CU gutted the Boulder County 1981 Flatiron Gravel Pit Reclamation Plan to
accommodate maximum potential development of CU South
CU's selfish dealings set the stage for the South Boulder Creek flooding and annexation
problems we now face. CU should not be able to use the problems it created to force
annexation of CU South.
After the City of Boulder denied the Flatiron Companies' 1995 request to develop its depleted
gravel pit, in 1996, CU purchased the property.
In 1981, Boulder County granted a permit to mine sand and gravel at the site. The gravel
permit included the Reclamation Plan shown below which stipulated how the land was to be
reclaimed when gravel operations ceased.
Recognizing the flood prone property was located at the foot of the 136 square-mile South
Boulder Creek Drainage Basin and that the property was lowered 12 – 15 feet by the removal of
four million cubic-yards of sand and gravel, the reclamation plan largely consisted of ponds and
riparian areas. The ponds would attenuate floodwaters coursing through the area.
The reclamation Plan did NOT include a permanent 6,000' earthen levee to divert flood waters
around the gravel pit onto neighboring properties.
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After CU acquired the property, it hired a consulting firm to revise the Reclamation Plan to
"accommodate maximum potential development".
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Revisions to the Reclamation Plan included adding a permanent 6,000' earthen levee around
the gravel pit to divert floodwaters onto neighboring properties.

In hearings before the Colorado Mine Land Reclamation Board, both the County and the City
of Boulder opposed CU's requested revisions to the Reclamation Plan.
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For safety reasons, the late Dr. Gilbert White, "The Father of Floodplain Management",
opposed the berm.
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No private developer could have gutted the Reclamation Plan, but the University of Colorado
used its good name and political clout to remove the ponds, which would attenuate flooding,
and add a levee to divert floodwaters onto neighboring properties.

CU's revisions to the Reclamation Plan contoured the property into a smooth bathtub-shaped
channel that would direct floodwaters to the low spot at US 36 and Table Mesa Drive and
into the neighborhoods. Please note the levee surrounding the gravel pit protecting it from
flooding.
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As a result of CU's revisions to the Reclamation Plan and the university's refusal to cooperate
with the city to craft a plan that would address flooding problems, during the 2013 flood the
vacant gravel pit was dry while hundreds of downstream residences were severely flooded.

CU claims the berm did not worsen flooding. That is because CU eliminated the ponds
and riparian areas which would have attenuated flooding and created a smooth basin
that would channel floodwaters into neighborhoods were it not for the berm.
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New Unsignalized Intersection with State Highway 93
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