
 

AGENDA 

Town of Crested Butte 

Regular Town Council Meeting 

Tuesday, January 19, 2016 

Council Chambers, Crested Butte Town Hall 

6:00 WORK SESSION 

Discussion between Council, Staff, Crested Butte/Mt. Crested Butte Chamber of 

Commerce, Nordic Center, and the Crested Butte Land Trust about Issues Relevant to 

Winter Trail Use. 

7:00 REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING CALLED TO ORDER BY MAYOR 

OR MAYOR PRO-TEM 

7:02 APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

7:05 CONSENT AGENDA 

1)  Approval of January 4, 2016 Regular Town Council Meeting Minutes. 

2)  Approval of January 11, 2016 Special Town Council Meeting Minutes. 

3)  Approval of Appointments to the Creative District Commission. 

The listing under Consent Agenda is a group of items to be acted on with a single 

motion.  The Consent Agenda is designed to expedite Council business.  The Mayor 

will ask if any citizen or council member wishes to have any specific item discussed.  

You may request that an item be removed from Consent Agenda at that time, prior to 

the Council’s vote.  Items removed from the Consent Agenda will be considered under 

New Business. 

7:08 PUBLIC COMMENT 
Citizens may make comments on item not scheduled on the agenda.  Those 

commenting should state their name and physical address for the record.  Comments 

may be limited to five minutes. 

7:15 STAFF UPDATES   

7:30 PUBLIC HEARING 

1)  Transfer of the Coal Creek Grill Hotel & Restaurant Liquor License Located at 

129 Elk Avenue From Coal Creek Corporation to J.J. Ridley Inc. 

7:40 NEW BUSINESS  
 1)  Presentation by the Cemetery Committee with Updates on Projects and 

Improvements in 2015. 

7:55 2)  Introduction and Presentation by Silent Tracks. 

8:10 3)  Award of Contract for Engineering Services Relevant to the Upgrade to the 

Wastewater Treatment Plant to FEI Engineers not to exceed $250,000.  

8:20 4)  Resolution No. 2, Series 2016 – Resolutions of the Crested Butte Town 

Council Approving New Town-wide Affordable Housing Guidelines. 

8:50 LEGAL MATTERS 

8:55 COUNCIL REPORTS AND COMMITTEE UPDATES 

9:10 OTHER BUSINESS TO COME BEFORE THE COUNCIL 

9:20 DISCUSSION OF SCHEDULING FUTURE WORK SESSION TOPICS 

AND COUNCIL MEETING SCHEDULE 

 Monday, January 25, 2016 – 6:00 PM Special Council Meeting 

 Monday, February 1, 2016 – 6:00PM Work Session – 7:00PM Regular 

Council  

 Tuesday, February 16, 2016 – 6:00PM Work Session – 7:00PM 

Regular Council 

 Monday, March 7, 2016 – 6:00PM Work Session – 7:00PM Regular 

Council 

9:25 ADJOURNMENT 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Critical to our 

success is an 
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and experienced 

staff. 

 

 

Town Council Values 

 

 

 Preserve our high 

quality of Life 

 

 

 Resource 

Efficiency/ 
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Stewardship 

 

 

 Support a 

sustainable and 

healthy business 

climate 

 

 

 Maintain a “real” 

community 

 

 

 Fiscally 

Responsible 
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   Staff Report 
      January 19, 2016 

        

 
 
 

To:    Mayor and Town Council 
 

From:        Todd Crossett, Town Manager  
 
Subject:   Winter Trail Use Work Session  

 
 
 
Background:   
 
Over the past several weeks and months, interest has been expressed by the Chamber of Commerce 
and the fat bike community in expanding winter trail options for fat biking in the Crested Butte area, 
including trails that are maintained by The Nordic Center and on property and easements owned and 
held by the Town and the Land Trust. Interest has also been recently expressed by other community 
members in expanding options for walking and dog walking in and around the Town on trails during 
the winter.  
 
These issues came up at the Council’s December 18th regular meeting. The Council requested that staff 
schedule a work session on the topic of winter trail use.  
 
Representatives of the Chamber of Commerce, the Nordic Center, the Land Trust and staff will be on 
hand to engage the Council in a structured discussion on the topic.  
 
Purpose:  

 
The purpose of the work session is to begin a public and key stakeholder dialogue on the topic of 

winter trail use.  

 

Specific Objectives/Work Session Outline: 

 

- Provide information to the Council and the public regarding the status of permitted use on 

the various trails around Town as well as related issues and challenges 

 

- Provide information regarding, and discuss, the wants and needs of key stakeholders 

 

 

- Discuss potential opportunities  

 

 

 



MINUTES 

Town of Crested Butte 

Regular Town Council Meeting 

Monday, January 4, 2016 

Council Chambers, Crested Butte Town Hall 

 

Mayor Michel called the meeting to order at 6:05PM. 

 

Council Members Present:  Jim Schmidt, Erika Vohman, Chris Ladoulis, Roland Mason, 

Laura Mitchell, and Paul Merck 

 

Staff Present:  Town Manager Todd Crossett, Town Attorney John Belkin, Town Planner 

Michael Yerman, Parks and Recreation Director Janna Hansen, and Public Works 

Director Rodney Due 

 

Chief Marshal Tom Martin and Town Clerk Lynelle Stanford (for part of the meeting) 

 

APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA 

 

Belkin requested the addition of an Executive Session for the purpose of determining 

positions relative to matters that may be subject to negotiations, developing strategy for 

negotiations, and/or instructing negotiators, under C.R.S. 24-6-402(4)(e) relative to 

matters concerning: 1)  Cypress Equities connecting to Town’s sewer system and 2) US 

Energy, Freeport-McMoRan, and the Mt. Emmons mine project.  

 

Crossett requested that number four be removed from Consent Agenda.  Michel 

confirmed it was stuck entirely. 

 

Schmidt confirmed the Executive Session could occur after Other Business to Come 

Before Council. 

 

Schmidt moved and Mitchell seconded a motion to approve the agenda striking item 

number four from the Consent Agenda and adding an Executive Session as stated by the 

attorney after Other Business to Come Before Council.  A roll call vote was taken with 

all voting, “Yes.”  Motion passed unanimously. 

 

CONSENT AGENDA 

 

1)  Approval of December 21, 2015 Regular Town Council Meeting Minutes. 

 

2)  Approval of Resolution No. 1, Series 2016 – Resolutions of the Crested Butte 

Town Council Designating the Town of Crested Butte’s Three Official Public Places 

for Posting Town Council Meetings and Other Important Items. 

 



3)  Approval for the Town Planner to Issue a Letter of Authorization on the Town’s 

Conservation Easement for the Lower Loop Property Reception #496220 for a New 

Trail to Lead to the Fairy House Project Proposed by the Trailhead Museum.  

 

4)  Approval of Letter of Support to be Signed by the Mayor for RE1J for Safe 

Routes to School Educational Program. 

 

Vohman moved and Mason seconded a motion to approve the Consent Agenda.  A roll 

call vote was taken with all voting, “Yes.”  Motion passed unanimously. 

 

PUBLIC COMMENT 

 

Alli Melton - Present in her official capacity as Public Lands Director for High Country 

Conservation Advocates (HCCA) - HCCA’s offices located at 411 3rd Street 

 Thanked the Council on behalf of HCCA for taking bold and important action last 

month to call on the Federal government to take action. 

 Stated it was impressive and noteworthy to have a Council so pro-active on 

climate change. 

 

Tricia Kubisiak - 83 Alpine Court 

 Commented that people were camping all over Town in the summer.  Thought 

people were camping due to lack of enforcement. 

 Suggested that Town figured out a solution out before June. 

 

Benjamin Swift - 169 Slate River Drive in Riverbend 

 He was spearheading a campaign called Plastic Bag Free CB. 

 He was working to eliminate non-reusable bags in the County. 

 Created a logo for Plastic Bag Free CB.   

 There was a recycle bin for plastic bags located at the Chamber of Commerce.   

 He would be showing a movie at the library to educate the public. 

 Alina Smith reported they were collecting plastic bags to recycle at the school, 

too. 

 It was agreed that Swift and Merck would communicate, since Merck was a 

representative on Cold Harbor. 

 

Molly Murfee - 124 ½ Maroon Ave 

 Was present to talk about affordable housing guidelines.  She referenced a letter 

that she sent to the Council (that was included in the packet).   

 She was interested in applying for an affordable housing lot.  She thought that 

much attention was put on acquiring and qualifying for a lot, but additional 

attention was needed in providing a forever home (including post-retirement 

years). 

 She thought that they must validate longevity in the community with affordable 

housing and not just the workforce.  

 She also suggested they reconsider bedrooms being a part of determining the 

valuation of a home.  



 

STAFF UPDATES 

 

Rodney Due 

 Provided an update on snow operations, including that they would be removing 

the snow banks on Elk Avenue on Friday.  On Tuesday, they would be widening 

Maroon and Sopris Avenues. 

 Mentioned there had been two water main breaks: one at the Center prior to the 

snow event and the second at the Alpine lumberyard.  

 Schmidt questioned if they had closed on the lot (across from Pitas), and he 

wondered if the garage on the lot had value.  Due said it was undecided what 

would be done with the structure.  

 

Michael Yerman 

 He would have the Affordable Housing Guidelines in front of Council at the next 

meeting.   

 They were tentatively planning on bringing the Sixth Street Station re-zoning 

request to Council on February 1.   

 Also on February 1, JVA and CDOT would be in Town to present on the Red 

Lady intersection.  

 Schmidt asked Yerman (related to Murfee’s comments) if they had removed 

people from affordable housing at retirement.  Yerman explained the Town 

required the home was a person’s primary residence.  He thought that if a person 

had worked in Town for more than five years, they would be okay.  

 

Janna Hansen 

 Crews had been working hard.  Reminded the Council they were scheduled to 

work seven days a week, including holidays. 

 Both the sledding hill and ice arena had a lot of use over the holidays.  

 They had exchanged multiple letters with Renner since August regarding the 

resurfacing of the tennis courts.  Renner was willing to resurface but not 

according to recommendations.  They were looking at another company to 

complete the resurfacing.  

 

Tom Martin 

 Welcomed the new Council members and the Mayor.  Told them to feel free to 

get ahold of him.   

 Had been talking to business owners, and the general consensus was that it was 

extremely busy the past two weeks.  

 Michel mentioned Mountain Express carried 10,000 people on New Year’s Day. 

 

Lynelle Stanford 

 The next Council meeting would be on a Tuesday because of the holiday. 

 

 

 



Todd Crossett 

 Informed the Council that the process would be quasi judicial when Sixth Street 

Station came to the Council to request a zone change.  Said it would most likely 

be on the agenda for the first meeting in February.  

 Received a report from the County Elections Office on the voter roll project.  

Staff was asking clarifying questions because it did not provide quite the level of 

detail. 

 Repeated kudos for the crews who had worked hard in the past weeks. 

 Revisited the recycling and waste plans relevant to special events.  Michel 

mentioned ORE had already developed a policy related to special events.  Michel 

thought they just needed to re-emphasize.   

 Anthracite Place was going into an inspection heavy phase. 

 The question of snow banks on Elk was raised.  Crossett told the Council they 

adopted the snow removal plan every year.  It had already been adopted, but it 

could be amended.  

 They were working on a number of things at the staff level including:  new capital 

budget, ADU enforcement guidelines, trails work session, and the retreat.  

 

Michel asked if anyone wanted to bring up snow banks under New Business.  Merck 

explained it was brought to his attention by a Council member in Mt. Crested Butte who 

was forced to back up Elk.  Schmidt said they had closed parking on the north side of Elk 

when it had become too constricted in the past.  Martin acknowledged they could have 

closed parking on the north side the two days before crews widened it.  He was balancing 

the desires of business owners who wanted the parking available.  Schmidt said it was 

snow banks or parking.  Michel agreed it was a tough time, and they wanted to keep 

parking open, yet people also wanted the snow banks.  Crossett said there was a lot of 

positive feedback from people who were visiting Town. 

 

NEW BUSINESS 

 

1)  Authorization of the Town Manager to Amend the Scope of Services to the 

Consulting Services Agreement with JVA, Incorporated dated August 18, 2015 for 

an Additional $2,500.00 for the Completion of Final Design Work for the Red Lady 

Intersection.    

 

Yerman reported to have completed the peer review with CDOT, and he was asking for 

$2,500 to allow JVA to participate in the public meeting.  He recognized the discussion 

would result in revisions.  Yerman further explained there was $8,000 in the 

Transportation Plan budget, and there would still be $5,500 remaining.  He stated that 

once they were through peer review and had an approved design from CDOT, they could 

then lobby at TPR meetings to potentially get the intersection on the five or ten year 

budget for CDOT.  Crossett said they would be allocating additional funds to JVA, but it 

was already in the overall budget.  Ladoulis questioned the scope of what would be 

presented on February 1.  Yerman said two designs would be presented with a significant 

difference in cost between the two. 

 



Schmidt moved and Ladoulis seconded a motion to approve the authorization of the 

Town Manager amending the consulting services agreement with JVA for the preparation 

of Concept Intersection Improvement Design for the Red Lady Intersection for an 

additional $2,500.  A roll call vote was taken with all voting, “Yes.”  Motion passed 

unanimously. 

 

LEGAL MATTERS 

 

Belkin referred to a memo that he sent regarding action that was deferred on the 

proceedings before the State on the temporary modifications.  Rule-making was deferred 

and set for 2017.  He said they would coordinate with Coal Creek to come with a 

recommendation as to an entrance point.  It would be impacted by where things went 

with Freeport-McMoRan. 

 

COUNCIL REPORTS UPDATES AND COMMITTEE UPDATES 

 

Paul Merck  

 Would be attending meetings this week. 

 

Roland Mason 

 Mentioned there were 10,000 riders on Mountain Express on New Year’s Day.  

Reminded the Council that during the X Games, to carry that number of people, 

they had cordoned off shoots to organize people as the busses arrived.  He thought 

it illustrated that Mountaineer Square was designed efficiently since there were no 

issues.   

 

Jim Schmidt  

 The Cemetery Committee would be meeting this week, and the Creative District 

would meet next week.   

 Flights that were cancelled via the Gunnison Airport were almost all cancelled 

because of weather in Dallas.  

 

OTHER BUSINESS TO COME BEFORE THE COUNCIL 

 

Schmidt brought up scheduling a work session for the Nordic skiing/fat biking topic.  He 

acknowledged the meeting on February 1 could be long.  Crossett needed to talk to Keith 

Bauer at the Nordic Center, but he was out of Town.  Crossett said they would see where 

they could slide it in on an upcoming agenda.  Michel said that Bauer was meeting with 

the Nordic Board on Wednesday.  Ladoulis asked for information from the Tourism 

Association or David Ochs to contrast demand as well as supply.  Crossett reminded 

them they were not in the position to direct; it would be more of an issue of facilitating a 

community conversation. 

 

Michel, after a conversation with Vohman, suggested a broad discussion about the 

Town’s consumption stream.  He wanted to incorporate it into the Council’s overall 

priorities and where they were going as a group. 



 

DISCUSSION OF SCHEDULING FUTURE WORK SESSION TOPICS AND 

COUNCIL MEETING SCHEDULE 

 

 Tuesday, January 19, 2016 – 6:00PM Work Session – 7:00PM Regular 

Council 

 Monday, February 1, 2016 – 6:00PM Work Session – 7:00PM Regular 

Council 

 Tuesday, February 16, 2016 – 6:00PM Work Session – 7:00PM Regular 

Council 

 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

 

Mason moved and Schmidt seconded a motion to go into Executive Session for the 

purpose of determining positions relative to matters that may be subject to negotiations, 

developing strategy for negotiations, and/or instructing negotiators, under C.R.S. 24-6-

402(4) (e) relative to matters concerning:  1) Cypress Equities connecting to Town’s 

sewer system and 2) US Energy, Freeport-McMoRan, and the Mt. Emmons mine project. 

A roll call vote was taken with all voting, “Yes.”  Motion passed unanimously.  

 

The Council went into Executive Session at 7PM.  Council returned to open meeting at 

8:28PM.  Mayor Michel made the required announcement before returning to the open 

meeting.  No action was taken. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

Mayor Michel adjourned the meeting at 8:30PM. 

 

 

 

________________________________________ 

Glenn Michel, Mayor  

 

 

 

________________________________________ 

Lynelle Stanford, Town Clerk  (SEAL) 



MINUTES 

Town of Crested Butte 

Special Town Council Meeting 

Monday, January 11, 2016 

Council Chambers, Crested Butte Town Hall 

 

Mayor Michel called the meeting to order at 6:02PM. 

 

Council Members Present:  Jim Schmidt, Erika Vohman, Roland Mason, Laura Mitchell, 

and Paul Merck 

 

Staff Present:  Town Manager Todd Crossett, Town Attorney John Belkin, Town Planner 

Michael Yerman, Parks and Recreation Director Janna Hansen, Public Works Director 

Rodney Due, Building and Zoning Director Bob Gillie, and Town Clerk Lynelle Stanford 

 

APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA 

 

Vohman moved and Mason seconded a motion to approve the agenda. A roll call vote 

was taken with all voting, “Yes.”  Motion passed unanimously. 

 

A.  Presentation by Cypress Foothills, LP on Proposed Slate River Development 

Gunnison County Major Impact Application and Consideration of Cypress Foothill, 

LP’s Slate River Application for the Extension of Town Sewer Services Outside 

Town Boundaries Pursuant to Section 13-1-280 of the Crested Butte Municipal 

Code. 

 

Cameron Aderhold, Vice-President of Cypress Foothills LP (Cypress), Marcus Lock, 

Attorney for Cypress and Tyler Harpel, Engineer for Cypress were present on behalf of 

the applicant.   

 

Aderhold explained that Michel had made the comment that in evaluating Cypress’s 

application to the County, there were benefits to Town in the previous proposal.  Russ 

Forrest, from the County, asked if the applicants had talked to Town about connecting to 

the Town’s sewer system, and Aderhold’s impression from Michel was that the door was 

still open.  Aderhold thought they had the best proposal for property.  It involved a 

County subdivision on the east side of the Slate River and a Town annexation on the west 

side.  The applicant was offering land for a school, fire station, affordable housing, or a 

potential site for a rec center.  Cypress agreed to impose restrictions on County land, in 

addition to giving up ten acres on the west side.  They also agreed to increase the wetland 

buffer from County standards, and they were giving developable land to the Town.  They 

hoped to proceed with the subdivision through the County and then the pre-annexation 

agreement with Town would be activated.  

 

Lock said they wanted to engage in dialogue.  He acknowledged the proposed process 

was unique.  He listed three key points:  Question if they could reach an agreement for 

sewer services in the eastern parcel, which would remain in the County; Town would 



take the lead on the annexation of the western parcel in the event the County approved; 

and there were substantial public benefits.  Lock identified that how to deal with the 

dump stopped the previous process.  A potential solution would be to free up the land to 

make it usable and productive.  Cypress would be responsible for capping it, and Town 

would have flexibility in the future for planning purposes.   

 

Yerman referred to an intergovernmental agreement (IGA) on wastewater services from 

1998 between Town, Mt. Crested Butte, and the County.  The intent of the IGA was to 

stop proliferation of individual sewage disposal systems (ISDS) in the valley to protect 

the water quality.  The County directed Cypress to come to the Town.  Yerman explained 

equivalent residential uses (EQRs), and he stated the Town had the capacity to serve the 

proposed usage under the previous IGA.  Summer tourist impacts required the upgrades 

to system.  The trade off for giving the applicant wastewater services was they would 

deviate from the minimum one acre lot size allowed by the County.  They settled on 24 

lots on the east side and six on the west side.  They were working to accommodate an 

early childhood center.  There could be from ten to 30 units for affordable housing after 

the VCUP was performed.  If the dump was capped, there could be a sledding hill.  Town 

could gain a full site for the school district to expand, affordable housing, and park and 

open space buffers.  The clean up process was estimated to cost between $1M and $1.6M, 

and Cypress requested $350,000 from the Town as contribution to the clean-up.  Yerman 

thought Town could offset the cost with grants, but Town would have to allocate and do a 

budget amendment if there were no grants. Vohman asked if the expenditure would be 

figured into the 2017 budget, and Yerman confirmed it would.  The deal became null and 

void if the applicant was unable to obtain approval from the County.  

 

Vohman questioned access to the east side of the river via the bridge.  She was not in 

favor of restricting access.  Aderhold said they couldn’t leave it too open ended, and he 

couldn’t provide an answer.  Town wanted Cypress to take responsibility for making the 

connection to 8th Street.  Aderhold countered that the dump boundary was close to the 8th 

Street extension; it was Town land, and they would have to test it and work through it. 

Michel said the Safe Routes to School was on 8th Street, and they would want it to 

connect to an early childhood center.  He recognized that the people in Town loved 

walkability, trails, and access.  Mitchell questioned if the bridge would be high enough 

for the river to remain navigable.  Harpel answered the bottom of the bridge would be 

one foot above the 100 year flood plain. 

 

Schmidt wanted to know what the cap on the dump would like.  He was concerned about 

dust during and after the clean-up process.  Aderhold said it would be covered with two 

feet of organic soil, but they hadn’t discussed specific vegetation.  He also said they 

would have controls for during the work and beyond to make sure the dust was mitigated.  

Schmidt thought weed control was a concern, and control from the beginning was 

important.  

 

Schmidt questioned what the applicant expected with snow removal prior to when homes 

were built.  Aderhold said that if the road was only serving the development, it didn’t 



make sense for the Town to plow it.  He said they would need to identify the transition 

point.  Michel said Town didn’t want to plow without a revenue stream. 

 

Mason questioned the square footage limit for accessory dwellings if the 5,000 square 

foot cap was on homes.  Yerman compared the proposed development to Moon Ridge 

and McCormick Ranch.  Moon Ridge’s limit was at 5,000 square feet aggregate, and 

McCormick Ranch’s limit was 7,500 square feet aggregate.  Mason also questioned the 

wetland buffers.  The Town was asking for 75 feet, and the County said 25 feet for a 

buffer.  Mason wondered if a 50 foot buffer was the compromise.  Aderhold stated they 

would additionally require building set-backs from the wetlands. 

 

Merck thought the environmental impacts, including erosion, needed to be monitored.  

Aderhold agreed.  Schmidt wondered what kind of buffer was planned for the south side 

of the cemetery.  Aderhold said there would be natural set-backs, and Harpel confirmed 

the buffer would be more than 100 feet. 

 

Next, there was a discussion concerning EQRs.  Due said they were calculated to cover 

maximum build out.  Michel confirmed Town had the capacity, and Town would soon be 

expanding the wastewater treatment plant.  Lock said it was a revenue benefit to the 

Town because those in the development would pay 1.5 times the tap fees and 2 times the 

user fees. 

 

Michel wondered if the land on the west side of the Slate River, within the 100-foot 

buffer, would be public and if a trail could connect to it.  Harpel said there was questions 

of how critical the wetlands were and what the uses would be allowable.  Michel asked if 

it was contemplated that it would be private access.  Harpel said it would become open 

space. 

 

Michel opened the meeting to public comment: 

 

Sue Navy 

 Questioned that the applicant wanted the sewer connection from the Town 

promised before they went through the County’s process.  She asked if the Town 

had assurances before granting permission. 

 Lock said that everything would be contingent upon the County’s approval, and 

there would be an agreement in place. 

 Navy requested that planning commission meetings for the County were held in 

Crested Butte.  Assistant Director of Community Development for Gunnison 

County, Neal Starkebaum, confirmed work sessions and meetings were 

historically held in Crested Butte. 

 

Jim Starr  

 The level of growth so close to Town should be annexed into Town, so Town 

could have the final decision on what it looked like. 

 Stated that Town required affordable housing to be dispersed throughout projects.  

He thought 1.1 acres was a small area for affordable housing. 



 Said that everyone would be driving to an early childhood center in that section of 

Town, and with the six lots they would develop on the west side of the river, they 

would be adding major traffic congestion. 

 Thought it would be hard to get funding to build an early childhood center, and 

Town could end up having to build it. 

 The first deal fell apart because of the dump, but the Town was now considering a 

financial contribution to the clean-up of the dump. 

 The public comment part of the process with the County would be minimized. 

 Town needed to look at requiring a pedestrian/bike trail. 

 A developer in an annexation would usually pay for the infrastructure for the 

parcels on the west side. 

 Felt that up to 24, 5,000 square foot houses, directly north of Town was alarming, 

especially on the border of the cemetery.  The development would diminish the 

boundary on the north side of Town. 

 Town needed to have control and maximize revenues. 

 

Lock stated they wanted Town as a partner.  Town would be deferring to the County 

process on the east side, but Town was getting to control the entire west side of property.   

 

Yerman thought it was important to note Cypress initially proposed 115 units, which was 

a density that did not match Town.  The new proposal represented a difference of 85 lots.  

Six lots would be addressing code requirements.  He said the proposal didn’t fit neatly, 

but the reduction of 85 lots was significant.   

 

John Hess 

 Confirmed they were only considering connecting to sewer (and not to water). 

 Asked if the developers were contributing to upgrades to the wastewater treatment 

plant.  Lock said tap fees and user fees would be the extent of the contribution.  

Yerman added that the developer would be installing the infrastructure. 

 Confirmed that Town would maintain the sewer lines across the river. 

 The pond that the extension of 8th Street would go right up to was a pretty sweet 

spot according to the Army Corp.  Harpel said set backs would be determined 

during the annexation part of the process. 

 He wanted to know when the Town would pay the $350,000, and he wanted to 

know what would happen if the development didn’t occur.  Yerman said it would 

be paid when the Town acquired the property after the clean-up. 

 Wondered why they didn’t annex the whole parcel.  Yerman said that 19 lots were 

not a Town development, and the density proposed was not the same as the 

Town’s.   

 Wanted to know if they were developing east of the cemetery.  Harpel said they 

were considering a small area. 

 Asked who was building affordable housing.  Yerman answered that it would be 

in the form of a lot dedication to Town. 



 Concerning the early childhood center, he asked if that was where kids lived.  He 

thought people would be coming through Town to the site, which would add 

traffic. 

 Disappointed that affordable housing was not mixed. 

 

There were no more public comments, and the discussion was opened to the board. 

 

Schmidt confirmed the developer would install the sewer line.  He thought the early 

childhood center should be closer to the school.  He didn’t like the idea of a gated 

community, and he wanted to make sure the Council was transparent.  His main problem 

was the possibility of accessory dwellings in addition to the 5,000 square foot homes. 

Whatever happened would set precedent.  It also made a difference to the carbon 

footprint.  They limited the house size in Town because house sizes were marching 

upward.  He thought 5,000 feet should be the aggregate limit.  Michel asked what the rest 

of the Council thought on the square footage.  Merck said 5,000 was based on the 

County, and Town didn’t have a whole lot of say if the County allowed it.  He 

summarized they were looking to tie into the sewer system, and Town would get benefits 

in return.  He gave it thumbs up.  Mitchell said they needed to be clear with the County 

on size limitations to be on the same page and moving in the right direction.  Michel 

confirmed they would have a minimum size requirement.  Vohman agreed with Schmidt 

that she was not comfortable with the allowable house size.  The bigger the house, the 

bigger the (carbon) footprint.  Lock was willing to go back to his team to see what they 

were willing to do.  Crossett said it could come in the pre-annexation draft.  Vohman 

implored the applicant not to sell as a gated community. 

 

Mason thought Moon Ridge was handled pretty well.  It was a private road, but the rec 

path went through it with an easement.  He listed three items of note:  1) Traffic 

congestion could be an issue.  2) Trails would be important, including connectivity of the 

bridge to Town and the rec path.  3) He wanted them to consider 5,000-foot limit 

aggregate.  He recommended they direct Staff to move forward. 

 

There was a discussion concerning the process and timing.  Belkin said the applicant had 

the desire to bring forward at the next meeting.  Mason wanted to be sure the community 

had ample time to weigh in and attend the meeting.  It was decided there would be a 

special meeting on Monday, January 25.  Vohman would be absent, but everyone else 

present said they could attend. 

 

Schmidt moved and Merck seconded a motion to instruct the Town Staff and Town 

Attorney to prepare a draft pre-annexation agreement for the Town Council’s 

consideration at the Town Council’s special Town Council meeting on January 25, 2016 

reflecting the deal points as outlined in the Staff Report and including such other terms 

and conditions as are customary or recommended by Town Staff and the Town Attorney 

and not otherwise inconsistent with the proposed deal points.  A roll call vote was taken 

with all voting, “Yes.”  Motion passed unanimously. 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

Mayor Michel adjourned the meeting at 8:14PM. 

 

 

 

________________________________________ 

Glenn Michel, Mayor  

 

 

 

________________________________________ 

Lynelle Stanford, Town Clerk  (SEAL) 



                         

   Staff Report 
      January 19, 2016 

        

 
 
 

To:    Mayor and Town Council 
 

Thru:    Todd Crossett, Town Manager 
 
From:        Michael Yerman, Town Planner  
 
Subject:   Appointment of Creative District Commissioners 

 
 
 
Background:   
The Town Council passed Ordinance 14, Series 2015 establishing the Creative District Commission. 
The Creative District Commission shall be comprised of 9 members. (1) Member of Town Council shall 
serve as Council liaison. Council member Jim Schmidt was appointed to this position. There are three 
members that represent the Creative Sector of the Crested Butte and four members that represent the 
community at large shall be appointed to 3 year terms. Initial terms will be staggered in (1), (2), and (3) 
years terms. Every year a minimum of two Commission terms will expire on the 1st of the year. The final 
member will be a staff liaison appointed by the Town manager and will not have voting power. The 
Council liaison shall vote in the event of any ties. 
 
On January 12th Council member Jim Schmidt, Center for the Arts Executive Director Jenny Bernie, 
and Parks and Recreation Director conducted interviews for the Commission. The interview committee 
has recommended Council ratify the following appointments and designate the following terms: 
 
Mary Tuck   3 year Term Expiring on January 1, 2019 
Shaun Horne  3 year Term Expiring on January 1, 2019 
Melissa Mason  3 year Term Expiring on January 1, 2019 
Sasha Chudacoff 2 year Term Expiring on January 1, 2018 
Kimbre Woods 2 year Term Expiring on January 1, 2018 
Becky Chappell 1 year Term Expiring on January 1, 2017 
Theressa Hoots 1 Year Term Expiring on January 1, 2017 
 
The selected Commissioner applications are attached to this memo for the Council’s review.  
 
Recommendation:  A Council member make a motion to ratify the Creative District Commission 
appointments and terms as recommended by the interview committee and as outlined in the staff report.  

 

 
 

 

 



















                         

   Staff Report 
          January 19, 2016 

  
        

 
 

 

To:   Mayor and Town Council 
 

Thru:   Todd Crossett, Town Manager 
 
From: Lynelle Stanford, Town Clerk 
 
Subject:    Transfer of the Coal Creek Grill Liquor License from Coal Creek Corporation to 

J.J. Ridley Inc 

 

Date: January 11, 2016 
  
 

 
SUMMARY:   
 

J.J. Ridley Inc DBA Coal Creek Grill has applied for a transfer of a Hotel & Restaurant Liquor License 

at 129 Elk Avenue.  Staff submits the following findings regarding the application: 

 

1. Notice of public hearing on the application was posted on the premise at least 10 days prior to 

the public hearing, and notice was published in the Crested Butte News on January 8, 2016. 

2. A complete application has been submitted and all application fees have been paid. 

3. It appears from evidence submitted that the applicant is entitled to possession of the premises 

for which the application for a transfer of a liquor license has been applied. 

4. It is confirmed that the sale of liquor on the premises is not a violation of zoning, building, 

health and fire laws or regulations. 

5. There is an existing Hotel & Restaurant Liquor License at the location, and in the two years 

prior to the application for transfer there has not been a denial of an application by the Local 

Liquor Licensing Authority (Crested Butte Town Council) at the location. 

6. The Crested Butte Marshal’s Department has conducted a background investigation concerning 

the principal of J.J. Ridley Inc:  Douglas S. Dodd.  Fingerprints have been submitted to 

CBI/FBI. 

 

RECOMMENDATION:   
 

Staff recommends the application be approved with the following motion:  I move to approve the 

transfer of a Hotel & Restaurant Liquor License to J.J. Ridley Inc DBA Coal Creek Grill located at 129 

Elk Avenue for the reasons stated in the staff report. 































Crested Butte Cemetery Committee

Hard work pays off!



Projects  that we’ve been working on:

• Chapel repairs
• Photography inside the chapel for insurance 

purposes and historical information
• Noxious weed maintenance
• Adopt-a-memory project
• Road repairs and additions
• Surveying and engineering
• Guidelines



Chapel Repairs

• Gene Mason and Bill 
Wheeler generously donated 
their services to help seal up 
the front of the chapel.

• They removed the windows, 
replaced the window frames 
and wainscoting and 
removed the carpet from the 
interior.



Chapel Repairs
• Next year, they will be helping 

us to install a more easily 
cleanable floor (i.e. tile, 
concrete).

• They will also redo the front 
doors next summer to help 
seal and keep our furry friends 
out.  For this winter, we sealed 
the doors with steel wool and 
draft stoppers.



Photography inside the chapel
• Nathan Bilow photographed the chapel contents 

for an overall photo.
• Each item has been numbered, the large framed 

photo will be hung in the chapel and will be 
accompanied by a list created by Kay Flint.

• We hope that this 
will help guests of 
the cemetery to 
understand what 
each piece is and the 
history behind it.



Photography inside the chapel
• After discussion regarding 

insurance, as town is the 
owner of the building as a 
shell and the ground, the 
Diocese is the owner of the 
contents of the chapel.  

• Due to this, the committee 
felt that it was important to 
take photos of the contents 
to have a record of the items 
and their condition.  This 
will help in the future if 
restoration efforts are 
pursued on any items.



Connection to history



Noxious Weed Maintenance
• The committee organized two noxious weed 

maintenance days and made headway with the 
weeds like oxeye daisy, thistle, scentless chamomile 
and butter and eggs.



Noxious Weed Maintenance
• It would be many years of weed pulling to see progress 

without the help of both conventional and natural weed 
mitigation.

• Jim Barry and Brian Ash of J Dot have been helpful to the 
Town over many years, but especially the committee the last 
couple of years in ways forward with the weeds at the 
cemetery.  

• John Buerger came from Cedaredge and in a test area of the 
cemetery did soil amendments.  This nourishes the 
indigenous plants, but kills the weeds and employs and 
ecological treatment to the area.  

• The Committee is anxious to see the results of this natural 
method next summer to compare with the more 
conventional method. 





Adopt-a-memory Project

• Headstones were chosen in a variety of states of 
disrepair.  This variety helped to give us a base for 
cost for future years and for those interested in 
donating to help.

• Headstones were chosen for those that no longer 
have family or extended family to care for.

• Only stabilization work was done, no cosmetic 
repairs.



Adopt-a-memory Project -
Hunter

AFTER
BEFORE



Adopt-a-memory Project -
Shields

BEFORE

AFTER



Adopt-a-memory Project –
Pogni Busatto

AFTER

BEFORE



Adopt-a-memory Project – Sunta
Rino

AFTER

BEFORE



Adopt-a-memory - McCallister

AFTER

BEFORE



Adopt-a-memory Project – Ribic



Adopt-a-memory Project

• Next year, the committee plans to select another 
group of headstones for stabilization.

• Someone from the committee will meet with a local 
metal worker at the cemetery to discuss efforts and 
cost to stabilize historic metal fencing next 
spring/summer when the snow melts.

• This is a new project, but we feel very excited 
about the work that was done this year!



Road Repairs
• The Public Works department generously donates manpower to 

do projects at the cemetery each year.  This year was a busy one 
for them.

• Next year, we plan on putting in a culvert at the first right to 
help drain plots in the area, which are very wet in spring.  

• We also will develop a loop on the southeast portion of the 
cemetery to help ensure that visitors are not driving over existing 
plots.

• Gravel and the culvert were purchased this year.



Surveying and engineering
• Norman Whitehead and 

Hilary Mayes have been 
instrumental in helping the 
committee to:

• Locate plots in an exact 
manner via GPS

• Evaluating plots in question
• Confirmation of block 

corner markings
• Re-mapping of cemetery to 

more accurately reflect 
existing plots which may 
open new plots for purchase

• Establishing a layout for the 
new roads in the southwest 
and possibly northeast 
corner to be completed in 
2016



Guideline Revisions

• The committee added an explanation to the 
beginning to help people interested in a plot to 
understand the type of cemetery this is and goals of 
the guidelines.

• Height and width limitations, as well as 
recommendations for materials regarding 
headstones

• Height and material recommendations for fencing
• The elimination of trees on plots only the 

allowance in designated tree areas.



Thank you!

• Thank you to the Crested Butte Town Council for 
the allocation of funds for the cemetery.  Most of 
these projects would not be possible without your 
support.





THE CONTENTS OF THE CHAPEL
Crested Butte Cemetery Crested Butte, CO 81224

1. COMMUNION RAIL (originally it 
had a white cloth behind it which 
would be draped over the rail as 
people knelt for receiving Holy 
Communion))

2. BAPTISMAL FONT

3. ROMAN MISSAL STAND (would 
be placed on the altar for Holy 
Mass)

4. MARBLE STAND

5. JESUS (depicting His sacred Heart; 
the statue is called the Sacred 
Heart of Jesus)

6. MARBLE STATUE STAND

7. ST. PATRICK (Patron Saint of 
Ireland and of St. Patricks Church 
in Crested Butte, prior to the 
construction of Queen of All 
Saints.

8. ST.JOSEPH AND THE CHILD 
JESUS

9. CRUCIFIX (a cross with the 
Corpus depicting the body of 
Jesus Christ)

10. ST. BARBARA (Patron Saint of Coal 
Miners)

11. GOLD CANDLE HOLDERS (3 on 
each side of the Tabernacle) 

12. GLASS FLOWER VASES (one on 
each side of the crucifix)

13. TABERNACLE (A sacred place 
where Consecrated Hosts are held 
in reserve) 

14. LATIN PRAYER

15. LATIN PRAYER

16. LATIN PRAYER

17. CHALICE (Used for the wine to be 
consecrated during the 
celebration of Holy Mass)

18. ALTAR STONE WITH RELIC 
(Placed in the altar at the time the 
Church is first dedicated. The 
source of the relic is unknown)

19. ALTAR (Donated by the Women's 
Altar & Rosary Society) 

20. LAMB (symbol for the "Lamb of 
God" )

21. BLESSED VIRGIN MARY

22. CHILD JESUS

23. MARBLE STATUE STAND

24. FRAME FOR A HOLY PICTURE 
(The original holy picture is 
missing}

25. SHEEP

26. SHEEP

27. FRANCISCO MARTO (age 9) 
sibling of Jacinta

28. LUCIA DOS SANTOS {age 10) 
cousin to Francisco and Jacinta 

29. JACINTA (age 7) sibling of 
Francisco

30. MARBLE STAND

31. BLESSED VIRGIN MARY (Our 
Lady of Fatima) The story of 
Fatima began in a small city in 
Portugal. The Lady first appeared 
to the three children in 1915. 
Often it is referred to as "The 
Miracle of the Sun!"Today
thousands of people make 
pilgrimages to Fatima.
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The Crested Butte Cemetery is located approximately ¼ mile north of the Town of Crested Butte. 
There is a reference map and a listing of burial and ownership records at the entrance to the cemetery 
for your convenience. This information is also available on the Town’s website at 
www.townofcrestedbutte.com or by contacting the Clerk’s Office at 970-349-5338. 
 
The Crested Butte Cemetery when compared to other cemeteries like the Gunnison Cemetery, for 
instance, is very natural, as opposed to maintained and manicured.  Also, historically and sometimes 
still to this day families are buried together in large plots many times bordered by stone, wood or 
metal fence.  This may speak to both cultural and religious differences. 
 
Preserving the integrity of the cemetery is the highest priority of the Cemetery Committee and Staff.  
The materials and scale should stay within the tradition that is currently represented at the cemetery.  
Please be aware that the climate is extremely harsh and adhere to topics below.  Also remember that 
the maintenance for the plot and any landscaping is the owner’s responsibility.   
 
Cemetery Lots:  

 Full-size lots measure 22 feet by 11 feet and can be purchased for $1000. Each full-size lot 
can hold up to four or five caskets, numerous urns, or a combination of caskets and urns.  

 Quarter-size lots measure 5.5 feet by 11 feet and can be purchased for $300. Each quarter-
size lot can hold one casket or a number of urns.  

 The Town does not provide maintenance at the cemetery.  

 Water is available from Memorial Day Weekend through Labor Day Weekend for hand 
watering purposes only. Hoses attached to timer devices or hoses left unattended will be 
removed.  

 After the initial purchase of a cemetery lot, the deed can be transferred by exchanging the 
existing deed for a new deed. To transfer a deed, please contact the Town Clerk’s Office. The 
consideration paid for a new deed may not exceed the initial purchase price of the lot.  

Headstones: 

 No memorial structure or building of any kind is permitted on cemetery lots in excess of 
seven (7) feet in height, and no above-ground mausoleum or crypt of any kind is permitted. 

 No wider than the individual plot. 

 Materials currently seen are skis, stone, wood and metal and are the materials that are 
generally encouraged.  

Fencing: 

 
Crested Butte Cemetery Information 

Town of Crested Butte 
P.O. Box 39, 

Crested Butte, CO 81224 
970-349-5338 

www.townofcrestedbutte.com  



 Natural, durable materials are suggested.  Stone, metal, concrete, wood and railroad ties are 
most commonly seen.  Reminder that due to harsh climate, wood does require maintenance.   

 Plastic fencing is not permitted. 

 Height of fencing shall be limited to 4’ 6” (54 inches) or below.   
 
Landscaping: 

 You may landscape or otherwise improve your lot only after obtaining a 
landscaping/construction permit from the Clerk’s Office (no charge for the permit).  

 Substrates currently used are stone, natural vegetation, wood chips and or mulch.   

 Please see attached list of suggested native plants and wildflowers. 

 No trees may be planted in quarter-size or in full-size lots, as roots tend to invade 
neighboring plots.  

 Trees however can be planted in designated areas, as shown on map.  The continued care and 
upkeep of the planted tree is the responsibility of the person who plants it. 

 Plot owners are encouraged to weed and upkeep their plot, as necessary, to ensure that 
noxious weeds do not become a problem. 

 
Burials:  

 Obtain an interment permit from the Town Clerk’s Office to schedule a burial.  

 For casket burials, provide the Town with a burial transport permit or an “authority for final 
disposition” indicating the block and lot number for the burial, as well as birth and death 
dates. For cremain burials, provide the Town with a copy of the death certificate. It is very 
important that you provide this information for record keeping purposes.  

 The Town of Crested Butte is the only authorized excavator for casket interments. The Town 
allows family members or friends to excavate for cremain interments; however an Interment 
Permit must be approved beforehand (no charge for the permit). The Town is available to 
excavate for cremain interments upon request.  

 Please contact the Clerk’s Office for information regarding Winter Burials.  

 In accordance with State of Colorado law, no burial of pets is permitted.  
 

To obtain Crested Butte Cemetery Permit Applications (Interment Permit and/or a 
Landscaping/Construction Permit) please contact the Clerk’s Office at 970-349-5338. Permit 

applications are available on the Town’s website at www.townofcrestedbutte.com. 
Note: Cemetery rules and regulations are subject to change.  
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Our Mission:  To protect and promote human-powered winter 
recreation in the backcountry of the Gunnison Valley 



2015-16 Silent Tracks Volunteer Board of Directors 

 

Janet Harvey 
Bill Oliver 

Cathy Frank  
Arlene Edwards 
Maureen Hall 

John Ellis 
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Silent Tracks  
Who We Are and How We Got Here 

 
• In 1992, conflicts between motorized and non-motorized winter 

users in the Crested Butte area reached a “tipping point”.   

• Gang of 9 – one person represented the following stakeholders: 

1. Chamber of Commerce 
2. Environment 
3. Commercial Snowmobile Industry 
4. Recreational Snowmobile Industry 
5. Backcountry Skiers  
6. Commercial Nordic Ski Industry 
7. General Winter Recreationists 
8. Snowcat Skiing and Touring Industry 
9. Helicopter Ski Industry 

• Environmental Assessment – Dispersed Winter Recreation 
Management in the Crested Butte Area (April 1995) 

• FONSI – Decision Notice Finding of No Significant Impact 
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Winter Recreation Activities (excl alpine skiing at CBMR) 

Non-Motorized (primarily human-powered) 
• Snowshoeing 
• Cross-Country Skiing/Touring (day tours) 
• Backcountry Skiing/Boarding 
• Alpine Touring (peaks, hut trips) 
• Nordic Skiing (groomed trails) 
• Dogsledding 
• Fat Bikes 

Motorized 

• Snowmobiling / Snowbiking  
     (recreational, commercial) 

• Hybrid Users (skiers/boarders using 
snowmobiles to access backcountry) 

• Snowcat Touring/ Skiing  (Irwin/Eleven) 

Number and Types of Winter Users  
in the Backcountry 



Existing Winter Travel Management in Gunnison NF 
 

• Problems with the existing winter travel management plan include: 
• Interpretation of the document is confusing due to the vague language 
• Budget cutbacks have limited the FS ability to enforce regulations 
• Regulations only apply to a small part of the Gunnison NF   

• Increased number and types of users = Increased conflicts  
between motorized and non-motorized users.   

• Landowner and Trailhead Issues 

• Technological advances in gear and over-snow-vehicles (OSVs) have resulted in easier 
access to areas of the backcountry, once considered inaccessible.  

• Lack of User Data – historical and current  

We are at a tipping point again!   

In early 2015  federal court ruling stated all National Forests must implement winter travel 
management plans, including over-snow-vehicles (OSV) 



The Power of the Few 

Conclusion:   

• Gang of  9 was successful because of collaboration with all 
stakeholders. 

• This process, i.e., participating in the development of a revised 
winter travel management plan (WTMP) for FS review and 
approval, is what Silent Tracks, along with other stakeholders, 
hopes to undertake.  

• Silent Tracks wants to be the stakeholder representing human-
powered users in the Gunnison Valley, as we move forward in the 
winter recreation travel planning process. 

 

 

 



Silent Tracks Accomplishments to Date 
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• Silent Tracks became a Colorado corporation in April 2015 
and received 501c3 tax exempt status from the IRS in 
August 2015. 

• Established Partnerships 
• Grassroots Network - Winter Wildlands Alliance 
• Backcountry Snowsports Initiative (BSI) 

• Website  (www.silenttracks.org) 

• Partnering with Masters in Environmental Management  
(MEM) program at WSCU 



Bill Oliver, Director, MEM Program Liaison 

• Silent Tracks and WSCU Master in Environmental Management 
Program collaborating to address WTMP 

• Objectives;  
• Data collection re. demographics, use areas, user volume/frequency, 

environmental and economic impacts 

• Provide opportunity for students to complete course objectives by analyzing 
and proposing means and methods of creating a community approved WTMP 

8 



First Phase Now Complete 

9 

• Started working relationship Fall Semester 2015 with ENVS 611, 
Integrative Skills for Environmental Management 

• Course Objectives: 
• Effective communication 

• Collaboration 

• Conflict management 

• Tools for decision making in  

    environmental management 

• Project management 

• Projects presented to ST   

•   Three teams: 
• Education 

• Stakeholder Engagement  

• Research 



ENVS 611 Projects 

• The Education Team: 
• Reviewed similar non-profit initiatives and lessons learned 

• Recommendation- Early stakeholder engagement is critical  

• Brochure created to start the process 

 

 

• The Stakeholder Engagement Team: 
• Start the collaboration process 

• Identify stakeholders willing to engage 

• Increase communication 

• Recommendations- Stakeholder letter and stakeholder engagement survey 

• Drafts of each created by MEM students.   

10 



ENVS 611 Projects 

• The Research Team: 
• Draft Winter Use Survey; 

• Define users 

• Define areas used   

• Define areas desired 

• Define times and frequency of use 

• Allow USFS to understand drainage  

    usage and areas of conflict       

• Interview with USFS 
• Three areas of concern; 

• Present trailhead conditions 
• Analysis of crucial habitat 
• Trail management 

 11 



ENVS 611 Projects- The Research Team continued 

• Present Trailhead Conditions; 
• Space limitations for parking 
• Washington Gulch, Slate River, Kebler and Ohio Creek need attention 
• Consider defining trailhead parking rules; towing, permitting, overnight 

snowmobile parking, segregation by usage 
 

• Analysis of crucial habitat; 
• Complying with Southern Rockies Lynx Amendment 
• Big game species impact- elk and mule deer 

 
• Trail Management; 

• Need to understand increased usage impacts; water quality, plant production 
• Improved signage 
• Public education 

12 



 
 

 

Human-powered recreation –  
it’s good for you and for the world!! 

 

We welcome your comments!  Please feel free to contact us at 
info@silenttracks.org  
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What Is a Winter 

Travel Plan? 

 

A“Winter Travel Plan” is how federal public land 

managers designate specific trails and areas for 

motorized use or non-motorized use during the 

winter season. This is a type of comprehensive 

“zoning” where some areas are designated for 

motorized use, and other trails and areas are set 

aside for human-powered recreation, or to protect 

wildlife and habitat.  

 

This planning involves local stakeholders, and 

encourages feedback and input from the public.  

This allows for a comprehensive plan addressing 

economic, social, and environmental needs of the 

area. 

 

Check out this table on the different types of 

zoning for winter recreation areas: 

 

 
USDA Forest Service 

What Is the Current 

Winter Travel Plan? 

 

Currently the Gunnison National Forest does not have 

a comprehensive winter travel plan. However, the 

Forest Service provides information on winter 

recreation activities within Gunnison National Forest.  

This is available at www.fs.usda.gov/gmug.  While this 

information is helpful, it is not a winter travel plan.  The 

Forest Service does have a winter travel plan for the 

areas surrounding Crested Butte. The winter travel 

plan map below is available at www.fs.usda.gov 

 

 

The surrounding Gunnison National Forest lands were 

split into 16 management areas in 1995. Each area 

has designated types of allowed recreation uses. 

Considering the plan is 20 years old, it is in need of an 

update. Nonetheless, it provides an example for what a 

comprehensive winter travel plan looks like. 

Why Would Gunnison 

National Forest Need 

a New Winter Travel 

Plan? 
In January 2015 the Forest Service issued an 

update to their 2005 Travel Management Rule. 

The 2015 Over-Snow Vehicle (OSV) Rule 

amended subpart C of the 2005 rule to require 

that forests which get enough snow have 

designations for where OSV use is allowed. 

This amendment carries serious implications 

for all of the National Forest districts within the 

GMUG, since each one has groomed 

snowmobile trails.  

 
One source of conflict affecting winter 

recreation use has been the lack of 

enforcement of existing rules. A key 

component of a comprehensive winter travel 

plan would be a strategy for enforcement.  If 

rules are written, but not appropriately 

enforced, then conflict will still exist.  The 

winter travel plan should include adaptive 

management techniques for resolving future 

conflict.  

A comprehensive winter travel plan should 

bring together all the stakeholders so that 

the plan represents the interests of 

everyone involved. If you are interested in 

winter recreation in Gunnison National 

Forest, go get involved! 



How Do I Get Involved? 

If you want to get involved and voice your opinion on the 
matter, the best way to do so is to contact an advocacy 
group. They all have important pieces to add to this new 
travel plan.  

USDA Forest Service 

Since they make the final decisions, the most important 

group you can give talk to is your local Forest Service 

office. Keep an eye open for any public meetings they may 

hold in your town!   Forest Supervisor:  

r2_gmug_visitor_information@fs.fed.us  

(970)  874-6600     http://fs.usda.gov/gmug  

Your Local Government 

Talk to your local government about when town meetings 

occur, attend them and voice your opinion. They will also 

know when the Forest Service will be having open forums. 

Talk to an Advocacy Group 

There are many advocacy groups discussing this topic 

right now. These groups inform the public, drive the 

conversation forward, and contribute to decision-making. 

Connect with them for more information: 

Silent Tracks:  “Our overall goal is to be a stakeholder in 

the development of a comprehensive winter travel plan for the 

Gunnison Valley that includes a well-balanced allocation of 

our local winter recreation resources.” www.silenttracks.org  

Share the Slate: “To protect winter access and promote 

the shared interests of all user groups within the public lands 

of Gunnison County!”  www.sharetheslate.com  

SnoTrackers: Gunnison County SnoTrackers advocates for 

the sport of snowmobiling in Gunnison County, Colorado.  

www.snotrackers.com 

 

 

Who Is Involved In This 

Decision? 

 Most Importantly: YOU 

Whether you are a resident of the Gunnison 

Valley, work here, recreate here, or just visit, 

YOU will be abiding by these guidelines.  The 

groups involved and the Forest Service want to 

hear your opinion on the matter, to ensure the 

most fair and satisfying plan is developed.  

If you enjoy winter recreation in the Gunnison 

Valley, you should get involved.  A winter travel 

plan needs information on what types of 

recreation occurs in the valley and how 

frequently. More importantly, as a stakeholder, 

your opinion, needs, and expectations are vital to 

this decision.  

USDA Forest Service 

The Forest Service will be the final decision 

maker in this process.  The Forest Service will 

use community opinion, statistics, and 

environmental information to create the ideal 

recreation and conservation plan.  They will 

develop, enact, and eventually enforce the winter 

travel management plan. In order to better 

manage winter recreation in the Gunnison 

National Forest. They need the help of every 

stakeholder involved. 

Advocacy Groups 

With such a diverse collection of recreational 

activities, many advocacy groups have formed 

around the Gunnison Valley. These advocacy 

groups are driving the discussion forward, 

gathering like minds and opinions and making 

change occur.  

Winter Recreation Industry 

Those who work and/or own a business in the 

winter recreation industry also have an important 

say in the matter. This decision will affect how 

the businesses of the area conduct guiding, 

distribute information, and follow changing 

regulations. 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Brochure content courtesy of Western  

ENV 611 Master in Environmental 

Management Class 

 Fall 2015 

 

 

http://fs.usda.gov/gmug
http://www.silenttracks.org/
http://www.sharetheslate.com/
http://www.snotrackers.com/


 
Parking at Slate River Trailhead – December 13, 2015 

 

 
Parking Slate River Trailhead – December 13, 2015 



 
Parking at Gothic Trailhead - January 2, 2016 



                         

   Staff Report 
         January 12, 2016 

        

 
 

To:   Mayor and Town Council 
 

Thru:   Todd Crossett, Town Manager 
 
From: Rodney E Due, Director of Public Works 
 
Subject:    WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT UPGRADES 2017   

 

Attachments:  1. Construction Contract Documents 

                     

Date:   January 19, 2016   

 

 

Summary:  :   In the December 10th and 17th edition of the Crested Butte News, the Public Works 

Department published a Request for Qualifications for (RFQ) for engineering services for the 

design of the Wastewater Treatment Plant Upgrades. The RFQ was also posted on the Town of 

Crested Butte web site.  Proposals were received by the Public Works Department until 04:00 p.m. 

on Friday, January 8th. There were four (4) Proposals received. The proposals were reviewed by 

the Public Works Department, and Town Manager. The estimate for engineering services for this 

project was $250,000. The Town received proposals from; 

     

1.  FEI Engineers            

2.  JVA Consulting Engineers                       

3.  SGM           

4.  Stantec        

 

BACKGROUND: The engineering services are for the design of the wastewater treatment plant 

upgrades projected in 2016, with construction in 2017. The project is designed to maintain permit 

compliance and to meet future effluent limits. The upgrades of the treatment plant are based on a 

Comprehensive Performance Evaluation completed in March of 2015. 

 

The proposed upgrades to maintain permit compliance include: replacement of the mechanical bar 

screen and grit collection system (that are at the end of their useable life), construction of a second 

oxidation ditch (currently no redundancy, and unable to take off line for maintenance or cleaning), 

and replacement of the existing UV disinfection system (no longer serviced by the manufacturer, 

and has no redundancy as required by CDPHE Policy WPC-DR-1). The second O ditch will also 

help the system achieve future compliance with Regulation 85 nutrient requirements.  

 

The Town has applied for a DOLA grant which is intended to be used to fund the design 

engineering for the Project.  Award and/or closing of this engineering grant is not expected to be 

received until the end of February, however in order to maintain the Town’s project schedule and 

achieve critical funding milestones the Project Needs Assessment (PNA) and Site Approval 



Application are scheduled for completion before the DOLA monies will be awarded; therefore, 

Town money will be used to fund these initial tasks.  Consultant is only authorized to proceed with 

up to $25,000 of the awarded scope for Tasks 2 and 3 for the PNA and Site Approval Application 

only - which are permitting and funding submittals and related Project Management.  Consultant 

will be given a second Notice to Proceed with remaining tasks after receipt of DOLA grant in 

accordance with DOLA requirements.   

         

 

RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends that the Council approve the award for engineering 

services for design of the Wastewater Treatment Plant Upgrades to FEI Engineers for an amount 

not to exceed $250,000.        

 

Proposed Motion:  I move to approve the engineering services agreement at a cost of 

$245,830.00 to FEI Engineers, Inc. not to exceed $250,000.00   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 







































Item Number 4 under New Business, Resolution No. 2, Series 2016 – Resolutions of the Crested 

Butte Town Council Approving New Town-wide Affordable Housing Guidelines, has been 

postponed. 

 









From: Glenn Michel
To: Valerie Jaquith; Lynelle Stanford
Subject: Re: Accessing trails around town in the winter
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2016 9:54:26 PM

Thanks Valerie,

I am sending this to the town clerk to be included in the town record. The council will be
 holding a work session on winter trail use at the upcoming council meeting on January 19th.

Glenn Michel

Sent from my iPad

On Jan 14, 2016, at 9:28 AM, Valerie Jaquith <valjaquith@gmail.com> wrote:

Glen I am re-sending this to you, did you ever get this, I never heard back from
 you. Can you please let me know you had received it?? 

I have made some changes and added some comments here as well.  I will
 forward this to rest of the town council.   A note back indicating it was received
 is much appreciated! 

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Valerie Jaquith <valjaquith@gmail.com>
Date: Mon, Dec 28, 2015 at 3:20 PM
Subject: Accessing trails around town in the winter
To: glennmichel@crestedbutte-co.gov

Hi Glen,

Thanks for taking my comments at the town council meeting regarding access to
 groomed trails from town in the winter for walkers. I really appreciate the
 council's willingness to look into the issue. It seems more than appropriate that
 the town should facilitate the opening of a few trials (in addition to the Rec Path)
 in the winter (either currently groomed or new trails) for community members
 and visitors to access FREE, ON FOOT and which are PET FRIENDLY.   

I would encourage everyone on the council to go take a walk on the rec path to
 get a perspective on how obvious it is that walkers have almost no impact on the
 surface of a groomed track, other than light footprints, there is none; opening a
 few trails to walkers is totally reasonable and long overdue. For the majority of
 the winter the rec path is rock hard and easily navigated on foot without leaving
 any noticeable impacts. 

I would like to see the current town council pursue whatever channels are
 necessary to secure 100% free and open free access for foot traffic and dogs
 on the Woodswalk to Lower Loop, Pooches Paradise, Mike's Mile, and the
 trail from town to Riverbend.   
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Given the vast expanse of pristine trails groomed to the highest standards
 encompassing the entire town on all sides, providing trails for walkers is not only
 justified and long overdue it would also go a very long way to engendering good
 will towards the community and to guests. Despite the fact that the Nordic Center
 doesn't receive cash money from the town, they are housed in a town build
 structure constructed with millions of our tax dollars (and to which I was strongly
 opposed) Clearly, safe free access for walkers needs to be addressed in order to
 provide broader benefit to ALL residents, as well a valuable amenity to visiting
 family and tourists. The Nordic Center needs to work harder to provide access to
 foot traffic. They clearly resist this as there is nothing for us other than the rec
 path which they are forced to, and which they have attempted to conceal in the
 past with inaccurate signage, and on the Town Ranch, on which access was
 intended by the landowner to be free and open to the public forever.  

Myself and others I have spoken to, believe that just because the nordic center
 grooms a trail it should not become their de facto "property" for the duration of
 the winter on specific trails which provide free, public access other times of the
 year and must be revised.  Given the lack of safe access for walkers and dog to
 trails in the winter time, it is legitimate to address the situation and work to
 rectifying it as soon as possible in order to secure such access for the future. On
 the west side of town this situation is imperative! The road to peanut lake is
 currently THE ONLY place to walk in the winter time and it can be very
 dangerous. The sheer volume of traffic on that road in the winter makes it unsafe,
 especially on the weekends when nordic events result in lines of cars parked
 down the side of a narrow road from the Peanut Lake parking lot back towards
 the O'Neils property. 

I am aware that Nordic Center grooming of the Woods Walk and Lower Loop is
 allowed via multiple easements with Trappers Crossing property owners. The
 easements which restrict public access on these trails needs to be amended. The
 property owners upon whose land the Woods Walk and Lower Loop cross should
 be contacted by the town and asked to participate in an discussion about the issue
 and asked to amend the easements with the Nordic Center to include wording
 spelling out that human foot traffic and dogs be allowed free access to those
 specific trails all year round.   Out past the mine, Mike's Mile should be amended
 to allow free open access to ALL USERS all year round as this is PUBLIC
 LAND. 

A good place to start would be the trail from town to Riverbend via the Town
 Ranch.  As I mentioned in the comment period, my understanding, based on
 conversations I had many years ago with town officials, that when Town Ranch
 was deeded to the good people of Creste Butte is was intended to be FREE
 OPEN ACCESS TO THE PUBLIC IN PERPETUITY, but that the wording
 of the final deed was quite vague, enough so to be interpreted as "conditional use
 in winter (skis/snowshoes), passes require for both people and dogs".  So at the
 onset of grooming many years ago, people were required to hold passes. There
 must have been enough complaints to warrant a change and the policy was
 amended to include "all PEOPLE free, but ... dogs PAY".  AND yet, it still it is
 conditional use, skis or snowshoes required.  I believe the current council should



 address this conflict now, as it is clearly not in the spirit of the original deed and
 not the intent of the original land owner.  It has gone on long enough in my
 opinion and frankly I am surprised it has taken this long to be questioned in detail
 and action taken.  

Thank you for your time and attention, and for taking action.   

Sincerely,

Valerie Jaquith
PO BOX 2473
123 BUTTE AVE
CB, CO 81224
970-209-6732

tel:970-209-6732


BOZAR Year End Review
Each year the design and building community works diligently
with the BOZAR in sustaining Crested Butte’s exceptional
architectural character. At the conclusion of the 2015 building
season, the completed projects are compiled in a slide show for
review with the BOZAR. We appreciate the Council’s
involvement and invite all of you to attend this year’s review and
selection of the Project of the Year. We look forward to seeing
you in the Council Chambers on Wednesday, January 20, 2016 at
6:00 pm.

Residential 
Remodel

Commercial 
Remodel

Accessory 
Building

Residential Remodel & 
Accessory Dwelling

New 
Residential



 
 
February 1, 2016 
Consent Agenda 
Revocable License Agreement - Pulliam 
 
CDOT/JVA on Red Lady Intersection 
Alley Loop 
Letter of Support and Authorization for CBLT for State Weed Grant 
Sixth Street Station Re-Zoning Request 
 
February 16, 2016 
 
 
Sam Light – attorney focusing on local government referred by Tami Tanoue and covered by 
CIRSA 
Elyse Ackerman – DOLA 
Both Sam and Elyse will be presenting on Council roles and responsibilities. 
 
Future Work Session Items: 

 Vending at the Four Way 

 Camping @ Town Ranch (allow?  Not allow?  Allow camping in other places?) 

 BLM and OBJ Campground/Seasonal Housing Shortage (this could be combined with 
others – especially the Affordable Housing item at the bottom of this list) 

 CBMBA and Trail priorities/signage (basically – what is the future plan for new 
trails/existing trail completion in the valley?  What should be our priorities as a Council?) 

 Perimeter Trail – Update, timelines, costs, what does this look like when finished 

 Land Trust and Town Preservation Priorities – basically a joint planning/discussion with 
the CBLT (maybe in Exec Session if they would like) to confer on the priority parcels 
identified by the CBLT and the priorities of the Town (for planning future open space 
acquisitions).  Maybe even a discussion about purchasing trail easements. 

 Elk Avenue Rule Set re: Private Clubs – the whole “private clubs on Elk Avenue” concern 
that was raised when Irwin obtained a private liquor license for the Scarp Ridge Lodge. 

 Affordable Housing/Density/Workforce – Blk 79/80  

 Double Basements 

 Sidewalk Seating Fee Discussion 
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