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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 

The Longmont Open Space Master Plan has been updated by the City of Longmont’s Public Works and 
Natural Resources Department (PWNR) guided by community input and a Technical Advisory Committee 
(TAC).  
 
The City’s ordinance, O-2000-41, that created the Open Space Program remains the guiding basis for this 
update, and the original 2002 Open Space and Trails Master Plan provides the foundation. Input from 
the general public, City staff, the TAC, and the consulting team confirms that the ordinance represents 
the needs and desires of Longmont; these desires are as strong as ever, with even more urgency noted. 
The open space criteria spelled out in the ordinance identifies characteristics of suitable land for 
preserving as open space in the study area. Throughout the process, input received from the community 
validated that these criteria remain current, so the criteria were not changed as part of this update. 
However, the community felt that the vision and goals of the Open Space Program needed “refreshing.” 
 

COMMUNITY INPUT 
The community input during the 2018 update included: 

• Public workshops – Two workshops were held. The first was intended to inform the community 
about the process, gather initial thoughts regarding the strengths and opportunities of the 
program, and to inform development of a survey. The second workshop presented findings to 
the community and asked participants to respond and identify ways to use the information, 
including updating mapping tools and the overall goals and vision of the program.  

• Community surveys – Two surveys were developed. A statistically-valid, invitation-only survey 
was widely distributed through a community mailing and reached approximately 4,500 
households. A separate survey was available to the general public through an open link option. 
The final sample size for the statistically-valid survey was 629, resulting in a margin of error of 
approximately +/- 3.9 percentage points calculated for questions at 50 percent response. The 
open link survey received an additional 312 responses. 

• Additional input was received through TAC interviews and meetings. This committee was 
comprised of City of Longmont staff representing a variety of Departments, as well as 
representatives from other agencies and resource experts. 

 
Support for the plan has been evident through the community involvement process. A draft plan was 
taken to the Board of Environmental Affairs (BEA) on May 16 as well as the Parks and Recreation 
Advisory Board (PRAB) on June 11, for discussion. On June 11, 2018, the PRAB voted to recommend the 
plan to City Council for adoption and implementation. City Council reviewed the draft plan and Board 
recommendations on July 10, 2018. 
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ACCOMPLISHMENTS 
The Open Space Program has celebrated many accomplishments since the 2002 Master Plan, including: 

• Acquiring land within the St. Vrain Creek Corridor, east of Martin Street to St. Vrain State Park. 
This enabled the construction of the St. Vrain Greenway, which currently extends for 9.5 miles 
through Longmont.  

• Acquiring 722 acres for the Union Reservoir Community Buffer, which includes the Hartman, 
French, Hernor, Sipe, Adrian, Rider, and Bogott Open Spaces. 

• Managing over 1,000 acres under seven agricultural leases, which supports the local food 
market with items such as Winter Wheat, Sugarbeets, Barley, Shelled Corn, Alfalfa, Grass Hay, 
etc. This equates to over 15,000 tons and nearly 23,000 bushels of crops on an annual basis. 

• Wildlife and vegetation management on 3,647 acres of non-agricultural lands. 
• Providing the Chick Clark Youth Fishing Education Program, which celebrated its 16th Year on 

March 24, 2018 and providing fishing opportunities for At-Risk-Youth of the City’s Youth Center 
through the “Fishing with a Fireman” program, both activities at Izaak Walton Park.  

• Developing and implementing the Lake McIntosh Trail/Park Master Plan. 
• Providing a foundation for the City-wide Wildlife Management Plan, which was adopted in 2005.  
• Developing partnerships with Boulder County Park and Open Space, Weld County, Colorado 

Parks and Wildlife, Longmont Conservation District, Aggregate Industries, and Great Outdoors 
Colorado. 

• Coordinating Oil & Gas monitoring throughout the City since 2012. 
• Providing a variety of volunteer/stewardship opportunities throughout the community 

including, raptor monitoring, tree planting, native seed collection, native plant propagation, 
noxious weed removal, and others. 

 
This Plan builds on the accomplishments of the Open Space Program and furthers the City of Longmont’s 
position as a regional leader in open space.  
 
The information presented within the Open Space Master Plan Update is intended to support the 
direction the community described within the Envision Longmont Multimodal & Comprehensive Plan 
(Envision Longmont) and the Sustainability Plan, as well as other planning documents of the City. The 
vision, goals, and recommendations within this plan have been updated to reflect the Open Space 
Program’s role in providing “A Sustainable and Resilient Longmont.” 
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VISION AND GOALS FOR THE OPEN SPACE AND TRAILS 
PROGRAM 
A Vision Statement, developed through the public process, blended with Open Space Criteria and 
resultant goals has been used to help develop the plan. 
 

 
 

Connecting our community with our natural resources by: 
• Protecting our natural resources  
• Respecting our natural environment 
• Balancing our growth 
• Furthering our community identity 
• Providing experiential opportunities 
• Educating a new generation of stewards 
• Protecting what we value 
• Promoting a “Sustainable and Resilient Longmont” today and into the future 

 
GOALS 

1. Preserve and Enhance Our Natural Resources 
Preserve and enhance natural areas, wildlife habitat and movement corridors, wetlands, 
agriculture, and visual corridors. Conserve natural resources including, but not limited to, forest 
lands, grass lands, agricultural lands, aquifer recharge areas, and surface water.  
 

2. Acknowledge and Support Other Planning Efforts and Potential Collaborations 
Implement greenway and open space policies and strategies of Envision Longmont and integrate 
efforts with the Parks & Recreation Master Plan, the Sustainability Plan, and other community 
plans.  
 

3. Shape the Identity of Longmont 
Provide urban shaping buffers between municipalities and use appropriate signage to identify 
the open space and trails system within the city.  
 

4. Provide Connections 
Connect neighborhoods to open space through linkages and trails away from noise and traffic 
where possible, providing regional connections and access to public lakes, streams corridors, 
other usable Open Space lands, and scenic corridors.  
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5. Provide Passive, Low Impact Recreation Compatible with Resource Protection Goals 
Complement the active recreation available on the City’s parkland with low-impact recreational 
and educational opportunities, building appreciation of, and stewardship for, what the open 
space has to offer, while protecting this asset. Providing opportunities to interact with these 
open space areas, such as hiking, biking, bird watching, fishing, picnicking, or simply enjoying 
nature, is critical to maximizing the benefits that open space provides. 
 

6. Embrace Public Engagement  
Provide community-wide awareness and education about Longmont’s open space lands and 
resources while engaging the public to gain input and provide opportunities for stewardship. 
Promote learning about the natural and cultural heritage and collaborative efforts to preserve 
and enhance public lands through efforts like the presence of rangers, programming, and 
marketing efforts. 
 

7. Ensure Funding to Fulfill the Vision 
Seek additional funding sources while open space is still available to be acquired and continue to 
develop a secure and sustainable funding stream for the future. Ensure an appropriate balance 
of maintenance and operation funding to properly care for acquired lands.  

 

RECOMMENDATIONS 
A. OPEN SPACE ACQUISITION 
1. Apply the open space criteria through a tiered filtered approach for prioritizing acquisitions. 
 
Initial Filter/Tier I: Mapping tools, based on the open space criteria of the Open Space Ordinance, are to 
be used as a guide to broadly determine how many and what type of values are present or possible on 
the property, including:  

• Ecology and wildlife 
• Agricultural lands 
• Visual corridors 
• Linkage/access connections 
• Urban shaping/buffer 
• Surface water 
• Low-impact recreation 

 
Second, Finer Filter/Tier II: At this level, individual parcels are examined with a finer filter. Evaluation 
tools and additional field study are to be used to further assess individual parcels to determine the 
degree of value present; evaluation criteria include: 

• Willingness of seller to sell property 
• Wildlife/vegetation and restoration potential 
• Recreation value and adjacent land uses 
• Cost/benefit of acquisition and long-term management/maintenance/repair 
• Cultural and historic value 
• Ecosystem service benefit (infiltration, reducing runoff, enhancing water quality, heat island 

effect reduction, tree canopy, air quality, floodplain, environmental health, watershed 
protection, water conservation, etc.) 

• Equitable access 
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This evaluation will allow staff to determine and compare acquisition priorities. 
 

Third, Finest Filter/Tier III: Determination to be made regarding who should acquire the parcel (if it is a 
partnering opportunity) and what the appropriate acquisition technique would be. One intent of the 
partnership is for the partner to hold a conservation easement on the fee acquisition to provide an 
additional level of protection for the land.  
 
1. Provide Boulder and Weld Counties with Master Plan Update after approval by the City to solicit 

support. Cooperation and support to be sought with neighboring municipalities with interests in the 
study area.  

 
2. Meet with Planning & Development Services (PDS) Staff to review and evaluate the applicability of 

the regulatory techniques and financial incentives to determine which may be appropriate for use. 
 
3. Evaluate future Open Space ballot initiatives or extensions to continue the dedicating funding 

source. 
 
B. TRAIL ACQUISITION AND DEVELOPMENT 
1. Ensure that open space funding for trails is consistent with trails on open space properties, regional 

trail development, or is for connections to open space or greenway properties. For other trails or 
trail connections, reference the Parks and Recreation Master Plan, or Envision Longmont and the 
Enhanced Multi-Use Corridor Plan to seek the appropriate funding source. 

 
2. Provide a recreational, multi-use corridor without favoring a specific type of user, as a general 

philosophy of trails. The Parks, Recreation, and Trails Master Plan provides system-wide guidance 
for the needs of the trail system throughout the City. 
 

3. Follow accepted property or area management plans and avoid sensitive wildlife habitat, riparian 
and movement corridors, productive agricultural lands, etc. for trail location and placement. 
 

4. Follow guidelines established in the St. Vrain Greenway Master Plan Update (2001) for trail types 
and cross sections, structures, and trail furnishings. Furnishings and signage is the same or similar 
with appropriate modifications made for more rural and natural settings. For example, the blue 
color scheme might become an earth-toned scheme of greens and browns. Open Space signage and 
amenities should promote the unique identity and character of City of Longmont Open Space while 
also tying into and relating to the city’s park and greenway standards. 

 
5. Plan and construct trailheads where roads intersect trails and a suitable pull-out or curb cut can be 

attained, especially in rural areas, if they occur. 
 

6. Conduct an inventory of social trails within the system to determine which can be incorporated into 
City-maintained trails, and which need to be closed.  
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C. UPDATING KEY OPPORTUNITIES 
 
Staffing and Administration 
1. Emphasize the importance and role of the Park Rangers for the purpose of natural resources 

protection and visitor services. 
 
2. Continue to grow the volunteer programs within the Natural Resources Division to foster 

Community Stewardship. 
 

3. Continue to dedicate employee resources to focus on vegetation, weed, and wildlife management. 
 

4. Rely on research and evaluation for science-based management. 
 
5. Engage the PRAB and the Board of Environmental Affairs to advise City Council on the preservation, 

acquisition, and management of open space, along with the acquisition, provision, and management 
of active park and recreation resources. 

 
6. Seek partnerships for each fee acquisition to hold a conservation easement on the parcel to provide 

an additional level of protection for the land. 
 

7. Coordinate with Recreation Services to provide environmental and educational programing.  
 

8. Combine the Parks, Recreation, and Trails Master Plan with the Open Space Master Plan for a more 
holistic planning document when the next plan update occurs. 
 

Signage 
1. Follow the guidelines established in the St. Vrain Greenway Master Plan Update (2001). Signage is 

the same or similar with appropriate modifications made for more rural and natural settings. For 
example, the blue color scheme might become an earth-toned scheme of greens and browns.  
 

2. Include entry signs for parcels with access, boundary, and identification signs for parcels not open to 
public access, trail wayfinding signs, and information kiosks with maps. 
 

3. Conduct a system-wide evaluation to determine the current need for signage through the system.  
 

Naming of Properties 
1. Keep the lands that are currently named under the same name when acquired by the City. 

 
2. Follow the same policy and procedure as established for park naming for properties with public 

access. 
 

Memorials 
1. Designate and standardize plaques used for memorial benches and trees. 
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Low-Impact and Passive Recreation 
1. Define low-impact or passive recreation: 

 
Low-impact or passive recreation is outdoor recreation that: 

• Requires minimal development on the recreational site 
• Provides educational, health and well-being, restorative, and pleasurable opportunities to 

the public 
• Preserves wildlife and the natural ecosystem of the area and is environmentally sensitive 
• Focuses on the area in its natural state, minimizing environmental impact 
• Has minimal rules of engagement, coordination, formal programming, etc. 
• Includes non-consumptive uses such as wildlife observation, walking, biking, etc. 
• Emphasizes preservation 

 
2. Art, fishing, hiking/jogging, non-motor boating, photography, picnicking, reading, and wildlife 

viewing are generally appropriate on open space lands. Establish additional parameters and allow 
these activities on open space lands. 

 
3. Other activities may not generally be appropriate or compatible with open space; however, certain 

activities could be addressed on a case-by-case basis. The City will need to determine if they are 
appropriate for park land and could be accommodated on open space land without undue impact to 
the property and its resources. 

 
4. Certain uses, such as bikers and horses on the trails system were generally found to be incompatible 

with open space lands but could be acceptable on a trail system within open space. Restrict these 
types of activities to designated portions of the trails system. 

 
5. Engage the PRAB to determine the appropriateness of recreational activities on open space lands by 

weighing recreational needs versus available land resources throughout the system.  
 
6. Communicate intentions when acquiring property for parks or for open space. Develop site plans 

for use and management for each parcel or area based on the purpose of acquiring the property and 
continuing public process. 

 
Dog Management 
1. Continue the overall philosophy of: 

• Not allowing dogs off leash on open space properties 
• Allowing dogs on-leash in designated areas 
• Designating areas where dogs are not allowed in order to protect wildlife resources and to 

provide a dog-free trail experience 
 
2. Consider specific areas to be set aside for off-leash dogs. Conduct a comprehensive evaluation of 

the entire park system to determine where dog off leash areas are appropriate. 
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3. Develop a comprehensive effort to address the issue of dog management including: 
• An educational campaign 
• The creation of a map showing areas for dogs on leash, dogs off-leash, and no dogs areas 
• The creation of coalition including local dog owner groups and the Humane Society 
• Cooperation with Animal Control Units from the City and the Counties 

 
Wildlife 
1. Acquire and manage open space lands to maintain ecosystems and environments and to accomplish 

multiple goals. Allow the coexistence of wildlife and human activity on open space properties 
whenever possible. 

 
2. Preserve existing wildlife habitats and improve degraded 

habitats. 
 
3. Incorporate the following into the wildlife management plan 

being initiated in the fall of 2018: 
• Collaborate with neighboring jurisdictions and resource 

agencies. 
• Include a section addressing prairie dog habitat 

management, as this remains one of the largest single 
wildlife issues facing the City. 

• Include sections addressing species of concern for the 
Longmont community and threatened and endangered 
species such as the Preble’s meadow jumping mouse; 
these species are known to inhabit the study area. 

• Review and enhance the City’s wildlife movement 
corridors, which could include riparian corridors along 
streams, ditches, and creeks like the St. Vrain Creek, Left 
Hand Creek, Spring Gulch, etc. 

 
Agricultural Lands 

1. Ensure that the agricultural preservation efforts, which typically fall outside of the Longmont 
Planning Area (LPA): 

a. Support economically viable farming in Longmont 
b. Preserve cultural landscapes 
c. Maintain viewsheds 
d. Provide wildlife corridors 
e. Create community buffers 

2. Utilize smaller scale, urban agriculture on properties within the LPA to support: 
a. Local food production 
b. Small scale farming operations 
c. Community supported agriculture 

3. Communicate the value, purpose, and heritage of agricultural lands to the public  
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Gravel Mining and Mineral Rights/Oil and Gas Development and Code 
1. Consider gravel mining, water rights, and other mineral rights on a case-by-case basis using relevant 

information presented in the City’s planning documents and current circumstances, such as funding 
and other priorities. 
 

2. Incorporate the City’s Code regarding oil and gas development on City open space along with 
supporting an operating philosophy to: 

i. Acquire all minerals rights as well as historical water rights, if available. 
ii. All royalties from Open Space properties should be deposited into the Open Space Fund 

accounts.  
iii. Request agreements in cases where mineral rights have been severed based on the 

following standards: 
1) If no drilling has occurred – request agreement stipulating no surface 

disturbance. 
2) If already drilled – request agreement stipulating no further surface 

disturbance. 
iv. Provide more oversight and increased inspections of oil and gas production/sites, to be 

paid through royalty account. 
 

3. Monitor the effects of oil and gas development on open space areas over time. 
 

4. Communicate the economic benefits and associated risks along with the intention of these 
acquisitions to the public, in an effort to maintain program accountability and integrity. 

 
Long Range Management and Maintenance Costs 
1. Utilize historical data and comparative data to: 

• Determine the appropriate balance of resource allocation to each site and for the program 
as a whole. 

• Determine more accurate costs, including the balance of acquisition vs. 
maintenance/development needs, during annual budget cycles.  

• Develop communication efforts of the City to further establish trust and advocacy. 
• Establish evaluation metrics to determine how well resources are meeting the needs of the 

community.  
 
2. Explore strategies to extend the dedicated Open Space Sales Tax funding beyond 2034. Steps will 

need to be taken to ensure that long-term funding for management and maintenance of the lands is 
secured. Discussions may need to take place in the very near future to meet current open space 
desires, to allow adequate time to appropriately assess the desires of the community before the 
expiration of the tax. 

 
Area Management Plans 
1. Define areas to accommodate the different uses and needs of the lands as an efficient management 

tool, creating an inventory of what exists in each area and developing methods and costing of 
ongoing management and maintenance for each area. 
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D. NEW OPPORTUNITIES IDENTIFIED DURING THE UPDATE PROCESS 
 
Alignment with Other Planning Efforts 
1. Consider other planning documents when determining the appropriate allocation of funding, 

priority projects, and appropriate implementation strategies.  
2. Communicate the City’s and the Program’s accomplishments by creating messaging that 

incorporates how and why resources are allocated, and the collaborative efforts between 
Departments. 

3. Combine the Parks, Recreation, and Trails Master Plan with the Open Space Master Plan the next 
planning update. This will result in a more holistic approach for recreation delivery across the city. 

 
Annexing Open Space When Possible 
1. Annex property that has been purchased and is part of the open space system to the City of 

Longmont whenever possible.  
 
Awareness and Education 
1. Strategize with the PWNR Communications and Marketing teams about ways to build support for 

the Open Space Program through key messages that include: 
a. Sharing the vision and goals of the Open Space Program. 
b. Developing programming to increase user engagement and education. 
c. Providing education about the purpose, intent, and prioritization for all projects (capital, 

wildlife, preservation, etc.). 
d. Increasing interpretive and property identification signage. 
e. Communicating the economic value and benefits to public health provided by Longmont’s 

open space. 
2. Communicating the economic value and benefits to public health provided by Longmont’s open 

space. Communicate the economic benefits and associated risks along with the intention of these 
opportunities to the public, in an effort to maintain program accountability and integrity. 

 
Updating the Plan 
The progress on this Open Space Master Plan Update should be reviewed annually, with an update of 
the plan every five years. Priorities for acquisition and activities that are acceptable may change over 
time, and other planning documents of the City of Longmont and surrounding areas will be updated and 
may have an impact on this program.  
 
The 2002 Plan was called the Longmont Open Space and Trails Master Plan and provided more 
significant direction regarding trail development. Since 2002, trail development has been addressed 
through other planning documents, providing a more comprehensive approach. At the time of the next 
update, this plan should also be merged with the Parks, Recreation, and Trails Plan (changing the format 
of this document) to provide a more comprehensive view of recreational and outdoor opportunities 
throughout the community. 
 
Changes, amendments, or updates to the plan should be in line with other City planning efforts. This 
update supports the direction of the City’s other planning efforts, such as Envision Longmont and the 
Sustainability Plan.  
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I. PROPOSED PLAN AND IMPLEMENTATION 
 

A. OVERVIEW  
The guiding basis for updating this plan has been the City’s ordinance that created Longmont’s Open 
Space Program, along with a broad-based participatory process that has included the public and a 
knowledgeable Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) representing agencies and interests at the state, 
county, and municipal levels. The ordinance may be found in Appendix A. 
 
THE 2002 PLAN 
The original plan was developed through a process that started with reviewing, testing, and cross-
checking the ordinance to verify that it fully and accurately represented the needs and desires of the 
Longmont community. Based upon input from the consulting team, the TAC, PRAB, and the general 
public, the ordinance was determined to stand up very well without the need for amendment or 
annotation. Input at the public meetings supported equal weighting of the Open Space Ordinance 
Criteria, and the community survey revealed a fairly balanced support of all uses, with conservation and 
resource-based uses as slightly higher ranked priorities. As a result, the study process proceeded with 
the open space criteria spelled out in the ordinance, with equal weighting, as the basis for identifying 
suitable lands for preserving as open space within the study area.  
 
The next step was to get a sense of what the people of Longmont thought open space should look and 
feel like. Where should it be located? What activities or uses should it support? How should it be 
managed? To get these answers, a series of workshop activities and a community survey were 
conducted. It should be noted that it is the intent of the City of Longmont to only pursue the acquisition 
of land with willing sellers. 
 
Simultaneously, information from existing resource inventories, regional plans, and other data sources 
was compiled into a single GIS database and analyzed to determine how the landscape within the study 
area stacked up against the criteria in the ordinance. 
 
The final step was to synthesize the public input with the physical characteristics of the lands within the 
study area to arrive at a comprehensive plan for acquiring and managing land for open space.  
 
THE UPDATE 
This update followed a similar process, utilizing the 2002 plan, existing City planning documents, and the 
accomplishments to date as a starting point. The project team guided the development of a public input 
process which included a statistically-valid survey, an open survey, and public workshops. The goal of 
each was validating elements that exist within the plan and making updates where appropriate.  
 
In general, this update process resulted in similar conclusions to the 2002 process, determining that the 
criteria and much of the plan are still in line with community wants and needs.  
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B. THE STUDY AREA 
The study area is generally defined by 65th Street on the west, Vermillion Road on the north, Weld 
County Road 8 on the east, and Oxford Road on the south. This area is approximately 80 square miles 
(51,200 acres) in size and includes all of the City of Longmont as well as rural portions of Boulder and 
Weld Counties. The entire area lies within the northern portion of the Front Range that sits on a 
piedmont plain at the base of the Rocky Mountains, a broad, rolling basin that contains the South Platte 
River and its tributaries. Major tributaries running through the study area are the St. Vrain River, Left 
Hand Creek, and Boulder Creek.  
 
The natural character of this landscape is an open grassland laced with perennial streams along which 
groves of cottonwoods and other riparian vegetation can be found. Farming and gravel mining over the 
past 150 years have transformed this landscape with a patchwork quilt of plowed fields, wetlands, 
ditches, roadways, and settlements. The area remains an attractive blend of rural farmsteads and 
natural areas, backdropped with spectacular views of the Rocky Mountains, with Longs Peak as a focal 
point. 
 
As with the 2002 Plan, the City of Longmont is rapidly changing in character due to continued growth. It 
has evolved from a farm and railroad town to a full-service community centrally located between 
Boulder, Fort Collins, and the Denver Metropolitan area. Longmont is a progressive city with its own 
industry and commercial base. Longmont is the site of some of the first new urbanist developments in 
Colorado, including Prospect and Quail Ridge. The City is also progressive with regard to parks and trails 
development, with the St. Vrain Greenway as a prime example. 
 
At the time of this update, the City of Longmont Open Space Program, consisting of open space, nature 
areas, and greenways, has grown to approximately 4,570 acres across 32 properties as shown in Figure 
1, and 94 miles of trails (city-wide); serving approximately 95,000 community members. It should be 
noted that this figure includes properties owned by Boulder County and Weld County, highlighting the 
partnerships with neighboring agencies that help provide opportunities for trails, acquisition, etc.  
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Figure 1: 2018 Longmont Open Space, Nature Areas, and Greenways 

The above map highlights the City of Longmont Open Space, Nature Areas, Greenways, and 
Conservation Easements:

1.   Hartman Open Space 
1A.   Sipe Conservation Easement 
2. French Open Space 
2A.   French Conservation Easement 
3. Hernor Open Space 
3A.  Hernor Conservation Easement 
4. Jim Hamm Nature Area 
5. Bogott Open Space 
6. Rider Open Space 
7. Adrian Open Space 
8. Union Reservoir Nature Area 
9. Boulder Creek Estates Open Space 
10. Hayes Conservation Easement 
11. Distel Donation Open Space 
12. Sandstone Ranch Nature Area 
13. Collins Open Space 
13A. Collins Conservation Easement 

14. Peschel Open Space 
14A.  Peschel Conservation Easement 
15. Sherwood Open Space 
15A.  Bachman Conservation Easement 
16. Hodges Conservation Easement 
17. Schlagel Conservation Easement 
18. Ohmie Future Nature Area 
19. Golden Farms Open Space 
20. Dickens Farm Nature Area and Open 

Space 
21. Izaak Walton Nature Area 
22. Rogers Grove Nature Area and Open 

Space 
23. Golden Ponds Nature Area 
24. Fowler Open Space 
25. Lake McIntosh Nature Area 
26. McCall Lake Nature Area
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C. DATA COLLECTION  
Information from the initial planning process in 2002 indicated that the criteria in the ordinance were 
valid and should be applied in a balanced manner as the primary basis for selecting and managing open 
space lands. Some additional criteria and issues were identified as secondary concerns. The update 
process identified similar findings to 2002 Plan. The data presented within this update follows a similar 
structure to the 2002 Plan, with new information incorporated into ongoing/continued issues, and new 
issues being discussed and analyzed.  
  
City of Longmont data from the previous master plan was updated as appropriate for this study.  
Primary sources of this data included GIS files from the City of Longmont, Boulder County, and Weld 
County. Previous data and information on wildlife, ecology, and agricultural lands obtained from 
Colorado Parks and Wildlife (CPW), the Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS), the Colorado 
Natural Heritage Program (CNHP), the City of Longmont, and select private studies was considered to 
still be valid in 2018. 
 
Updated mapping was reviewed by TAC. It is important to note that there were no field verifications of 
any data, and it represents a single point in time. The compiled database is suitable for this study in its 
current updated, annotated, and compiled format. It has usefulness to the City and counties for other 
purposes beyond this study. 

 

D. ACQUISITION 
The “Methodology for Applying the Open Space Criteria” from the 2002 plan is considered to be valid 
and was therefore not updated as part of the 2018 planning effort. The following weighted values map 
represents a summary of the Tier I data used to assess potential acquisition parcels. In this analysis, 
seven different variables were analyzed and overlaid to create the final weighted values analysis, which 
is displayed in the center map in Figure 2, that shows the most valuable or desired areas in darker 
shades of red. The seven variables include: 

• Low impact recreation 
• Trail linkages 
• Urban shaping buffers and corridors 
• View corridors 
• Wildlife and plant ecology 
• Surface water 
• Nationally significant agriculture lands. 
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Figure 2: Weighted Value Overlay Analysis Mapping 
 

 
  
METHODOLOGY FOR APPLYING THE OPEN SPACE 
CRITERIA 
This methodology was created during the 2002 plan. It 
was analyzed by the project team and staff during the 
update process and considered valid information to use 
going forward. The evaluation form tool provided for 
Tier II evaluation was identified by staff as not previously 
relied upon in the decision-making process as generally, 
prioritization of parcels was not an issue. While not 
critical previously, it was determined that future 
opportunities may rely on Tier II evaluation tools.  
 
Information within the database is broken into 
“themes” representing the values expressed in the 
ordinance criteria. These themes were overlaid to form 
a composite map that ranks the suitability of lands 
within the study area for open space. This became Tier I 
in a three-tiered methodology. The purpose of this first 
tier was to score all lands within the study area 
according to the values expressed in the ordinance. This 
Tier is not intended to be parcel specific, but identifies, 

OPEN SPACE CRITERIA 
 Preservation of natural areas, wildlife 

habitat, wetlands, agriculture, and visual 
corridors. 

 Linkages and trails; access to public 
lakes, streams, and other usable open 
space lands, stream corridors, and scenic 
corridors along existing highways. 

 Conservation of natural resources 
including, but not limited to, forest lands, 
range lands, agricultural lands, aquifer 
recharge areas, and surface water. 

 District parks devoted to low-impact 
recreational uses. 

 Implementing greenways and open 
space policies or strategies of the 
Longmont Area Comprehensive Plan. 

 Urban shaping buffers between or 
around municipalities or community 
service areas and buffer zones between 
residential and non-residential 
development. 
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with a broad brush, those lands that support these values to the greatest extent. 
The public input process confirmed the validity of the ordinance criteria for open space lands; additional 
criteria emerged that were not part of the ordinance, like the Sustainability Evaluation System (SES). The 
public felt that these criteria should be considered secondarily, to help in determining the suitability of a 
given parcel for open space. These became Tier II criteria, intended to be applied once the Tier I analysis 
has been completed. These included such considerations as cultural/historic value, location, availability, 
and price of the land. Tier II also goes beyond Tier I to evaluate specific parcels to determine the level or 
degree to which they address the individual criteria from the ordinance. 
 
Tier III is the level at which decisions are made as to what specific actions or strategies should be used to 
preserve a parcel of land that has been found through Tiers I and II to be worthy of preservation as open 
space. 
 
This methodology can be (and very likely will be) applied in reverse. If a parcel of land is offered to the 
City as open space, it can be evaluated to determine how well it satisfies the ordinance criteria and 
other aspects of the open space program. 

 
TIER I 
Based on the criteria in the ordinance, the data set was assembled into the following categories or 
themes:

• Ecology and wildlife 
• Agricultural lands 
• Visual access/viewshed  
• Linkage/access 

• Urban shaping/buffer 
• Surface water 
• Low-impact or passive recreation

The project team attempted to weigh all ordinance criteria equally, so that none was given priority over 
another in the scoring. Attributes within the dataset were assigned a value score and geospatial extent. 
These were determined as follows: 

• Ecology and Wildlife – Information detailing ecology and wildlife 
surveys was in the dataset. Survey data included habitat and 
range studies of Bald Eagles, Prairie Dogs, and Preble’s Jumping 
Mouse as well as Element Occurrence Records from the Colorado 
Natural Heritage Program. Greystone biologists ranked these 
lands on a scale of 50 to 150. Values of 50 (Low), 100 (Medium), 
and 150 (High) were assigned to attribute tables as directed by 
Greystone. All other lands were scored as zero.  

 
• Agricultural Lands – Information on Nationally Significant 

Agricultural Lands was in the data set. Lands in these areas could 
be utilized for the agricultural qualities they possess. These lands 
were assigned a score of 150. All other lands were scored as zero. 
Since the original attributes were mapped, PWNR staff have 
developed additional criteria for evaluating open space 
agricultural lands. The preservation of agricultural lands was identified as a goal of the open 
space ballot language.  
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• Low-Impact and Passive Recreation – Attributes within the dataset that would indicate some 
potential for recreational uses were scored. Thus, lands with topographic interest or proximity 
to water, or with potentially good vistas were assigned a positive value. Lands within 0.25 mile 
of existing or proposed trails were assigned positive value for recreation on the basis of access. 
Parcel size was also factored in on the assumption that larger parcels will accommodate 
recreation activities with less impact than smaller ones. At the same time, in order to represent 
the open space criterion for the preservation of wildlife habitat often present near water, lands 
were devalued if they were within 0.25 mile of major streams or reservoirs, or 0.125 mile of 
smaller waterways, to protect the habitat from low-impact recreation. Nationally significant 
agricultural land was also devalued for recreation, as were lands identified as sensitive areas for 
wildlife habitat. However, lands identified as good, but not critical, habitat were given a positive 
value. A composite map of all of these attributes was generated.  

 
Utilizing the GIS, the theme maps were overlaid to create a composite map (see Figure 2: Weighted 
Values Overlay Mapping) based on accumulated scores for any given point within the study area. 
Darker colored areas score the highest in terms of their potential to satisfy criteria in the ordinance; 
lighter colored areas score the lowest. Additional mapping resources from the previous plan are found 
in Appendix B.  
 
The analysis was broad-stroke and did not address individual parcels. It simply gave an idea of where 
open space parcels that meet the criteria outlined in the ordinance are likely to be found. However, 
individual parcels that meet these same criteria may exist within areas that scored low overall. Also, 
because an attempt was made to weigh all of the criteria equally, based on the potential for those 
attributes to occur, there is no evaluation of how well or to what extent individual parcels meet specific 
criteria. In this analysis, the potential to meet several criteria even marginally would result in a higher 
score than a parcel that met a single criterion exceptionally well. Therefore, it is necessary to evaluate 
individual parcels under consideration by additional means. This is the purpose of Tier II. 

 
TIER II 
Individual tracts of land that are under consideration for inclusion in the open space system should be 
evaluated to determine how well they address the specific criteria and overall goals of the City’s open 
space ordinance. This includes lands that are identified in Tier I and any lands offered through a willing 
seller or other means. It should be noted that it is the intent of the City of Longmont to only pursue the 
acquisition of land with willing sellers. 
 
At this level, the project team should begin to look at individual parcels with a finer filter. Evaluation 
tools and additional field study should be used to further evaluate individual parcels to determine the 
degree of each value present including: 

• Willingness of seller to sell property 
• Wildlife/vegetation and restoration potential 
• Recreation value and adjacent land uses 
• Cost/benefit of acquisition and long-term management/maintenance/repair 
• Cultural and historic value 
• Ecosystem service benefit (infiltration, reducing runoff, enhancing water quality, heat island 

effect reduction, tree canopy, air quality, floodplain, environmental health, watershed 
protection, water conservation) 

• Equitable access 
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This evaluation will allow staff to determine and compare acquisition priorities. 
 
To evaluate individual tracts, PWNR staff can utilize the evaluation forms provided as part of this study. 
This will help staff make decisions on whether or not a given parcel of land is worth the cost of acquiring 
and maintaining it. Taken as a whole, the evaluation also can become part of a database that will tell the 
City how well its open space lands are meeting the objectives of the ordinance. Also, the evaluations can 
be used to determine how specific parcels should be maintained. If a parcel scores high as agricultural 
land, it should be maintained differently from one that scores high for wildlife habitat. 

 
TIER III 
Once a parcel has been evaluated and selected through Tiers I and II, it is time to pose the questions: 

• Who should acquire the land? 
• Is it a partnering opportunity? 
• Should it be acquired fee simple or protected through some other means? 

 
City Council has directed staff to establish a partnership policy to seek partners for all open space fee 
acquisitions to hold a conservation easement for the propose of providing an additional level of land 
preservation and protection. 
 
Each parcel should be evaluated to determine how well it meets the goals and objectives of other 
planning efforts of the City and other partnering jurisdictions. 

• Parcels should be referred to other city agencies to determine need for water, transportation, or 
other uses. 

• Staff from both counties were involved in the development of this plan and in the update. Both 
Weld and Boulder Counties should be encouraged to formally support the plan update through 
an inter-governmental, or other, working document to help ensure the long-term success of the 
Open Space Master Plan Update. This recommendation was also a recommendation made in the 
St. Vrain Greenway Master Plan. 

 Longmont Staff should meet with Boulder County Parks and Open Space Staff, after this 
Plan is adopted by the Longmont City Council, in order to present the updated plan to 
the Boulder County Open Space Advisory Committee and forward it to the Boulder 
County Commissioners. 

 A presentation should be made to the Boulder County Commissioners with 
recommendation for support. 

 Longmont Staff should meet with the Weld County Planning Department, after this Plan 
is adopted by the Longmont City Council, to identify compatibility with the St. Vrain 
Valley Open Lands and Trails Plan and recommendation for a presentation to the Weld 
County Commissioners. 

 A presentation should be made to the Weld County Commissioners with 
recommendation for support. 

 
Side note: The St. Vrain Greenway remained a high priority throughout the public process. This Update 
does not incorporate trail priorities in the same manner that the previous plan did. Information regarding 
the St. Vrain Greenway can be found in the St. Vrain Greenway Master Plan East Corridor Update, which 
provides a compilation of Federal, State, and Local Tools for Acquisition, Protection, and 
Implementation/Funding Sources. This document also provides information appropriate for the entire 
open space system and should be referenced as answers to these questions are sought.  
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IMPLEMENTATION  
The mapping tools developed throughout this process are based on the Open Space Ordinance 
Established Criteria and should be used, recognizing their limitations, as a guide for the first level 
evaluation of properties for acquisition. This is true whether appropriate properties are sought out or 
opportunities for acquisition present themselves. The process for evaluation is designed to work in 
either case.  
 
The study area boundary will continue to be viewed as the target acquisition area; however, acquisitions 
may not be limited to this area, as land with open space values around a city facility, or in some way 
providing an important connection, may be deemed a critical open space acquisition and should be 
considered, such as the Button Rock Preserve. 
 
Individual parcels should pass through the Tier I evaluation to determine, from a broad-brush 
perspective, how many and what type of values are present on the property. The Tier II analysis allows a 
site-specific analysis to occur, which will most likely include a further determination of the degree of 
each value present through additional field study. As noted previously, the Tier II evaluation form tool 
was not utilized during the implementation of the original plan due to the lack of competing parcels. The 
Tier II tool remains in this update because it may be utilized to help determine priority acquisitions as 
resources or opportunities are less available in the future.  
 
When a property is deemed desirable for acquisition, the questions pertinent to Tier III come into play. 
Based on how well the parcel meets goals of other jurisdictions, who should acquire the land? Is this a 
partnering opportunity? Should it be acquired fee simple or protected through some other means? 
 
It will be important to this step in the process that Boulder and Weld Counties are familiar with the 
intentions of the City of Longmont through this planning effort. Their support of the City’s effort by the 
Counties should be sought immediately after approval of this plan by the City Council. 
 
The Compilation of Federal, State, and Local Tools for Acquisition, Protection, and 
Implementation/Funding Sources found in the St. Vrain Greenway Master Plan East Corridor Update 
should be referenced to determine an appropriate strategy to protect the resource. This information 
outlines and details regulatory approaches, incentive programs, and outright acquisition techniques that 
can be employed. Common techniques are listed below (techniques that the have been utilized by 
Longmont in the past are marked with an *): 
 
Acquisition Techniques 

• Fee simple purchase* 
• Conservation easement/purchase of development rights (partial interest)* 
• Joint purchase with other entity(s) (undivided interest)* 
• Leaseback or Lease* 
• Donations and gifts (full or partial)* 
• Non-profit acquisition and conveyance to the City 
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Regulatory Protection Techniques 
• Zoning* – large lot, performance, cluster, preservation 
• Exaction 
• Phased Growth 
• Moratorium 
• Transfer of Development Rights (TDR) 

 
Financial Incentives 

• Preferential Assessment 
• Density Bonuses 
• Grants and Loans* 

 
PWNR Staff should meet with PDS Staff to review and evaluate the applicability of the regulatory 
techniques and financial incentives to determine if they are appropriate for use. For any deemed 
appropriate, next steps should be identified for potential implementation. 
 
Even with the tools available, to maximize partnering potential and realize the desires of Longmont 
community members, it may be necessary to obtain additional financial resources. Current input 
revealed that the community may support another ballot initiative or an extension of the current 
initiative; additional discussion relating to future funding opportunities can be found in the Key Issues 
section. 

 
ACQUISITION PROCESS 
Once the City has determined interest in a particular parcel, staff is responsible for evaluation of the 
parcel, using the approach provided in this plan. After the evaluation, staff presents a negotiated deal to 
PRAB for its recommendation to City Council. City Council gives final approval for acquisitions. 
 
PRIORITIZING ACQUISITION BY THE COMMUNITY 
Since the approval of the previous plan, the program has grown and developed through acquisition. 
Knowing that there are still opportunities for acquisition in the area and the cost to maintain lands is 
increasing, several questions regarding acquisition of lands were posed to the community. A survey was 
used to better gauge how the community thought land should be acquired, where they thought it 
should be acquired, and their expectations regarding access and uses on those lands. A summary of this 
information is provided below, and the full results of the community survey are found in Appendices C 
and D. Further information regarding the survey process can be found in the Needs Assessment section 
of this document. 
 
When asked how the resources should be distributed between acquisition, development, and 
maintaining/managing, 40 percent of respondents in the open survey selected “acquiring new open 
space properties,” as compared 32 percent of respondents in the invitation survey (Figure 3). This is not 
the highest response on the invitation sample, but respondents in both surveys favored distributing 
resources toward acquisition and managing/maintaining over development. Participants in the public 
workshops reiterated this finding, noting the need to prioritize acquisition now over other 
opportunities. Participants in the public workshops noted the rising costs of land in the area and the 
threat of other communities buying lands that abut Longmont boundaries.  
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Figure 3: Financial Choices/Future Priorities – Distribution of Resources 

 
 
When asked how adequately resources meet the future needs of Longmont, roughly half said that the 
development of passive recreation (50%) and acquisition of new open space parcels (51%) received too 
little/not enough resources (Figure 4). This was also a concern expressed in the public workshops during 
the open discussion periods and noted on some of the working stations. Some participants felt that this 
update should recommend a focus on acquisition in the short- or midterm. In general, the respondents 
seemed to be in favor of balancing preservation, development, and acquisition, which is consistent with 
the findings from the 2002 surveying effort.  
 
Figure 4: Financial Choices/Future Priorities – Meeting the Needs of Potential Growth 

 
 
 
 
 



 

Open Space Master Plan Update  23 
 

Prioritizing Where Parcels Should Be Acquired 
Participants were also asked to identify priority areas for acquisition (Figure 5). The majority of 
respondents noted the central, northern, and western parts of Longmont as key areas for acquisition. 
While workshop participants also indicated many of these areas, the leadership team noted that there 
were not many opportunities in these areas, or that lands have been acquired by other agencies.  
 
The project team also noted that the respondents to each engagement opportunity seemed to favor 
lands that were the closest to water, reservoirs, and river corridors. During this planning update, and 
after the survey and workshops, the City Council approved acquisitions on the eastern edge of 
Longmont near Union Reservoir. While much of this acquisition falls in a location on the map that was 
not identified as a priority (D1 and D2), these areas are close to water, help support a buffer on the 
eastern edge of Longmont, and help further the vision set forth in Envision Longmont.  
 
During future prioritization efforts, these results should be compared to and analyzed with the Parks, 
Recreation, and Trails Master Plan to ensure further alignment with the City’s planning documents. 
 
Figure 5: Financial Choices/Future Priorities – Priority Areas for Acquisition 
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E. TRAILS  
The 2002 plan included discussion regarding 
comprehensive trails planning. Since then, the 
City has determined that the development and 
planning for trails should be addressed in the 
Park, Recreation, and Trail Master Plan and 
Envision Longmont. Since trails are considered 
an important amenity on open space areas, this 
update only address trails that are, or will be, 
located on the open space lands.  
 
In addition to displaying Open Space lands, the 
2018 Longmont Open Space, Nature Areas, and 
Greenways Map (Figure 1), also shows the 
following eleven greenways:

1. Dry Creek Greenway 
2. Lake McIntosh Greenway 
3. Lefthand Creek Greenway 
4. Longmont Supply Greenway 
5. Lykins Gulch Greenway 
6. Oligarchy Greenway 

7. Rough and Ready Greenway 
8. Spring Gulch #1 Greenway 
9. Spring Gulch #2 Greenway 
10. St. Vrain Greenway 
11. Tri-State Greenway

Additional trails information and planning efforts can be found in the 2014 City of Longmont Parks, 
Recreation, and Trails Master Plan, the 2016 Envision Longmont Multimodal and Comprehensive Plan, 
and the 2018 Longmont Enhanced Multi-Use Corridor Plan. 
 
The general concept for the recreational trail system on open space lands is to provide a multiple-use 
corridor without favoring a specific type of user. Improved trail connections between neighborhoods 
and open space properties, greenways, or regional trails received strong support in the community 
survey. This is consistent with a general philosophy that the intent of the open space trails system will 
be to provide low-impact recreation. This does not mean that the low-impact recreational trails system 
should not augment and be coordinated with the overall multi-use trail system, but the overall system is 
more appropriately addressed by other planning efforts and through other, appropriate funding 
sources.  
 
Trails which are developed on open space lands in general follow guidelines set up in the St. Vrain 
Greenway Master Plan Update (2001) for trail types and cross sections. Cross-sections for these trails 
vary depending on use but are generally eight to eleven feet wide (Figure 6). Surfaces are either crusher 
fines (gravel) or concrete. A crusher fines path that is three feet wide is recommended parallel to all 
concrete trails in this group.  
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Figure 6: Through Trail Cross Section  

 
(The widths referenced within these cross-sections should be considered as suggested minimums only. They are not 
intended to communicate the design standards of the City.) 
 
Additional detail, including cross-sections, materials, and other specifications can be found in the City’s 
Design Standards and Construction Specifications; these standards are currently being updated and will 
contain the most up to date standards for trail development on public property.  
 
Open space trails, which provide connections from residential areas, existing parks, and trails to open 
spaces should follow criteria for the Standard Greenway Trail as outlined in the St. Vrain Greenway 
Master Plan. This trail type is eight to eleven feet in width and either concrete or gravel according to 
location and intensity of use (Figure 7). Future trails along Spring Creek and Left Hand Creek should be 
eight feet wide concrete trails to accommodate frequent users. A thee-foot gravel running shoulder 
should be added adjacent to the concrete trail. Other maintenance standards, such as mowing, should 
be evaluated on a site-by-site basis, taking into consideration the intention of the pathway and impact 
to the natural habitat of the area.  
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Figure 7: Greenway Trail Cross Section  

 
(The widths referenced within these cross-sections should be considered as suggested minimums only. They are not 
intended to communicate the design standards of the City.) 
 
An additional trail type is recommended for use in open space lands, which was not addressed in the St. 
Vrain Greenway Master Plan, and should be addressed in the Design Standards and Construction 
Specifications update. This would be called the backcountry or single-track trail and is utilized under 
certain conditions. Primarily, this is used in situations where the trail accesses somewhat remote wildlife 
viewing areas and natural features, and where the goal of the trail is to offer a more natural experience. 
The cross section for this trail type is native soil with improvements made for trail stabilization and 
erosion control (Figure 8). The trail surfacing may be upgraded in some instances to provide for 
universal accessibility to specific features for example, wildlife-viewing areas where intensity of use may 
be greater. 
 
Costs for these trails vary depending on conditions and the need for culverts, retaining walls, railings, or 
other appurtenances.  
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Figure 8: Backcountry Trail Cross Section  

 
(The widths referenced within these cross-sections should be considered as suggested minimums only. They are not 
intended to communicate the design standards of the City.) 
 
Trail furnishings throughout open space lands should also follow guidelines set forth in the St. Vrain 
Greenway Master Plan Update (2001). Benches, trash receptacles, and signage will be the same or 
similar to those along the St. Vrain Greenway with appropriate adaptations and modifications made for 
more rural and natural settings. For example, the blue color scheme utilized for the Primary Greenway 
might become an earth-toned scheme of greens and browns elsewhere, while the style of the shelters, 
benches, and other furnishings remains unchanged. The goal is to convey to the user that the open 
space and other trails throughout the Longmont community are all part of the same system. As the open 
space lands continue to evolve, PWNR staff could adopt their own design and amenity standards or 
incorporate existing standards in the Design Standards and Construction Specifications update. 
  
Trailheads also need to be a part of the trail system and should be developed in locations where roads 
intersect trails and a suitable pull-out or curb cut can be attained, especially in rural areas. Traffic safety 
for cars entering or exiting the parking area is a primary concern. Some trailheads may consist of little 
more than a safe parking space or two, and appropriate signage. Where greater use is expected, 
additional improvements such as trash bins and toilets may be necessary. Permanent toilets and other 
such structures on open space lands should have an architectural style like the shelters in the St. Vrain 
Greenway standards, except that the color scheme should be earth-tone colors in place of the blue color 
called for there. If portable toilets are included, they should be in a permanent enclosure.  

 
Trails can be implemented in a variety of ways other than fee-simple acquisition of land and the use of 
open space dollars for construction. Partnering with other agencies, including the counties, the state, 
and private developers can stretch limited funds. Easements can be obtained through purchase or land 
dedication requirements. Developers can be required to provide segments of trail on primary greenways 
as part of the Site Plan Approval Process. 
 
Trail management will consist of maintaining trail surfaces and related features such as parking lots and 
furnishings. Regular maintenance will be required for trash bins and portable toilets. Trail maintenance 
will include clearance trimming, and removal of fallen branches, debris, and other obstacles.  
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F. UPDATING KEY MANAGEMENT OPPORTUNITIES 
ORGANIZATION AND OPERATIONS 
Since the 2002 plan, the Longmont Open Space Program 
continues to evolve as an element of the City’s Natural 
Resources Division within the City of Longmont. In order to build 
upon successes and progress that has already been made, steps 
need to be taken to effectively manage program growth, duties, 
personnel requirements, and integration with the rest of the 
City. 
 
The Open Space Program is taking on more land holdings, 
managing more assets, and providing more programs. While this 
was the direction intended for the program, changes in the 
political and social environment have occurred. For example, 
the 2002 update encouraged an integration of the Open Space 
and Trails Program into the Parks and Recreation Division of the 
City. In the last 15 years, the organizational structure of the City 
has changed. The goal of this plan is to be flexible given these 
situational changes, while still providing a community-driven 
direction for the Open Space Program. 
 
The program is continuously faced with a greater variety of tasks to be carried out, more users, and the 
need to balance the activities of nature and people. For example, wildlife, native vegetation, and weeds 
will require science-based management, and there may be a need for specialized equipment, or a 
special permitting process may be required to help manage heavy use. The 2002 plan referenced a need 
to plan appropriately for a shift from funding acquisition to funding management. Planning for this shift 
is something that continues to be important and needs to be balanced with strong support for 
acquisition while lands are still available.  
 
Program Opportunities continue to be in the following core services: 

• Resource Protection 
• Visitor Services/Environmental Education 
• Maintenance 
• Contract Management 
• Public Safety 

 
And supplemented by the following support services: 

• Public Outreach 
• Resource Planning 
• Research and Evaluation 
• Volunteer Management 
• Training 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
Staffing and Administration 

• The PRAB should continue to advise City Council on the preservation, acquisition, and 
management of open space, along with the acquisition, provision, preservation, and 
management of active park and recreation resources.  

 A common board promotes balance for the community in the provision of natural lands 
and active recreation sites, while clearly distinguishing between the two through 
separate and distinct inventories of land types. 

 Equal priority must be given for both the natural land and low-impact or passive 
recreation elements. 

 A commitment to distinct designations and plans for use of acquired lands must be 
made up front. 

 
• A strong relationship must be maintained between the Open Space Program and other parks, 

recreation, and trails related planning efforts, including collaborative planning, staffing, and 
equipment. 

 The Open Space Program should continue to partner with Recreation Services for low-
impact and passive recreation opportunities, and for managing conflict when lands are 
desired to be used for inappropriate activities, or an inappropriate mix of activities. 

 The Open Space Program should continue to partner with Parks and Forestry for 
maintenance and repair of trails, buildings, structures, roads, gates, fences, and signs 
and care for trees. Shared staffing and equipment, with equal priority for natural lands 
and active parks, requires a tracking system to identify deficiencies in staffing, as well as 
contractual back-up, when possible, for high demand times. 

 The Open Space Program should continue to work toward the vision laid out by other 
umbrella documents, like Envision Longmont and the City’s Sustainability Plan.  

 During the next update of this plan, the Open Space Master Plan Update should be 
combined with the Parks, Recreation, and Trails Master Plan.  
 

• A specific effort to coordinate and not duplicate will be necessary among the divisions in the City 
of Longmont. Contracts related to resource elements such as weed management, agricultural 
leases, and others, should be continuously managed, and reviewed to determine the 
appropriate fit within the Open Space Program’s purview.  

 
• A larger volunteer program should be explored. This was identified as an opportunity for the 

Open Space Program to develop deeper programming within the program. In 2015, a grant-
funded volunteer coordinator for the Department was able to accumulate 2,670.75 hours of 
volunteer time, or $62,923 equivalent, according to Independent Sector – a coalition of 
charities, foundations, corporations, and individuals that publishes research important to the 
nonprofit sector.  

 
• A public relations program, with strong information and communications objectives, must be 

pursued. Well-informed users are likely to make better choices and become stewards of the 
land. 
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• Research and evaluation will be necessary for science-based management. A university stipend 
to support research should be considered to better understand acquired lands. 

 
• The Park Ranger Program which was identified as a result of the 2002 Plan and supported by the 

2003 Lake McIntosh Master/Management Plan needs to continue to evolve with the growth and 
increased demands of the system. In the current programs, park rangers focus on visitor 
services, resource protection and environmental education, and law enforcement. They have 
been granted limited commission by the City Manager similar to many of the communities in the 
area (a benchmarking matrix can be found in Appendix E), but their role needs to be 
continuously evaluated. Currently, park rangers are assigned to Union Reservoir and Button 
Rock Preserve. With visitation ever increasing at these two locations, rangers are unable to 
adequately provide services to other Greenway of Nature Areas throughout the City. As a result, 
the City has experienced increased incidences of vandalism its natural areas, increased social 
trail development, increased camping, and increased transient populations, only to name a few 
violations. Options that should also be considered for this effort are limited commissions 
granted by local and partnering jurisdictions like Boulder and Weld Counties. Duties of these 
personnel should complement, but not overlap with duties of other positions in dealing with 
issues such as leash laws and other criminal mischief. 
 

Signage 
Signage for Open Space parcels and trails in general follows the guidelines set forth in the St. Vrain 
Greenway Master Plan Update (2001). Signage is the same or similar to that along the St. Vrain 
Greenway with appropriate adaptations and modifications made for more rural and natural settings. For 
example, the blue color scheme utilized for the Primary Greenway might become an earth-toned 
scheme of greens and browns elsewhere. The goal is to convey to the user that the open space and 
other trails throughout the Longmont community are all part of the same system. 
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Parcels with anticipated access will have a free-standing sign, similar to park signs; however, they will be 
taller and narrower to allow visibility from a distance. The signs should include the property name, open 
space and trails logo, and funding source (Figure 9).  
 
Figure 9: Example Open Space Sign 
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Information kiosks may also be provided as needed (Figure 10). The kiosk is similar design to the Free 
Standing Sign with a shadow box design and protective covering for printed materials. The kiosk should 
contain a locator map of the open space within the Longmont area Park and Open Space system, as well 
as seasonal information or information of specific interest to the parcel. Pamphlets boxes may also be 
provided. 
 
Figure 10: Example Open Space Kiosk 

 
Parcels not open to public access, for example those leased for agriculture or having a conservation 
easement, will be identified by boundary signs on the fence (Figure 11). Information on the sign should 
include a statement indicating that the property is funded by taxpayers to protect uses and is not open 
for public access. It should be identified as an “agricultural preserve” or other notation, as appropriate, 
so the public may understand and appreciate the values of the parcel. 
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Figure 11: Example Boundary Sign 
 

 
 

Parcels acquired jointly with other entities should include logos of all the participating entities. 
 
Trails should be identified with Trail Marker signs like those used along the St. Vrain Greenway with 
minor modifications (Figure 12). This sign will identify appropriate activities allowed on the specific trail. 
 
Figure 12: Example Trail Marker 

 
 
Naming of Properties 
Generally, open space parcels that are not open and accessible by the public will retain the name of the 
property owner from whom the parcel was purchased. Parcels that are open to the public will be named 
and the naming of these parcels should follow the same policy and procedure as for park naming. This 
information is found in the Longmont Municipal Code 13.20.030 Park Naming. Parcels may be named for 
a natural landmark, natural feature, or habitat in the vicinity of the site, or person or family who meets 
one or more criteria for worthiness. 
 
After soliciting public input, the program will present suggestions to the PRAB who will recommend one 
name to City Council. The Council will confirm the park name by resolution. 
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Memorials 
It is common for the public to desire to memorialize a loved one through a memorial bench or tree. To 
avoid a random distribution of memorials throughout the system, appropriate areas should be 
designated, and standardized plaques should be used. The cost of the memorial will be borne by the 
requester. 

 
Policy Development 
 
ISSUE 
Different policies have been set in place as a result of considerations recommended in the 2002 planning 
effort. As with all policies within the program’s purview, these should be evaluated for their 
effectiveness and updated accordingly during the annual review of this plan. Areas for consideration 
addressed previously that should continue to be evaluated include: 

• Special use permits 
• Consideration of open space amenities such as trash containers, security lighting, drinking 

water, and restrooms 
• Hours of operation – sunrise to sunset 
• Closures for agricultural use and seasonal wildlife requirements 

 
SPECIFIC POLICY ISSUES ADDRESSED THROUGH THIS PLANNING PROCESS  
Efforts to identify guiding policies acceptable to the Longmont community regarding specific issues were 
made both during the public workshops and through the community survey. The results of these efforts 
will guide management efforts into the future.  

 
Low-Impact and Passive Recreation 
 
ISSUE 
From the 2002 planning effort: 
 
The Open Space Ordinance identifies “Nature Areas devoted to low-impact recreational uses” as one of 
the criteria for how the open space funding should be used. However, no definition of low-impact 
recreation is present in the ordinance. 
 
As the system has grown, this issue has become more relevant. The survey clearly showed strong 
opinions toward the preservation, conservation, and growth of the system, but in the same regard, 
recreational opportunities were a key area of opportunity to be addressed.  

 
ANALYSIS 
The Open Space Ordinance identifies typical open space functions such as the preservation of natural 
areas, wildlife habitat, and agricultural lands and also allows the funding to be used for District Parks, 
now known as Nature Areas as recently redefined in Envision Longmont.  
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The Parks, Recreation, and Trails Master Plan provides the following definition of Nature Areas, formerly 
District Parks: 

Nature Area, formerly District Parks  
Nature Areas protect and provide access to and enjoyment of important natural, historic, and 
cultural resources, such as viewing wildlife at Union Reservoir, and honoring local veterans at Jim 
Hamm Nature Area. These parks allow for limited recreational uses that fit their unique natural 
characteristics and promote low impact, passive outdoor recreation opportunities. 

 
In the most recent survey, 41 percent of respondents on the invitation survey and 40 percent of 
respondents on the open-link survey identified the development of more recreational opportunities as 
something that would increase their appreciation of the open space system (Figure 13). 
 
Figure 13: Current Usage – Distribution of Resources – Aspects to Increase Appreciation 

  
 
Though the development of additional opportunities was not rated as highly as part of the Vision and 
Values as other priorities and functions in the survey, more direction from staff, the PRAB, and the City 
Council is needed to provide the appropriate balance of uses within the Longmont system (Figure 14), 
especially considering how highly the “development of additional passive recreational opportunities” 
was to increasing the respondents’ appreciation of the system.  
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Figure 14: Values and Vision – Priorities and Functions of Open Space 

 
 
Without a formal definition though, staff is not able to communicate appropriate uses on open space 
areas to the community and cannot justify or prioritize opportunities based on the impact they may 
have on the assets of the system. This planning process attempted to define these recreational 
opportunities within Longmont through multiple channels. 

1. Open Space Public Workshop #2 – Open discussion item. 
During the open discussion of Public Workshop #2, a definition created by staff was presented 
to the community. The intent of the discussion was to see how participants felt about the 
definition presented, and to find appropriate changes/submissions that could be incorporated in 
to a definition that best represents the community of Longmont.  

2. Regional benchmarking – Definition of “passive recreation.” 
In an attempt to further refine the definition of what recreational opportunities are appropriate 
on Longmont’s open space, neighboring communities were engaged in a benchmarking survey 
that included questions regarding their use of a definition for “passive recreation.” In general, 
many communities utilized a definition for opportunities appropriate for their open space 
properties. Definitions varied, but contained similar themes that included: 

• Low/minimal impact or development 
• Non-motorized uses 
• Prioritizing preservation and conservation 
• Provides education and health and well-being 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 
The Program should adopt and communicate/promote a definition of “low-impact or passive 
recreation” as directed by the Open Space Ordinance. The draft definition produced through this 
planning process is: 
 
Low-impact or passive recreation is outdoor recreation that: 

• Requires minimal development on the recreational site 
• Provides educational, health and well-being, restorative, and pleasurable opportunities to 

the public 
• Preserves wildlife and the natural ecosystem of the area, and is environmentally sensitive 
• Focuses on the area in its natural state, minimizing environmental impact 
• Has minimal rules of engagement, coordination, formal programming, etc. 
• Includes non-consumptive uses such as wildlife observation, walking, biking, etc. 
• Emphasizes preservation 

 
The intent of this formal definition to provide direction to staff and promote appropriate uses by the 
public on open spaces in the City.  

 
Dog Management 
 
ISSUE 
This issue was addressed during the previous planning process and did not receive significant concern 
during the update process. The City has current policies in place that seem to be providing sufficient 
balance and appropriate guidance regarding dogs on open space properties.  

 
ANALYSIS 
From the previous planning process: 

60% of those responding to the community survey found having dogs allowed off-leash on open 
space properties to be an inappropriate activity. From comments on the community survey, it 
can probably be safely stated that underlying reasons for this include protection of wildlife, 
intimidation of other users by dogs off-leash, and issues regarding dog excrement.  
 
55% responded that dogs on-leash would be appropriate with another 34%, for a total of 89%, 
believing that dogs on-leash would be appropriate in some cases.  
 
Having no dogs on open space at all was supported by only 23% of the respondents. Another 
42% of the respondents felt no dogs was appropriate in some cases for a total of 65% indicating 
there should be some areas of open space where no dogs are allowed.  
 
Understanding that dog management continues to be a challenge for park, recreation, and open 
space providers across the country, though, “dog management” remains an issue of which staff 
needs to be aware. Dog ownership and the investment in dog-specific infrastructure are 
increasing, and are a major reason why people choose to frequent specific parks and 
recreational areas. In this regard, this update process acknowledges the need for staff to 
continuously evaluate and monitor the effectiveness of their policy. 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 
The philosophy suggested in the last process was: 

• Dogs should not be allowed off leash on open space properties.  
• Dogs should be allowed on-leash in designated areas. 
• There should be designated areas where dogs should not be allowed in order to protect wildlife 

resources and to provide a dog free trail experience.  
 

Staff has done well to address the recommendations regarding dog management found in the original 
plan. Moving forward staff should prioritize the following recommendation:  
 
A comprehensive effort to address the issue of dog management includes: 

• An educational campaign. 
• The creation of a map showing areas for dogs on leash, dogs off-leash, and no dogs areas. 
• The creation of a coalition including local dog owner groups and the Humane Society. 
• Cooperation with Animal Control Units from both the City and the Counties. 
 

This should be a part of the larger communication plan addressed in following sections.  
 

Wildlife 
 
ISSUE 
Preservation of wildlife habitat is identified in the Established Criteria 
found in the Open Space Ordinance. There are strong variances in 
attitudes about certain wildlife, the level of city resources that should 
be applied to addressing these issues, and what role the city should 
play. Prairie dogs, geese, pigeons, deer, and beaver continue to raise 
some level of concern.  
 
ANALYSIS 
Wildlife management was identified as a high priority in the public 
workshops, staff interviews, and the survey. The participants in the 
public workshop discussed the issue from multiple viewpoints. Many 
felt that the open space properties should be used for wildlife habitat 
preservation, while others approached the issue as one of pest control, 
especially considering prairie dogs.  
 
The survey found that preserving wildlife habitat was the third highest priority and function of open 
space properties, and one of the things to address that would increase a respondent’s appreciation of 
open space properties moving forward (Figure 15 and Figure 16).  
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Figure 15: Values and Vision – Important Priorities and Functions of Open Space 

 
 
Figure 16: Current Usage – Distribution of Resources – Aspects to Increase Appreciation 

 
 
Balancing preservation of wildlife with other uses and opportunities on Open Space areas will need to 
be continuously addressed by staff moving forward. The previous plan made recommendations 
regarding wildlife management and preservation, including establishing separate wildlife management 
plans and site-specific management. Staff has continued to follow through with these recommendations 
and will begin the process of updating the current Wildlife Management Plan immediately following this 
planning process.  
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RECOMMENDATIONS 
At the time of this planning process, the City was undergoing a separate Wildlife Management planning 
process to address opportunities within the system. This plan will defer to that planning process 
regarding wildlife management recommendation and policy in the City of Longmont.  
 
Agricultural Lands 
 
ISSUE 
Preservation of agricultural lands is identified in the established criteria found in the Open Space 
Ordinance. The intention and use of agricultural lands varies and is not clear to the public.  
 
ANALYSIS 
Longmont has long valued its agricultural roots and continues to support agriculture in the study area. 
The Open Space Program agricultural preservation efforts support economically viable farming in 
Longmont, preserve cultural landscapes, maintain viewsheds, provide wildlife corridors, and create 
community buffers.  
 
Typically, agricultural lands that are part of the Open Space Program will be larger properties that are 
outside the Longmont Planning Area (LPA). Properties within the LPA may still support smaller scale, 
urban agriculture. These types of agricultural activities can support local food production, small scale 
farming operations, and community supported agriculture.  
 
RECOMMENDATIONS 
The Open Space Program should continue to support a wide variety of programs, large and small, 
throughout the system. Larger opportunities should be evaluated for fit within the system and need to 
support preservation through economically viable farming in Longmont, preserve cultural landscapes, 
maintain viewsheds, provide wildlife corridors, and create community buffers. Smaller scale 
opportunities within the LPA should support local food production, small scale farming operations, 
community supported agriculture, and programming. 
 
Larger communication efforts should be developed to educate the public about the value, purpose, and 
heritage of agricultural lands.  

 
Gravel Mining and Mineral Rights/Oil and Gas Development 
 
ISSUE 
This issue of gravel mining was not addressed during the update process, but mineral rights or potential 
oil and gas production on open space areas was. These continue to be an area of opportunity for the 
Open Space Program to balance the uses of lands in Longmont and potentially identify additional 
sources of funding.  
 
In general, the municipal code strongly supports the development of the Open Space Program within 
the City. There are, though, certain areas where the City must balance conflicting ideologies. One such 
area is oil and gas development. The general philosophies of the Open Space Program and the oil and 
gas initiatives of the City are in conflict. Both need to be supported throughout the system to create an 
appropriate balance of uses, but many supporters of the Open Space Program felt that oil and gas 
initiatives should be restricted or eliminated from open space properties in Longmont.  
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ANALYSIS 
During the update process, many participants in the public workshops noted the importance of mineral 
rights as a way to balance the development of resource production and preservation. It is not in the 
control of the Open Space Program to govern the transfer of these rights, or to determine their 
appropriate use, but the topic of gravel mining and mineral rights is an important consideration on all 
potential lands. The Open Space Program can influence and recommend potential uses, but the City will 
make the ultimate determination of uses and the distribution of funding. 
 
The City’s current municipal code regarding oil and gas development requires: 

• Occupied building setbacks are set at 750 feet – recommended, 500 feet min. 
• Water body setbacks are set at 300 feet. 
• Operations must be closed loop systems. 
• No injection wells are allowed. 
• Ground water quality testing is required. 
• City monitors air quality (voluntary operator cooperation). 
• City continues to monitor sites after wells are plugged and abandoned. 
• 14.04.155. Policy regarding requests for water service for oil and gas purposes. 

 
The City’s general operating philosophy includes: 

• Providing more oversight and increased inspections of oil and gas production/sites. 
• Acquiring all mineral rights that have not been severed, similar to water rights, or attempt to 

include verbiage to minimize or eliminate any or further surface disturbance in the purchase 
contract. 

• Ensuring that the viewsheds within open space areas are kept intact and not disturbed by oil 
and gas wells and other production. 

• Exploring strategies for mineral extraction on City-owned properties, including noise abatement, 
visual mitigation, and encouraging oil and gas operators to tap directly into pipelines to avoid 
transfer and storage issues, thereby reducing truck traffic and associated fugitive emissions. 

 
In an open discussion during public workshop #2, the community voiced concern that the municipal 
code does not do enough to protect the resources on open space lands. Adversely, some members of 
the public felt that the development of oil and gas initiatives on open space should be allowed, and that 
the City should keep working toward providing appropriate balance. Some solutions included: 

• Designating certain properties for oil and gas development, leaving others dedicated to 
preservation 

• Ensuring the revenue generated from oil and gas development on open space was dedicated 
back to the Open Space Program 

• Amending the municipal code to include language specific to open space lands 
 

RECOMMENDATIONS 
Potential land eligible for gravel mining and other mineral rights should be weighed on a case-by-case 
basis using relevant information presented in the City’s planning documents and current circumstances, 
such as funding and other priorities.  
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It is the intention of the Open Space Program to incorporate the City’s Code regrading oil and gas 
development on City Open Space along with the supporting operating philosophy of: 

• Acquiring all minerals rights as well as historical water rights, if available 
• Reimbursing the Open Space Fund with all mineral royalties generated on open space 

properties  
• Requesting agreements in cases where Mineral Right have been severed based on the following 

standards: 
 If no drilling has occurred – Request agreement stipulating no surface disturbance 
 If already drilled – Request an agreement stipulating no further surface disturbance 

• Providing more oversight and increased inspections of oil and gas production/sites, to be paid 
through royalty account 

 
Since the municipal code is written and amended by the City, the Open Space Program does not have 
the authority to restrict development on open space lands. The Open Space Program should continue to 
abide by the municipal code and consider the impact of oil and gas development on each site and 
project; monitoring the codes effect over time can help the program influence future conversations 
regarding amending the code.  
 
Knowing that some community members do not agree with the code, the Open Space Program should 
incorporate information within its communication materials about the benefits of these activities and 
the general direction of the City within its communication material, especially regarding the 
enforcement of oil and gas initiatives. Doing so will maintain the program’s accountability and integrity. 
 
Long Range Management and Maintenance Costs 
 
ISSUE 
Open space land managers recognize the importance of adequately managing land acquired by public 
entities over the long term. This is also recognized by the public, as evidenced through comments 
received at the public meetings and through the community survey. 
 
ANALYSIS 
The previous plan noted that with growth and acquisition comes the responsibility to appropriately 
manage properties. It also calls out the need, in the long term, to shift a focus from acquisition to 
management. While the community still seems to hold acquisition as a high priority, there is also 
sentiment from the current process that shows that this shift is occurring. Many participants, including 
staff, addressed growing concerns with management issues on the current open space properties: short- 
and long-term.  
 
At the time of the last planning process, assumptions and estimates were utilized to paint a scenario of 
need and justify recommendations to appropriately plan for costs moving forward. It also called for 
continued benchmarking against historical data, so that staff can create more accurate projections 
moving forward. Table 1 is a snapshot of Open Space Capital Activity from 2009-2017. Open Space 
Capital Activity refers to the Program’s expenditures as they pertain to acquisition, trail development, or 
routine maintenance. More information regarding expenditures from previous years or more specific 
details about these line items can be found in Department archives and documentation.  
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Table 1: Open Space Capital Activity 

 
 
Noting the importance that management and maintenance will have on the budget in the future, the 
survey was utilized to see where the issue ranked amongst others according to the community.  
 
When compared to other options to address, in Figure 17: “better condition/maintenance of 
properties” ranked 4th in both surveys, with 28 percent of respondents on the invitation link survey and 
21 percent on the open link survey identifying it as an opportunity that would increase the current 
appreciation of open space properties. 
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Figure 17: Current Usage – Distribution of Resources – Aspects to Increase Appreciation 

 
 
Knowing that maintenance costs will continue to increase, the survey also asked participants to respond 
to questions regarding the allocation of resources within the Program.  
 
When asked how the City is performing with the tax dollars allocated to the Open Space Program, Figure 
18 shows that 60 percent of respondents to the survey identified that the amount of resources allocated 
to maintenance was “Just Right:” 
 
Figure 18: Financial Choices/Future Priorities – Perception of Open Space Program’s Spending 

 
 
 
 



 

Open Space Master Plan Update  45 
 

However, when asked how they would distribute the program’s resources amongst maintenance, 
development, and acquisition (Figure 19), respondents allocated the highest average percentage of 
budget toward managing/maintaining/enhancing current Open Space properties (40%), similar to the 
Open Link survey (35%). 
 
Figure 19: Financial Choices/Future Priorities – Distribution of Resources 
 

 
In 2018, the program allocated 25 percent of its $4,000,000 budget to maintenance, an increase from 
12.6 percent in 2017 (and changes on an annual basis due to land acquisitions). Comparing these 
percentages to other communities, the 25 percent is in-line with many of them. Responses varied 
between 20 percent and 40 percent annually, but were also dependent on the age of the system, 
meaning that communities that had previously been allocating resources toward acquisition were seeing 
the shift to allocating resources toward maintenance.  
 
As costs for management and maintenance grow, staff should also continuously evaluate their 
techniques and strategies. This was not identified as an issue during the public process, with many 
noting the quality of work done within the system, but each site or area (See Area Management Plans) 
plan should be reviewed. New strategies should be considered within the operational philosophy of the 
Natural Resources Division and incorporated where appropriate, ensuring alignment with Envision 
Longmont and The Sustainability Plan. 
 
At the time of the previous planning effort, the open space tax was due to sunset in 2020. In 2007, the 
community voted to extend this tax through 2034. While this remains a reliable and dedicated funding 
source, it is not in perpetuity. Many participants in the public workshops wanted to see the tax extended 
in the short-term and increased/dedicated in perpetuity.  
 
RECOMMENDATIONS 
The previous planning effort recommended the following: 

1. Until a more refined study is available, or Longmont is able to determine its own costs, 
assumptions developed through a survey of Front Range agencies should be applied, as 
appropriate, to current and potential open space parcels to determine an operating budget. 

 
2. An appropriate balance will need to be struck between operating and acquisition funding, which 

could result in a policy regarding the amount of money available for each purpose. 
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Now that historical data is available, and a benchmarking survey and community outreach specific to 
allocating resources has been completed, staff can use this information in a number of different ways: 

• Determining the appropriate balance of resource allocation to each site or for the program as a 
whole 

• Determining more accurate costs during annual budget cycles  
• Determining more accurate costs of potential acquisitions or CIP projects 
• Establishing more transparency with the community 
• Integrating the information into the communication efforts of the City to further establish trust 

and advocacy 
 
This material will also be a critical piece of a successful renewal campaign. While renewal of the tax 
should be a consideration of staff in the short-term, the current (as of 2018) timing does not seem 
appropriate for a few reasons, including the relatively recent extension to 2034 and considering that 
multiple bond projects have gone out to the community in recent years. Instead, the City should 
prioritize communicating the impact of the current system and developing communication surrounding 
future needs; building momentum that it has already created to grow the advocacy for open space 
properties in Longmont and developing a campaign to extend the tax should happen closer to the sunset 
of the 2034 tax. More information regarding the economic impact of open space can be found in 
Chapter II.  

 
Area Management Plans 
 
ISSUE 
This issue was not specifically addressed during the update process but continues to be an area of 
opportunity. From the previous plan: 
 
The area for this study is approximately 80 square miles (51,200 acres) and encompasses plowed fields, 
wetlands, canals, roadways and settlements, rural farmsteads, and natural areas. The management of 
different types of open space lands acquired to meet multiple goals will require a variety of approaches. 

 
ANALYSIS 
An area management system allows a higher level of protection to areas with high resource values, a 
higher level of maintenance to areas with high visitor use, recognition of broader management overlays, 
such as comprehensive dog use designations, and identification of other special needs, such as weed 
management. Area management plans will further the ability to predict long-term management and 
maintenance costs. 

 
RECOMMENDATIONS 
As the open space system grows, areas should be defined to accommodate the different needs of the 
lands. The delineation should not be so narrow as to be cumbersome but should function as an efficient 
management tool. 
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An inventory of what exists in each area should be recorded and should include (but should not be limited 
to): 

• Natural/cultural resource values 
• Restoration or rehabilitation needs 
• Activities present or anticipated 
• Maintenance standards 
• Presence of noxious weeds 
• Development present or anticipated 
• Research needs 
• Visitor Capacity 
• Problems or concerns 
• Ecosystem services (flood control, water quality, habitat preservation, etc.) 

 
Costing of ongoing management and maintenance should be developed for each area. Adjacent 
landowners should be invited to participate in the process of developing area management plans. 
 
The following original recommendation regarding this issue continues to be addressed by staff – 
updating inventories, accommodating different needs, evaluating cost efficiencies and best 
management practices, etc.  
 

1. As the open space system grows, areas should be defined to accommodate the different needs of 
the lands as an efficient management tool. An inventory of what exists in each area should be 
recorded, and methods and costing of ongoing management and maintenance should be 
developed for each area. 

 
NEW OPPORTUNITIES IDENTIFIED IN THIS UPDATE 
 
Alignment with Other Planning Efforts 
 
ISSUE 
Planning documents within the City are intended to communicate the overall direction or initiatives of 
the community. While each has its own focus areas, there are planning documents that overlap with the 
Open Space Master Plan Update, specifically: 

• Envision Longmont Multimodal & Comprehensive Plan 
• Sustainability Plan 
• Parks, Recreation, and Trails Master Plan 

 
ANALYSIS 
The intention of the Open Space Master Plan Update document is to act in support of the direction 
intended by the community and its government, and to work in tandem with the other planning 
documents within the community.  
 
Envision Longmont 
Envision Longmont contains guiding principles and goals regarding the direction of the City. Goal 1.8 
specifically addresses parks, recreation, and open space areas, and provides the following direction for 
the open space areas. 
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1.8B of Envision Longmont: 
Continue to expand the City’s network of open space and support the City’s desire to remain a stand-
alone community by: 

• Preserving natural and cultural resources, including but not limited to: range lands, forest lands, 
wildlife habitat, wetlands, agricultural lands, aquifer recharge areas, surface water, and visual 
corridors. 

• Providing urban shaping buffers between or around municipalities or community service areas 
and buffer zones between residential and non-residential development. 

• Providing linkages to trails, access to public lakes, streams and other usable open space lands, 
stream corridors and scenic corridors along existing roadways. 

• Providing for low-impact recreation compatible with resource protection goals. 
 
1.8C of Envision Longmont: 
Continue to work towards completing the greenway system, developing and maintaining a system that: 

• Includes both primary and secondary greenways. 
• Encompasses habitat corridors, waterways, utility corridors, or any other natural or man-made 

open space corridors within the City that can accommodate trail-oriented recreation while 
connecting residential areas to the community’s pedestrian and bike network, parks, schools, 
and other activity centers. 

• Includes adequate and appropriate furnishings and other amenities, such as benches, bicycle 
parking, bicycle repair stations, and recycling/trash collection to support the safety and 
enjoyment of all users. 

• Connects Longmont’s trails and greenways to other regional trails in accordance with the State 
Trails Plan and planned trails in surrounding jurisdictions. 

• Considers alternative ways to fill gaps in the trail system that cannot be filled by primary or 
secondary greenways and that can accommodate a variety of recreational activities, such as 
walking, jogging, and biking. 

• Ensures that recreation connections are coordinated with existing and planned investments in 
the City’s transportation system so that such facilities can accommodate the community’s 
recreational needs, both active and passive, as well as its multimodal transportation needs. 

 
Sustainability Plan 
The City of Longmont Sustainability Plan also contains sections that support the efforts of the Open 
Space Program. While much of the information within the plan can be related to the Program, the 
chapter regarding the Natural Environment (NE) provides specific direction.  
 
Strategies from that chapter where “Open Space” is tasked as the lead are: 

• NE-1 – Work with community partners to promote education and awareness 
• NE-3 – Continue and increase participation in existing volunteer programs 
• NE-4 – Update the Open Space Master Plan 
• NE-5 – Update the Wildlife Management Plan 
• NE-6 – Create and implement a plan to restore and remediate damaged ecologically sensitive 

areas and critical corridors and habitat areas 
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The City’s Sustainability Plan also lists the Sustainability Evaluation System (SES) as the recommended 
tool for evaluation of the sustainability aspects of projects. The SES helps users apply interdisciplinary 
thinking across sustainability-related topic areas and consider important questions that might otherwise 
be overlooked. The SES is intended to be used as early as possible in a project so that sustainability can 
be integrated into decisions from the beginning to avoid having to mitigate a project or decision after 
the fact. The SES provides a structured way to address social, environmental, and economic 
considerations in order to help make more informed and transparent decisions about plans, projects, or 
programs. 
 
A review of sustainability topics related to the Open Space Master Plan was completed by a team made 
up of City staff from the Public Works & and Natural Resources Department, the Planning and 
Development Services Department and the rest of the TAC.  
 
The categories and topics in the SES are aligned with and support the goals and policies in the Envision 
Longmont plan and the Sustainability Plan. The categories (shown in bold) and topics are as follows: 
 
Best Practices (Organizational)  

Alignment  
Integration  
Partnerships  
Stakeholder engagement  

Best Practices (Assets and Infrastructure)  
Adaptability  
Commissioning  
Ongoing monitoring & evaluation  
Long‐term maintenance and repair  
Reliability  
Infrastructure Resilience  

Best Practices (Financial)  
Debt ratios  
Funding of capital costs  
Operations & Maintenance (O&M) cost 
recovery  
Rate impacts  

Buildings and Infrastructure  
Accessibility  
Ambient light and noise  
Cultural and historic preservation  
Development footprint  
Floodplain protection  
Heat island effect  
Housing options  
Indoor air quality  
Infill or redevelopment  
Low impact development (LID)  
Public spaces  
Scale and massing  
Site compatibility  

Vegetation  
Wayfinding  

Energy  
Alternative fuels  
Energy efficiency  
Renewable energy  
Embodied energy  

Transportation  
Bicyclists and pedestrians  
Freight delivery systems  
Level of service  
Parking  
Transit  
Vehicle miles traveled (VMT)  

Community and Individual Well‐being   
Arts and culture  
Crime and law enforcement  
Diversity and rights  
Education  
Environmental justice  
Food and nutrition  
Hazard mitigation  
Health and human services  
Safety features  
Sense of community  
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Economic Vitality  
Business development  
Affordable housing  
Jobs  
Local commodities and services  
Economic Resilience  

Materials and Waste  
Deconstruction/reuse  
Environmentally responsible materials  
Waste  
Natural Environment  
Agricultural lands  
Air quality  
Aquatic habitat  
Climate adaptation  

Ecological connectivity  
Natural floodplains  
Greenhouse gas emissions (GHG)  
Tree Canopy  
Wildlife and habitat  

Water Resources  
Irrigation efficiency  
Water conservation  
Water source protection  
Water management  

Water Quality  
Watershed health  
Pollution control  
Stormwater management

 
A full listing of recommendations from this process can be found in Appendix F. 
 
Since this Master Plan Update utilizes the structure and format of the previous Open Space Master Plan, 
these specific recommendations are not called out in the body of this document, but the Open Space 
Program is currently taking action to complete or support each of these recommendations. While these 
may be completed in the short-term, actions should be continuously evaluated for fit within this plan. 
This process should continue through the life of the Open Space program. 
 
Parks, Recreation, and Trails Master Plan 
This planning effort updated some of the elements previously found in the Open Space and Trails 
Master Plan.  
 
During the 2014 Parks, Recreation, and Trails Master Plan process, it was determined that the plan 
should contain the trails master plan for the City. As such, the trails portion of this plan relates to the 
development of trails on open space properties; it also provides direction for regional linkages, missing 
links, and other connections that may be constructed using open space funding.  
 
RECOMMENDATIONS 
With the intention of this document being to act in support of the direction of the City, each plan should 
be considered when determining the appropriate allocation of funding, priority projects, and 
appropriate implementation strategies. This is also an opportunity to communicate the City’s and 
program’s direction by creating messaging that incorporates how and why resources are allocated, and 
the collaborative efforts between Departments.  
 
The Vision/Goals of the Open Space Program are “Out of Date” 
 
ISSUE 
The previous planning process took place in 2002. During the last sixteen years, the community has 
evolved and grown. It was noted during the initial public workshop that the mission and vision of the 
program was “out of date.” 
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ANALYSIS 
The previous planning effort called for an update every five years to ensure that the direction of the 
Open Space Program continued to be in line with the community. Though five year updates have not 
occurred, staff has done well to stay on target with meeting the community’s needs and expectations. 
The community did not feel that the vision and goals were incorrect or out of line with the community 
values, they felt that they could be updated to help lead Longmont into the next decade.  
 
During Open Space Public Workshop #2, the community was asked to have an open discussion regarding 
the vision and goals of the Open Space Program and then invited to participate in a visioning exercise as 
one of the stations within the workshop. At the visioning station, participants were asked to brainstorm 
thoughts and ideas that best capture their vision for the Open Space Program. A summary of this station 
can be found in Appendix G. Staff and the TAC were also engaged in a process to further refine these 
guiding messages. 
  
RECOMMENDATIONS 
Update the Vision and the Goals of the Open Space Program to reflect the following: 
 

 
 

Connecting our community with our natural resources by: 
• Furthering our community identity 
• Protecting our resources  
• Respecting our environment 
• Balancing our growth 
• Providing experiential opportunities 
• Educating a new generation of stewards 
• Protecting what we value 
• Promoting a “Sustainable and Resilient Longmont” today 

 
Goals: 

1. Preserve and Enhance Our Natural and Cultural Resources 
Preserve and enhance natural areas, wildlife habitat and movement corridors, wetlands, 
agriculture, and visual corridors. Conserve natural resources including, but not limited to, forest 
lands, grass lands, agricultural lands, aquifer recharge areas, and surface water.  
 

2. Acknowledge and Support Other Planning Efforts and Potential Collaborations 
Implement greenway and open space policies and strategies of Envision Longmont and integrate 
efforts with the Parks & Recreation Master Plan, the Sustainability Plan, and other community 
plans.  
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3. Shape the Identity of Longmont 
Provide urban shaping buffers between municipalities and use appropriate signage to identify 
the open space and trails system within the city.  
 

4. Provide Connections 
Connect neighborhoods to open space through linkages and trails away from noise and traffic 
where possible, providing regional connections and access to public lakes, streams corridors, 
other usable Open Space lands, and scenic corridors.  
 

5. Provide Passive, Low Impact Recreation Compatible with Resource Protection Goals 
Complement the active recreation available on the City’s parkland with low-impact recreational 
and educational opportunities, building appreciation of, and stewardship for, what the open 
space has to offer, while protecting this asset. Providing opportunities to interact with these 
open space areas, such as hiking, biking, bird watching, fishing, picnicking, or simply enjoying 
nature, is critical to maximizing the benefits that open space provides. 
 

6. Embrace Public Engagement  
Provide community-wide awareness and education about Longmont’s open space lands and 
resources while engaging the public to gain input and provide opportunities for stewardship. 
Promote learning about the natural and cultural heritage and collaborative efforts to preserve 
and enhance public lands through efforts like the presence of rangers, programming, and 
marketing efforts. 

 
7. Ensure Funding to Fulfill the Vision 

Seek additional funding sources while open space is still available to be acquired and continue to 
develop a secure and sustainable funding stream for the future. Ensure an appropriate balance 
of maintenance and operation funding to properly care for acquired lands.  

 
City Cannot Acquire Buffering Parcels Alone 
 
ISSUE 
The City is directed and guided by the vision of being a “free-standing” community, meaning that it 
intends to create buffers, mainly using open spaces or other lands, to keep development in neighboring 
jurisdictions from encroaching on the City. The Open Space program does not have the dedicated 
funding to purchase all of the surrounding lands, and may need to find additional sources of income.  
 
ANALYSIS 
Since the program has a dedicated, but limited (by the 2034 sunset), funding mechanism, staff needs to 
prioritize balancing its resources among acquiring new lands, developing properties, and maintaining 
what’s already being managed. If it is directed to expedite the process of acquiring lands, the program 
could risk not having enough funding for future maintenance; alternative funding strategies to fund the 
acquisition of lands should be developed.   
 
One strategy that was identified by the community, staff, and the TAC was partnering with neighboring 
agencies to acquire and maintain adjoining properties. Challenges to this strategy include defining which 
agency would own or operate the land, how much each community would invest, and what the 
intended use of the land should be.  
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RECOMMENDATIONS 
Since this plan will be presented to the councils of neighboring communities, the City should also use 
this opportunity to discuss potential partnerships, specifically regarding acquisition. The City should also 
identify potential partners during the annual review and implementation process. 
Awareness and Education 
 
ISSUE 
A sentiment expressed during the information gathering process was that the community is generally 
uninformed regarding the Open Space Program. This was a common theme when discussing various 
topics: 

• Priority acquisitions/projects 
• Maintenance/management 
• The general purpose of open space in Longmont 
• Appropriate uses of open space lands (recreationally, administratively, etc.) 
• The differentiation of parks and open space 
• Opportunities within the system 
• The value and impact of open space to the community’s economic health and well-being 

 
ANALYSIS 
(This analysis focuses on the general communication practices of the Open Space Program. Marketing 
and communication opportunities regarding trails, appropriate uses, and open space signage are 
addressed in a separate section of this document.) 
 
Participants in both public workshops expressed concern that the Open Space Program did not 
communicate or market itself well enough creating multiple issues ranging from management or user 
conflicts to low advocacy and general underappreciation of the Program’s efforts. While this sentiment 
was not directly explored on the survey, similar or like themes were identified. 
 
When asked how familiar participants are with the open space areas in the City of Longmont, Figure 20 
shows that over 95 percent of respondents on each survey noted that they were very or somewhat 
familiar with the spaces. The open-link survey shows a higher response of “very familiar.” This is 
consistent with surveying trends in that open-link respondents generally have more familiarity with the 
agency than respondents to the invitation sample.  
 
Figure 20: Demographics – Familiarity with Nature Areas within the City of Longmont 
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This finding alone does not call for increased communication efforts on the part of the City; having 95 
percent of respondents identifying as at least “somewhat familiar” is very good. If compared to other 
questions specific to communication, like rating the effectiveness of communication from the City 
(Figure 21), this opportunity becomes more apparent.  
 
Figure 21: Communication – Effectiveness of Reach by the City of Longmont 

 
 
 
When coupled with the question regarding what the City could address to increase the appreciation of 
open space areas (Figure 22), where 34 percent of respondents on the invitation survey, and 28 percent 
of respondents on the open-link survey (top 5 responses on both surveys) felt that increasing 
communication and awareness would increase their appreciation, this becomes a priority opportunity 
for the Open Space Program in the short-term. 
 
Figure 22: Current Usage – Distribution of Resources – Aspects to Increase Appreciation 
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Challenges with increasing communication efforts regarding the Open Space Program come in the form 
on dedicated staff time and expertise. The City does have communications staff members who help 
promote all of the City’s offerings, but it does not have a dedicated resource for the Open Space 
Program. The communication opportunity and the size of the Open Space Program may not call for 
dedicated staff members, but there should be a more concentrated effort to promote the Open Space 
Program.  
 
Keys to successful communication and marketing campaigns include identifying key target audiences, 
key messages, and key communication channels. Channels that were identified by the survey are seen in 
Figure 23. Internet channels (e-mail, website, and social networking) are highly rated, as well as on 
location opportunities, which would include signage, park rangers, visitor centers, and programs.  
 
Figure 23: Communication – Best Way to Receive Information 

 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS 
Moving forward with the goal of extending the tax initiative, the Open Space Program should consult 
with the Communications and Marketing staffs of PWNR to strategize ways to build the advocacy for the 
Open Space Program through key messages to include: 

• The vision and goals of the Open Space Program 
• Developing programming to increase user engagement and education 
• The purpose, intent, and prioritization for all projects (capital, wildlife, preservation, etc.) 
• Increasing interpretive signage 
• Communicating the economic value of Longmont’s open space  

The following chapter provides language and content regarding the economic value of open 
space. The chapter categorizes the economic value in numerous ways (Environmental, Monetary, 
and Health and Wellness), and provides a base of information for the program to use moving 
forward. 





 

Open Space Master Plan Update  57 
 

II. THE VALUE OF OPEN SPACE IN 
LONGMONT 
 
There is a deep and growing base of research and literature showing that public parks and open spaces 
can and do directly impact the quality of life in communities. Cities are viewing parks and natural areas 
as critical local infrastructure, assets that constituents want, need, and are willing to support. 
Communities that have strategically invested in land preservation and the development of large 
(acreage-wise) open space systems are now serving as national models for others seeking to 
thoughtfully expand and maintain their public parks and open space systems. These cities with robust 
open spaces and diverse outdoor recreation opportunities attract and retain residents who find 
tremendous value in having access to open spaces. In regular studies and articles about the best, 
happiest or healthiest cities to live in, media and news organizations, such as Time magazine and 
Business Insider, find that communities with robust opportunities for people to participate in fitness and 
recreation activities outdoors, consistently rank very highly as healthy and desirable places to live. 
 

A. ENVIRONMENTAL BENEFITS OF OPEN SPACE  
The preservation of 
open space is a key 
component in 
protecting natural 

resources and biodiversity, and 
mitigating storm damage. Public open 
spaces also serve as venues that facilitate 
engagement with nature. The overall 
environmental benefits of conserving 
natural landscapes are well documented 
and include the facts that natural 
systems support biodiversity and help 
filter the air we breathe and water we 
drink. Over the past several decades, 
public agencies and partners have 
expanded their conservation strategies to not only include seeking to protect lands of critical 
environmental value, but to create connected “greenway systems” of preserved lands and “green 
infrastructure.” 1  
 
Public parks and recreation agencies have a critical role to play as stewards of the environment and 
resources that build connections between people and nature. The National Recreation and Park 
Association emphasizes this message through incorporating “Conservation” as one of their three pillars, 
or key focus areas where parks and recreation agencies can have a major impact in fostering community 
quality of life.  
 

                                                            
 
1 https://www.planning.org/cityparks/briefingpapers/greeninfrastructure.htm, accessed 3/2018 

According to the American Planning Association: 
• Creating an interconnected system of parks and 

open space is manifestly more beneficial than 
creating parks in isolation. 

• Cities can use parks to help preserve essential 
ecological functions and to protect biodiversity. 

• When planned as part of a system of green 
infrastructure, parks can help shape urban form 
and buffer incompatible uses. 

• Cities can use parks to reduce public costs for storm 
water management, flood control, transportation, 
and other forms of built infrastructure. 

 

https://www.planning.org/cityparks/briefingpapers/greeninfrastructure.htm
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According to the National Parks and Recreation Association, some of the key benefits of conservation 
and environmental stewardship are:  

• Parks and public lands in the United States are the largest source of publicly accessible open 
space, and critical to quality of life for all Americans. “The quality of life for every person in 
every community is improved by clean, green, and accessible parks and open spaces.” 

• Maintaining carbon-reducing landscapes (such as forests and wetlands) cleans air and water, 
reduces stormwater runoff, preserves aquifer health, and protects wildlife habitat.  

• The return on investment from protecting open space is estimated to be 100 to 1 from 
ecosystem services that benefit people.2 

• Engaging and connecting children with nature and providing education and volunteer 
opportunities and interpretative programs for people of all ages can help create a better 
understanding of the natural world and develop an environmental stewardship ethos in the 
community.  
 

NATURAL RESOURCE AND HABITAT CONSERVATION 
In addition to the many social and economic benefits of public open spaces, the conservation of natural 
resources and landscapes, and the ecological functions they serve the public benefit to degrees that are 
hard to calculate. Natural systems clean the air we breathe and water we drink; healthy soils are the 
source of the food we eat and are home to ecosystems that support biodiversity. The National 
Recreation and Park Association cites a study from the Gund Institute for Environmental Economics at 
the University of Vermont. According to the Environmental Law Institute, “the greatest threats to 
wildlife and biodiversity in the United States are habitat destruction, degradation, and fragmentation, 
purchasing land outright or protecting it through the acquisition of a conservation easement ensures the 
protection of lands important for habitat.”3 Through their roles in the community, parks and recreation 
agencies are well-positioned to be leaders in preserving natural lands, conserving natural resources, 
practicing and educating others about sustainability and environmental stewardship, and providing 
opportunities for people to engage with nature.  

 

                                                            
 
2 https://www.nrpa.org/our-work/Three-Pillars/role-of-parks-and-recreation-in-conservation/, accessed 4/2018 
3 https://www.eli.org/research-report/nature-open-space-programs-linking-land-protection-and-biodiversity-conservation, 
accessed 3/2018 

National Recreation and Park Association Conservation Task Force 
Top 10 Recommendations for Public Park Agencies: 

1. Take a leadership role in the community to promote conservation.  
2. Lead by example in employing best management conservation practices in parks.  
3. Protect natural resources in parks and in the community.  
4. Forge partnerships that foster the mission of conservation.  
5. Create sustainable landscapes that demonstrate principles of conservation.  
6. Engage youth in conservation.  
7. Involve volunteers in conservation and stewardship.  
8. Establish a strategic land acquisition strategy.  
9. Conserve energy in all ways.  
10. Utilize technology to promote conservation.  

https://www.nrpa.org/our-work/Three-Pillars/role-of-parks-and-recreation-in-conservation/
https://www.eli.org/research-report/nature-open-space-programs-linking-land-protection-and-biodiversity-conservation
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FLOOD MITIGATION AND 
COMMUNITY RESILIENCE  
Developing a stronger and more 
proactive program for flood mitigation 
and hazard management has been a 
focus in Longmont over the past five 
years. The flooding Longmont 
experienced in 2013 resulted in a 
strengthened focus on improving the 
community’s resiliency to flooding and 
other emergencies. Since that time the 
city has invested in multiple programs to 
improve residents’ knowledge of 
flooding and implement programs and capital improvements enhance the capacity of stream corridors 
and floodplains to absorb floodwaters and abate damage to public and private properties. Acquiring or 
otherwise preserving natural lands in and around flood plains areas, stream corridors, and wash areas 
for conservation purposes should be key part of any flood risk abatement program. Conservation of 
open space in such areas provides multiple benefits including:  

• Limiting future development in flood prone areas, reducing risk to life and property in the event 
of future floods. 

• Allowing the natural landscape to absorb flood waters and storm damage.  
• It is less costly to construct, operate, and maintain than man-made flood control infrastructure.  
• Preserved land in floodplains can be developed with minimal basic infrastructure to serve 

complimentary outdoor recreation functions. Floodplains and river corridors can be great 
locations for viewing wildlife and/or hiking and biking trails.  

 

 “A remedy for a flooding problem can also be a remedy 
for some other local concerns and vice versa. Finding 
ways to combine solutions to these problems can be the 
key to simultaneously improving life in the community 
and alleviating flooding. A low-lying area converted to 
public space could fulfill that purpose and also provide 
needed storage for stormwater to alleviate flooding of 
nearby homes or businesses.”  
 
FEMA: Reducing Damage from Localized Flooding: A 
Guide for Communities 



 

60 City of Longmont, Colorado 
 

CREATING BUFFERS AND PRESERVING COMMUNITY IDENTITY 
Open space preservation can be a powerful tool for a community to utilize to shape its future, through 
preserving elements of its landscape, including natural features and agricultural lands, as well as sites 
important to cultural and social history of the community. As part of a community’s system of green 
infrastructure, public parks, and protected open space areas can, and in many cases purposefully do, 
preserve the natural and cultural features of a community that make it unique. Scenic vistas, unique 
landscapes, and sites of cultural and historical significance set in public lands add interest to users and 
celebrate local identity.  
 
CULTURAL, HISTORIC SITES, VISTAS, AND LANDSCAPES, ETC., BUFFER FROM OTHER 
COMMUNITIES 
Protected open space areas and parks can also serve as “buffers” that separate incompatible land uses 
and aid in steering future local land development. Open space land conservation strategies also often 
seek to further the protection of natural resources, like wetlands or streams, through targeted 
acquisition or easement protection of lands located adjacent to or near such resources to further 
separate them from land development activities.  
 

B. ECONOMIC BENEFITS OF OPEN SPACE  
VALUE THROUGH ECOSYSTEM SERVICES  
According to the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, the most economical way to absorb 
and clean water is to protect existing forests and wetlands.4 Over the past ten to twenty years, 
academics and institutions have produced a number of studies and reports regarding the value of 
natural resource land conservation. The non-profit Trust for Public Land refers to their measure and 
analysis of the economic benefits of land conservation as “Conservation Economics.” Through their 
studies, the Trust has shown that for every dollar invested in land conservation, the public sees a four to 
ten dollar return from the ecosystem services, social, and economic benefits provided by conserved 
land.5 In Colorado, the Trust for Public Land studied the value the public was receiving through the 
State’s conservation easement programs. The study “A Return on Investment: The Economic Value of 
Colorado’s Conservation Easements” was released in 2009 and estimated that public investment in 
conservation easements alone were generating a 6:1 return on investment.6 
 

                                                            
 
4 https://coast.noaa.gov/data/docs/digitalcoast/gi-econ.pdf, accessed 3/2018 
5 https://www.tpl.org/how-we-work/fund/conservation-economics#sm.0001baepx07ksejiw5a2qwsqa5i8l, accessed 4/2018 
6 https://www.tpl.org/sites/default/files/cloud.tpl.org/pubs/benefits-CO-easements-taxcredit.pdf, accessed 4/2018 

https://coast.noaa.gov/data/docs/digitalcoast/gi-econ.pdf
https://www.tpl.org/how-we-work/fund/conservation-economics#sm.0001baepx07ksejiw5a2qwsqa5i8l
https://www.tpl.org/sites/default/files/cloud.tpl.org/pubs/benefits-CO-easements-taxcredit.pdf
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VALUE OF OUTDOOR RECREATION  
Nationally, outdoor recreation is a major economic driver. 
In their 2017 “Outdoor Recreation Economy” report, the 
Outdoor Industry Association, a national outdoor industry 
trade organization, estimated that $887 billion is spent 
annually by consumers in the United States on outdoor 
recreation. This spending supports the jobs of over seven 
million residents and generates over $65 billion in federal 
tax revenue and over $59 billion in state and local tax 
revenues.7  
 
In Colorado, an estimated 71 percent of residents participate in outdoor recreation activities annually. 
This high level of participation sustains 229,000 directly related jobs and generates $28 billion in annual 
consumer spending.8 
 
In its January 2018 report “The Economic Benefits of Great Outdoors Colorado (GOCO) and the 
Conservation Trust Fund (CTF)”9 the Trust for Public Land sought to measure the economic value of the 
State’s lottery-proceed funded programs that create and support public outdoor recreation 
opportunities. Through its study, the Trust concluded that the investments made in outdoor recreation 
through GOCO and CTF have delivered wide and diverse economic returns, including, but not limited to:  

• Job Creation and Economic Activity: nearly 12,000 jobs, and $500 million in labor income over 
the past 10 years. 

• Leveraging Other Funds: GOCO and CTF funds are used to leverage outside matching grants. 
Over the program’s lifespan, every GOCO dollar invested in a project attracts an additional 
$2.31; every CTF dollar invested attracts at least $2.43 in outside investment.  

• Attracting Tourism: Most people visit Colorado for its scenic landscape and outdoor recreation 
opportunities. An estimated 15 percent of leisure visitors come specifically to participate in 
outdoor recreation, and these tourists spend $1.2 billion annually while visiting the state.  

• Propelling Economic Development: Open space, trails, and other recreation opportunities 
contribute to the high-quality life in Colorado which attracts businesses and employees to the 
state. GOCO and CTF supported recreation opportunities entice/support spending on sporting 
goods, which supports over 1,500 businesses and nearly 15,000 jobs. Spending on sporting 
goods in Colorado generates over $4 billion in sales.  
 

POSITIVE EFFECTS ON LOCAL REAL ESTATE VALUES  
While the presence of public parks and open spaces in communities is attractive to tourists and outdoor 
recreation participants, home and real property values also tend to be positively impacted when located 
near parks. In its City Parks Forum Briefing Paper “How Cities Use Parks for Economic Development,”10 
the American Planning Association discussed five key points to support its position that investing in 
parks yields economic benefits for communities. 

                                                            
 
7 https://outdoorindustry.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/04/OIA_RecEconomy_FINAL_Single.pdf, accessed 4/2018 
8 https://outdoorindustry.org/state/colorado/, accessed 4/2018 
9 https://www.tpl.org/economic-benefits-great-outdoors-colorado-and-conservation-trust-
fund#sm.0001baepx07ksejiw5a2qwsqa5i8l, accessed 4/2018 
10 https://www.planning.org/cityparks/briefingpapers/economicdevelopment.htm, accessed 4/2018 

“Communities across Colorado recognize 
that outdoor recreation supports health, 
contributes to a high quality of life and—
perhaps most importantly—attracts and 
sustains employers and families. Investing 
in outdoor infrastructure attracts 
employers and active workforces, 
ensuring those communities thrive 
economically and socially.” 
Outdoor Industry Association  

https://outdoorindustry.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/04/OIA_RecEconomy_FINAL_Single.pdf
https://outdoorindustry.org/state/colorado/
https://www.tpl.org/economic-benefits-great-outdoors-colorado-and-conservation-trust-fund#sm.0001baepx07ksejiw5a2qwsqa5i8l
https://www.tpl.org/economic-benefits-great-outdoors-colorado-and-conservation-trust-fund#sm.0001baepx07ksejiw5a2qwsqa5i8l
https://www.planning.org/cityparks/briefingpapers/economicdevelopment.htm
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1. Real property values are positively affected – investment in parks increases the value of 
properties located nearby.  

2. Municipal revenues are increased – as property values rise, so do their property taxes. Park 
users and tourists also spend on retail goods and services, like admission fees, sports 
equipment, fuel, and hotel room stays.  

3. Affluent retirees are attracted and retained – more retirees are living active lifestyles and 
seeking out communities that support their lifestyle. This demographic brings with them 
disposable income, and their tax payments fund services, like schools, that they may not utilize, 
which benefits the community at-large.  

4. Knowledge workers and talent are attracted to live and work – employees in technology and 
other “knowledge” based industries prefer to live in places that provide diverse outdoor 
recreation opportunities.  

5. Homebuyers are attracted to purchasing homes – if given the option, most people would choose 
to live in a home near a park or open space rather than in one that was not. People are also 
willing to pay somewhat more for a house located near a park.  
 

Further supporting 
the position that parks 
are a good investment 
in terms of delivering 
economic and real 
estate value in 
communities are the 
results of studies 
completed by trade 
organizations 

including the National Association of Realtors and National 
Association of Home Builders. Findings from surveys 
completed by these groups indicate that prospect buyers, 
from young families to retirees, want to live in walkable 
communities with access to parks, open spaces, and 
recreation opportunities. A more targeted economic study 
completed in 2016 by Trust for Public Land of the Great 
Rivers Greenway, a regional parks and trails district located in 
the St. Louis metropolitan area, sought to gauge how well the 
Greenway’s parks and trail system was generating social and 
economic benefits. This study found that property value was 
affected by two factors relevant to parks and greenways – 
proximity and quality.11 
 
 
 
 
  

                                                            
 
11 https://www.tpl.org/sites/default/files/files_upload/GRG%20report_final_low-res.pdf, accessed 4/2018 

“Parks are a good financial 
investment for a community. 
Understanding the economic 
impacts of parks can help 
decision makers better evaluate 
the creation and maintenance of 
parks.”  
American Planning Association 

“In our community, parks are at the 
center of helping us address all sorts of 
health issues common in urban areas. 
Like many other cities in America, we’re 
seeing an epidemic of childhood obesity, 
especially among our low-income 
residents. One way we’re fighting this is 
through our parks. They offer kids a 
chance to run around and play outdoors, 
as well as programs that give them 
access to healthy meals. And as we 
rebuild our tree canopy and improve our 
green spaces, we’re bringing relief to 
residents who suffer from asthma at one 
of the highest rates in the country. But 
parks are not all about solving problems. 
In a city like Hartford, where many 
families struggle to make ends meet, our 
parks are stress-reducers and vacation 
destinations. Places where people can 
relax, recharge, and spend real quality 
time with their friends and families.” 
 
Mayor Pedro Segarra 
Hartford, Connecticut 
 
From the National Park and Recreation 
Association’s “Making the Case: Parks 
and Health” 

https://www.tpl.org/sites/default/files/files_upload/GRG%20report_final_low-res.pdf
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• Quality: Attractive parks, open spaces, and recreation opportunities with public access generally 
raise nearby property values. While measures of “quality” in a park are subjective and 
conditions in parks change over time, the Trust’s study found that people are willing to pay a 
premium for homes with easy access to a beautiful park, trail, bicycle path, or greenspace. Less 
attractive or poorly maintained parks may create marginal value increases, no increase in value, 
or decline in value of nearby properties if the park is known to be more of nuisance rather than 
an amenity.  

• Proximity: Generally, the closer a home is located to an attractive public park or recreation 
amenity, the more the property’s value is increased by the park. The Trust’s study reviews 
findings from analysis completed by the National Association of Realtors and others that reach 
this conclusion. Where the findings differ slightly is in how far and to what extent the positive 
value impact of a park on nearby properties extends. The Trust for Public Land concluded that 
value of properties within the first 500 feet from a desirable park or recreation amenity see the 
most benefit.  
 

Communities that place a high value on open space can steer land use and development patterns that 
favor and promote the conservation of natural areas. Common tools used by public agencies to 
prioritize open space conservation include, but are not limited to:  

• Planning, land use, and zoning regulations that only allow uses that are compatible with the 
natural conditions of the site. 

• Cluster development regulations or incentives. 
• Tax incentives for open space conservation. 
• Smart growth and sustainable development goals in comprehensive plans.  
• Programs to support the acquisition of conservation easements or purchase of development 

rights. 
 

C. PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELLNESS VALUE  
Public entities, often with parks and recreation agencies taking the leading 
role, are typically the key providers and stewards of lands and amenities that 
provide opportunities for all populations to be active outdoors and to engage 
with nature close-to-home. According to the National Recreation and Park 
Recreation Association, parks and recreation offer an “affordable and 
accessible solution” to combat public health issues such as rising rates of 
serious diseases, obesity, and other issues associated with an increased 
prevalence of sedentary lifestyles and poor health choices of Americans.12 The 
positive effects that getting outdoors and being active in greenspaces can 
have on a person’s physical and mental well-being are so widely recognized 
that the medical community encourages people to get outside and be active, 
through insurance incentives and programs like ParkRx, in which doctors issue 
patients prescriptions to exercise outside to help improve their health.  
 
 
 

                                                            
 
12 https://www.nrpa.org/our-work/Three-Pillars/role-of-parks-and-recreation-on-health-and-wellness/, accessed 5/2018 

https://www.nrpa.org/our-work/Three-Pillars/role-of-parks-and-recreation-on-health-and-wellness/
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Public parks, natural areas, and open spaces and their trail systems provide ideal and diverse 
opportunities to walk, hike, bike, and enjoy nature, and are sought out for such. With walking, biking, 
and other trail-based activities consistently ranking among the top fitness and recreation activities in 
which Americans participate, the health benefits of trails can have far-reaching positive impacts on local 
public health.  
 
LONGMONT’S OPEN SPACE KEEPS RESIDENTS HEALTHY 
Spending time outside is an important part of staying healthy. Social reformers of the 1800s believed 
that providing places for people to get a break from the urban environment would be good for their 
health and spirit. Recent research has proven this to be true. Benefits from spending time in nature--
whether in parks, greenways, or open space--include quicker recovery from stress and anxiety, 
improved memory, better focus and attention span, a stronger immune system, reduction in cardio-
vascular problems, healthier body weight, sharper vision, and increased longevity.13 Longmont’s open 
space provides a place where residents can have access to the health benefits of spending time 
outdoors. 
 
Researchers have also found that being outside in nature can make you 
happier.14 A key finding of this research is that having a diverse choice of 
activities to participate in outside is more important than the duration of 
time spent there when it comes to being happy. Thus, providing a variety 
of things to do in open space, such as hiking, biking, fishing, being with 
friends, or simply relaxing is critical to maximizing the benefits that open 
space provides.  
 
The 2008 “Physical Activity Guidelines for Americans Summary” published 
by the Office of Disease Prevention and Health Promotion recommends 
that adults get 2.5 hours per week of moderate physical activity. Moderate 
physical activity is defined as that which causes a person to burn off three 
to six times as much energy as they would simply sitting still.15 The Centers 
for Disease Control identifies biking or walking in the manner engaged in 
on open space trails as moderate physical activity.16 Thus, when Longmont residents visit open space to 
walk or hike, the time they spend counts toward their recommended weekly amount of moderate 
physical activity. When they involve more challenging terrain or more intense effort, hiking and biking 
are considered to be vigorous activities, which allows a person to meet their weekly activity levels even 
more quickly—bringing the recommended amount for adults down to 1.5 hours per week. 
 
 

                                                            
 
13 Sprouse, Sydney (2017). 10 Reasons why being outside is important. Ask The Scientists. Retrieved April 23, 2018 from 
https://askthescientists.com/outdoors/ 
14 Frash, R. E., Jr., Blose, J. E., Norman, W.C., Patience, M. (2016). Healthy parks, happy people: an exploratory study of a county 
park system. Journal of Park and Recreation Administration, 34(1) 84-102. 
15 Harvard School of Public Health (2018). Examples of moderate and vigorous physical activity. Obesity Prevention Source. 
Retrieved April 24, 2018 from https://www.hsph.harvard.edu/obesity-prevention-source/moderate-and-vigorous-physical-
activity/ 
16 Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (2018). General physical activities defined by level of intensity. Retrieved April 24, 
2018 from https://www.cdc.gov/nccdphp/dnpa/physical/pdf/pa_intensity_table_2_1.pdf 
 

https://askthescientists.com/outdoors/
https://www.hsph.harvard.edu/obesity-prevention-source/moderate-and-vigorous-physical-activity/
https://www.hsph.harvard.edu/obesity-prevention-source/moderate-and-vigorous-physical-activity/
https://www.cdc.gov/nccdphp/dnpa/physical/pdf/pa_intensity_table_2_1.pdf
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The results of the statistically-valid survey conducted for this study indicate that Longmont residents 
visit open space an average of 62 times per year, or 1.2 times a week. The average duration of each visit 
is 1.8 hours. This means that the average person is spending 2.2 hours per week in the open space. This 
is 88 percent of the recommended 2.5 hours per week of moderate physical activity mentioned above. 
However, while simply being outside is a benefit to health, whether physically active or not, the goal is 
2.5 hours of moderate physical activity. The survey indicated that 87 percent of respondents said that 
they participate in hiking when they visit open space. Evaluating that activity alone and assuming all of it 
to be moderate activity (as opposed to vigorous activity), it can be inferred that on average, 87 percent 
of Longmont residents are meeting almost their entire weekly recommended physical activity allowance 
by visiting open space. This shows that by simply providing a place to walk, Longmont’s open space is 
meeting a critical health parameter for its community. This does not even include getting to and from 
the open space, which 50% of respondents said they do by walking or biking--both of which are 
moderate activity generators. The average reported travel time in the survey was 11.9 minutes, or 29 
minutes total getting there and back 1.2 times per week. This is an additional 0.48 hours per week of 
moderate activity. Thus, half of Longmont’s residents are getting 19% of their weekly physical activity 
needs just from travelling to and from open space. Including other open space activities, such as running 
and biking, it becomes apparent that the open space system plays a significant role in keeping people 
happy and healthy. Perhaps this is why this area consistently rates at the top of the nation in happiness 
and health rankings. 
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III. CONTEXT AND PROCESS OF THE PLAN 
 

A. FOUNDATION FOR THE PLAN 
HISTORY OF THE LONGMONT OPEN SPACE AND TRAILS PROGRAM FROM THE 2002 PLAN 
In April of 1987, the Planning and Zoning Commission and the City Council approved the first Open Space 
Plan for the City of Longmont. This research and planning effort resulted in a recommendation of a goal 
and a series of policies and strategies. This language was altered somewhat, and ultimately adopted as 
Goal 31 of the Longmont Area Comprehensive Plan (LACP). 
 

Goal 31 States: 
“Preserve the natural features and resources of the Longmont area, maintain the City’s separate 
identity, provide outdoor recreation, and enhance the visual quality of entrance corridors to the 
City.” 
 
Policy 31.5 calls for the adoption and implementation of an open space plan and management 
program with the following strategies: 
 
Strategy 31.51: Detail an open space plan and management program that defines and prioritizes 
open space parcels for preservation and/or for acquisition that outlines methods appropriate for 
either approach, that identifies available resources, and that establishes land management policies 
and procedures. 
 
Strategy 31.52: Designate the Parks and Recreation Advisory Board to advise City Council on the 
preservation, acquisition, and management of open space. 

 
The recommendations of the 1987 Open Space Plan did not address the issue of funding. 
 
In November of 1995 the community of Longmont were asked to support a .25 cent sales tax increase 
and bonding authority for ten years for the acquisition of open space. The Open Space Focus Group, 
comprised of Longmont residents, attempted to implement this tax for purposes of acquiring, 
maintaining, and administering an open space program. With split support from City Council and the 
community, this effort failed. 
 
In 1993, the original St. Vrain River Greenway Master Plan was adopted, and an East Corridor Update 
was undertaken in the summer of 2000. The East Corridor Update indicates that the LACP designated the 
St. Vrain River Corridor as a District Park, an identified element of the Longmont open space system, and 
further identified it as the primary focus of the City’s open space network and gave it the highest priority.  
 
The City of Longmont saw a population increase in 2000 to 12.3% above the population originally 
anticipated based on 1990 Census data. (Department of Community Development Planning Division 
Memorandum, June 29, 2001). There has also been significant growth along the Front Range, and 
continuing concern about the uncontrolled growth in both Weld and Boulder Counties. These conditions 
influenced a second attempt at an open space sale tax for Longmont. 
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Through the efforts of the Longmont Open Space Committee, a community driven task force, and 
unanimous support by City Council, Goal 31 of LACP was begun to be fulfilled. In November 2000, City of 
Longmont community voted to increase the City sales tax by two-tenths-cents to be designated as the 
Open Space Sales Tax Fund. The funds from this increase are to be used for acquisition, development, 
and maintenance of land for open space. The parcels of land under this program must meet one or more 
of the criteria established as Open Space Attributes in the Open Space Program (These attributes are 
articulated in the ordinance language found in section 3 of this portion of the Needs Assessment). 
Throughout public presentations, prior to the November, 2000 election, the city promised that, should 
the tax pass, the City would apply the Open Space Attributes to all land acquisitions, only negotiate with 
willing land owners, pay fair market values, and complete a comprehensive Open Space and Trails Plan.  
 
With the passage of the sales tax, the City of Longmont established the position of Superintendent of 
Open Space and Trails to head a division of the Parks and Recreation Department by the same name. The 
efforts of this division are guided by the advice of the Parks and Recreation Advisory Board. 
 
To further Goal 31 and Policy 31.5 and promises made during the election, the City of Longmont 
commissioned the development of this current effort, known as the Longmont Open Space and Trails 
Comprehensive Plan. 
 
Accomplishments since the 2002 Plan 

• Acquiring land within the St. Vrain Creek Corridor, east of Martin Street to St. Vrain State Park. 
This enabled the construction of the St. Vrain Greenway, which currently extends for 9.5 miles 
through Longmont.  

• Acquiring 722 acres for the Union Reservoir Community Buffer, which includes the Hartman, 
French, Hernor, Sipe, Adrian, Rider, and Bogott Open Spaces. 

• Managing over 1,000 acres under seven Agricultural Leases, which support the local food 
market with items such as Winter Wheat, Sugarbeets, Barley, Shelled Corn, Alfalfa, Grass Hay, 
etc. This equates to over 15,000 tons and nearly 23,000 bushels of crops on an annual basis. 

• Wildlife and vegetation management on 3,647 acres of non-agricultural lands. 
• Providing the Chick Clark Youth Fishing Education Program, which celebrated its 16th Year on 

March 24, 2018 and provided fishing opportunities for At-Risk-Youth of the City’s Youth Center 
through the “Fishing with a Fireman” program, both activities at Izaak Walton Park.  

• Developing and implementing the Lake McIntosh Trail/Park Master Plan. 
• Providing a foundation for the City-wide Wildlife Management Plan, which was adopted in 2005.  
• Developing partnerships with Boulder County Park and Open Space, Weld County, Colorado 

Parks and Wildlife, Longmont Conservation District, Aggregate Industries, and Great Outdoors 
Colorado. 

• Coordinating Oil & Gas monitoring throughout the City since 2012. 
• Providing a variety of volunteer/stewardship opportunities throughout the community including 

raptor monitoring, tree planting, native seed collection, native plant propagation, noxious weed 
removal, and others. 
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B. THE PROCESS 
THE TASK 
The task of researching, writing, and updating the Longmont Open Space and Trails Master Plan included 
the following: 

• Conducting public outreach utilizing a mixed methods approach 
• Identifying new key issues and opportunities 
• Identifying priority land acquisitions 
• Updating the open space and trails inventory 
• Conducting analysis utilizing the sustainability evaluation system 
• Building consensus on process, vision, and goals 
• Defining implementation strategies and plan 
• Defining the economic impact of open space to the community 
• Incorporating previous planning documents 
• Presenting preliminary report to the TAC 
• Presenting updated report to the PRAB 
• Presenting final product to City Council for adoption 
• Displaying open space and trails inventory using existing GIS data available from the City of 

Longmont 
• Building consensus on process, vision, and goals 
• Defining implementation strategies and plan 
• Defining acquisition and protection strategies 
• Presenting preliminary report to the PRAB 
• Presenting final product to City Council for adoption 

 
THE PUBLIC 
The community outreach process included meetings with the public, as well as a widely distributed 
survey – a similar process to the previous planning effort. These efforts focused on information seeking; 
the development of program vision, goals, and priorities; identifying current and potential uses; long 
term maintenance; and reviewing land/natural resources inventories and potential trail inventories.  
 
Throughout the process, information about this planning effort was made available on the City’s website 
and social media outlets. 
 
THE TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
To guide the development of the updated Plan, a Technical Advisory Committee was brought together 
to identify key issues, help integrate this effort with those of surrounding and overlapping jurisdictions, 
provide input on approach and methodology, and provide other expertise. 
 
The Technical Advisory Committee met in December, 2017, January, 2018, and May 2018. 
 
THE BOARD OF ENVIRONMENTAL AFFAIRS 
The preliminary recommendations for the plan was presented to the Board of Environmental Affairs in 
May of 2018.  
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THE PARKS AND RECREATION ADVISORY BOARD 
The preliminary plan was presented to the Parks and Recreation Advisory Board in a public hearing, for 
input and an advisory recommendation, in June of 2018. 
 
THE CITY COUNCIL 
A final updated plan presentation was made to City Council in a public hearing for plan adoption. 
 

C. COMMUNITY OUTREACH PROGRAM 
PUBLIC MEETINGS AND WORKSHOPS 
A series of public meetings were held in February and March, 2018. Two additional public hearings 
before the Parks and Recreation Advisory Board and City Council were held in June and July 2018. 
Advertising for the meetings included public notices and social media invitations. Meeting notices were 
submitted for each of the meetings were also distributed by the City of Longmont to various media 
outlets in the community and ran throughout the entire planning process. Members of the community 
that were not able to attend the meetings were encouraged to engage in the process through 
alternative methods (direct email to staff, open link survey, etc.). The following sections describe what 
took place during each outreach session. Notes and a summary of data collected can be found in 
Appendix G. 

 
Open Space Program Public Meeting #1 – February 22, 2018 
The first public meeting was used as a general information gathering session allowing members of the 
public to review and respond to the original 2002 Plan’s Vision, Goals, and Recommendations and to the 
Open Space Program’s operations (via a fact sheet/board of depicting expenditures, budget, land 
managed, etc.) and accomplishments during the previous 17 years.  
 
The community was presented with a summary of the previous plan and asked to respond via open 
comments, comment cards, sticky notes, and written/drawn feedback at stations set-up throughout the 
venue. The following are identified themes (using the existing open space criteria) captured during the 
workshop: 
 
WORKSHOP 1 MAP EXERCISE 
Assignment 
Participants were invited to add comments, issues, or suggestions to maps displayed on tables using 
markers.  
 
Following the meeting, all maps were reviewed, and comments recorded. Comments ranged from 
possible acquisition areas to desirable trail connections. Map comments were compiled and are shown 
in the Appendix G (Workshop 1 Mapping).  
 
DOT-VOTING EXERCISE 
Before participants left the meeting, they were given a limited number of “dots” to place on various 
pictures reflecting aspects of open space and trails. They were asked to vote with dots for those pictures 
that best represented their image for the future of the open space system. 
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Open Space Program Public Meeting #2 – March 22, 2018  
The second public meeting was intended to present the community with the initial feedback gathered 
during the initial public workshop and the initial survey results, with the intention of gathering feedback 
in regards to how to use the information gathered to influence and update the Open Space Plan. 
Community members engaged in a similar process to the first workshop – presentation, discussion, and 
interactive stations.  
 
Specific stations and discussions included: 

• Direct questions regarding the definition of passive recreation in the community, the purpose of 
trails within open space, the influence this plan plays in the overall conversation about oil and 
gas development in the community, and discussion regarding the current tax program. 

• Brainstorming and potential updates to 2002 Vision and Goals and Recommendations. 
• Creating a new visioning map based on the 2002 Vision Map and the current system.  

 
Public Meeting #3 – Parks and Recreation Advisory Board, June 11, 2018 
The draft document was presented to the Parks and Recreation Advisory Board on June 11, 2018. The 
Board unanimously approved the draft and made the recommendation that City Council adopt the Plan.  
 
Public Meeting #4 – City Council, July 10, 2018 
 
Community Survey 
The purpose of the survey was to provide public feedback on open spaces, nature areas, and trails 
owned, managed, and maintained by Longmont’s Open Space Program. Understanding that it is not 
feasible to communicate directly with every resident in Longmont, the survey was one method to gather 
community input from a representative sample of the community.  
 
The survey was conducted using three primary methods:  

1. A mailed survey to a random sample of Longmont residents (referred to as the invitation survey 
throughout the report). 

2. An online invitation-only survey accessed through a password-protected website as an 
additional option for those residents who received the initial invitation survey. 

3. An “Open Link” online survey for members of the public who were not part of the invitation 
sample. Multiple means for promotion were used including internal lists and social media. 
 

The primary list source used for the mailing was purchased from Melissa Data Corp., a leading provider 
of data with emphasis on U.S., Canadian, and international address and phone verification as well as 
postal software. Use of the Melissa Data list also includes renters in the sample who are frequently 
missed in other list sources such as utility billing lists 
 
Approximately 4,300 surveys were mailed to a random sampling of Longmont residents in February 
2018. The final sample size for this statistically valid survey was 629, resulting in a margin of error of 
approximately +/- 3.9 percentage points calculated for questions at 50% response. The open link survey 
received an additional 312 responses. 
 
Figure 24 is a summary of key takeaways from the survey. The full report, and further detailed 
responses can be found in Appendix C.  
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Figure 24: Top 10 Finding from the Survey 
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Appendix A: Longmont Open Space 
Ordinance 
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Appendix B: Previous Mapping Resources
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Appendix C: Survey Report

















































































SALES TAX EXTENSION
Overall, respondents were supportive of a sales tax extension with nearly three quarters of invitation 
respondents expressing support for a renewal of the tax at its current level (74%). Both invitation and open 
link respondents were more supportive of a renewal of this tax at its current level than an increase in this 
tax for expanded amenities and acquisitions. 

39



COMMUNICATION



EFFECTIVENESS OF COMMUNICATION EFFORTS

Communication effectiveness was rated on a scale of 1 = “Not at all Effective” to 5 = “Very Effective.” On 
average, invitation respondents rated effectiveness 2.9 out of 5.0. Among invitation respondents, 31% 
rated communication as not effective (providing a rating of 1 or 2).  Open link respondents were slightly 
more positive (average rating 3.0), but responses from both groups highlight some room for improvement.

41
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Appendix D: Open-ended Comments from 
Survey
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RRC Associates 1 

What is the best way for you to receive information on open space? (website, other) 

Survey Best Information Source (website) 

Invite longmontobserver.org 

Open Link Nextdoor.com 

Open Link Reddit Longmont page 

 

Survey Best Information Source (other) 

Invite an insert with utility bill 

Invite bill insert 

Invite Boulder Camera 

Invite brochures, maps 

Invite City bill 

Invite City electric bill flyer 

Invite City Line 

Invite City Line 

Invite City Line 

Invite City Line 

Invite City Line 

Invite City Line newsletter 

Invite City mail such as this survey 

Invite City newsletter 

Invite City newsletter with utilities bill 

Invite City newsletter with utility bills 

Invite City of Longmont utility billing newsletter 

Invite Daily Camera, City Line newsletter and newspaper 

Invite Direct mail 

Invite Exploring 

Invite Fliers 

Invite fliers in City of Longmont bills 

Invite Hard copy, mail to restaurants 

Invite In my bill 

Invite in the water bill 

Invite informational postcards in mail 

Invite Insert in utility bill; The Longmont Recreation pamphlet 

Invite just include it with the yearly water quality report that is mailed to every address, since 

riparian areas are key for maintating water quality 

Invite Longmont Rec Center seasonal booklet/brochure 

Invite Longmont Utilities Bill 

Invite mail 

Invite Mail 

Invite Mail 

Invite Mail 
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RRC Associates 2 

Survey Best Information Source (other) 

Invite Mail 

Invite Mail 

Invite Mail 

Invite Mail 

Invite Mail/newsletter 

Invite Mailers promoting use/events 

Invite Mailings 

Invite Meetings like NGLA 

Invite monthly newletter from city 

Invite Newsletter in the utility bill 

Invite Nextdoor Website 

Invite Notifications posted at Rec Center and Senior Center 

Invite Once a year mailing with utility bill 

Invite Phone 

Invite resident flyers 

Invite Seasonal newsletter 

Invite should be up to person to find out 

Invite targeted online ads based on IP address 

Invite US Mail 

Invite USPS 

Invite Utility bill 

Invite Utility bill 

Invite utility bill insert 

Invite Utility bill insert 

Invite utility bill newsletter 

Invite Utility bills 

Invite utility insert 

Invite Utility newsletter 

Invite with utility bill brochure 

Invite written communication 

Open Link City newsletter that comes with the utility bills 

Open Link Direct mail 

Open Link Direct mail 

Open Link Direct mail 

Open Link Enclosures in monthly electric bills 

Open Link events, open houses 

Open Link Mailings 

Open Link Monthly newsletter w/utility bill 

Open Link post at library and rec centers 

Open Link Websitewhere we can find out when the City Council is going against the wishes of the 

voters and selling our open space to developers (Pike and Hwy 42/Hover, for example). 
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RRC Associates 3 

What are the names of the three open space properties identified on the map that 

you visit most frequently?  

Survey Kids Age #1 #2 #3 

Invite Yes Under 25 Sandstone Ranch 

Nature Area 

Union Reservoir Nature 

Area 

Dickens Farm Nature 

Area 

Invite Yes 25-34 Golden Ponds Rogers Grove McIntosh Lake 

Invite Yes 25-34 Lake McIntosh McCall Lake Nature 

Area 

Sanstone Ranch 

Invite Yes 25-34 Lykin' Gulch McIntosh Lake McCall Lake Nature 

Area 

Invite Yes 25-34 McIntosh Lake Jim Hamm Nature Area Golden Ponds 

Invite Yes 25-34 McIntosh Lake Dry Creek Greenway Left Hand Creek 

Greenway 

Invite Yes 25-34 McIntosh Lake Golden Ponds Rogers Grove 

Invite Yes 25-34 McIntosh Lake Union Reservoir St Vrain Greenway 

Invite Yes 25-34 McIntosh Lake Sandstone Ranch Union Reservoir 

Invite Yes 35-44 Dry Creek Greenway Izaak Walton Nature 

Area 

McIntosh Lake 

Invite Yes 35-44 Dry Creek Greenway Golden Pond Rogers Grove 

Invite Yes 35-44 Dry Creek Greenway Lykins Gultch St Vrain Greenway 

Invite Yes 35-44 Dry Creek Greenway McIntosh Lake Union Reservoir 

Invite Yes 35-44 Fowler Open Space Mcintosh Lake Golden Ponds 

Invite Yes 35-44 Golden Ponds McIntosh Lake Loomiller Park 

Invite Yes 35-44 Golden Ponds Union Reservoir 

Natural Area 

Oligarchy Greenway 

Invite Yes 35-44 Golden Ponds Nature 

Area 

McIntosh Lake Nature 

Area 

Rogers Grove Nature 

Area 

Invite Yes 35-44 Greenway by the Rec 

Center 

Golden ponds McIntosh Lake 

Invite Yes 35-44 Izaak Walton Lake Macintosh Jim Hamm 

Invite Yes 35-44 Jim Hamm Golden Ponds McIntosh Lake 

Invite Yes 35-44 Jim hamm nature area Rider os Spring gulch #2 

greenway 

Invite Yes 35-44 Lake McIntosh Rogers Grove Golden Ponds 

Invite Yes 35-44 Lake McIntosh Golden Ponds Sandstone Ranch 

Invite Yes 35-44 Lake McIntosh Union Reservoir Sandstone Ranch 

Invite Yes 35-44 Left Hand Creek 

Greenway 

McIntosh Lake Izaak Walton Nature 

Area 

Invite Yes 35-44 McIntosh Union Reservoir Schools 

Invite Yes 35-44 McIntosh Lake Dry Creek Greenway Sandstone 

Invite Yes 35-44 Mcintosh Lake Fowler OS Union Reservoir 

Invite Yes 35-44 McIntosh Nature Area Golden Ponds Sandstone 
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RRC Associates 4 

Survey Kids Age #1 #2 #3 

Invite Yes 35-44 Micintosh Lake area Rogers Grove, Golden 

ponds, etc. via bike 

Union Reservoir area 

for fishing and bird 

watching 

Invite Yes 35-44 Oligarchy Greenway McIntosh Lake Rough and Ready 

Greenway 

Invite Yes 35-44 Rogers Grove Golden Ponds Izaak Walton 

Invite Yes 35-44 Rogers Grove Golden Ponds McIntosh Lake 

Invite Yes 35-44 Rogers Grove Nature 

Area 

Lake McIntosh Lykin's Gulch 

Invite Yes 35-44 Rough and Ready McIntosh Lake Jim Hamm 

Invite Yes 35-44 Sandstone Ranch McIntosh Lake Golden Ponds 

Invite Yes 35-44 St Vrain Greenway McIntosh Lake Rogers Grove 

Invite Yes 35-44 St. Vrain Greenway Lake McIntosh Nature 

Area 

Rogers Grove Nature 

Area and Open Space 

Invite Yes 35-44 Union Reservoir Lake Macintosh Golden Ponds 

Invite Yes 45-54 Dry Creek Greenway Lykins Gulch McIntosh 

Invite Yes 45-54 Dry Creek Greenway Rogers Grove McIntosh Lake 

Invite Yes 45-54 Dry Creek Greenway Left Hand Creek 

Greenway 

Sandstone Ranch 

Invite Yes 45-54 Dry Creek Greenway Lykins Gulch St Vrain Greenway 

Invite Yes 45-54 Fowler Open Space Rogers Grove Collins 

Invite Yes 45-54 Golden Ponds Jim Hamm Izaak Walton 

Invite Yes 45-54 Golden Ponds Rogers Grove McIntosh Lake 

Invite Yes 45-54 golden ponds lake mcintosh rogers grove 

Invite Yes 45-54 Jim Hamm Rogers Grove Sandstone 

Invite Yes 45-54 Jim Hamm Lake McIntosh Spring Gulch Greenway 

Invite Yes 45-54 Lake McIntosh Fowler OS Golden Ponds 

Invite Yes 45-54 Lake McIntosh Union Lykins 

Invite Yes 45-54 Left Hand Creek 

Greenway 

McIntosh Lake Golden Ponds 

Invite Yes 45-54 left hand creek 

greenway 

st vrain greenway lykin's gulch 

Invite Yes 45-54 Left Hand Greenway Golden Ponds Lykins Gulch 

Invite Yes 45-54 McIntosh Lake Rogers Grove Izaak Walton 

Invite Yes 45-54 McIntosh Lake Union Res St. Vrain Greenway 

Invite Yes 45-54 McIntosh Nature Area Rogers Grove Golden Ponds 

Invite Yes 45-54 Pella Crossing Lykins Gulch McIntosh Lake 

Invite Yes 45-54 Rabbit Mountain McIntosh Lake Union Reservoir 

Invite Yes 45-54 Rogers Grove Izaak Walton Dicken Farm 

Invite Yes 45-54 Rogers Grove Fowler Golden Ponds 

Invite Yes 45-54 Rogers Grove St Vrain Greenway Izaak Walton 

Invite Yes 45-54 Sherwood Lake McIntosh Rogers Grove 
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Survey Kids Age #1 #2 #3 

Invite Yes 45-54 Spring Gulch Greenway 

/ Rider OS 

Left Hand Creek 

Greenway 

Jim Hamm Nature Area 

Invite Yes 45-54 st vrain greenway union res lake macintosh 

Invite Yes 45-54 St Vrain State Park area St Vrain Greenway area McIntosh Lake area 

Invite Yes 45-54 St. Vrain Greenway MacIntosh Lake Dry Creek Greenway 

Invite Yes 45-54 St. Vrain Greenway Union Res McIntosh Lake 

Invite Yes 45-54 St. Vrain Greenway- 

Dickens 

McIntosh Lake Golden Farms 

Invite Yes 55-64 Dry Creek Greenway St. Vrain Greenway Left Hand Creek 

Greenway 

Invite Yes 55-64 Dry Creek Greenway Lykin's Gulch St Vrain Greenway 

Invite Yes 55-64 Golden Ponds Rogers Grove Adrian Open Space 

Invite Yes 55-64 McIntosh Area Union Reservoir Sandstone 

Invite Yes 55-64 McIntosh Lake Union Reservoir Sandstone Ranch 

Invite Yes 55-64 Rider Jim Hamm Nature Area Sandstone 

Invite Yes 55-64 Rogers Grove Golden Ponds Izaak Walton 

Invite Yes 55-64 Rogers Grove Golden Pond Union Res. 

Invite Yes 65-74 McIntosh Lake McCall Lake Nature 

Area 

Izaak Walton 

Invite Yes 65-74 Rough and Ready St. Vrain Spring Gulch #2 

Invite Yes   Lefthand Creek 

Greenway 

Fowler OS McCall Lake Nature 

Area 

Invite No Under 25 Golden Farms Sandstone Ranch Union Reservoir 

Invite No Under 25 McIntosh Lake Union Reservoir Lefthand Greenway 

Invite No Under 25 Rogers Grove McIntosh Lake Longmont Dog Park #1 

Invite No 25-34 Button Rock Preserve St. Vrain Greenway Sandstone Ranch 

Invite No 25-34 Dry Creek Greenway Golden Ponds Lefthand Greenway 

Invite No 25-34 Fowler Union Reservoir Dickens Farm 

Invite No 25-34 Golden Farms Dickens Farm Rogers Grove 

Invite No 25-34 Golden Ponds Rogers Grove Izaak Walkton Nature 

Area 

Invite No 25-34 Jim Hamm Nature Area Lake McIntosh Nature 

Area 

Spring Gulch #2 

Greenway 

Invite No 25-34 Lykins Gulch/Golden 

Ponds 

St. Vrain Greenway McIntosh Lake 

Invite No 25-34 McIntosh Lake Rogers Grove St Vrain Greenway 

Invite No 25-34 McIntosh Lake 

Greenway 

St Vrain Greenway Rogers Grove Nature 

Area 

Invite No 25-34 St vrain greenway Left hand creek 

greenway 

Golden ponds 

Invite No 25-34 St Vrain Greenway Left Hand Creek 

Greenway 

McIntosh Lake 

Invite No 25-34 St Vrain Greenways Left Hand Creek 

Greenway 

Tri-State Greenway 
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Invite No 35-44 Golden Farms Dickens Farms and 

Open Space 

Izaak Walton 

Invite No 35-44 Golden Farms Dickens Farm Union Reservoir 

Invite No 35-44 Golden Ponds McIntosh Nature Area Jim Hamm Nature Area 

Invite No 35-44 Golden Ponds Nature 

Area 

Golden Farms OS McCall Lake Nature 

Area 

Invite No 35-44 Izaak Walton Rogers Grove Golden Ponds 

Invite No 35-44 McIntosh Oligarchy Greenway Union Res. 

Invite No 35-44 Rogers Grove Golden Ponds Jim Hamm 

Invite No 35-44 Rogers Grove Nature 

Area and Open Space 

Jim Hamm Nature Area Bogott OS 

Invite No 35-44 St Vrain Greenway McIntosh Lake Left Hand Creek 

Greenway 

Invite No 35-44 St. Vrain Greenway Lefthand Greenway MacIntosh Lake 

Invite No 35-44 St. Vrain Greenway Lykins Gulch McIntosh 

Invite No 35-44 Union Reservoir Jim Hamm Golden Ponds 

Invite No 35-44 Union Reservoir Spring Gulch Greenway Tri-State Greenway 

Invite No 45-54 Bike path McIntosh Lake Union Reservoir 

Invite No 45-54 Dry Creek Greenway Union Res Nature Area Golden Ponds 

Invite No 45-54 Golden Farms Golden Ponds Dickens Farm 

Invite No 45-54 Golden Ponds Isaac Walton Lake MacIntosh 

Invite No 45-54 Golden Ponds Lake Mcintosh Rogers Grove 

Invite No 45-54 Golden Ponds McIntosh Rogers Grove 

Invite No 45-54 Lake McIntosh Fowler Golden Ponds 

Invite No 45-54 Lake McIntosh Dry Creek Greenway St Vrain Greenway 

Invite No 45-54 Lake McIntosh Golden Pond Union Reservoir 

Invite No 45-54 Lake McIntosh Nature 

Area 

Union Reservoir Nature 

Area 

Golden Ponds Nature 

Area 

Invite No 45-54 Left hand creek 

greenway 

St Vrain greenway McIntosh Lake 

Invite No 45-54 Left Hand Greenway Dry Creek Greenway Lake Macintosh Nature 

Area 

Invite No 45-54 MacIntosh Rogers Grove Golden Ponds 

Invite No 45-54 Mcintosh lake Golden ponds Pella Crossing 

Invite No 45-54 McIntosh Lake Union Reservoir Roger's Grove 

Invite No 45-54 Rogers Grove Gold Pond Lake McIntosh 

Invite No 45-54 Rogers Grove Golden Ponds McIntosh Lake 

Invite No 45-54 Sandstone Ranch Golden Ponds Lake McIntosh 

Invite No 45-54 Spring gulch #2 

greenway 

Jim Ham nature area McIntosh 

Invite No 45-54 St Vrain Greenway Lefthand Greenway Jim Hamm Nature Area 

Invite No 45-54 St Vrain Greenway Lykins Gulch Left Hand Greenway 

Invite No 45-54 Union Reservoir McIntosh Lake Pella Ponds 
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Invite No 45-54 Union Reservoir McIntosh Lake St Vrain Greenway 

Invite No 55-64 Boulder Creek Estates Lake Mcintosh Rogers Grove 

Invite No 55-64 Fowler Lake McIntosh Rovers Grove 

Invite No 55-64 Golden Farms Isaac Walton Rogers Grove 

Invite No 55-64 Golden Ponds Rogers McCall 

Invite No 55-64 Golden Ponds Dry Creek McIntosh 

Invite No 55-64 Golden Ponds Rogers Grove McIntosh Lake 

Invite No 55-64 Golden Ponds St. Vrain Greenway McIntosh Lake 

Invite No 55-64 Golden Ponds St Vrain Greenway McIntosh Lake 

Invite No 55-64 Golden Ponds Izaak Walton Rogers 

Invite No 55-64 Golden Ponds Pella Crossing Rogers Grove 

Invite No 55-64 Golden Ponds Izaak Walton Nature 

Area 

Rogers Grove 

Invite No 55-64 Golden Ponds McIntosh Lake Rogers Grove 

Invite No 55-64 Golden Ponds Sandstone Ranch St Vrain Greenway 

Invite No 55-64 Izaak Waldon Rogers Grove Golden Ponds 

Invite No 55-64 Jim Hamm Sandstone Rogers Grove 

Invite No 55-64 Jim Hamm Nature McIntosh Lake St. Vrain Greenway 

Invite No 55-64 Lake McIntosh Oligarchy Geenway St Vrain Greenway 

Invite No 55-64 Lake McIntosh Lykins Gulch St. Vrain Greenway 

Invite No 55-64 Left Hand Creek 

Greenway 

St Vrain Greenway Golden Ponds 

Invite No 55-64 Left Hand Creek 

Greenway 

St Vrain Greenway Lykins Gulch 

Invite No 55-64 Left Hand Creek 

Greenway 

St Vrain Greenway Sandstone Ranch 

Invite No 55-64 Lykins Gulch Pella Crossing Golden Ponds 

Invite No 55-64 McIntosh Lake Union Res Golden Ponds 

Invite No 55-64 Mcintosh Lake Dry Creek Greenway Lykin's Gulch 

Invite No 55-64 McIntosh Lake Golden Ponds Rogers Grove 

Invite No 55-64 McIntosh Lake Golden Ponds Sandstone Ranch 

Invite No 55-64 McIntosh Lake Golden Ponds Sandstone Ranch 

Invite No 55-64 McIntosh Lake Golden Ponds St Vrain Greenway 

Invite No 55-64 McIntosh Lake Union Res St. Vrain Greenway 

Invite No 55-64 McIntosh Nature Area Fowler Open Space Golden Ponds Nature 

Area 

Invite No 55-64 McIntosh Nature Area Rogers Grove Izaak Walton 

Invite No 55-64 McIntosh Nature Area Fowler Open Space Peschel Open Space 

Invite No 55-64 Rogers Grove Izaak Walton McIntosh 

Invite No 55-64 Rogers Grove Golden Ponds Sandstone Ranch 

Invite No 55-64 Roosevelt Park McIntosh Lake Thompson Park 

Invite No 55-64 Rough and Ready 

Greenway 

Tri-State Greenway St Vrain Greenway 
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Invite No 55-64 St Vrain Greenway McIntosh Lake Left Hand Creek 

Greenway 

Invite No 55-64 St Vrain Greenway Rabbit Mountain Roger's Grove 

Invite No 55-64 St. Vrain Greenway Left Hand Creek 

Greenway 

Dry Creek Greenway 

Invite No 55-64 Union Res St. Vrain Greenway Lykins Gulch 

Invite No 55-64 Union Res Hamm Nature Area McIntosh Lake 

Invite No 55-64 Union Reservoir Golden Ponds Dickens Farm 

Invite No 55-64 Union Reservoir St Vrain Greenway Estes Park 

Invite No 55-64 Union Reservoir McIntosh Lake St Vrain Greenway 

Invite No 55-64 Union Reservoir Area Sandstone Ranch Dickens Farm Area 

Invite No 65-74 Dry Creek Greenway Golden Ponds Left Hand Creek 

Greenway 

Invite No 65-74 Dry Creek Greenway St Vrain Greenway McIntosh Lake 

Invite No 65-74 Dry Creek Greenway McIntosh Lake Union Reservoir 

Invite No 65-74 Golden Farms OS Fowler OS Adrian OS 

Invite No 65-74 Golden Ponds Union Reservoir Lake McIntosh 

Invite No 65-74 Golden Ponds Rogers Grover Lk. McIntosh 

Invite No 65-74 Golden Ponds Pella Ponds McIntosh Lake 

Invite No 65-74 Golden Ponds McIntosh Lake Rogers Grove 

Invite No 65-74 Golden Ponds Sandstone Rogers Grove 

Invite No 65-74 Golden Ponds McIntosh Lake Rogers Grove 

Invite No 65-74 Golden Ponds Fowler Sandstone 

Invite No 65-74 Golden Ponds Rogers Grove Sandstone Ranch 

Invite No 65-74 Golden Ponds Rogers Grove Sandstone Ranch 

Invite No 65-74 Golden Ponds Lykin's Gulch St Vrain Greenway 

Invite No 65-74 Golden Ponds - Lotsa 

goose poop 

Lake McIntosh Fairgrounds area 

Invite No 65-74 Izaak Walton Rogers Grove McIntosh Lake 

Invite No 65-74 Jim Hamm Nature Area Bogott Open Space Fowler Open Space 

Invite No 65-74 Jim Hamm Nature Area Collins Open Space Sherwood Open Space 

Invite No 65-74 Jim Hamm Nature Area Spring Gulch #2 

Greenway 

St.Vrain Greenway 

Invite No 65-74 Jim Hamm Park Union Res. Golden Ponds 

Invite No 65-74 Lake McIntosh Rogers Grove Golden Ponds 

Invite No 65-74 Lake McIntosh Hamm Park Sandstone Ranch 

Invite No 65-74 Lake McIntosh Nature 

Area 

Golden Ponds Nature 

Area 

Rogers Grove Nature 

Area and Open Space 

Invite No 65-74 Lake McIntosh Open 

Space 

Fowler Open Space Rogers Grove 

Invite No 65-74 Left Hand Creek 

Greenway 

St Vrain Dry Creek Greenway 
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Appendix E: Benchmarking Matrix
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Appendix F: Sustainability Evaluation 
System Summary
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Appendix G: Public Input Summary 
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