (and one 
Alternate Judge to perform the functions of the Presiding Judge in absence of the Presiding Judge). 
Pursuant to I.R.S. regulations, the Presiding Municipal Judge will be a non-benefited part-time salaried 
employee of the Town. 

Law enforcement services for the Town are provided by the Town of Frederick Police Department. 
Prosecution services are provided by contract under agreement with the Town. The Municipal Court 
handles all municipal violations, including traffic and parking violations, criminal violations, juvenile 
violations, and nuisance and land use code violations.  

The Municipal Court is staffed through the Town Clerk’s Office and one Assistant Town Clerk is assigned 
the duties of Court Clerk for the Municipal Court.  The Municipal Court currently convenes one regular 
session on the second Thursday of every month. Trials and hearings are set as needed. Generally, court 
sessions run from 8:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m. 

The Presiding Municipal Judge will also serve as the Hearing Officer for the Town of Frederick Liquor 
Licensing Authority. The Liquor Licensing Authority consists of a sole Hearing Officer. The Town Clerk is 
authorized to act as the Local Liquor Licensing Authority for certain functions of the Town’s liquor-
licensed businesses. This is a new assignment for the Presiding Municipal Judge and it is anticipated that 
the Hearing Officer will spending approximately one hour/month of time serving as the Hearing Officer. 
Hearings will be scheduled once a month as needed in the afternoon following the Municipal Court 
docket.  



Qualifications and Work: The ideal candidate understands the Court is the face of the Town for many 
and will undertake the role with a desire to facilitate the Town’s goals of fostering compliance with 
applicable laws balanced with the need to ensure that court attendees are comfortable that justice was 
fairly served. Demonstration of impeccable character, integrity, reputation, judgement, experience and 
efficiency coupled with a commitment to the Town’s core FRED values – Family, Respect, 
Empowerment, and Dedication is preferred.  

The appointed Presiding Municipal Judge is expected to attend all regular court sessions, or to indicate 
in the proposal the number of sessions annually that he/she/they will not be in attendance. Presiding 
Municipal Judge Services include, but are not limited to: 

• Attendance at all court dates 
• Coordinating with the Town Clerk, whose responsibilities include oversight of court staff and all 

operational aspects of the municipal court, including establishing the necessary standards and 
procedures for the operation of the court and appointment of the Assistant Town Clerk to serve 
as the daily court clerk. 

• Remaining abreast of changes in the law that affect the operations of the municipal court and 
assisting in the training of court staff as appropriate. 

• Learning the Court’s software system to enter basic data and orders from the bench to avoid 
duplicative work efforts. 

• Adhering the Town’s Core Values: Family, Respect, Empowerment, and Dedication, in setting the 
tone for how defendants, victims, visitors to the court, and staff are treated by the Municipal 
Judge and court personnel. 

• Conducting arraignments, trials, hearings, sentencings, and case dispositions. 
• Issuing written and/or oral findings and judgements when necessary. 
• Managing the courtroom when in session to ensure efficiency, orderliness, and justice. 
• Explaining the laws and legal system to defendants and ensuring that all defendants understand 

their rights and, if applicable, knowingly waive their rights. 
• Evaluating evidence, testimony, and legal pleadings. 
• Interpreting and applying appropriate ordinances, municipal code provisions and/or regulations. 
• Imposing fines and penalties as prescribed by the municipal code of ordinances. 
• Ordering and enforcing contempt, failure to appear, abatement of nuisance, and other 

requirements of the municipal code.  

Hearing Officer for the Local Liquor Licensing Authority Services include, but are not limited to: 

• Attendance at all liquor licensing hearings. 
• Coordinating with the Town Clerk, whose responsibilities include administrative oversight of the 

Town’s liquor licenses, and establishing necessary procedures for the Local Licensing Authority. 
• Having sufficient knowledge and expertise to apply and enforce the State of Colorado Beer 

Code, Liquor Code, Special Events Code, and Code of Regulations.  
• Being available to review liquor license applications for transfers of ownership, modification of 

premises, etc. 
• Conducting hearings. 
• Issuing written and/or oral findings when necessary. 



SCOPE OF WORK 
 

Proposals should address the following issues/questions in the order presented: 
 
1. A copy of the proposer’s current resume that describes at minimum how your meet the 

following required or desired qualifications: 
• Attorney at law admitted (active) to practice in Colorado. 
• Experience on the bench in a Colorado Municipal court of record. 
• Knowledge of State of Colorado Beer Code, Liquor Code, Special Events Code, 

and Code of Regulations 
2. Describe your ability, capacity, and skill as a judge and ability to provide the services as 

outlined in the Scope of Work.  
3. Describe how you and others with whom you have worked view your reliability, character, 

integrity, reputation, judgement, experience and efficiency. 
4. Describe any municipal court judgements that you have issued that were subject to an 

appeal and the outcome of such appeal(s). 
5. Describe your ability/willingness to learn the Town’s software program (Tyler Technologies) 

and electronically enter basic data such as order to avoid duplicate work. 
6. Describe your ability to interact with Town staff, defendants, witnesses, victims, attorneys, 

and other visitors to the court in a professional, congenial manner.  
7. Describe how you envision the working relationship of the judge and court staff and what 

your expectations are of the court staff as the Presiding Municipal Judge if selected. 
8. Describe your availability and adaptability of services to meet the needs of the Town. 
9. Describe any conflicts of interest you may have with the Town. 
10. Describe your existing work load and how you will fit this contract into your existing work 

priorities. 
11. Provide a list of references with whom you have worked in the past five (5) years. If you 

have provided municipal court judge services to municipal or government clients in the 
recent past, please submit municipal or government client references as well.  

12. Describe your knowledge of the State of Colorado Beer Code, Liquor Code, Special Events 
Code, and Code of Regulations.  

13. Cost Proposal. Provide detail on preferred compensation in the form of monthly or annual 
salary for services provided. .  

 

 

 

 



 
 

TOWN OF FREDERICK 
Board of Trustees 
Information Memorandum 

 

Built on What Matters. 
 

Tracie Crites, Mayor 
Rusty ONeal, Trustee            Dan March, Trustee 
Mark Lamach, Trustee         Kevin Brown, Trustee 
Adam Mahan, Trustee             Windi Padia, Trustee 
 
 

Commissions 
               
              
Agenda Date:  Town Board Meeting - April 19, 2022 
 
Attachments:  a. Proposed Ordinance with Staff Comments 

b. Current Planning Commission Application 
c.  Commission Roster with Terms 

               
 
Submitted by:            
     Town Clerk 
 
Approved for Presentation:           
     Town Manager 
               
 
Summary Statement: 

 
Staff was directed to provide a proposed update to the Frederick Municipal Code regarding 
Commissions generally, the included documents are provided for discussion with the Board regarding 
all commissions and specifically the Planning Commission. 
 
Detail of Issue/Request: 

 
Staff is seeking directing from the Board regarding the proposed ordinance as well as the application 
process for commissions.  
 
Legal Comments: 

 
The ordinance was drafted by the Town Attorney who will be leading the discussion. 
 
  
 
 

 



 

1 
 

ORDINANCE NO.  _________ 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE TOWN OF FREDERICK, COLORADO, AMENDING 
SECTIONS OF CHAPTER 2 ARTICLE III OF THE FREDERICK MUNICIPAL 

CODE CONCERNING COMMISSIONS AND COMMITTEES. 
 

 WHEREAS, the Town of Frederick utilizes various commissions, boards, and committees 
to assist in the advisement of the Board of Trustees and Town staff on various matters of 
community interest; and,  
 

WHEREAS, the Town of Frederick desires to simplify the Frederick Municipal Code and 
provide additional updates to sections concerning commissions, boards, and committees; and, 

 
WHEREAS, a change to the Town of Frederick Municipal Code is required to make these 

adjustments clear; and, 
 
WHEREAS, it is intended that the commissions, boards, and committees that are currently 

in existence continue to operate with their appointees holding their positions through the term to 
which they were appointed. 

 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF 
THE TOWN OF FREDERICK, AS FOLLOWS: 

 
Section 1.  Chapter 2 Articles IX through XVI, of the Frederick Municipal Code, are hereby 

repealed in their entirety and replaced as follows: 
 

Chapter 2 Article IX Commissions, Boards, and Committees 
 
Sec. 2-9-10 Creation, Appointment, and Termination  
a) The Town Board, by resolution, may establish commissions, board, and 

committees as the Town Board deems fit. Unless otherwise specified in the 
enacting resolution or this Article, appointments and removals shall be made by 
the Town Board according to the membership and terms determined by the 
Town Board in the enacting resolution. Upon its own determination or by 
recommendation of the Town Manager, the Town Board may dissolve 
commissions, boards, and committees by resolution. 

 
b) In recommending, selecting and appointing such members and alternates, the 

Town Board may in their reasonable discretion conduct such interviews and 
adopt such selection guidelines and procedures as are reasonably necessary or 
appropriate, so as to properly evaluate the qualifications of prospective 
candidates, and accomplish quality appointments. 
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c) All members of commissions, boards, and committees (with the exception of 
staff appointments made by the Board of Trustees) shall serve without 
compensation. 

 
Sec. 2-9-20 Bylaws  
Commissions, boards, and committees shall create and recommend bylaws and 
subsequent amendments for approval by the Town Board after review by the Town 
Attorney. The Town Clerk shall retain a copy of each commission, board, or 
committee's bylaws and make them available for public inspection.  
 
Sec. 2-9-30 Ethics 
 
a) Commission, board, and committee members shall not have any personal or 

property interest, or any other kind of interest which may conflict or interfere 
with, influence or be perceived by the public as influencing the member's 
conduct shall,  
 

b) In the event a commission, board, or committee member may have a conflict of 
interest they shall recuse themselves from the matter or disclose the nature of 
the conflict, or potential conflict, on the record prior to proceeding on the 
matter. 
 

c) If disclosed without recusal, the remaining members of the commission, board, 
or committee shall establish by a majority vote whether the interest does in fact 
constitute a conflict of interest. In deciding whether there is a conflict of 
interest, it shall consider, among other criteria, the following: 
1) Whether the conflict of interest impedes independence of judgment; 
2) The effect of the member's participation on the public confidence in the 

integrity of the governing body; 
3) Whether the member's participation is likely to have any significant effect 

on the ultimate disposition of the matter; and 
4) The member's fiduciary obligations to the Town. 

 
d) If the majority concludes that there is no conflict, then the member may perform 

the official act involved. However, the member shall state for the record the 
nature of the interest at the time of performing the act. 
 

e) If the majority concludes there is a conflict, the member shall be disqualified 
from acting or voting on the matter or any related business. In addition, the 
disqualified member shall refrain from attempting to influence the decisions or 
voting on the matter, and refrain from participating in any manner in the 
deliberations. 

 
Sec. 2-9-40 Removal 

 

Commented [RJ1]: Is this overkill for a committee? I am 
thinking about something like the beautification committee. We 
don’t even know how it is to be structured and it seems to be very 
informal at this point. I can’t imagine having to create bylaws since 
committees come and go more frequently than a board or 
commission. Thoughts? Maybe this should be separate from ad hoc 
committees? 

Commented [J2R1]: Good point. In the discussion there was 
talk about reclassifying some of the current commissions into 
committees. That may need to be discussed as to what the 
expectation is from the board.  
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a) Three (3) unexcused absences from meetings by regular members or alternates 
will result in automatic removal from a commission, board, or committee. 

 
b) Any commission, board, or committee member may be removed by a majority 

vote of the Town Board. 
 
 
Division 1 - Planning Commission 
 
Sec. 2-9-110 Appointment; authority. 
The Planning Commission is hereby authorized for appointment under Part 2, 
Article 23, Title 31, C.R.S., and shall operate in accordance with said statutes and 
with applicable provisions of this Code and ordinances of the Town.  
 
Sec. 2-9-120. Membership. 
a) The Planning Commission shall consist of five (5) Town residents appointed 

by the Board of Trustees. The Mayor and members of the Board of Trustees 
shall not serve as members of the Planning Commission. Planning Commission 
members shall not serve on any other commission, board, or committee of the 
Town. The term of each member shall be six (6) years limited to a single term 
of six (6) years. Vacancies on the Planning Commission shall be filled by 
appointment by the Board of Trustees. Such appointments shall be for the 
remainder of the term vacated and shall not be calculated for purposes of term 
limits. The Planning Commission shall annually elect a chair, and vice chair. 

 
b) There shall be appointed to the Planning Commission by the Board of Trustees 

additional citizen alternate members, to be designated as Alternate A, B and so 
forth. 

 
(1)  Alternates shall be designated by their seniority and serve as the voting 
alternate in when a regular member is absent in order of their seniority. In 
no instance shall more than two alternates serve as a voting alternate on a 
decision before the Planning Commission. 
 
(2)  The alternate members may sit with the Commission in all meetings 
and public hearings and may participate in all discussions as though regular 
members. 

 
(3)  An alternate member will be seated as a voting member on the 
Commission in the absence of a regular member who is absent from the 
meeting for any reason.  

 
Sec. 2-9-130 Meetings. 
The Planning Commission shall hold at least one (1) regular meeting per month. A 
Town staff member shall be appointed by the Town Manager or designee as 

Commented [JM3]: Or we can do multiple shorter terms 

Commented [JM4]: Can be any length the Board chooses 
(C.R.S. 31-23-203(4)) 

Commented [RJ5]: I’ve seen this go back and forth. On one 
hand, what if there isn’t anything to meet on, are we meeting just to 
meet? 

Commented [J6R5]: This was what our current language states. 
I agree that flexibility it better. I will call this out for discussion so it 
doesn’t get glossed over 

Commented [MM7R5]: If there has not been an item for 
consideration, staff has cancelled the meeting administratively in the 
past to be respectful of everyone’s time. 
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Secretary to the Planning Commission who shall be responsible for taking minutes 
of all meetings, handling Commission correspondence, providing notice of 
meetings and other general staff support. The Secretary shall keep minutes and 
records of all meetings and file the same with the Town Clerk for inclusion in the 
Town’s permanent records.  
 
Sec. 2-9-140 Comprehensive Plan; Three-Mile Plan. 
The Planning Commission shall be charged with the responsibility of developing a 
Comprehensive Plan, by making careful and comprehensive surveys and studies of 
present conditions and future growth of the Town. The Plan shall be made with the 
general purpose of guiding and accomplishing a coordinated, controlled and 
harmonious development of the Town. A component of the Plan shall be a Three-
Mile Plan to be maintained and annually updated by the Planning Commission.  
 
Sec. 2-9-150 Final authority. 
The Planning Commission shall act as an advisory counsel to the Board of Trustees, 
which Board of Trustees shall have final authority in the adoption of plans, 
legislation, zoning, subdivisions and related matters.  
  

  Division 2 - Building Appeals Board 
 

Sec. 2-9-200 Purpose 
To hear and decide appeals of orders, decisions, or determinations made by the 
Building Official relative to the application and interpretation of the Frederick 
Building Code as more fully set forth in Chapter 18, Article I of this Code. 

 
Sec. 2-9-210 Membership 
The Building Appeals Board shall be comprised of at least one (1) member of the 
Board of Trustees and two (2) members of the community appointed by the Board 
of Trustees. Community members that are appointed shall not serve on any other 
commission, board, or committee of the Town. The Building Appeals Board render 
all decisions and findings in writing to the appellant, with a duplicate copy to the 
building official.  

 
Sec. 2-9-220 Appeals 
a) Any person or persons, firm or corporation, jointly or severally who wishes to 

appeal a determination made by the Building Official shall file an application 
with the Town Manager or designee.  The appeal application shall be filed 
within 20 days after the notice or order was served on a form obtained from the 
building official. 
 

b) An appeal from an action, decision, ruling, judgment, or order of the Building 
Board of Appeals may be made by any person or persons, firm or corporation, 
jointly or severally, who have been aggrieved thereby to the District Court, as 
provided for by Colorado Statutes. 

Commented [RJ8]: How has this been done historically? Who is 
the secretary now? Is it Taylor? Can this be done administratively or 
does there need to be a formal action that the PC needs to approve or 
ratify? 

Commented [J9R8]: Not sure on the history. However, it 
should be clear because the state statutes suggest that the PC has the 
ability to hire employees and have their own budget, subject to 
approval by the board. I think that having this clarification will avoid 
the risk of a PC trying to hire their own people. 

Commented [MM10R8]: Historically, the Town Clerk has been 
the secretary to the commission. Taylor Kittilson the Deputy Town 
Clerk has been the secretary since 2020. This has been done 
administratively in the past and the Town Clerk has provided 
training and minute template requirements for uniformity among all 
commissions and committees. 

Commented [RJ11]: Do we need to establish terms or term 
limits for the appointed community members? 

Commented [J12R11]: We sure can. This is a bit of an off ball 
because it is called out in chapter 18 but not really well defined. It 
hasn’t met in years. It would be a good idea to have discussion with 
the board if they want it treated more akin to the PC or other bodies. 
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Division 3 – Commissions 
 
Sec. 2-9-300 – Purpose 
To act in an advisory capacity to the Board of Trustees on regular ongoing matters 
of public interest as determined by the Board of Trustees. 
 
Sec. 2-9-310 – Membership 
a) Unless provided by the Town Board in the enacting resolution, commissions 

shall consist of: 
1) Seven (7) voting members who are residents of the Town of Frederick, 
2) A Town Board Trustee to serve as a non-voting liaison to the commission,  
3) A staff representative to serve as a non-voting liaison to the commission, 
who may also serve as secretary to the commission. 

 
Sec. 2-9-320 - Terms 
Commissioners shall serve three (3) year terms. Terms shall be staggered to prevent 
a majority of the membership being renewed at one time. There will be no limit to 
the number of terms a commissioner may serve. Commissioners appointed due to 
a resignation shall fulfill the term of the seat to which they are appointed. 

 
Division 4 – Committees 
 
Sec. 2-9-400 – Purpose 
To act in an advisory capacity to Town Staff on regular ongoing matters of public 
interest or event planning as determined by the Town Board. 
 
Sec. 2-9-410 – Membership 
b) Unless provided by the Town Board in the enacting resolution, commissions 

shall consist of: 
1) Seven (7) voting members who are residents of the Town of Frederick, 
2) A Town Board Trustee to serve as a non-voting liaison to the committee,  
3) A staff representative to serve as a non-voting liaison to the committee, who 
may also serve as secretary to the commission. 

 
Sec. 2-9-420 - Terms 
Committee members shall serve three (3) year terms. Terms shall be staggered to 
prevent a majority of the membership being renewed at one time. There will be no 
limit to the number of terms a committee member may serve. Committee members 
appointed due to a resignation shall fulfill the term of the seat to which they are 
appointed. 
 
Division 5 – Ad Hoc Committees 
 
Sec. 2-9-400 – Purpose 
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To act in an advisory capacity to the Mayor, Town Board, and/or Town staff on 
specific matters of public interest as determined by the Mayor. 
 
Sec. 2-9-410 – Membership 
c) Unless provided by the Town Board in the enacting resolution, commissions 

shall consist of: 
1) Members designated by the Mayor, 
2) The Mayor, or Trustee selected by the Mayor, to serve as a liaison to the 
committee,  
3) Staff representative(s) to serve in an advisor to the committee, who may 
also serve as secretary to the commission. 

 
Sec. 2-9-420 - Terms 
Ad Hoc committee members shall serve for the duration of the specific need or 
project. Additional ad hoc committee members may be appointed due to 
resignation, vacancy, or need determined by the Mayor. 

 
 
 Section 2. Chapter 4 Article VIII, of the Frederick Municipal Code, entitled “Frederick 
Scholarship Program.” is hereby deleted in its entirety and reserved for future codification. 
 
 Section 3. The current commissions, boards, and committees that are in existence at the 
effective date of this article shall remain in place with their respective appointees holding the 
remainder of the term for which they were appointed unless a majority vote of the Board is made to 
remove an appointee from their respective appointment. Future appointments and creation of 
commissions, boards, and committees shall follow the requirements of this ordinance. 
 
 Section 3. The current commissions, boards, and committees are hereby directed to 
create bylaws for their respective commission, board, or committee for approval by the Board of 
Trustees. 
 
 Section 4. Severance Clause.  If an article, section, paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase 
of this Ordinance is held to be unconstitutional or invalid for any reason, such decision shall not affect 
the validity or constitutionality of the remaining portions of this Ordinance.  The Board of Trustees 
of the Town of Frederick, Colorado hereby declares that it would have passed this Ordinance and 
each part or parts thereof, irrespective of the fact that any one part or parts may be declared invalid or 
unconstitutional. 
 
 Section 5. Repeal.    All other ordinances, or parts of any ordinances or other Code 
provisions in conflict herewith are hereby repealed.  
 

Section 6. Effective Date.   This ordinance shall take effect on ______________, 2022. 

  

Commented [RJ13]: Same comment as above. How does this 
apply to ad hoc committees like the beautification committee? 
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INTRODUCED, PASSED, ADOPTED AND ORDERED PUBLISHED IN FULL BY 
THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE TOWN OF FREDERICK THIS _____ DAY OF 
_________________, 2022 

 
 TOWN OF FREDERICK, a Colorado municipal 

corporation 
 
 
      By: ________________________                              
                   Tracie Crites, Mayor 
ATTEST: 
 
 
By: ___________________________                           
       Meghan Martinez, Town Clerk 



401 Locust Street  •  P.O. Box 435  •  Frederick, CO  80530-0435 

Phone:  (720) 382-5500 •  Fax:  (720) 382-5520 

www.frederickco.gov 
 

 
BOARD, COMMITTEE AND COMMISSION APPLICATION 

 
 
Application for Appointment to: _________________________________________ 
     (Name of Board, Committee or Commission) 
 
Name: _____________________________________________________________ 
 
Home Address: ______________________________________________________ 
 
Mailing Address: _____________________________________________________ 
 
Email Address: ______________________________________________________ 
 
Occupation: ____________________ Employer: ___________________________ 
 
Phone #: ______________________ Work Phone #: _______________________ 
 
Education Years Completed: _______ College(s): __________________________ 
 
Degree(s): _______________________________________________________ 
 
Qualifications for Serving: _____________________________________________ 
 
__________________________________________________________________ 
 
_______________________________________________________________ 
 
Why do you desire this appointment: ____________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________ 
 
_______________________________________________________________ 
 
How much time are you able to devote?: ________________________________ 
 
Do you presently serve on a Board or Commission?: ________________________ 
 
If yes, please list: __________________________________________________ 
 
Where did you hear of this vacancy: _____________________________________ 
 
 

Built on What Matters. 

http://www.frederickco.gov/


Town of Frederick 
Board/Committee/Commission Applicants 

Conflict of Interest Disclosure 
 
Several state laws and municipal ordinances prohibit conflicts of interest on the part of 

Town Boards and Commission members.  A member of a Board/Committee/Commission 

shall not perform an official ac that may have an economic benefit on a business or 
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is also limited by West Slope storage space and tunnel capacity in wet 
years.  

Dual Water System System with separate infrastructure that enables potable supplies to 
be used for domestic demands and raw supplies to be used for 
outdoor irrigation. 

Master Meter Water meter through which the Town’s potable water supply on the 
east side of I-25 is delivered by Central Weld to the Town for 
distribution. 

Potable Municipal water supply treated to drinking water quality standards. 

Raw Non-treated municipal water supply available for irrigation use. 
Synonymous with “non-potable.” 

Raw Losses Losses occurring between the source of supply and the point of 
delivery to the Town’s raw water customers. 

Surcharge/Loss Equal to 25% of the volume delivered to the Town’s potable customer 
meters on the east side of I-25. Includes contractual obligations to 
Central Weld and other potable system losses. 

Water Demand Potable water demand is the volume of water required at the Carter 
Lake Filter Plant, including Surcharge/Loss. Raw water demand is the 
projected water use plus Raw Losses.  

Water Meter Instrument used to measure the volume of water delivered to a 
customer.  

Water Use  Volume of water measured at the customer water meter. 

Water Use Factor Factors developed to represent baseline indoor and outdoor water 
use for each customer category (e.g., residential and commercial) per 
representative unit (e.g., per capita or per account). 
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1. INTRODUCTION	

The Town of Frederick (Frederick or Town herein) is located in southern Weld County, Colorado, 
situated along Interstate 25 (I-25) and generally north of Highway 52 (Figure	1). Frederick provides 
potable water service to customers located east of I-25 as well as raw water to customers within the 
Town’s boundaries. The Town has an agreement with Left Hand Water District to supply potable 
water to customers located west of I-25. The water demands considered as part of this Long-Term 
Water Resources Plan (Long-Term Plan) include potable demands for customers east of I-25 and raw 
demands throughout the Town’s entire “planning area” that extends to Highway 119 to the north, 
Weld County Road (WCR) 1 to the west, and WCR19 to the east (Figure	1). 
 
Frederick was established in 1907 adjacent to the Denver Pacific Railway because local coal deposits 
in the “Carbon Valley” area were being used to supply fuel for locomotives. Over time, Frederick’s 
major industry shifted from coal mining to be more diversified with manufacturing, oil and gas 
operations, and construction. I-25 was completed in 1969 and linked the Carbon Valley with 
Interstate 70 and the rest of the Front Range region, thereby expanding opportunities for industrial 
and suburban-style growth and development. Frederick has been experiencing significant growth, 
which generally aligns with the job and population growth experienced in recent decades across the 
Colorado Front Range. Frederick is a sought-after community that features a high quality of life and 
local businesses that serve Town residents, and consequently is attracting an increasing number of 
Boulder- and Denver-area commuters.  
 

 
Figure	1:	Town	of	Frederick	General	Location	Map.		
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1.1 PURPOSE	

Frederick has been experiencing significant population growth, and water demands are projected to 
continue increasing due to the relatively large amount of undeveloped land within its potable and 
raw service areas. The Town’s current water supply portfolio is insufficient to meet its existing 
service commitments and projected raw and potable demands; however, Frederick is committed to 
developing and operating its water system to provide a dependable water supply to its current and 
future customers. To this end, the Town has undertaken efforts to update its water resources 
planning to evaluate demand-side and supply-side management options to provide a reliable water 
supply. This Long-Term Plan is intended to provide Town residents, staff, and the Board of Trustees 
with an understanding of the following: 

1. Projected potable and raw demands over the next 50 years; 
2. Demands that are capable of being met using supplies that the Town presently owns or is 

actively developing; 
3. The range of projected future supply gaps; and 
4. Recommended projects and implementation strategies for eliminating projected shortages.  

 
The Town prepared water planning analyses as part of the Long-Term Plan effort to assess the ability 
of Frederick’s water supply system to meet the Town’s potable and raw water needs over the next 
50 years. The Town used historical population and metered water use data to develop baseline 
potable water use factors, which were paired with growth projections and varying degrees of water 
efficiency1 efforts and impacts of climate change to evaluate future potable demands. Potable demand 
projections are compared against the Town’s existing and new supplies being developed to identify 
the range of projected shortages and identify recommended projects to close the supply gap. 
 
Raw water demand projections were largely based on the Town’s 2008 Raw Water Infrastructure 
Master Plan (2008 Raw Plan). The 2008 Raw Plan provides a comprehensive evaluation of then-
current and future opportunities for the use of raw water supplies to meet non-residential irrigation 
demands throughout the Town. While prepared over a decade ago, the 2008 Raw Plan continues to 
provide the best-available representation of potential future raw water demands; however, 
refinements were made as appropriate using updated information provided by Town staff about 
recent and proposed development projects. The Town compared the raw water demand projections 
against its portfolio of ditch and storage water rights to assess the potential for future supply 
shortages and to demonstrate the need for the Town’s pending Water Court application to change 
the use of a portion of its Lower Boulder Ditch shares.  
 
This document is intended to support Frederick’s decision-making regarding the implementation of 
water supply and demand-reduction projects, policy updates related to new development, and 
financial planning to address future water needs. Where necessary, the Town made reasonable 
planning assumptions based on the best-available information at the time of this effort; however, 
updates will be required as new information becomes available related to supply and demand 
conditions. The Long-Term Plan was developed under the direction of Town staff with input from the 
Board of Trustees.  

 
1 The terms “water conservation,” “water efficiency,” and “demand management” are generally interchangeable throughout 
this report. 
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1.1.1 RELATED PLANNING EFFORTS 

Frederick adopted a 10-Year Water Resources Plan on December 14, 2021 (10-Year Plan), which 
evaluated projected near-term potable and raw conditions and outlined a specific implementation 
plan for developing adequate supplies to meet projected demands over the next decade. The 10-Year 
Plan was intended to guide the path forward until additional potable supplies are anticipated to be 
available from the Northern Integrated Supply Project (NISP), as further discussed herein. The Town 
also updated its Water Efficiency Plan in 2022 (2022 WEP), building on the prior version prepared 
in 2011. The 2022 WEP evaluates potential demand reductions and the recommended timing for 
implementation of water conservation and efficiency programs to achieve the targeted reductions 
over the next 7 to 10 years.2 Information from the 2022 WEP is integrated into the demand 
projections that were prepared as part of this Long-Term Plan. The Long-Term Plan complements 
the shorter-term planning efforts and is intended to guide actions that need to be implemented in the 
coming decades.  
 
The Town’s Comprehensive Plan, which was most recently updated in 2016, is used by the Town to 
help guide decision making related to new growth. Town staff relied upon land use information 
presented in the Comprehensive Plan (Figure	2), along with recent development trends, to develop 
growth projections that were used by the Town to prepare the water demand projections presented 
herein.  
 

 
Figure	2:	Town	of	Frederick	Land	Use	Plan.		

 
2 The 2022 Water Efficiency Plan was adopted on March 22, 2022. 
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2. POTABLE	SUPPLY	AND	DEMAND	CONDITIONS		

The purpose of this section is to summarize the Town’s projected potable demands over the 50-year 
planning period compared against the Town’s existing and planned new supplies to identify the 
range of projected shortages.  

2.1 CURRENT	CONDITIONS	

The Town currently provides potable water service to a total of approximately 4,100 customer 
connections within its potable service area on the east side of I-25. The potable service area 
population was approximately 12,000 in 2020, and the total Town population has been growing at 
an average rate of 6.15% over the last 10 years (Simmons, 2021). Potable water demand has been 
increasing similarly (Figure	3). 
 

 
Figure	3:	Historical	Population	for	Potable	Service	Area	and	Potable	Demand,	2013‐2020.	
 
The Town’s existing potable water supply consists entirely of Colorado-Big Thompson (C-BT) project 
water,3 which is treated and delivered to the Town by Central Weld County Water District (Central 
Weld). Central Weld treats the Town’s C-BT water at the Carter Lake Filter Plant, which is 
approximately 20 miles northwest of the Town (Figure	4), and then delivers water to the Town’s 
master meters. Under the Town’s potable water service agreement with Central Weld, Frederick 
must provide Central Weld with water in an amount equal to 120% of the volume delivered through 
the Town’s master meters, which is intended to account for system, treatment, delivery, and metering 
losses (Frederick-Central Weld, 1998). In order to account for the contractual requirements with 

 
3 The Town’s Windy Gap supplies also may be used to meet potable demand; however, the Town only began taking delivery 
of those supplies in 2021 and has not yet used them to meet potable demands. 
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Central Weld and additional losses between the master meters and the Town’s customer meters, 
potable demand requirements were calculated to be 25% greater than the metered water use to 
account for “Surcharge/Loss.” A schematic of the Town’s current potable water system is provided 
on Figure	5.  
 

 
Figure	4:	Current	Potable	Supply	Vicinity	Map.	
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Figure	5:	Current	Potable	Supply	Schematic.	
 
The C-BT Project is operated and administered by Northern Colorado Water Conservancy District 
(Northern Water). Northern Water determines the annual “quota” of water available to C-BT units, 
which has historically ranged from 0.5 to 1.0 acre-feet per year (AFY) per unit with an average of 0.74 
AFY/unit from 1957 – 2020 (Northern Water, 2020). The Town currently owns 4,373 C-BT units, 
indicating that the total annual supply can range from approximately 2,190 to approximately 4,370 
AFY depending on the annual quota and would average approximately 3,240 AFY based on historical 
conditions.  
 
The Town’s current C-BT supplies are sufficient to meet current demands at a C-BT quota of 0.6 
AFY/unit or higher; however, shortages are possible with a quota of 0.5 AFY/unit that would require 
the Town to implement demand management measures (e.g., watering restrictions). In addition to 
the Town’s current demands, there are pending development projects for which the Town has 
committed to provide water service using its current supply portfolio. The potable demand for these 
“pending commitments” is approximately 680 AFY, which exacerbates the potential for shortages 
under current supply conditions when that demand is added to the current demand (Figure	6).	A 
key objective of the 10-Year Plan was to develop a clear path toward satisfying the Town’s existing 
service commitments and developing adequate supplies to support new commercial customers.  
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Figure	6:	Frederick's	Current	Potable	Supply	and	Demand	Conditions.	

2.2 POTABLE	DEMAND	PROJECTIONS	

Baseline potable water use factors were developed for each of the Town’s metered customer 
categories to be used for projecting the Town’s future water demands. Residential (single-family plus 
multi-family) baseline water use factors were calculated on a per capita basis, expressed as gallons 
per capita per day (gpcd), while non-residential baseline water use factors were calculated based on 
the annual water use per account (AFY/account). These baseline water use factors, as further 
categorized as indoor and outdoor water use, represent current water use conditions. 
 
A scenario-based planning approach was employed to project a range of future potable demands. 
This approach acknowledges that the future is uncertain and provides a range of reasonable future 
conditions to support the Town’s long-term planning. Scenario-based methods are becoming more 
commonly applied to water planning and were recently relied upon in preparing statewide water 
demand forecasts as presented in the Technical Update to the Colorado Water Plan (Technical 
Update).4 Potential impacts to future water use from “demand drivers” including climate, technology, 
conservation, and growth were incorporated into the statewide projections through an adjustment 
to the baseline water use factors. This approach recognizes that many planning factors may have 
combined effects on future conditions. The methodologies used for preparing the Town’s potable 
water demand projections were influenced by the methodologies used for the Technical Update, as 
further described below. 
 
 

 
4  The  Technical Update was published  in  2019 by  the Colorado Water Conservation Board  (CWCB)  to provide  a  consistent 
statewide framework for examining future water supply and demand under different planning scenarios and to provide tools and 
data for Basin Roundtables to update their Basin Implementation Plans and develop detailed local solutions to supply and demand 
gaps. 
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The Town prepared four future water demand planning scenarios by pairing the baseline water use 
factors with a set of demand drivers specified for each planning scenario, as described below and 
shown in Table	1. The demand drivers for water conservation, efficiency, and climate change impacts 
influence the magnitude of the projected demand over the 50-year period. Because all scenarios 
reach “buildout” within the 50-year period,5 the growth rate drivers only influence the timing of the 
demand projections. The following provides additional detail and assumptions for each of the 
demand drivers. 

 Population	 growth: Based on information from the Town’s planning department, the 
maximum population for potable water service at buildout for the Town is currently 
estimated to be approximately 42,400 people. This maximum population is applied to the 
residential water use factors for all scenarios. Two different annual growth rates were 
selected across the scenarios: 2.5% and 4%.6 For scenarios applying a 2.5% annual growth 
rate, residential buildout occurs by 2070. For scenarios applying a 4% annual growth rate, 
residential buildout occurs by 2060. 

 Residential	indoor	efficiency: Residential indoor demands have generally been decreasing 
in recent years throughout the state, mostly influenced by advances in fixture and appliance 
technologies. The Technical Update relied upon end-use studies of existing homes and water 
efficiency benchmarks to prepare municipal residential indoor water use projections under 
five planning scenarios in the year 2050 (CWCB, 2019). These end-use studies indicated that 
a range of indoor water use of between 30 and 45 gpcd is appropriate to represent future 
indoor per capita water use depending on the efficiency assumptions for a given planning 
scenario. The selected residential indoor water use values were applied to all new future 
population plus a portion of the existing population. That portion of the existing population 
that is assumed to reduce its indoor water use and meet the indoor efficiency driver is 
referred to as the “adoption rate driver” and is further described below. The Town’s 
current/baseline residential indoor water use averages 46 gpcd, which informed the 
selection of the following future efficiency values for the potable scenarios: 

o 42.4 gpcd – represents a “current efficiency benchmark” for homes equipped with 
currently-available high efficiency fixtures and appliances that generally meet or 
exceed EPA WaterSense specifications. 

o 36.4 gpcd – represents “ultra-efficient” water use reflective of future advances in 
technology. 

o 33.3 gpcd – pairs “ultra-efficient” future water use with reduced household leakage. 
 Adoption	 rate: The adoption rate represents the percentage of the existing (2020) 

population that will achieve the selected residential indoor water use driver for a given 
scenario. This assumes that the adopting population will reduce their indoor water use over 
time to meet the future indoor per capita driver due to the use of more efficient indoor 
technologies. The Town’s planning scenarios assume adoption rates ranging from 40% to 
75% of the existing population. This range is comparable to the range of adoption rates used 
in the Technical Update. For example, if the select scenario’s adoption rate is 55% and the 
indoor efficiency is 36.4 gpcd, that scenario would assume that all new population would use 
36.4 gpcd indoors and 55% of the 2020 population would use 36.4 gpcd indoors by 2070, 
while the remaining 45% of the 2020 population would continue to use the current indoor 
residential baseline rate of 46 gpcd. 

 
5  “Buildout”  is  the maximum  residential population and non‐residential development  currently being planned  for; however, 
growth may continue to occur beyond this level due to redevelopment and/or infill.  
6  2.5%  represents  the  Town’s  current  planning  growth  rate  and  4%  represents  a  faster  growth  rate  closer  to  the  growth 
experienced over the last 10 years. These rates were provided by the Town’s Planning Director. 
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 Non‐residential	growth: The Town’s planning department provided information about the 
amount of non-residential developed space that is expected at buildout, which was used to 
calculate the amount of future non-residential development. Non-residential developed 
space was projected to increase at a 2.5% annual growth rate under all of the Town’s planning 
scenarios, reaching the maximum level of development around 2060. 

 Non‐residential	 indoor	 conservation: As described in the Technical Update, it is 
impractical to develop non-residential indoor water usage benchmarks due to variations in 
customer types, developed space, and water use characteristics for commercial water 
customers. However, some amount of reduced indoor water use may be possible through 
future advances in fixture and appliance technology. Accordingly, the Town’s planning 
scenarios applied non-residential indoor water use reductions ranging from 0% to 5% from 
the baseline water use factors. Therefore, depending on the scenario, a certain percentage 
reduction is applied to the non-residential indoor baseline water use factor (AFY/unit) based 
on future indoor efficiency assumptions.  

 Outdoor	water	conservation: Future outdoor water use may be reduced due to advances in 
irrigation system technology as well as more rigorous regulations should they be adopted by 
the Town. The Town’s recent 2022 WEP focuses on developing outdoor water efficiency 
programs in the shorter-term and future plan updates were assumed to continue advancing 
this effort. Actual outdoor water savings will be dependent on the outdoor efficiency 
programs, the regulations adopted by the Town, and the engagement level of customers. To 
reflect varying levels of water use reductions through efficiency programs, the Town’s 
planning scenarios applied outdoor water use reductions ranging from 5% to 20%. 

 Climate	adjustment	factor: Future changes in climate are assumed to affect future outdoor 
water use, with warmer and drier conditions increasing evapotranspiration rates, extending 
growing seasons, and influencing customers to apply more water to outdoor use for longer 
periods. Climate drivers were prepared by County in support of the Technical Update for “In 
Between” and “Hot and Dry” conditions in the year 2050. Based on information prepared for 
the Technical Update for Weld County, the Town selected a climate adjustment factor of 14% 
that was applied to increase all outdoor water use in one of the scenarios. Climate change 
studies typically represent the impacts of climate change at a future point in time relative to 
current conditions rather than as an annual rate of impact. For illustrative purposes, the 
analysis assumes that the 14% increase is evenly distributed through 2050 when the full 
adjustment factor is reached, and no further adjustment is applied beyond 2050.  

 
Table	1:	Scenario	Demand	Drivers	for	Potable	Demand	Projections.	

Scenario 
Population 
Growth (%) 

Res 
Indoor 
(gpcd) 

Adoption 
Rate (%) 

Non‐Res 
Growth 
(%) 

Non‐Res 
Indoor 

Conservation 
(%) 

Outdoor 
Conservation 

(%) 

Climate 
Adjustment 
Factor (%)** 

Low 
Conservation 

2.5%  42.4  40%  2.5%  0.0%  ‐5%  0% 

Moderate 
Conservation 

4.0%*  36.4  55%  2.5%  ‐2.0%  ‐10%  0% 

High 
Conservation 

2.5%  36.4  75%  2.5%  ‐5.0%  ‐20%  0% 

Highest 
Conservation 
with Climate 

2.5%  33.3  75%  2.5%  ‐5.0%  ‐20%  14% 

* Population growth is assumed to have an annual growth rate of 2.5% through 2034 and 4% from 2035 through buildout. 
** Climate adjustment factor is based on information prepared for the Technical Update for Weld County by 2050.  
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The following summarizes the basis and intent for each of the four future potable water demand 
scenarios. 

1. Low	Conservation	Scenario: This scenario represents the lowest level of conservation and 
efficiency overall. Residential indoor water use achieves the current efficiency benchmark for 
efficient homes and assumes the lowest adoption rate with 40% of the existing (2020) 
population becoming more efficient. Current trends in non-residential indoor water use 
continue and minimal outdoor water use reduction is achieved. 

2. Moderate	 Conservation	 Scenario: This scenario represents moderate outdoor 
conservation and assumes faster population growth. This scenario assumes that the Town 
actively promotes or incentivizes indoor water efficiency to achieve higher indoor water 
efficiency and a moderate adoption rate with 55% of the existing (2020) population 
becoming more efficient. 

3. High	 Conservation	 Scenario: This scenario represents the second highest level of 
conservation and efficiency overall. Residential indoor water use achieves ultra-efficient per 
capita use and assumes the highest adoption rate with 75% of the existing (2020) population 
becoming more efficient. This scenario assumes that the Town actively and aggressively 
incentivizes water use reductions, implements advanced conservation programs, and adopts 
low water use regulations. 

4. Highest	Conservation	Scenario	with	Climate	Adjustment: This scenario represents the 
highest and most aggressive level of conservation and efficiency paired with the impacts from 
a warmer and drier future climate. Residential indoor water use achieves ultra-efficient per 
capita use with reduced indoor leakage and assumes the highest adoption rate with 75% of 
the existing (2020) population becoming more efficient. The effects of climate increasing 
outdoor demands offsets a portion of the outdoor water use savings achieved through 
conservation. Should climate change be experienced as illustrated under this scenario, it is 
reasonable to assume that the Town will actively seek to further reduce demands. 

 
The projected potable demands range from 6,650 AFY to 7,710 AFY, showing a planning range of 
approximately 1,060 AFY at buildout (Figure	7). 
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Figure	7:	Annual	Potable	Water	Demand	Projections,	2021	‐	2075.	

2.3 EXISTING	AND	FUTURE	PLANNED	POTABLE	SUPPLIES	

The Town’s existing and future planned potable supplies consist of C-BT units, Windy Gap units, NISP 
participant supplies, and Lower Boulder Ditch shares, as summarized below. How these supplies 
integrate into the Town’s implementation plans is discussed below in Section 4.   

 C‐BT: The Town currently owns 4,373 C-BT units. The Town can acquire additional units 
while complying with the “ownership limitation” that is imposed by Northern Water for 
domestic and municipal users. The Town’s current C-BT ownership limitation specified by 
Northern Water is 4,741 total units, but Town staff estimate that if an updated analysis were 
requested of Northern Water, the ownership limitation could increase to 4,987 total units.7 It 
has been assumed that the Town will likely reach the cap of 4,987 units through future 
purchases and dedications. The dependable yield from 4,987 C-BT units is estimated to be 
2,992 AFY based on an average annual quota of 0.6 AFY per C-BT unit.8  

 NISP: Frederick is a participant in NISP, which is being developed and will be implemented 
by Northern Water, and has subscribed for a dependable annual yield of 2,600 AFY. The 
Town’s subscribed amount represents 6.5% the total 40,000 AFY of firm supply planned to 
be developed under NISP. NISP integrates two new reservoirs as part of its planned system: 
Glade Reservoir near Fort Collins and Galeton Reservoir near Greeley. The NISP delivery 

 
7  It  is possible  that  the  Town’s ownership  limitation may  be  further  increased  in  the  future  if  C‐BT  units  are  dedicated  by 
developers under certain circumstances; however, this is challenging to accurately predict. 
8 The Town uses 0.6 AFY per C‐BT unit for supply planning purposes. 



TOWN OF FREDERICK LONG-TERM WATER RESOURCES PLAN	
 

PAGE 12 

pipeline will integrate with the C-BT delivery system; therefore, many participants in NISP 
also own and utilize C-BT supplies (Figure	8). NISP supplies are sourced from the Cache la 
Poudre River watershed whereas C-BT supplies are sourced from the Colorado River 
watershed, which is beneficial to the Town in the event a supply limitation occurs in one basin 
but not the other (e.g., supply impacts due to a wildfire). NISP also differs from C-BT in that 
at least portions of the supply will be reusable, whereas C-BT may be used only once. This 
provides an opportunity for the Town to extend the total yield from NISP by filing a future 
Water Court application to reuse the unconsumed portion of deliveries (i.e., the return flows). 
NISP is unlikely to be available for delivery to the Town until 2030 or later, and there are 
outstanding permitting and other requirements and contingencies that must be addressed by 
Northern Water before the certainty of this supply can be confirmed (see Section 4).   

 Windy	Gap: Frederick currently owns 7.0 Windy Gap units that were purchased in 2018. The 
Town’s 7.0 Windy Gap units are not included as part of the Windy Gap Firming Project being 
implemented by Northern Water; however, the Town has entered into a long-term lease 
agreement for 2,000 AF of storage space in Dry Creek Reservoir (see Figure	4 and Figure	5) 
to independently firm its Windy Gap supplies. The dependable yield of the Town’s 7.0 Windy 
Gap units after firming in Dry Creek Reservoir and without reuse is estimated to range from 
265 to 315 AFY. A dependable yield of 265 AFY was assumed for the current analysis, but the 
yield estimate will continue to be refined as the project operates and the Town pursues a plan 
to reuse the unconsumed portion of Windy Gap deliveries. Our modeling shows that the 2,000 
AF of leased Dry Creek Reservoir storage capacity is sufficient to firm up to 8.0 total Windy 
Gap units; therefore, the 10-Year Plan identified purchasing an additional 1.0 unit as a 
recommend project if the opportunity arises.  

 Lower	 Boulder	Ditch: Frederick is the largest shareholder in the Lower Boulder Ditch 
Company (LBDC) with 18.4% of total Preferred shares and 22.1% of total Common shares. 
ELEMENT is preparing the technical analyses to support the Water Court application filed in 
Case No. 21CW3138 to change the use of most of the Town’s LBDC shares. The Town may use 
its LBDC shares to provide a raw water supply as described in Section 3, or may use changed 
LBDC shares to supply potable demands if a local water treatment plant (WTP) is constructed. 
Section 3.3 and Table 3 further elaborate on the estimated yield of the changed LBDC shares, 
and Section 4.1.7 discusses potable use of this supply. 
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Figure	8:	Northern	Integrated	Supply	Project	Delivery	System.9	
 
The Town’s potable supplies being developed under the 10-Year Plan are projected to be capable of 
meeting the Town’s potable demands through 2033 or 2036, depending on the demand projection 
scenario. After those dates, the Town’s projected demands have the potential to exceed available 
supplies if additional projects are not successfully implemented. The Town’s path forward to address 
the projected potable supply shortage is discussed below in Section 4. 

3. RAW	WATER	SUPPLY	AND	DEMAND	CONDITIONS	

The purpose of this section is to summarize the Town’s projected raw demands over the 50-year 
planning period compared against the Town’s existing and planned new supplies being developed to 
identify projected shortages. 
 
The Town’s raw water system is an integral component of its water supply portfolio because it 
reduces potable supply requirements and the amount of water that needs to be treated to drinking 
water quality standards. Frederick is in an opportune location to make use of existing irrigation 
ditches as part of its raw water system, and the Town also has the capability to store and deliver raw 
water using Milavec Reservoir and its other small ponds. The Town’s portfolio of raw water supplies 
includes Lower Boulder Ditch shares, Coal Ridge Ditch shares, and storage rights. The ditch systems  

 
9 NISP General Map obtained from: 
https://www.northernwater.org/getattachment/81bf61df‐0f04‐4085‐95f2‐bc88380b4afe/NISP_General_Map 
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provide a physical means of delivering raw supplies to the Town, and storage aids in distributing 
supplies to meet raw demands (Figure	9). 
 

 
Figure	9.	Existing	Raw	Water	Supply	Location	Map.	

3.1 CURRENT	CONDITIONS	

The Town operates a raw water system for irrigation, which is currently supplied with water stored 
in Milavec Reservoir, Centennial Irrigation Pond, and Finley No. 1 and No. 2 Irrigation Ponds (Figure	
9). To a limited degree, the Town also delivers raw water directly from the Lower Boulder Ditch, and 
this type of operation will be expanded in the future as development occurs adjacent to the ditch. 
Stored supplies are delivered to irrigated lands via gravity and through the Town’s pressurized 
system. Unpressurized raw water deliveries are conveyed to storage reservoirs located on or near 
the end-user’s property, from which the users need their own pump stations to distribute the 
supplies to meet irrigation demands. Pressurized raw water deliveries connect directly to the end 
user’s irrigation system,10 and the Town charges additional fees for this level of service.  
 
As of 2020 the Town was serving raw water to 13 metered accounts, which include a combination of 
accounts with established landscapes and ones that are under development. The metered raw water 
use by these accounts from 2017 – 2020 averaged approximately 270 AFY, with the highest use of 
approximately 350 AFY occurring in 2018 (Figure	10). As would be expected with irrigation, the vast 
majority of raw water usage occurs from April through October, with the highest usage in the hottest 
summer months; however, there is a small amount of winter use by some accounts. Recent raw water 
usage data were used by the Town to develop a monthly demand curve, which was then used to 
distribute future annual demands.  
 

 
10 Pressurized system customers are required to have on‐site storage to meet their peak demands. 
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Figure	10:	Total	Annual	Metered	Raw	Water	Use,	2017	‐	2020.	

3.2 RAW	DEMAND	PROJECTIONS	

A forecast of future raw water demands to be supplied using the Town’s portfolio of irrigation water 
rights was prepared using the methodologies described below. Raw water demands were initially 
classified by the time period in which the demand is projected to come online.  

 Existing	 raw	water	demands:	The recent metered water use described in the previous 
section was used to characterize existing raw water demands. The locations of use were 
digitized in GIS based on information provided by the Town. 	

 In‐development	raw	water	demands: The Town identified areas that are expected to be 
developed by 2030 that may be connected to the raw water system. A combination of 
information from individual development plans and irrigation assumptions from the 2008 
Raw Plan was used to assign demand values to these locations.	

 Long‐term	raw	water	demands:	The 2008 Raw Plan analyzed the Town’s total future raw 
water demands at buildout and prepared a conceptual infrastructure plan for irrigating these 
areas. Information presented in the 2008 Raw Plan was primarily relied upon in development 
of this Long-Term Plan to characterize raw water demands at buildout, although some 
modifications were made based on direction from Town staff to reflect more recent changes 
in development plans (Figure	11). Existing and in-development raw water demands were 
deducted from the buildout values to determine longer-term raw water demands. 	
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Figure	11:	Existing	Raw	Water	Use	Areas	and	Potential	Future	Development	Coverage.	
 
The existing raw water demand for customers with established landscapes is approximately 250 AFY. 
Raw water demands are projected to be approximately 1,030 AFY by the year 2030 and will be 
approximately 1,960 AFY at buildout, which is anticipated to occur within the 50-year planning 
period. These raw demands are in addition to the potable demands discussed above in Section 2.2. 
The source of supply needed to irrigate a given site is dependent on its location and the following 
supply considerations, which were used to sub-classify the buildout raw water demands as presented 
in Table	2. 

 Unchanged11 Lower Boulder Ditch Company (LBDC) and Coal Ridge Ditch Company (CRDC) 
shares may generally be used on lands lying downgradient from the applicable ditch that are 
not encumbered by a dry-up restriction. 

 Changed LBDC shares may be used on lands located upgradient of the ditch and when lands 
below the ditch are encumbered by a dry-up restriction.12 

 The Milavec Reservoir senior storage right may be used on lands lying downgradient of the 
reservoir.  

 The Milavec Reservoir junior storage rights and the storage rights for Finley No. 1 Irrigation 
Pond, Finley No. 2 Irrigation Pond, and Centennial Irrigation Pond may be used anywhere 
within Frederick's present and future service area.  

 

 
11 “Unchanged” refers to irrigation water rights that are diverted and used pursuant to their original decree(s). “Changed” 
refers to water rights that either have undergone a change of use in Water Court to allow for new types of use and/or new 
locations of use not allowed under the original decree or the subject of a pending water court change application and 
Substitute Water Supply Plan request.  
12 When irrigation water rights are changed in Water Court, the lands historically irrigated with those water rights are 
typically required to be removed from irrigation (“dried up”).  
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Table	2:	Raw	Demand	Summary.	
Demands Supplied from Ditch (AFY)  Demands Supplied from Milavec (AFY) 

TOTAL 
(AFY) 

Unchanged 
LBDC and 
CRDC  

Changed 
LBDC   Total 

Unchanged 
LBDC and 
CRDC* 

Milavec 
Senior 

Storage Right 

Changed LBDC or 
Junior Storage 

Rights**  Total 

7  703  710  423  67  763  1,253  1,963 
*Supplies will be temporarily detained in reservoir for less than 72 hours. 
**These supplies may be used anywhere within the Town’s service area, and therefore, may be used to meet demands from 
storage that are classified otherwise. 

 
Of the projected raw demands to be met with unchanged supplies, most will be met using releases 
from Milavec Reservoir. Of the projected raw demands to be met with changed LBDC shares, 
approximately half of the demand will be met using supplies stored in Milavec Reservoir, and the 
other half will be met through direct deliveries from the ditch. In addition to the irrigation demands, 
the Town currently uses a portion of its Lower Boulder Ditch shares for maintenance of the Bulrush 
wetlands, and until recently, leased a portion of its shares for agricultural irrigation on the Mendoza 
and Marx properties.13  

3.3 EXISTING	AND	FUTURE	PLANNED	RAW	SUPPLIES	

Following is a description of the Town’s water rights that may be used to supply raw demands. A 
summary of supply volumes is provided in Table	 3; however, it should be noted that the 
representation of changed LBDC shares reflects the pending Water Court case having been 
successfully completed and a final decree having been issued as well as the Town having 
implemented all dry-up requirements and having the capability to satisfy all return flow obligations. 

 Lower	 Boulder	Ditch	 shares:	 Frederick is the largest LBDC shareholder with 36.8234 
preferred shares and 43.7174 common shares. The Town filed a Water Court application in 
August 2021 in Case No. 21CW3138 to change the use of 30.8234 preferred LBDC shares and 
40.7174 common LBDC shares.  The Town also filed a substitute water supply plan (SWSP) 
request in November 2021 to allow for temporary use of a portion of the shares for changed 
purposes starting during the 2022 irrigation season. Shares that are not being changed will 
continue to be available for irrigation use on lands that are within the historical Lower 
Boulder Ditch service area downgradient from the ditch and that are not encumbered with 
dry-up restrictions. Unchanged LBDC shares will be entitled to the same supply that is made 
available to other LBDC shareholders that take delivery of water for irrigation uses under the 
ditch. The supply from shares to be changed will be limited to the “historical consumptive 
use” yield of those shares, as quantified by the Water Court.	

 Coal	Ridge	Ditch	shares:	Frederick owns 8.0 shares in the CRDC that will remain unchanged. 
Therefore, the supply from these shares will be equal to the amount made available to other 
CRDC shareholders that take delivery of water for irrigation uses under the ditch. 	

 Storage	Rights:	Frederick has three storage rights decreed for Milavec Reservoir. The more 
senior right was decreed in Civil Action No. CA4842 for 768 ac-ft with an appropriation date 
of February 1, 1892, and a priority (i.e., administration) date of 1907. The more junior rights 
were decreed in Case No. 17CW3216 for an initial fill of 362 ac-ft and one refill, with an 
appropriation date of January 16, 2003, and a priority date of 2017. Frederick also has 
relatively junior storage rights for Finley No. 1 Irrigation Pond, Finley No. 2 Irrigation Pond, 
and Centennial Irrigation Pond as decreed in Case No. 17CW3216; these rights have a 
combined volume of 25.6 ac-ft for an initial fill and one refill.		

 
13 The Town is in the process of evaluating future uses at these properties. 
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Table	3:	Raw	Supply	Summary.	

Variable 

Unchanged Supplies  Changed Supplies 

TOTAL 
(AFY) 

Lower Boulder 
Ditch* 

Coal 
Ridge 
Ditch* 

Storage 
Rights**  Total 

Lower Boulder 
Ditch* 

Total Preferred  Common  Preferred  Common 

No. Shares  6.0  3.0  8.0  NA  ‐  30.8234  40.7174  ‐ 

Avg. Yield 
(AFY/share)  43.0  8.7  1.5  NA  ‐  26.9  5.4  ‐ 

Total Avg. 
Yield 
(AFY)  258.2  26.0  11.8  636.9  932.8  829.0  220.4  1,049.3  1,982.1 

*Based on diversion records being relied upon in pending change of use Water Court application in Case 21CW3138.   
**Based on river call (CDSS, 2021a) and streamflow records from 2002 – 2015 (CDSS, 2021b). 

3.4 RAW	SUPPLY	AND	DEMAND	OPERATIONS	

Of the total projected raw demands, aproximately 500 AFY can be supplied using unchanged LBDC 
and CRDC rights and the senior Milavec Reservoir storage right, and approximately 1,460 AFY of 
demands will require the use of changed LBDC shares or the Town’s junior storage rights. Raw water 
supplies can be delivered to meet the raw irrigation demands based on the location of use as follows: 

1. Demands to be met using unchanged supplies delivered directly from the Lower Boulder 
Ditch. 

2. Demands to be met using changed supplies delivered directly from the Lower Boulder 
Ditch. 

3. Demands to be met using unchanged ditch supplies delivered from storage in Milavec 
Reservoir within 72 hours. 

4. Demands to be met using changed supplies delivered from storage in Milavec Reservoir.  
5. Demands to be met using the junior and senior storage rights stored in Milavec Reservoir 

and the Town’s other irrigation ponds.  
	
Figure	12 provides a schematic illustrating the operation of the Town’s raw water system, with 
additional descriptions provided below.  
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Figure	12:	Frederick’s	Raw	Water	System	Schematic.	
 
The following describes the Town’s raw water system operations from the Lower Boulder Ditch river 
headgate to the location of delivery to meet raw irrigation demands, as depicted in the simplified 
schematic shown above on	 Figure	 12Figure 12. Each bullet below describes operations at the 
associated lettered location in the system as shown on	Figure	12. 

a. All raw supplies attributable to the Town’s Lower Boulder Ditch preferred and common 
shares, Coal Ridge Ditch shares, and storage rights are diverted from Boulder Creek at the 
river headgate for the Lower Boulder Ditch (labeled as “LBD RHG”). 

b. Ditch losses are assessed by the LBDC on all diverted supplies, including Milavec supplies that 
the Town carries in the ditch based on a carriage agreement with the LBDC. Ditch loss for the 
Lower Boulder Ditch is assumed to be 8% of the diverted supplies. 

c. A portion of unchanged LBDC supplies is directly delivered to irrigated areas located 
downgradient of the Lower Boulder Ditch. This is limited to areas of use that were historically 
within the LBDC service area and are not encumbered by a dry-up restriction. 

d. A portion of changed LBDC supplies is directly delivered to irrigated areas located upgradient 
of the Lower Boulder Ditch.  

e. A portion of changed LBDC supplies is delivered to augmentation stations to satisfy historical 
return flow obligations imposed by the Water Court decree or SWSP. 

f. The remaining Lower Boulder Ditch, Coal Ridge Ditch, and storage water right supplies are 
delivered to storage via the Leyton Lateral. 

i. Unchanged irrigation ditch supplies are temporarily detained in Milavec Reservoir 
for up to 72 hours to meet raw water demands associated with lands located 
downgradient of the applicable ditch.  

ii. Flows attributable to the Milavec Reservoir senior right are stored in Milavec 
Reservoir to meet the Town’s raw water demands associated with lands located 
downgradient of the reservoir. 

iii. Flows attributable to the Milavec Reservoir junior storage rights and junior rights for 
Finley No. 1 Irrigation Pond, Finley No. 2 Irrigation Pond and Centennial Irrigation 
Pond are stored to meet the Town’s raw water demands. 
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iv. Changed LBDC supplies are stored in Milavec Reservoir to meet raw demands and 
satisfy historical return flow obligations imposed by the Water Court Decree or SWSP. 

g. Evaporative losses are assessed on the stored supplies in Milavec Reservoir.  
h. Water is released from Milavec Reservoir for the following uses: 

i. Unchanged supplies are released to meet the remaining unchanged demands that are 
not met from direct use (i.e., use without prior storage). Unchanged direct-flow 
supplies cannot be detained for longer than 72 hours. 

ii. Supplies attributable to the Milavec Reservoir senior storage right are released to 
meet demands downgradient of the Milavec Reservoir. 

iii. Releases are made to satisfy any remaining return flow obligations that were imposed 
by the Water Court Decree or SWSP and that were not met using augmentation station 
deliveries.  

iv. Stored supplies are released to meet the Town’s remaining raw demands: first to 
meet demands that can only use changed supplies, then to meet any unmet 
unchanged demands. 

 
Raw water operations were modeled at buildout conditions to reflect monthly and annual variability 
in supply and irrigation demand conditions. During periods when demands exceeded the direct flow 
supplies and the available stored supplies, certain raw demands were unable to be met. Table	4	
summarizes the average unmet raw demands as well as the unmet LBDC return flow obligations over 
the 29-year modeling period, and annual results are displayed graphically on Figure	 13. The 
modeling results show that the average unmet irrigation demand is approximately 160 AFY and that 
the average unmet return flow obligation is approximately 40 AFY. However, the Town will be 
required to replace all return flow obligations first to prevent injury to downstream water rights 
under the Water Court decree or SWSP, so the unmet irrigation demand will be commensurately 
higher as a result of reserving supply to replace return flows. Nevertheless, the total supply shortage 
to meet raw irrigation demands and satisfy return flow obligations remains approximately 200 AFY. 
Selected projects and potential implementation plans to eliminate the projected raw supply 
shortages are discussed below in Section 4. 
 
Table	4:	Average	Unmet	Demands	and	Return	Flow	Obligations	over	the	Modeling	Period	(AFY).	
Unmet Changed 

Demand 
Unmet Unchanged 

Demand 
Unmet 

Return Flows 
Total Unmet Demand 
and Return Flows 

120  38  37  195 
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Figure	13:	Unmet	Raw	Water	Demands	and	Return	Flow	Obligations	over	the	Modeling	Period.	
 
Figure	14 shows the monthly modeled storage operations over the 29-year modeling period for a 
single 1,156 AF storage structure to represent Milavec Reservoir (1,130 AF) and the Town’s 
irrigation ponds (26 AF). This reflects all inflows and outflows as depicted on Figure	12 and the 
resultant end-of-month contents and reservoir “spills,” which represent modeled inflows that were 
unable to be stored because there was no available capacity. Monthly reservoir storage contents were 
also constrained by a minimum storage of approximately 79 AF to reflect the lowest elevation at 
which releases can currently be made. The monthly modeling shows that reservoir spills occur in 10 
of the 29 modeling years, with a maximum spill volume of 390 AFY. Accordingly, the expansion of 
Milavec Reservoir was identified as a potential future project as described below in Section 4.1.9.  
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Figure	14:	Storage	Contents	and	other	Key	Variables	over	the	Modeling	Period.14	
 
The modeling of raw supply and demand operations presented above shows that the Town’s supply 
portfolio and storage capacity is inadequate to meet all future raw water demands. The Town’s path 
forward to address the projected raw supply shortage is discussed below in Section 4. 

4. THE	PATH	FORWARD	

The 10-Year Plan outlines the Town’s detailed implementation plan to develop adequate supplies to 
meet projected water demands over the next decade, until NISP is anticipated to be operational. The 
10-Year Plan employs a multi-pronged approach using a combination of the following supply and 
demand reduction projects: 

 Acquiring additional C-BT units while remaining under the Town’s ownership limitation 
imposed by Northern Water. 

 Seeking to purchase an additional 1.0 Windy Gap unit, for a total of 8.0 units, to maximize the 
use of the Town’s leased storage capacity in Dry Creek Reservoir. 

 Converting the irrigation supply for 18 properties to use raw instead of potable. 

 
14 A maximum of 1,156 AF of total storage rights was used to represent the storage operations in the Milavec Reservoir over the 
29‐year modeling period; the total is from storage rights of the Milavec Reservoir (1,130 AF) and the Town’s irrigation ponds (26 
AF). 
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 Implementing a robust conservation program to reduce water demands, with a focus on 
outdoor uses. Implementation details are provided in the 2022 WEP. 

 
The shorter planning periods for the 10-Year Plan and 2022 WEP allowed for implementation steps 
to be outlined on an annual basis to guide the Town’s near-term planning. This Long-Term Plan 
complements the shorter-term planning efforts and is intended to guide the Town’s actions to be 
implemented in the coming decades. The Town recognizes that it is imperative to regularly update 
its water resources planning. Therefore, the Town will prepare an annual assessment of conditions 
that is presented to the Board of Trustees. Additionally, the Town intends to prepare a 
comprehensive update to the Long-Term Plan every five years, or as needed in response to significant 
changes in underlying assumptions. 
 
As discussed above in Section 2 and Section 3, the Town is projected to experience future potable and 
raw supply shortages even if all projects currently in development, including NISP, are successfully 
implemented. The following section (Section 4.1) describes the supply and demand reduction 
projects that have been selected by the Town to address the projected shortages. Section 4.2 outlines 
two illustrative implementation scenarios to depict how the Town’s water resources planning efforts 
may unfold if NISP delivers the full subscribed yield of 2,600 AFY versus NISP being unsuccessful and 
delivering 0 AFY. The Town remains committed to NISP and is optimistic that the project will be 
successfully implemented; however, it is prudent to consider scenarios under which NISP does not 
provide the full subscribed delivery volume.   

4.1 SELECTED	SUPPLY	AND	DEMAND	REDUCTION	PROJECTS	

The Town will pursue a collection of supply and demand reduction projects to develop a dependable 
water portfolio to meet projected demands over the 50-year planning period. The following sections 
provide an overview of selected projects and recommendations for implementation as well as the 
estimated yield and planning-level costs15 where available. The first four projects are being 
implemented under the 10-Year Plan but are also discussed herein because they are key components 
of the Long-Term Plan.  

4.1.1 C-BT ACQUISITIONS 

As discussed above in Section 2.3, the Town currently owns 4,373 C-BT units but can acquire 
additional units while remaining in compliance with the “ownership limitation” that is imposed by 
Northern Water. The Town intends to actively pursue the acquisition of additional C-BT units to 
eventually reach its ownership limitation, which is estimated to be 4,987 units. If the Town were to 
acquire 614 C-BT units to reach the estimated ownership limitation, then the potable supply would 
be increased by approximately 370 AFY assuming a quota of 0.6 AFY/unit. C-BT units have recently 
been offered for sale to the Town for $65,000/unit (approximately $108,000/AFY) and are projected 
to be approximately $80,300/unit (approximately $134,000/AFY) in 2030 with inflation.16 The 
timing at which C-BT supplies are purchased is controllable by the Town subject to units being 
available for purchase and adequate funding being available. For reference, if 614 C-BT units were 
purchased in 2022, then the estimated acquisition cost would be approximately $41 million.  

 
15 Cost information is based on conceptual projects and will need to be updated if the project advances beyond conceptual 
level, as engineering, permitting, and construction-related information becomes available. Cost information reflects only 
acquisition and/or initial project implementation costs. Operation, maintenance, and replacement costs will need to be 
evaluated if a project advances beyond conceptual level.  
16 Inflation was estimated based on average Consumers Price Index (CPI) for Denver-Aurora-Lakewood from 2012 – 2020, 
which averaged 2.38% per year. 
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It is possible that the Town’s ownership limitation may be further increased in the future if C-BT 
units are dedicated by developers under certain circumstances; however, this is challenging to 
accurately predict. Accordingly, the implementation scenarios presented below in Section 4.2 assume 
that the Town’s C-BT portfolio will be capped at 4,987 units, and this assumption may be modified in 
future updates to the Long-Term Plan.  The dependable yield from 4,987 C-BT units would be 2,992 
AFY based on the annual quota of 0.6 AFY per C-BT unit that is used by the Town for planning 
purposes. 

4.1.2 WINDY GAP/DRY CREEK RESERVOIR 

As discussed above in Section 2.3, Frederick currently owns 7.0 Windy Gap units, and the 10-Year 
Plan identified the acquisition of an additional 1.0 unit as a recommended project if the opportunity 
arises. A total of 8.0 Windy Gap units is projected to maximize the dependable yield that can be 
developed using the Town’s leased storage capacity in Dry Creek Reservoir. The Town has initiated 
efforts to procure an additional unit and is optimistic that the project will be successfully 
implemented within the next decade; therefore, the implementation scenarios presented below in 
Section 4.2 assume that the Town’s future potable portfolio will include 8.0 Windy Gap units. The 
dependable yield from 8.0 Windy Gap units coupled with storage in Dry Creek Reservoir, and in the 
absence of a reuse program, is currently estimated to be approximately 300 AFY by the year 2026, 
and the yield estimate may continue to be refined after the project has been operational for a longer 
period of time.17  
 
The total purchase price for the 7.0 Windy Gap units currently owned by the Town was $16 million 
(approximately $2.3 million per unit). The 10-Year Plan assumed that the Town would purchase an 
additional unit in 2026 for $3 million, which is a 30% increase from what was paid in 2018. The lease 
agreement for Dry Creek Reservoir requires annual lease payments of $300,000 in the first year, 
$600,000 in the second year, and $900,000 from the third year onwards; the lease payments after 
the first year are subject to inflation adjustments using the Consumers Price Index, and potential 
adjustments for comparable storage lease agreements are also possible starting in 2026. The current 
lease agreement is for 20 years through 2040; however, for planning purposes, it was assumed that 
the Town would have long-term storage capacity that may be lawfully used to store its Windy Gap 
supplies. The Town intends to evaluate long-term storage options for its Windy Gap supplies in the 
coming years.   

4.1.3 POTABLE TO RAW CONVERSIONS 

There are 18 metered accounts, which are predominantly parks (Figure	15), that currently use 
potable C-BT supplies for landscape irrigation purposes and were identified under the 10-Year Plan 
for future connection to the Town’s raw water system. Converting these properties to use raw water 
will reduce the Town’s current potable demands and thereby increase its potable supply available 
for other uses. Upon full conversion, the potable demand reduction will be approximately 100 AFY. 
As described in the 10-Year Plan, all of these accounts are planned to be connected to the raw water 
system within the next 10 years. Accordingly, all demand projection scenarios presented in Section 
2.2 reflect the impacts from this demand reduction project.   

 
17 The Town began taking delivery of Windy Gap supplies in 2021 and has started firming operations using Dry Creek 
Reservoir. 
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Figure	15:	Properties	to	be	Converted	from	Potable	to	Raw	Irrigation	Supply.	
 
Infrastructure costs to implement the potable conversion project are still being evaluated by Town 
staff. For comparison against other projects under consideration, a planning-level cost of $4.3 million 
for infrastructure was used based on information in the 2008 Raw Plan.18 This planning-level analysis 
indicates that the cost to implement the potable conversion project is approximately $94,000/AFY of 
demand reduction. The Town intends to prepare an update to its raw water master plan in 2022 or 
2023 to identify infrastructure requirements and implementation costs.  

4.1.4 WATER CONSERVATION 

The potable demand projections presented above in Section 2.2 show that a robust water 
conservation program has the potential to significantly reduce potable demands, thus reducing the 
potential supply shortages. The Town is committed to reducing demands through conservation 
efforts. To this end, the Town is adding a dedicated Conservation Specialist staff position in 2022 to 
implement the 2022 WEP and future WEP updates that are required by statute at least every seven 
years.  
 
The 2022 WEP details the activities to be implemented by the Town to reduce potable demands by 
approximately 125 AFY by 2030.19 Examples of the types of activities selected under the 2022 WEP 
include: 

 Improved utility water loss control. 
 Landscape water budgets and water rates tied to each customer’s budget. 

 
18 Based on information in the 2008 Raw Water Infrastructure Master Plan to construct Systems B, E, and F, adjusted by 
inflation for this report.  
19 Does not include potable demand reduction from the potable-to-raw conversion project because that is tracked 
separately in this Long-Term Plan. 
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 Rebates for smart irrigation controllers. 
 Targeted rebates for the replacement of older indoor fixtures and appliances. 
 Turf replacement incentive program (aka “cash for grass”). 
 Water-efficient landscape ordinances for new construction, redevelopment, and municipal 

facilities. 
 Public information and outreach.  

 
The potable demand projections presented in Section 2.2 show that conservation activities over the 
next 50 years could potentially reduce demands by a maximum of approximately 1,000 AFY under 
the most progressive conservation scenario. The preliminary annual budget for implementing 
conservation programs is estimated at $200,000 per year in 2022 and $450,000 per year in 
subsequent years through 2070 with adjustments for inflation. These planning estimates are based 
on a review of six recent WEPs published by Colorado Front Range utilities and include a combination 
of program and infrastructure costs.20 The planning estimate includes the addition of a full-time 
equivalent staff person responsible for implementing the selected activities and advancing the 
Town’s conservation program over time. A dedicated staff member is critical for the success of a 
robust conservation program. 
 
The total planning-level cost for conservation programs over the 50-year planning period is 
approximately $42 million. This indicates that the cost to implement this project is approximately 
$42,000/AFY with the maximum potential demand reduction; however, the costs would be ongoing 
beyond the 50-year planning horizon.  

4.1.5 PLAN FOR SATISFYING LBDC RETURN FLOW OBLIGATIONS 

In order to use the LBDC shares being changed in the pending Water Court application for new (i.e., 
municipal) uses, the Town will need the capability to reliably replace return flow obligations 
associated with the historical use of the shares for irrigation. Return flows historically accrued to 
Boulder Creek, Coal Creek, Godding Hollow, and an unnamed tributary to Godding Hollow. The Town 
intends to satisfy obligations to Godding Hollow and the unnamed tributary by using an existing 
“augmentation station” structure located on the Lower Boulder Ditch that can make deliveries to 
Godding Hollow and by making releases from Milavec Reservoir.  
 
The Town has started evaluating alternatives to satisfy obligations to Boulder Creek and Coal Creek, 
and these efforts will be continued in 2022 and 2023. Potential solutions include negotiating 
agreements to use existing structures owned by other parties or constructing new facilities that may 
include an augmentation station and/or storage.  

4.1.6 NISP 

NISP is a critical component of the Town’s water resources planning efforts due to the large volume 
of dependable potable supply (2,600 AFY) that would potentially be delivered to the Town. A key 
driver in formulating the 10-Year Plan was to develop the implementation plan for having adequate 
supplies until NISP is anticipated to be operational. As noted earlier, the Town remains committed to 
NISP and is optimistic that the project will be successfully implemented; however, there remains a 
degree of uncertainty about the reliability of this supply until the project becomes operational. NISP 
has obtained the necessary 1041 Permit from Larimer County and Clean Water Action Section 401 
Permit from the State of Colorado but is still awaiting issuance of the Clean Water Action Section 404 

 
20 Implementation of certain types of water loss control projects could far exceed these costs and are not accounted for in 
this plan.  
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Permit and Record of Decision from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE). These outstanding 
USACE permit approvals were anticipated to be issued in 2020 or 2021 but have not been received 
as of the date of this plan, and it is possible that lawsuits may cause additional delays after the USACE 
permits are issued. Northern Water is proceeding with the construction of project elements that do 
not require additional permits, the preparation of design plans, and work with NISP participants to 
develop implementation procedures. These efforts are being undertaken in anticipation of the 
project being permitted to proceed. However, given the uncertainty at this time, the Town is 
considering implementation scenarios where NISP does not deliver the full subscribed yield of 2,600 
AFY as described below in Section 4.2.  
 
Information prepared by Northern Water in 2020 indicates that the estimated total project cost for 
NISP would be approximately $1.6 billion. The Town’s participation in the project currently 
represents a 6.5% interest; therefore, the Town’s obligation will be approximately $104 million 
based on the 2020 estimate. With a dependable yield of 2,600 AFY, this would equate to a cost of 
approximately $40,000/AFY, It is anticipated that the Town’s NISP supplies will be treated and 
delivered by Central Weld pursuant to a separate agreement; however, costs for this arrangement 
are unknown at this time. 
 
The Town will closely monitor the progress of NISP because it is a pivotal component of the Town’s 
potable planning efforts. The Town will also consider expanded participation in NISP if the 
opportunity presents itself at a later date, as an alternative for addressing projected future supply 
shortages; however, the Town has no short-term plans to increase its subscribed volume beyond 
2,600 AFY.  

4.1.7 LOCAL WATER TREATMENT PLANT 

The Town’s potable supplies are presently treated at the Carter Lake Filter Plant and delivered to the 
Town by Central Weld. The Town’s current agreements with Central Weld allow for the treatment of 
C-BT and Windy Gap supplies, and as noted above, NISP supplies are also anticipated to be treated 
and delivered by Central Weld. The Town would need to develop additional treatment capacity to 
make use of its Boulder Creek supplies (Lower Boulder Ditch shares being changed in the pending 
Water Court application and junior storage rights decreed in Case No. 17CW3216) for potable 
purposes.  
 
Prior to 1988, the Town operated a water treatment plant located adjacent to Milavec Reservoir; 
however, the feasibility of treating Boulder Creek supplies to meet existing and anticipated drinking 
water quality standards needs to be investigated. As further described below in Section 4.2, the 
timeframe for needing a local treatment plant to meet potable demands is largely dependent on 
whether NISP is successful. Local treatment may be necessary in approximately 2034 if NISP is 
unsuccessful, but if NISP is successful, then local treatment may not be necessary until after 2053.  
 
The Town will advance, in 2022 and 2023, investigations regarding the feasibility of treating Boulder 
Creek supplies stored in Milavec to meet drinking water quality standards. The investigation will 
evaluate potential treatment technologies, costs, and time requirements to permit and construct the 
facility, as well as monitoring and evaluating current quality data for water stored in the reservoir. 
The Town will use this information to inform decisions about how to proceed as updated information 
becomes available regarding the likelihood and anticipated schedule for NISP deliveries.  
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4.1.8 REUSE 

A portion of the Town’s existing and planned future water supplies have the potential to be legally 
reused, which means that the Town may recapture and exercise control over municipal return flows 
(primarily wastewater effluent and lawn irrigation return flows), and then may place those 
recaptured return flows to use, including to meet the Town’s raw water/irrigation demands. 
Reusable supplies include Windy Gap, at least a portion of NISP supplies, the Town’s LBDC shares 
being changed in the pending Water Court application, and the Town’s junior storage water rights. 
Conversely, C-BT units, unchanged ditch company water rights, and the senior Milavec Reservoir 
storage water right may legally be used only once. In order for the Town to legally reuse the 
unconsumed portion of (i.e., the return flows from use of) its Windy Gap, NISP, changed LBDC, and 
junior storage water right deliveries, a separate Water Court application would need to be filed. The 
following describes the estimated supply that may be available from reuse to evaluate the potential 
timing for implementation of the reusable supplies. 
 
Only a portion of potable water deliveries to the Town’s customers are fully consumed. Indoor water 
uses are largely unconsumed, with as much as 90% or more of the delivered water returning to the 
stream system through sewer drains. A portion of potable water deliveries to supply outdoor uses 
(i.e., irrigation) is also not consumed, running off irrigated areas and into storm sewer systems or 
accruing to the underlying aquifer; these are commonly referred to as lawn irrigation return flows 
(“LIRFs”). The evaluation of reuse potential completed as part of this planning effort has been limited 
to that portion of the water supply that would potentially be available from unconsumed indoor 
water deliveries from reusable sources that would be treated and then discharged to the stream at 
the Saint Vrain Sanitation District (SVSD) wastewater treatment facility (WWTF). Reuse potential 
would be higher with the inclusion of LIRFs, but the evaluation of whether to seek credit for LIRFs 
will not be completed until the Town has decided to file the Water Court application to reuse 
wastewater effluent. 
 
The potable demand projections described in Section 2.2 were used to predict the future volume of 
the Town’s wastewater that may be discharged from the SVSD WWTF. Wastewater outflows are 
projected to average approximately 1,970 AFY in the year 2070; however, not all effluent will be 
attributable to reusable sources of supply because the Town will continue to use C-BT units to meet 
a portion of its potable demands. The analysis is further influenced by the monthly timing of when 
reusable supplies are delivered to meet potable demands as described in the following two scenarios. 
In the winter when there is little outdoor use, most of the potable water deliveries will ultimately be 
discharged at the SVSD WWTF. In the summer, a lower percentage of the potable water deliveries 
will be discharged at the SVSD WWTF because of outdoor consumption. As a result, the quantities of 
reusable outflows vary depending on the monthly proportion of demands to be met with C-BT 
supplies and available reusable supplies. 
 
The volume of reusable supply discharged at the SVSD WWTF will depend on the sources used to 
supply potable demands as well as the monthly pattern of deliveries. If Windy Gap, NISP, junior 
storage, and LBDC supplies are used to meet potable demands in addition to C-BT supplies, then the 
future volume of reusable supply discharged at the SVSD WWTF is projected to range from 
approximately 850 AFY to 1,500 AFY depending on the delivery schedule. The higher end of the range 
assumes that reusable deliveries to meet potable demands will preferentially be made during the 
non-irrigation season. If Windy Gap and NISP are used to supply potable demands in addition to C-
BT supplies, but LBDC supplies and junior storage supplies are not, then the volume of reusable 
supply discharged at the SVSD WWTF is projected to range from approximately 540 AFY to 1,180 
AFY depending on the delivery schedule.  
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The values presented above represent the potential volume of reusable supply to be discharged at 
the SVSD WWTF, which is located approximately five miles north of the Town. There are two main 
strategies being considered by the Town to make subsequent use of reusable supplies after they are 
discharged at the SVSD WWTF. First, the Town may operate an “exchange” where water is diverted 
at an upstream location (e.g., the Lower Boulder Ditch headgate) in an amount equal to the 
“substitute” reusable supply being delivered downstream after the water is discharged at the SVSD 
WWTF outfall on Saint Vrain Creek. The ability to operate an exchange will depend on river 
administrative conditions (i.e., flow availability and call conditions, or “exchange potential”) and the 
available capacity to divert into the upstream structure.21 A Water Court application or ad hoc 
administrative approvals would also be required to allow for the operation of exchanges. 
Alternatively, the Town could pump the reusable supplies from a location near the SVSD WWTF 
outfall to the Town. This alternative would not require a separate Water Court application (other 
than the application to quantify the reusable supplies); however, infrastructure and permitting 
requirements would be more complex. 
 
Regardless of whether the reusable supplies are exchanged or pumped to the Town, there is likely a 
need for additional storage capacity to retime the supplies for subsequent irrigation use. Options 
being considered to develop additional storage capacity include the construction of a new reservoir 
either near the SVSD WWTF or closer to the Town, or the expansion of Milavec Reservoir as discussed 
in the following section. 
 
The information presented above indicates that reuse has the potential to provide a significant 
supply for meeting raw water demands; however, additional investigations are needed to evaluate 
the feasibility of various components and select the preferred alternative. Accordingly, the Town 
intends to commission a feasibility study related to reuse in 2023 or 2024. The investigation will 
evaluate project costs, legal needs, and time requirements to permit and construct any necessary 
infrastructure. The Town will use this information to inform decisions about how to proceed as 
updated information becomes available regarding the likelihood and anticipated schedule for NISP 
deliveries, as reuse supplies will be needed sooner if NISP is unsuccessful and Lower Boulder Ditch 
supplies or junior storage supplies are used to meet potable demands.  

4.1.9 EXPANSION OF MILAVEC RESERVOIR 

The Town’s raw water supplies and demands over a 29-year year modeling period, including storage 
operations in Milavec Reservoir, were discussed in Section 3.4. The results show that the existing 
capacity of Milavec Reservoir would be unable to store all available inflows in approximately one-
third of the years over the modeling period. The modeled inflow volume that was unable to be stored 
(aka “spill volume”) averaged approximately 70 AFY. Sensitivity analyses were prepared to evaluate 
the potential benefits of expanding Milavec Reservoir to store the Town’s existing native Boulder 
Creek supplies using the same supply and demand assumptions outlined in Section 3.4, but with 
variable capacity increases for Milavec Reservoir. The results show that increasing the storage 
capacity of Milavec Reservoir would decrease the frequency and volume of spills; however, the 
resultant decrease in unmet raw water demands would be limited. Increasing the capacity of Milavec 
Reservoir by 100 AF would reduce the unmet demand from approximately 200 AFY to 190 AFY, or 
by approximately 10 AFY; a capacity increase of 500 AF would reduce the unmet demand from 
approximately 200 AFY to 170 AFY, or by approximately 30 AFY. Given these results, the Town does 
not intend to pursue the expansion of Milavec Reservoir solely for the purpose of storing its changed 

 
21 The Town would also need an agreement with the owner(s) of any upstream structure to divert water by exchange.  
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LBDC shares and storage rights; however, the expansion of this structure will be evaluated as part of 
the reuse feasibility study to retime supplies that are discharged at the SVSD WWTF. 

4.1.10 ACQUIRE ADDITIONAL NATIVE WATER SUPPLIES 

The Town may benefit from the acquisition of additional “native” water supplies that may be diverted 
from Boulder Creek and conveyed to the Town. The Town’s Municipal Code defines the term “native 
water” as “water historically applied to beneficial use within or near the Town’s planning area and 
that can be used by and is acceptable to the Town.” Under Colorado water law, native water refers to 
surface and underground water naturally occurring in a watershed, which is distinguished from 
imported and transbasin water that is source from locations unconnected with the receiving system 
such as C-BT. The Town’s existing portfolio of native water rights includes its LBDC shares, CRDC 
shares, and storage water rights.  
 
The analyses prepared in support of the Long-Term Plan show that the Town has a need for 
additional potable and raw supplies to address projected future supply gaps. The acquisition of 
additional native water supplies may be a component of the Town’s implementation plan for 
addressing these shortages; however, due to present considerations, the Town intends to update its 
policies to only consider the dedication of native supplies that have been previously changed in Water 
Court to allow for municipal uses within the Town’s current and future boundaries and can be 
physically delivered to the Town. This policy is being implemented because the supply and demand 
analyses indicate that the Town has little need for additional unchanged native supplies, and the 
Town’s water attorneys have identified legal concerns about the viability of being able to successfully 
change the use of additional LBDC shares with terms and conditions that would be acceptable to the 
Town. This policy will be reevaluated as part of future updates to the Long-Term Plan. 

4.1.11 REGIONAL PROJECTS & PARTNERSHIPS 

Many other Front Range water providers are facing similar future supply shortages, which prompted 
the formation of the South Platte Regional Opportunities Water Group (SPROWG) in 2015 to explore 
regional cooperative strategies to meet water supply gaps. SPROWG commissioned a feasibility study 
to evaluate a holistic approach to meet diverse water needs in the South Platte River basin using 
multiple storage facilities at various locations between Denver and the state line, infrastructure to 
transport the water to users, and water treatment strategies (SPRWOG, 2020). The study concluded 
that the SPROWG concept is technically and financially feasible, and that additional studies were 
warranted. The feasibility study specifically calls for collaborating with and inviting new partners to 
participate; therefore, the Town will be initiating efforts in 2022 to be included in SPROWG’s future 
planning efforts.  
 
The Town will also evaluate opportunities to develop interconnections with nearby water providers 
that may have surplus raw or potable supplies that are capable of being delivered to the Town. These 
evaluations will be completed as opportunities arise, and will require an assessment of legal 
constraints, physical connection options, storage requirements, and water quality compatibility.  
 
While there is no dependable yield associated with regional projects and partnerships at this time, 
the Town recognizes that collaboration with regional partners may offer future benefits.  

4.2 ILLUSTRATIVE	IMPLEMENTATION	SCENARIOS	

The projects to be implemented under the Long-Term Plan are interrelated, and the actual yield from 
a given project influences other components of the plan. For this reason, the Town will prepare an 
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annual assessment of supply and demand conditions that is presented to the Board of Trustees.  The 
Town also intends to do a comprehensive update to the Long-Term Plan every five years, or as 
needed in response to significant changes in underlying assumptions. The following sections provide 
two illustrative implementation scenarios to depict how the Town’s water resources planning efforts 
may unfold if NISP delivers the full subscribed yield of 2,600 AFY versus NISP being unsuccessful and 
delivering 0 AFY. These illustrations were selected to bookend NISP assumptions; however, it is 
possible that NISP will deliver a dependable yield somewhere in between these representations, 
which may be evaluated as part of future plan updates as the development of NISP progresses.  
 
Both illustrative implementation scenarios have the following common project assumptions, which 
reflect the measures being implemented pursuant to the 10-Year Plan and 2022 WEP.  

 C‐BT supply is assumed to reach the Town’s ownership limitation of 4,987 units by the year 
2034. The dependable yield from 4,987 C-BT units is estimated to be 2,990 AFY based on an 
average annual quota of 0.6 AFY per C-BT unit.   

 Windy	Gap dependable yield from 8.0 units is assumed to be 300 AFY by the year 2026. Note 
this assumes the Town is able to purchase the additional 1.0 Windy Gap unit. 

 Potable	to	Raw	Conversion project will be completed within the next 10 years to reduce the 
potable demand by 100 AFY. 

 Water	Conservation	and	Efficiency measures will be implemented as outlined in the 2022 
WEP and continued over the 50-year planning period. 

 Demands for the first decade have been projected to be similar to the 10-Year Plan and 2022 
WEP and continued to increase over the 50-year planning period. 

 
Timelines illustrating both implementation scenarios are provided as Attachment	A. 

4.2.1 NISP AT 2,600 AFY 

The following sections describe the illustrative implementation scenarios for potable and raw 
conditions if NISP successfully delivers a dependable yield of 2,600 AFY. 

4.2.1.1 POTABLE 	CONDITIONS	

No	Local	WTP		

If NISP can deliver a dependable yield of 2,600 AFY to the Town by 2034, then the combined potable 
supplies from C-BT, Windy Gap, and NISP are projected to be adequate to the meet the Town’s potable 
demands through 2053 or 2064 depending on the demand projection scenario as discussed above in 
Section 2.2. The potable supply shortage after those dates is projected to range from 750 AFY to 1,810 
AFY (Figure	16).  
 
Local	WTP	is	Constructed		

If a local water treatment plant (WTP) is determined to be feasible, then one alternative for reducing 
the remaining potable supply shortage is to use the Town’s changed LBDC shares and junior Milavec 
storage rights to meet a portion of the potable demands. Adding the treated changed LBDC and 
Milavec supplies to the potable supply portfolio of C-BT, Windy Gap, and NISP would potentially be 
adequate to meet the projected potable demands at buildout in three of the four scenarios; however, 
a shortage would remain under the low conservation demand scenario (Figure	16).22 The addition 

 
22 The actual yield of changed LBDC and junior Milavec supplies for meeting potable demands will depend on storage operations 
and the schedule of deliveries. 
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of the changed LBDC shares and the junior Milavec rights to the potable supply portfolio has the 
potential to delay the onset of the potable supply shortage until approximately 2070, and the potable 
supply shortage after that date is estimated to be approximately 260 AFY (Figure	16). In order to 
use the changed LBDC shares and the junior Milavec rights for meeting potable demands, the local 
water treatment plant may need to be operational before 2053 when other potable supplies may no 
longer be adequate to meet the Town’s demands. As discussed below, using the changed LBDC and 
junior Milavec supplies to meet potable demands would exacerbate the raw supply shortage because 
these supplies would no longer be available for meeting raw demands. This highlights the 
interrelationship between projects and the need for regular planning updates. 
 

 
 
Figure	16:	Example	Potable	Supply	and	Demand	Conditions	with	NISP	Yield	of	2,600	AFY.	

4.2.1.2 RAW 	CONDITIONS	

No	Local	WTP	

The analyses presented above in Section 3.4 evaluated the Town’s capability to meet future raw 
water demands if all of the Town’s changed LBDC shares and Milavec rights are used as a raw supply 
as opposed to a potable supply. The results showed that there would be a raw water supply gap of 
approximately 200 AFY; however, the Town’s raw water supplies, including the LBDC and Milavec 
supplies, are estimated to be adequate to meet the Town’s raw water demands until approximately 
2043. Potential options for addressing a future shortage of this magnitude include acquiring 
additional native water supplies or developing reuse supplies as discussed above in Section 4.1.8. 



TOWN OF FREDERICK LONG-TERM WATER RESOURCES PLAN	
 

PAGE 33 

Depending on the delivery schedule under which Windy Gap and NISP are used to meet potable 
demands, the volume of reusable supply discharged at the SVSD WWTF is projected to range from 
540 AFY to 1,180 AFY. While conveyance and storage losses need to be evaluated as part of the 
planned reuse feasibility study along with its cost effectiveness, reuse would potentially provide the 
necessary volume to supply raw demands above what can be met using the Town’s LBDC shares, 
CRDC shares, and storage water rights.  
 
Local	WTP	is	Constructed		

If the Town’s changed LBDC shares and junior Milavec supplies are used to meet potable demands as 
opposed to supplying raw demands, then the raw supply shortage at buildout is estimated to be 
approximately 1,700 AFY. This is an increase of approximately 1,500 AFY in raw supply shortage as 
compared to when the changed LBDC and junior Milavec supplies are not used to meet the Town’s 
potable demands. 
 
In this scenario with the changed LBDC shares and the junior Milavec rights being used as a potable 
supply, the volume of reusable supply discharged at the SVSD WWTF is projected to range from 
approximately 850 AFY to 1,500 AFY depending on the delivery schedule for using Windy Gap, NISP, 
LBDC shares, and junior Milavec rights to meet potable demands. Accordingly, the supply from reuse 
alone may not be adequate to eliminate the Town’s future raw supply shortage. The timing of the raw 
water supply shortage is projected to occur around 2043, as under the prior scenario, because if NISP 
is successful then the LBDC shares and junior Milavec rights can be used for supplying raw demands 
until 2053 or later, until the local WTP is constructed to supply potable demands. Therefore, under 
this scenario, the Town would need reuse to be operational, or to have acquired additional native 
water supplies, to address raw water supply shortages that are projected to occur around 2043.  

4.2.2 NISP AT 0 AFY 

The following sections describe the illustrative implementation scenarios for potable and raw 
conditions if the dependable yield of NISP is 0 AFY. 

4.2.2.1 POTABLE 	CONDITIONS	

No	Local	WTP		

If there are no dependable potable deliveries to the Town from NISP, then the combined potable 
supplies from C-BT and Windy Gap are projected to be adequate to the meet the Town’s potable 
demands through 2034 or 2036 depending on the demand projection scenario as discussed above in 
Section 2.2. The potable supply shortage after those dates is estimated to range from 3,350 AFY to 
4,410 AFY (Figure	17).  
 
Local	WTP	is	Constructed	

If the local water treatment plant (WTP) is determined to be feasible, then one alternative for 
reducing the remaining potable supply shortage is to use the Town’s changed LBDC shares and junior 
Milavec rights to meet a portion of the potable demands. Adding the changed LBDC shares and junior 
Milavec rights to the potable supply portfolio of C-BT and Windy Gap would potentially delay the 
onset of the potable supply shortage until 2047 or 2055 depending on the demand projection 
scenario.23 The potable supply shortage after those dates is estimated to range from approximately 

 
23 The actual yield of changed LBDC and junior Milavec supplies for meeting potable demands will depend on storage operations 
and the schedule of deliveries. 
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1,800 AFY to 2,860 AFY (Figure	17). In order to use the changed LBDC shares and junior Milavec 
rights for meeting potable demands, the local water treatment plant may need to be operational 
before 2034 when other potable supplies may no longer be adequate to meet the Town’s demands. 
This scenario is a key driver behind the decision to prepare the feasibility study related to the local 
water treatment plant within the next couple of years. As discussed previously, using the changed 
LBDC shares and junior Milavec supplies to meet potable demands would exacerbate the raw supply 
shortage because these supplies would no longer be available for meeting raw demands. This 
highlights the interrelationship between projects and the need for regular planning updates. 
 

 
Figure	17:	Example	Potable	Supply	and	Demand	Conditions	with	NISP	Yield	of	0	AFY.		

4.2.2.2 RAW 	CONDITIONS	

No	Local	WTP	

The Town’s raw water supplies, including the changed LBDC and junior Milavec supplies, are 
estimated to be adequate to meet the Town’s raw water demands until approximately 2043, at which 
point there is a need for additional raw supplies to meet the future raw water supply gap of 
approximately 200 AFY. Depending on the delivery schedule under which Windy Gap is used to meet 
potable demands, the volume of reusable supply discharged at the SVSD WWTF is projected to range 
from approximately 90 AFY to 210 AFY. Given that the projected volume of the reusable flows is 
relatively low and will be further reduced by conveyance losses, reuse alone is not expected to 
provide the necessary volume to supply raw demands above what can be met using the Town’s LBDC 
shares, CRDC shares, and storage water rights. The cost effectiveness of developing reuse at this scale 
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will be evaluated as part of the planned feasibility study and compared against other raw water 
supply options such as the acquisition of additional native supplies.  
 
Local	WTP	is	Constructed		

As previously discussed, if the Town’s changed LBDC and junior Milavec supplies are used to meet 
potable demands as opposed to supplying raw demands, then the raw supply shortage at buildout is 
estimated to be approximately 1,700 AFY. This is an increase of approximately 1,500 AFY in raw 
supply shortage as compared to when the changed LBDC and junior Milavec supplies are not used to 
meet the Town’s potable demands. The raw water shortage is projected occur in the year that LBDC 
shares start being used to meet potable demands (e.g., 2034).  
 
In this scenario with the changed LBDC shares and junior Milavec rights being used as a potable 
supply starting as early as 2034, the volume of reusable supply discharged at the SVSD WWTF is 
projected to range from 400 AFY to 930 AFY depending on the delivery schedule for using Windy 
Gap, changed LBDC shares, and junior Milavec supplies to meet potable demands. The total raw water 
demand in 2034 is projected to be approximately 1,000 AFY; therefore, reuse and the Town’s other 
native supplies may not be adequate to meet all raw water demands. This indicates that the Town 
must delay entering into new raw water service commitments relying on the use of its changed LBDC 
shares and junior Milavec rights until more information is known about the reliability of NISP and 
decisions have been made related to implementing reuse. Otherwise, there is risk that the Town’s 
raw commitments may exceed its raw supplies if the changed LBDC shares and junior Milavec rights 
are determined to be necessary for supplying potable demands at a later date.  

4.3 ACTION	ITEMS	

The illustrative implementation scenarios presented above highlight the interrelationship between 
projects and the need for regular planning updates. While the Town’s exact path forward to develop 
a dependable water supply portfolio has elements of uncertainty, this Long-Term Plan and future 
updates will be instrumental in guiding the Town’s decision making. Following is a summary of how 
Town staff and the Board of Trustees intend to focus their near-term efforts. A tabulation of action 
items and estimated implementation dates is provided as Attachment	B.  

1. The Town will purchase additional C-BT units over the next 10 years with the goal of reaching 
the ownership limitation that is imposed by Northern Water. The Town will also accept C-BT 
units to satisfy water dedication requirements as allowed under the Town’s Municipal Code. 
These efforts are intended to maximize the Town’s potable supply from C-BT units. 

2. The Town will pursue opportunities to purchase an additional 1.0 Windy Gap unit to 
maximize the use of its leased storage space in Dry Creek Reservoir. The Town will also 
evaluate long-term storage options for its Windy Gap supplies in the coming years. 

3. The Town will begin converting the 18 metered accounts identified under the 10-Year Plan 
that currently use potable supplies for irrigation over to the Town’s raw water system. The 
conversions will commence in 2022 or 2023 and will continue over the next 10 years as 
adequate raw water supplies become available. The Town intends to prepare an update to its 
raw water master plan in 2022 or 2023 to identify related infrastructure requirements and 
implementation costs. This project will reduce the Town’s current potable demands and 
thereby increase the potable supply available for other uses. 

4. The Town will implement a robust water conservation program to reduce potable demands 
and thereby reduce its potable supply requirements. The near-term implementation 
measures are described in the 2022 WEP, which will be updated at least every seven years as 
required by statute. 
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5. The Town is actively pursuing opportunities to satisfy its return flow obligations related to 
the future use of its Lower Boulder Ditch shares for changed purposes. The initial efforts focus 
on using excess capacity in existing augmentation stations and storage structures; however, 
the construction of new facilities will be evaluated as needed. The capability to reliably 
replace return flow obligations is necessary for the Town to use Lower Boulder Ditch supplies 
to meet raw and/or potable demands. 

6. The Town will closely monitor NISP progress to understand potential impacts on anticipated 
delivery volumes and the schedule for implementation. NISP is a critical component of the 
Town’s potable supply and reuse planning due to the large volume of dependable potable 
supply (2,600 AFY) that would potentially be delivered to the Town. The Town remains 
committed to NISP and is optimistic that the project will be successfully implemented; 
however, the Town is planning for scenarios with reduced NISP deliveries given the present 
uncertainty of the project. If NISP deliveries are reduced and/or delayed, the Town will have 
a more urgent need for other potable supplies beyond what is projected to be delivered from 
C-BT and Windy Gap.  

7. The Town will prepare a feasibility study in 2022 and 2023 related to the potable treatment 
of Boulder Creek supplies stored in Milavec Reservoir to meet drinking water quality 
standards. If potable treatment is determined to be feasible, then the timeframe for needing 
a local water treatment plant to meet potable demands is largely dependent on whether NISP 
is successful. If NISP is successful, then local treatment may not be necessary until after 2053. 
If NISP is not successful, then local treatment may be necessary around 2034. 

8. The Town will prepare a feasibility study related to reuse infrastructure and storage options, 
including the expansion of Milavec Reservoir, in 2023 or 2024. The Town will use this 
information to inform decisions about how to proceed as updated information becomes 
available. This will primarily focus on the likelihood and anticipated schedule for NISP 
deliveries because reuse supplies will be needed sooner if NISP is unsuccessful and Lower 
Boulder Ditch or junior storage supplies are used to meet potable demands. 

9. The Town will initiate efforts in 2022 to be included in SPROWG’s future planning efforts. As 
opportunities arise, the Town will also evaluate potential interconnections with nearby water 
providers that may have surplus raw or potable supplies that can be delivered to the Town.  

10. The Town will prepare an annual assessment of supply and demand conditions to be 
presented to the Board of Trustees. The Town will prepare a comprehensive update to the 
Long-Term Plan every five years or as needed to address significant changes in underlying 
assumptions. 
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Illustrative Implementation Timelines 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



2022 2031

•Acquire Additional C‐BT units
•Potable‐to‐Raw Conversions
•Plan for Satisfying LBDC Return Flows
•Monitor progress with NISP

Timeline for Illustrative Implementation Scenario with NISP @ 2,600 AFY

•WTP Feasibility Study
•Reuse Feasibility Study

Purchase 1.0 WG Unit

2023 2026

*timeline note to scale

•Implement water efficiency programs

2043

Raw Shortage 
Begins

Need Reuse or 
Add’l Native

20702053

Yes WTP

No WTP Potable Shortage Begins 
between 2053 and 2064

Potable Shortage may Begin 
around 2070

2064

2070

Raw Shortage Increases

2034

NISP 
Operational



2022 2031

•Acquire Additional C‐BT units
•Potable‐to‐Raw Conversions
•Plan for Satisfying LBDC Return Flows
•Monitor progress with NISP

Timeline for Illustrative Implementation Scenario with NISP @ 0 AFY

•WTP Feasibility Study
•Reuse Feasibility Study

Purchase 1.0 WG Unit

2023 2026

*timeline note to scale

•Implement water efficiency programs

Raw Shortage Begins
Need Reuse or Add’l Native

20702034

Yes WTP

No WTP Potable Shortage Begins 
between 2034 and 2036

Potable Shortage Begins 
between 2047 and 2055

2036

2047 2055 2070

Raw Shortage Begins in 2034
Need Reuse or Add’l Native

2043



 
 
 
 

 
ATTACHMENT B 

Summary of Nearer-term Action Items Identified in the 
Long-Term Water Resources Plan 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Summary of Nearer‐Term Action Items Identified in Long‐Term Water Resources Plan.

Project Year(s) Notes

C‐BT Acquisitions 2022 ‐ 2034 Purchase units to reach ownership limitation.

2022 ‐ 2026 Purchase additional 1.0 unit.

2027 ‐ 2035 Evaluate long‐term storage options.

2022 ‐ 2031 Convert 18 accounts to use raw instead of potable.

2022 ‐ 2023 Update raw water master plan.

2022 Hire Conservation Specialist staff member.

2022, ongoing Implement programs outlined in 2022 Water Efficiency Plan.

2029 Update Water Efficiency Plan no less frequently than every 7 years, as required by statute.

2022 ‐ 2023 Negotiations to use existing structures.

2023 ‐ 2027 Develop new augmentation station and/or storage facilities, if needed

2022 ‐ 2030 Monitor progress and anticipated schedule for deliveries.

2025 ‐ 2030 Collaborate with Central Weld to develop additional treatment capacity

2025 ‐ 2030 Evaluate expanded participation in NISP based on findings of local WTP and reuse feasibility studies

2022 ‐ 2023 Prepare feasibility study.

TBD Implementation schedule will be influenced by NISP progress and WTP feasibility study.

2023 ‐ 2024 Prepare feasibility study.

TBD Implementation schedule will be influenced by NISP progress and plans for the local WTP.

Milavec Res. Expansion 2023 ‐ 2024 Evaluate as part of Reuse feasibility study.

Additional Native Water 2026
Update policies based on potential for changing add'l LBDC shares and plans for NISP, local WTP, and Reuse.

Regional Opportunities 2022, ongoing Participate in SPROWG planning and evaluate other opportunities as they arise.

annually Annual status update to Board of Trustees.

2027 Update Long‐Term Water Resources Plan every 5 years, if not warranted earlier.

Municipal Code Revisions 2022, ongoing Update water dedication policies.

Reuse

Water Resources Planning 

Document Updates

Windy Gap

Raw Water

Conservation/Efficiency

LBDC Return Flows

NISP

Local WTP



PROJECT GROUP PROJECT DESCRIPTION 20
22

20
23

20
24

20
25

20
26

20
27

20
28

20
29

20
30

20
31

20
32

20
33

20
34

20
35

C-BT Acquisitions Purchase units to reach ownership limitation.              

Purchase additional 1.0 unit.      

Evaluate long-term storage options.          

Convert 18 accounts to use raw instead of potable.           

Update raw water master plan.   

Hire Conservation Specialist staff member.  

Implement programs outlined in 2022 Water Efficiency Plan.               

Update Water Efficiency Plan no less frequently than every 7 years, as required by statute.  

Negotiations to use existing structures.   

Develop new augmentation station and/or storage facilities, if needed.      

Monitor progress and anticipated schedule for deliveries.          

Collaborate with Central Weld to develop additional treatment capacity.       

Evaluate expanded participation in NISP based on findings of local WTP and reuse feasibility studies.       

Prepare feasibility study.   

Implementation schedule will be influenced by NISP progress and WTP feasibility study.

Prepare feasibility study.   

Implementation schedule will be influenced by NISP progress and plans for the local WTP.
Milavec Res. Expansion Evaluate as part of Reuse feasibility study.   

Additional Native Water Update policies based on potential for changing add'l LBDC shares and plans for NISP, local WTP, and Reuse.  

Regional Opportunities Participate in SPROWG planning and evaluate other opportunities as they arise.               

Annual status update to Board of Trustees.               

Update Long-Term Water Resources Plan every 5 years, if not warranted earlier.  

Municipal Code Revisions Update water dedication policies.               

Reuse

Water Resources Planning 
Document Updates

Windy Gap

Raw Water

Conservation/Efficiency

LBDC Return Flows

NISP

Local WTP

TO BE DETERMINED

TO BE DETERMINED


	A. RFP
	B. Commissions
	C. Long-Term Water Resources Plan



