CITY OF STEAMBOAT SPRINGS
AGENDA
Parks and Recreation Commission
Wednesday, January 11, 2017
5:30 PM
MEETING LOCATION:

Citizens’ Meeting Room, Centennial Hall;
124 10th Street, Steamboat Springs, CO

ROLL CALL
APPROVAL OF MINUTES - DECEMBER 14TH, 2016
PUBLIC COMMENT
PARKS AND RECREATION COMMISSION WILL MAKE NO DECISION, NOR TAKE ACTION,
EXCEPT TO ADVISE THE APPROPRIATE PARTY. THOSE ADDRESSING PARKS AND
RECREATION COMMISSION ARE REQUESTED TO IDENTIFY THEMSELVES BY NAME AND
ADDRESS. ALL COMMENTS SHALL NOT EXCEED THREE MINUTES.

NEW BUSINESS
1. INTERACTIVE DESIGN DISCUSSION ON PROPOSED DOG AREA AT
RITA VALENTINE PARK (JOHN OVERSTREET)
2. OFF LEASH DOGS AT WHISTLER PARK (JOHN OVERSTREET)
SCHEDULE NEXT MEETING
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STEAMBOAT SPRINGS PARKS AND RECREATION COMMISSION
PUBLIC MEETING MINUTES
December 14, 2016
The regularly scheduled public meeting of the Steamboat Springs Parks and Recreation
Commission was called to order at approximately 5:30 p.m. on Wednesday, December 14,
2016, in the Citizens’ Meeting Room, Centennial Hall, 124 10th Street, Steamboat Springs,
Colorado.
Parks and Recreation Commission members in attendance were
Chair Allen Koermer, Vice Chair Doug Tumminello, Frank Alfone, Sarah Floyd, Kady
Watson and Holly Weik.
Absent: Dave Kleiber,
Staff members present were Director of Parks, Open Space and Recreational Services
John Overstreet and Staff Assistant Ally Press.
Scott Ford represented City Council.
PUBLIC COMMENT ON ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA
Eric Meyer, Routt County Riders, 2775 Riverside Drive:
This is in regards to the ongoing attempt to get the high school mountain biking league in
town. We’ve tried for a few years; there’s been off and on funding. There have been some
issues around the course and sustainability with water and snow on the ground possibly
creating a mud problem.
A possible solution to that is to work with the backup course plan instead of the preferred
course. The Nordic trails are wide and flat. Currently, they’re already a mess, so if they get
messed up more it’s not that big of a deal. The long-term plan should be to get an allweather surface trail that’s wider but not like a full-on road at 22 feet wide. It should be
something similar to Spring Creek. It’s harder to damage that in events or from off-season
use. Every trail system should have an area where if you get there and the conditions aren’t
ideal, you can point people to this area. To me, linking this with the dogs and potentially
events – if we make that the Bluffs area and interweave it with a quality plan single track, it
will get separation use by preferred users. Side-by-side dog walking will be on that slightly
wider trail, whereas some of the narrower runners or bikers will probably be on the single
track.
Keep the high school league on the radar with the small changes they need. The Stables
reroute was the first portion of what they wanted, but they still need some safety things to
get the kids up and down that steep lower section.
Commissioner Tumminello asked for more information on the problem regarding hosting
the state high school mountain biking race.
Meyer: They can’t come up with a course that they feel is safe enough because there’s too
many steep starts and stops. The director, Kate, doesn’t want to discourage new bikers by
saying you have to start by hiking your bike all the way to the top of this steep trail. So one
of their main missions is to get people involved in advocacy and trail work and have a good
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time. Some people just aren’t into the team sports thing, so this is a new thing that’s been
gaining momentum across the country for 10 years. It seems like the type of demographic
Steamboat is dying for: A fall race that brings in families. The Chamber gave $5,000 in
2015, and they weren’t able to do it due to course conflicts and such.
I think they’re really serious now. They’ve split into two divisions; they really need a North
venue – probably Granby Ranch, Winter Park or us. Eagle gets it every time and gets the
championships because they went out and built them a course to their specs. They’ll
probably get 800 riders there this year.
Commissioner Weik:
Have we ever looked at putting it on Mount Werner?
Meyer: I don’t think those trails fit their specs, either. They’re a little bit too steep; not
enough down low. They want to keep them under so much climbing. All the specs are
written down of how much vertical they want to do, etc. I think the main concerns currently
are the Robby’s Cut area. I think the plan would be to come down there, but it’s a little bit
sketchy and ties into the sliding hill stuff. Maybe that isn’t appropriate unless we can slide
them out to the right or something.
Hopefully, they can get some time in the next six months so the city can give them a yes or
no. If the city can’t handle it, they should just give them a No and go to the Forest Service
and see if we can’t get some course out there or find a ranch and build it there.
Commissioner Watson asked if there’s anything being built on Buff Pass that would be
applicable; Meyer wasn’t sure. He didn’t think Buff Pass would have enough facilities. They
would need 700-1200 parking spots.
Tumminello asked Overstreet if this has been discussed in the department.
Overstreet: I know Craig has been in contact with Kate. He has made the city manager
aware of this request.
Tumminello asked if the school district is involved.
Michelle Freckleton, Coach, Parent, Program Advocate:
Not in our town. I think in other towns school districts are involved, but in our town it’s
sponsored by Winter Sports Club; the district won’t sponsor the team. But it brings a ton of
people to town. My son is a participant and I coach. You’d fill some rooms. They only have
a couple trail needs, including the Orton Meadow reroute. It would be in our best interest I
think to at least look at the things they need to make this possible.
Jack Trautman, Routt County Riders, 605 Meadowbrook Circle:
The Trails Alliance plan for which the 2A funding is to be used does not include the
changes that would need to be made on Howelsen. However, if there’s overage of those
funds, those funds go to City Council, who then get to decide where those funds can be
used. At an earlier meeting today, we heard it would cost $15,000 or so to make these
changes. If they can be done such that we could host an event in the fall of 2017, fantastic.
This is all part of the National High School Mountain Biking League. The Colorado League
includes Colorado, Wyoming and New Mexico. There’s an opportunity to host one of these
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races on an annual basis during a quiet time around here when there’s a lot of beds that
need to be filled. Weather might be a problem, and you may have to do some follow-up
cleanup if it’s a little muddy or something, but if you budget for it and plan for that
happening as a worst case, this is a very doable thing and part of what I think being Bike
Town USA is all about to really support our kids on bikes like we do on skis as well.
Craig Robinson, Parks, Open Space and Trails Manager:
Jack is correct – ballpark $15,000 would complete construction of the Orton Trail reroute to
sustainable IMBA standards and reclaim the old trail. 2A funds could be applied to the
second part. The 2A Trails committee would need to vote on that and prioritize the funding
for that project next year for that work to occur. They had some concerns on Robby’s Cut.
It’s one of the oldest trails on Emerald. To reroute that could be considered part of the
Howelsen Directional and be funded by the existing 2A funds. We don’t have that in the
process yet.
It’s a large event – 450 riders. It’s the same weekend as the Run Rabbit Run event. They
will be on and off Emerald on Friday. It’s usually a very busy weekend down there for that
day. They would be setting up the course Saturday with the race on Sunday. We’re still
talking logistics; we don’t have an event application in our hands yet. We don’t know all of
the impacts. This would be by far the largest event we’ve done on Emerald, so we would be
running this through the city management team to see what direction they want to go.
It’s hard to estimate what the impacts are going to be. When you’re racing, you speed up
and slow down quickly, so there’s going to be impacts to the trail system. When we do
charge trail impact fees, that money just goes into the general fund; we don’t benefit
directly from that. We would have to fund the repairs out of our maintenance budget. That
excess maintenance isn’t necessarily budgeted at this point.
It could happen. We’re finding out more about the details. We’ll run it through the process.
To work on both of these trails in addition to everything else already on our plate for next
year – I’d give you a maybe.
Commissioners said they would like to elevate the issue understanding that funding still
needs to be found.
Overstreet: I think once we get the event application we can know better what it is.
Robinson said there’s a grant opportunity through the Rails To Trails program that the city
could apply for. The funding status wouldn’t be known until June. There may be an
opportunity for funding partnerships.
Koermer asked how long the requested trail changes would take;
Robinson said it could be done within the required time frame, though there may need to be
reprioritization of projects.
Watson asked when this application would be due;
Robinson said that Kate is going before their board on January 5 to discuss the concept,
costs and to see if it’s feasible.
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Overstreet will put this on a future agenda.
Announcing New Sports Coordinator
Kyrill Kretzschmar, Recreation Enterprises Services Manager:
To replace David Stevenson, who was in the role for the last four
years, we hired Nick Corelli. He has worked in the Department under
Craig and the ice rink under me for the last year. I’ve gotten to know
him as a very dependable, very engaged employee. Nick is an xcollege hockey player with a strong teaching background.
Overview of Role:
1. Field Scheduling: 22 athletic fields, 5,000 hours scheduled last
year, 15 user groups
2. Youth Football: 500-member program
3. Softball, Volleyball, Soccer and Hockey Leagues
4. Special Events: pentathlon and bike series’.
Overall, he will be responsible for roughly $300,000 in revenue.
Corelli introduced himself.
Came to Steamboat about 1.5 years ago from Denver where he was a middle
and elementary school teacher for five years prior.
Coaches hockey in Steamboat Springs and has been a volunteer ski
instructor.
Approval of Minutes: November 9
Commissioner Weik moved to approve the November 9, 2016 public
meeting minutes; Commissioner Tumminello seconded the motion.
The motion carried unanimously with commissioners Watson and Koermer
abstaining.

Rotary Park Master Plan Discussion
Craig Robinson:
The Rotary Club of Steamboat Springs drafted this master plan. They
really want to begin the public process to get the plan adopted. We don’t
have plans for a lot of our parks, but in this case there has been a lot of
requested change at that facility. While we did have some old conceptual
visions, there was no formal master plan adopted. When the Peace
Pavilion was constructed and requests for more amenities were received,
we wanted to bring it back down to what’s the vision for the area and
make sure the community agrees with what we’re doing at the site.
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Since the property was acquired, we have managed the park as a natural
area. As we look at the fiscal impacts of maintenance of the park, Rotary
has been great as far as volunteering some of the areas down there over
time. Starting in 2017, the city will be taking over the mowing of the little
turf area out front and the irrigation of the property. Rotary will continue to
help where possible. We’re estimating about $6,000 of annual
maintenance to manage that park as a natural area and take care of that
turf.
The vision for the land was to provide a corridor for the Yampa River Core
Trail and to preserve the natural areas along the river corridor. Rotary has
adopted the park and committed to maintaining the facility and have made
some of the improvements you see there today:
Benches, art, trees, landscaping, boardwalk and most recently the Peace
Pavilion. This is outlined in the conceptual plan.
The Rotary Park Pavilion Plan was an improvement plan for the Peace
Pavilion and a little bit of vegetation to be planted around it. That went
through the public process three years ago.
This new master plan got started when Rotary came to us requesting
some additional amenities at the site. We mentioned that the normal
process would be we would have a master plan. We would like to have the
community agree on a vision for the facility and make a plan based on that
vision. As time, funding and staffing allows, we then add those amenities.
They took the time with dedicated volunteers to draft a master plan.
John Holloway, Rotarian, Applicant Representative, 29415 RCR 18:
Plan developed by Eric Griepentrog at Landmark Consultants with the
help of Ian Wagner and Robert Ralston. All three are Rotarians and have
been very involved with the construction of the current amenities and the
development of this plan.
The plan is not a whole lot different than what we envisioned in 1993. We
have completed the vast majority of what we want there.
One of the things we’re looking for is some additional art locations. We
would like to honor Mike Roberts, one of our good friends and key builders
of the pavilion who passed away a few years ago, with a sculpture. We
haven’t picked that out yet. We know there’s a moratorium on placing
public art in public facilities, so that’s a big part of our motivation and our
main goal.
We’re not envisioning anything huge, expensive or maintenance-intensive.
QUESTIONS FROM COMMISSIONERS
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Weik confirmed that there will not be any additional river access beyond
what’s already been created.
Alfone wondered about the process if the master plan is approved.
Overstreet: I believe Winnie is coming before City Council in January with
the Arts Council to talk about the moratorium on public art that we
currently have and how we should proceed in the future.
Holloway: We also had proposed a memorial bench for a young man who
passed away. His parents dedicated the single largest financial
contribution to the Peace Pavilion, and they had asked us to put in a
granite bench. We proposed that bench to Ernie Jenkins and the Parks
and Rec Department. It would be also subject to the art in public places
moratorium, so we’d love to be able to do that sooner than later. It’s a
modest bench made out of granite, so it shouldn’t take hardly any
maintenance and would be a wonderful amenity to the park and a nice
thing for the family who contributed a lot of money and spent a lot of time
helping us build the Peace Pavilion.
Tumminello asked if there were any additional amenities requested
beyond the art.
Holloway: We had a Zen garden built between the Core Trail and the
pavilion – 6x10 or something. Because of the danger involved with
bicyclists on the trail, we were required to remove that. At one point we
wanted to rebuild it, but unfortunately all our pavers were stolen so we
don’t have anything to rebuild it with. But we have proposed what we call a
sand box, but it’s really a Zen garden, that someday we might build. There
isn’t any huge swell of interest in doing that in the club or otherwise that
I’m aware of, but that is on the plan.
Alfone: Is there any need for winter maintenance? Snow removal?
Holloway: There’s a little bit of maintenance on the Core Trail, but the
pavilion stays pretty clear. We try and stop by on a regular basis and
check up on things.
Weik: Craig, do we have a number on the additional maintenance costs
that this would add to Parks and Rec’s budget?
Robinson: Approximately $6,000 is what we’re looking at for next year.
That’s probably double the current number. The original irrigation system
needs to be replaced, so we will probably see an increased budget
request in the next couple years for that.
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Holloway: The big component of that is the pump that services the
irrigation for all the trees. Rotary replaced that just a year ago, so it should
run for many years. Most of what still needs to be replaced is irrigation
pipe, which is relatively inexpensive.
PUBLIC COMMENT
None.
Discussion on Proposed Dog Parks and Off-Leash Areas
Craig Robinson:
We’re here to begin the public discussion for a new proposal for increased off-leash recreation areas and dog
parks here in Steamboat Springs. We have a new group, Steamboat Digs Dogs, a local group of stakeholders
who have a proposal that they’ve been working on for quite some time. They’ve been working with Police
Services on code revisions, and that just went to Council last night. The first reading passed. That allows some
flexibility to make these changes that are being proposed tonight.
The proposed expenditures and funding sources are not yet determined. We’ve noted along with City Council
that the city has some challenges financially, and many of the groups that are coming forward are looking for
financial partners. This group has expressed interest in that. They’ve looked at different grant opportunities and
fundraising opportunities.
A similar group went through this type of process in 2005, which brought us what we have today: Lower Spring
Creek Pond as an off-leash recreation area as well as Rita Valentine Park.
The other trails proposed: Staley Park Trail, Blackmere Drive, Spring Creek Trail, were ultimately rejected due
to too many impacts in some of those areas. They wanted to start small with the existing areas that we have
today.
Steamboat Digs Dogs is aware of the need to improve participation in cleanup and better stewardship from
some dog owners and increasing that awareness amongst all dog owners. They’re looking to be an active
partner with the city for education, funding in maintenance in all these areas.
They have reached out in various neighborhoods where they’ve been talking about some of their proposals.
They’ve reached out to Colorado Parks and Wildlife and then came to our staff and talked about their proposal
with us as well.
Some of our existing codes may need to be changed to allow for some of these changes to be made.
Conflicts/Environmental Issues: Proposed off-leash areas may have impacts with wildlife and other
recreationalists and any non-dog lovers. Vegetation could be impacted when dogs go off trails. Dog waste is
currently a problem in all areas where we have off-leash and on-leash recreation. Animal control resources may
be challenged to patrol and enforce some of this.
Voice and Sight Control: The city tried that back around 2007 when we first started our off-leash programs. We
modeled our program off of what Boulder was doing and is still doing today. It’s a very rigorous class you have
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to take and show that you’ve watched the training video. You sign something and then get a tag saying you’ve
been through this whole training protocol and that your dog will be able to behave in that manner. Council was
not supportive of that program after a year or two of implementation, and we did away with it. Now we just have
voice and sight control in our dog parks and off-leash recreation areas.
If anyone has comments on the Rotary Park item or this item, please reach out to city staff via email or phone.
We’ll be forwarding that information to the commission here for review as we go through this process.
Kathy Connell, Member, Steamboat Digs Dogs:
We have about 45 active participants: people who are dog owners, dog lovers, and people who don’t like dogs.
We all agree that we have a problem here in Steamboat – the lack of facilities for anything as far as exercising
or walking our dogs. Our dogs have also been a problem because we’ve had problems with poop control.
We’ve had about 32 meetings in the last couple months. We’ve broken the group into several subgroups trying
to address these problems: dog waste, dog-friendly trails, Rita Valentine Park evaluation.
We started collecting data. We have over 5,500 registered dogs. That’s a large population for one park and no
dog-friendly trails.
In our conversations with dog users and people who have dog problems, what we saw is that there’s many
parks and many areas and trails within the city that dog people are using kind of under the radar.
We took a look at Steamboat holistically and said how can we continue to have people exercise and play with
their dogs without having to go to one concentrated area. Are there places, times, seasons within all of our
parks that we can have our dogs continue to use.
Spread them out so people don’t have to get in their car.
Our teams walked all the parks and evaluated what’s going on.
For example, there’s no other user group at Whistler in the winter other than us who take our dogs down there.
Do they need to be on leash as we’re tromping through the snow and want to play fetch with them.
Summer is a different situation, and times in the summer are different based on when there are organized
events.
Do we want dogs off leash on the Core Trail? We say absolutely not. It’s already an overused multi-use trail.
In our process, we also saw that what’s happened by growth is that we’ve made all our trails multi-use. Is that
really the best use of all of our trails?
Years ago on Rabbit Ears Pass we had everyone doing everything. Everyone was fighting. They got together
and made a plan for how everyone could kind of carve out their areas. To my knowledge, it’s been very
successful for the most part.
We’ve taken that concept and said how can the dogs and their owners be recognized as a very large user
group in Steamboat – just like our bikers and hikers. Our first draft of what we’d like to do is a lot. So we’d like to
hone it back down tonight to have you fully understand what our holistic principal is.
We feel that the easiest nut to crack initially is Rita Valentine Park because it is a designated dog park that does
have some issues according to users. One issue is that there’s no water.
Another is that there’s only one designated entrance with poop bags. So all kinds of dogs cluster together in
there. It’s not really a comfortable place for them to be.
So we said to ourselves is there a way we can take this existing park and:
Spread out that group of dogs.
Keep the natural trails and work with those trails to make them not be as muddy.
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Can we include an enclosed area that people with small dogs or older dogs can exercise their dogs and not feel
intimidated?
At the same time, we recognize that we don’t want everyone going to Rita Valentine – both for the neighbors
and the dogs. We’d like to spread that out to other areas.
Rita Valentine Park comes forward tonight because Beneful, a division of Purina, has funded other dog parks in
other towns and cities. They have stated an interest in working with us and possibly help fund us as far as
improvements to Rita Valentine and some other dog areas within the city. We are very blessed to have Josh
who is a landscape architect who began putting together some ideas after he and other members of our group
spent a lot of time talking to users. We’re going to go through that tonight, and we’re also going to meet with the
neighbors to get their buy-in.
Spring Creek Trail:
In the wintertime it stops at the cabins at the intersection. We all agree that dogs need to be on a leash when
they get out of a car. We’d like to be able to take them off leash where they stop plowing to get to the pond.
Above that area for that half mile is closed in the winter anyway. There is just no way to walk with your dog in
the snow on a leash and have a good time. So we’re looking at that area as an easy one to talk about in the
winter. The summer is much more complex, and we have some plans around that, too.
Whistler:
If no one is using Whistler, why can’t we play with our dogs there?
We’ve met with CPW, and we want them engaged in this because we’re all concerned about interaction with
wildlife. So part of our proposals are increased signage and what we call instant signage where I can put on a
sign “Saw moose, time and date. Leash your dog.” Or CPW or the police can say closed to off-leash because of
wildlife sighting. We know we need to fund that. We’ve already started a GoFundMe campaign. We’ve already
raised enough for 50,000 biodegradable poop bags that will be part of our experimental compost program
without even starting fundraising. The city no longer provides poop bags because people keep stealing them.
The last year they did it, they gave out about 9,000 per year.
How we plan to answer issues such as when people steal the poop bags is in working with Corey Christensen –
he’s been wonderful. We’ve been working on the ordinance. We got the first reading buy-in from Council. We
don’t perceive that there’s going to be any issues with that second reading and passing the ordinance. One of
the things with Corey is that he wants to make sure with his staff they have something that’s easily enforceable.
It’s not going to be vague. The changes in the ordinance is making it so we can do off-leash times and off-leash
programs without it necessarily being an off-leash park. We do believe that Steamboat needs another dog park,
but we don’t have an area yet. So what we’re trying to do is just say are there times in all our parks and areas
that we can be with our dogs playing fetch and that kind of thing.
We need your feedback. Any programs go through you first, and then you propose to Council. We’ve talked to
Routt County Riders. We’ve proposed some trails; we know we have to vet through that. But we’d like to start
tonight taking a look at Rita Valentine Park.
QUESTIONS FROM COMMISSIONERS
Tumminello: Have you given thought to forming a 501 (C)(3) for the long-term regulation, maintenance and
funding of the program?
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Connell: We certainly have. The reason we started the GoFundMe program is to begin raising funds so we have
necessary match. We’ve already met with the Yampa Valley Community Foundation. We’re actually going to
open two different accounts: one for capital development (funds for the Beneful grant,) and one for a
maintenance endowment fund. We recognize that we have to look at this on a more long term, sustainable
basis. We look at the licensing program to really help us as well. Right now, that program just does not work. It’s
$5 on an annualized basis in January when no one thinks about it. It’s not enforced; it’s really problematic. We
really feel that the licensing program can get us some funds on an annualized basis by increasing that amount
and having some of those funds going to some of these programs. Our goal as the committee is to say how do
we come forth to you all and say we’re not asking you for money. We know eventually we’re going to have to
look at how we fund through city budgets in the future. A great example is the compost program. There are
other towns and cities that have been very successful in composting dog waste. They have not only utilized dog
waste for energy but also resold those proceeds. We know this is not immediate. We have to do a trial program
here and see how it works. We’ll be talking to you about that in the future. What we’re trying to do is look at
programs along the way that will help us bring money in so we’re not just saying hey, we want you to do more.
We also want to have volunteers working with us. If we should decide on a dog-friendly trail, we want to work
with people and organizations who may fund us through involvement – a combination of money and work.
We’re looking at all that because we know that this is not just a one-year situation.
More and more of the lodging community is allowing dogs because vacationers want to bring their dogs with
them. We know that piece of the picture is really important, too. So the education component, bringing the
culture to people and working with the lodging community – not only giving out biodegradable bags but also to
possibly help fund us is also part of this picture.
Josh Anzulevitz [ph?]:
I’m a landscape architect. My focus is parks, playgrounds and dog parks. I joined up with this group to help
Steamboat become more dog friendly. I saw an opportunity here where I could jump in and help out with
increasing off-leash opportunities here in town – specifically a fenced-in off-leash area. We took a good look at
Rita Valentine and did an analysis to come up with a design concept. We spent a lot of mornings, mid-days and
evenings at the park just talking to park users. What do you like? What’s missing? What could be improved?
Coming in off Anglers Drive, there’s parking/a little parking circle. There are two trails that lead you into the park
from that parking area. You’ve got to kind of cross over a ditch to get to the trail, so accessibility during the
winter could be an issue. Up front by the parking circle is where a lot of folks meet up and talk and hang out with
their dogs. That’s the real popular area of the park. It’s a great setting there with the wide-open space. There
are several trails that wind throughout the park. People access it from Hilltop Parkway, different neighborhoods,
but really there’s that central roundabout trail that gets used by a lot of folks. People just do laps around it with
their dogs.
Disadvantages of The Site:
Parking doesn’t seem adequate right now. There are times when people park out on Anglers because there’s
no more room in the circle.
Recommendation: Add more parking there.
Up front there’s a message board with shrubs behind it. That’s one of the things that the city has set up for
recyclable poop bags. Those aren’t always there.
It’d be nice if we did more to have pet waste disposal bags available at all times.
Suggestions:
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There’s a lot of boulders on this site that could be used to create little play features for dogs. They just need to
be moved into a certain position.
The main trail keeps eroding; we recommend putting down some type of surfacing to maintain these trails.
During mud season, people are going to walk in different areas of the park, and that’s going to wear it down.
There is water underneath the site. Instead of people having to bring jugs in, create a water fountain.
Orient the way people use the park towards the views of Mount Werner. At the north end of the park, there’s a
12-foot-high mound. There’s a trail that kind of goes up the side of it.
We see that as a feature that could be made into a play feature. It also faces back towards Mount Werner, so if
we threw some benches up there, you can enjoy the view while the dogs get a great workout running up and
down that mound.
One of the things that was important in coming up with ideas was being sensitive to the surrounding
neighborhoods. We want to use materials that will blend in pretty well with what’s already there. We’d like to
have some benches throughout the park. A shade structure would be really nice to have as a shelter in both
summer and winter. Use pressure-treated posts and that wire mesh that kind of blends in for the fenced-in area.
It’d be great to throw some agility equipment in there.
Josh showed the design concept.
13 parking spaces in the bottom-right corner with an evergreen tree screen in front of it and a berm to create a
buffer.
A concrete walkway coming in from the end of the circle to make the central area more accessible. Put the
water fountain in there with a doggy basin and human basin with a jug filler on the side.
Evergreen trees surrounding the shade structure to provide a buffer from the entry. The structure will be
focused on the center of the park and the views of Sleeping Giant. We can connect to the water right there.
Off to the east of the main access way is the fenced-in dog area. One 1,000 square-foot portion would be for
small dogs; up above that would be an area for larger dogs. Not everyone’s dogs are great about coming back,
so these areas offer a place for people to have their dogs contained. We can create a really unique space with
some agility equipment in there for the dogs. We have a concrete walkway running into these because
otherwise the ground would get beaten up pretty quickly. We recommend crushed granite within the fenced-in
areas. It doesn’t hold urine. Engineered wood fiber is another great material.
We added a trail where people can do laps but avoid the busy central corridor.
Two play pockets tucked in between the trails that utilize some of the boulders. Add some more trees here to
create more of a screen and break up the site a little bit.
Create two trails at the top that go up that 12-foot-high mound. Easier access going up the side. Use some
railroad ties. Put two benches up there facing east. This would also disperse the users of the park – draw more
up north where it doesn’t see a lot of use right now.
We have nine benches total in the park. We think they could be memorial benches. We could work with the city
to put a plaque on there and have funding come in to dedicate benches to a family member or lost friend.

A dog park is almost more about the people than the dogs; it’s a space that brings neighbors together to get to
know one another.
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QUESTIONS FROM COMMISSIONERS
Tumminello asked about restrooms for humans; there are no plans for that.
Commissioner Floyd asked about approximate cost.
Josh: Including a lot of volunteer work for installation, approximate cost would be $85,000.
Floyd confirmed that there would be increased maintenance costs for the city if it was their responsibility.
Connell: Beneful has the capacity to give us much more than that. We need to put a plan together, but we can’t
do that until we get direction from Parks and Rec and buy-in from the public process. To give you an idea,
Beneful gave $250,000 to the dog park in Prescott, AZ. Once we decide what the plan is, we need to find out
the maintenance cost and see how we go for that in the endowment moneys and then work with the city in the
future. Winnie DelliQuadri told us she can’t really help write the grant until the Parks and Rec Commission says
this is a real thing.
Overstreet: For the grant, would you need this to be a proven concept? Or master plan approved?
Connell: We can get that to you. I do know we need to have some matching dollars, and they want to know how
we’re going to take care of the maintenance.
Weik: What do our existing master plans show for Rita Valentine? I heard at one time there were plans for a
bike skills area or a youth track.
Tumminello: A variety of master plans have been proposed for Rita Valentine, but currently there is no plan
that’s adopted. You’re just conflicting with the very real pushback from the residents in that area when it comes
to doing anything with that park at all.
Connell: What we understand so far – without having had our official meeting with them yet – is that maintaining
it as open space is something that they don’t object to. What they’re concerned with is increased traffic, lights,
bathrooms, things that are going to draw more people. We’ve sent them our initial blush. I think 8 out of 10 of
the people are out of town right now, but we want to start the process. We want to become legitimate. A lot of
people are interested in other facilities for dogs, and we can’t just keep going without working with you all.
Overstreet: I think it was two years ago that this body addressed the 2009 concept plan for the park. They
scrapped it because it included a rec center in addition to these passive uses.
Connell: We’re not looking to focus all of the Beneful moneys just on this; we’re looking at a holistic approach
with a combination of off-leash areas and some work on our trails so we can have spread-out facilities. This is
the first step, though. Why are we pushing this so fast right now? Beneful’s grant time is at the beginning of the
year. We want to be able to sit down with Winnie in January and start to really work on that grant and go for the
funds.
Weik: You’re taking the community-wide approach, and I think that’s awesome. I can see lots of things that
would create a benefit, but there are some tradeoffs. People living near Rita Valentine are probably averse to
visible improvements, but the reality is if we continue to use the park the way it’s being used, it’s going to
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continue to deteriorate. I think an important thing to keep in mind is – with this pavilion, you may get better buyin from the immediate neighbors if it’s something that is a removable structure down the line. So if it turns out
that Parks decides to do something different there, you’re not locked into that particular pavilion. I think the sign
boards with current wildlife status would pay huge dividends for lots of users. I think your plan is good, and I
think in terms of consensus building you’ve got it nailed.
Tumminello: I think this is a big enough change proposed to Rita Valentine Park that there would probably have
to be a separate meeting focused on it. I don’t know whether this results in a master plan or something like a
master plan, but I think you’ll have a lot of public comment on it. Although it may be a source of pushback from
local residents, I do think you need to take restrooms into consideration when you start to build amenities out in
the middle of nowhere.
I think the pushback from City Council will be that this is like the second sheet of ice but smaller. We have the
funds to build it but not the funds to maintain it. I hear what you’re saying that part of the Beneful program is
taking care of the maintenance costs, but I do wonder whether having a more formally organized organization
that could enter into some form of agreement with the city that talks about maintenance of the assets and
whatever is coming down the road is worth considering. It seems to me the biggest conflict with dogs on trails
would be bikes, so it’s good that you’re in contact with Routt County Riders.
Koermer: With this amenity, there’s going to be increased traffic up there, which we’ve heard loud and clear
from the residents around the park that they like the open space concept. When we’re looking at this
infrastructure that will be put up there: bathrooms, maybe a boiler for snowmelting those concrete sidewalks to
reduce maintenance down the road. Those are things to maybe think about as options on this plan.
The conflicts I’m seeing here: Obviously the wildlife is a big one. So you’re doing all your due diligence here; it
looks like a really great plan; I like the drawings. I also like the materials you included to us with your proposal.
I’d like to learn more about those because you could potentially create a revenue stream to potentially fund
maintenance down the road with some of the things you planned here. I think we need to get this started and
figure out what we need to do in terms of the public process to make sure that it’s on the radar and they can
meet these deadlines for the Beneful grants and start working with Winnie as soon as possible.
Commissioners agreed that there should be a separate meeting on this proposal.
Connell said they also need to know how to continue on their trails and off-leash area ideas. They don’t want to
lose momentum.
Connell: Our community has got to recognize that Steamboat is way behind. Granby and Grand Lake have
some spectacular dog parks going on. A lot of communities our size are doing great things, and we’re woefully
short.
Tumminello pointed out that dog parks are the number one growing amenity in parks today.
Tumminello thought there should also be another meeting on specific trails.
Connell pointed to allowing dogs off-leash on the closed portion of Spring Creek as well as Whistler Park in the
winter as an immediate action that could be taken.
PUBLIC COMMENT
Deborah Black, Steamboat Digs Dogs:
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I wanted to support what Kathy was saying that it would be great if we could get something from you tonight
with Spring Creek Trail and Whistler Park. Those would help a lot just to get us going. Up Spring Creek beyond
where the big snow pile gets plowed is where we would like to be able to get our dogs off leash – all the way up
to the sign that says this area is closed due to elk. That would be for the winter.
A lot of people in the neighborhood around Whistler Park and in condo land would appreciate being able to go
to Whistler and recreate during the winter with their dogs. I’m sure by the spring we’ll have had time to address
all of this more fully and to make some other improvements that we’re hoping to get as a whole package.
Tumminello: Who has the authority to make seasonal changes to trail use?
Ford: Council did last night do the first reading of the ordinance. The ordinance is looking to Parks and
Recreation to work with the dog user groups to recommend to Council temporary openings. Council would have
the ability to say yes or no or to terminate a prior approval that had been given. We’ve got to be crystal clear
that this discussion on improvements to Rita is a separate issue from the trails. If we don’t parse those, it will
get increasingly muddy. We just have to be careful that we don’t get kind of seduced by the grant – that we
make really smart moves as it goes. Give or take we’re talking 6,000 dogs in what I would call the metropolitan
area of Steamboat. About 1,500 of those are licensed at the present time. So let’s say we got a 60%
compliance rate with licensing at $25, that would generate a little over $85,000. About 52% of our households
have dogs. They average about 1.6 dogs. What you’re seeing with this group is really grassroots coming
forward and working on it. Often times, they’re looking to us to say really clearly what the next step is. You guys
can tell them what you feel the next step is; I think they can muster the forces and do it and move forward. They
were Herculean in getting the first reading of the ordinance through. That’s a major change; that ordinance
hadn’t been opened up for probably 13 years.
Tumminello: I see how City Council would want to give their initial view on temporary off-leash areas, but at
some point that should vest in the authority of the Parks and Rec Department to make some of those
determinations. That way every time someone wants to do a seasonal opening or closure of a trail they don’t
have to go to City Council for approval.
Candy Garrison, Head Fundraiser, Steamboat Digs Dogs:
Kathy asked me to lead the fundraising because I was the one who found out about Beneful. When I wrote to
them back in August, I wasn’t expecting a response. They replied in 48 hours wanting to know how soon we
could get started, how much did we needP They’ve been in contact with weekly emails. The most recent was
probably in October. How much do we need now? She said I have to know now because our fiscal year is
ending. I said off the top of my head I’m going to give you $100,000. She asked whether that was realistic orP
She said: When you can give me a realistic number and know that your City Council and Parks and Rec are
definitely behind you, we are ready and we want to talk. She also wanted to know what other things we were
doing as far as fundraising, so I started the GoFundMe. As of today, we have $2,520, which I think can grow a
lot more once more people are aware of it.
Then we’ll be able to open our 501(C)(3) so that those who are worried about their tax deductions can give.
I feel that our next step with your permission is to say yes and help us through what it’s going to cost us
realistically so that when I do go back to Beneful, we can go into it by spring as soon as we’re capable of
starting to build.
My husband and I have talked to many of the people in the neighborhood up above who are the ones it will
impact. So far everyone we’ve talked to has been very positive and very happy with the idea of improving the
park. Their biggest concern was the parking issue and that we don’t get too carried away with anything. Josh
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making it look like nature I think was also helpful in the discussions with the neighbors. Kathy and I hope to
soon get together with all of them and show them what our plans are to see if they’re okay with it.
But it would be very helpful to all of us if we knew that our Parks and Rec is definitely behind us and wants to
help us in our endeavors.
Gretchen Shaler, 1383 Manitou Ave:
There has been no outreach to the Fairview Nation about trails being used as dog designated areas.
My concerns on having trails are the wildlife – in the winter allowing all the trails to be used for dog walking off
leash, we have so many elk in our area. They come down and look in my window. Three quarters of Wild Rose
is BLM land, and that’s part of their proposal. BLM is must have your dog on a leash.
Their dates are December 1 through April 30. A lot of trails are closed at that point in time because it’s too wet,
too muddy. This might give people a license to say well, they’re open for dog walking.
But they’re closed to everybody until it dries out.
Molly’s in the wintertime is a great downhill bike ride. You’re opening up Molly’s to dogs walking uphill off leash
in an area where there’s not a whole lot of room if you’re walking up and you’ve got bikers coming down.
Trash. Dog poop. I live in a cul-de-sac right on the trail. There’s no trash can in that area; there’s no poop bags;
there’s a lot of poop bags left on the trail.
Who’s controlling the dogs? The number of dogs that have come into my yard and peed on every single
structure of our house, attacked my dog, stole my dog’s Frisbee. This happens all the time. I’m kind of front and
center. As a result of that, my dog has started to get more aggressive. She’s in her own yard. When I ask
people to put their dogs on the leash I get the middle finger and words associated with that. We don’t have any
control over there at all.
Who’s going to pay for the extra control on the trails?
Eric Meyer, RCR:
I do appreciate that the dog group did come to our last meeting. I think this agenda topic kind of got skewed. I
was blown away that there was a proposal for Rita Valentine Park.
The proposal attached to the agenda item looks mammoth. I appreciate that there’s a little bit here and a little
bit there, but it kind of looks like they’re asking for access everywhere. I am a dog owner, and I like taking my
dog on trails. I do it a lot less than I probably would if there was more off-leash areas.
As a bike group, we went pretty big, too. We focused on funding first and then worked through the approval
process and master planning process – so I can appreciate them going big. But you’ve got to try something and
make it work. You have a couple areas like Rita Valentine and Spring Creek and there’s a park and a trail that
are already approved. There’s a long list of things that they say can be approved. I think the best thing is to
improve those places with a specific fast plan; keep this as the big “if this works, this is where we’re going,” and
if you’re talking about putting structures into Rita ValentineP I’ve been here for a couple years, and I’ve seen
those guys show up in force. That’s going nowhere in my opinion. They’d be really, really lucky to get that to go
anywhere. Until they’re notified and they see a newspaper article that says Rita Valentine Becomes Dog Park
With Dog Runs and Fence, that’s when they’ll show up and likely will kill it. They killed a disc golf course, which
is pretty tame and had very little impact. Just in the last couple years they’ve killed all kinds of proposals there,
so if you can make it work there, you’ve got a home run and it’ll go across the whole city. But that’s a tough one
to go on.
I would say get a phased plan. Make your proposal a lot more clear on phases. The main reason I came tonight
was I was like there’s going to be no place to go and not have dogs.
The other thing that concerns me is why wasn’t the ordinance or that Rita a piece of the packet. That ordinance
when it was discussed almost felt like it was the thing that was opening the door for everything. That wasn’t
even a part of this, and it was already halfway approved. That’s great, but that should have been a part of this
packet too so I could connect all the dots. Same with the Rita Valentine proposal.
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I was focusing on trail comments. The big one I saw on there said: Bicyclists cannot hit dogs or basically you’re
at fault.
I’ve ridden a lot of trails with good dogs and bad dogs. I would say there’s probably 1% of dogs that actually run
on a trail well with a user. I’m talking single-track trails. 99% of dogs I’ve seen are a disaster on trails. Without a
bell, you are going to hit one or they are going to hit you.
I think this big proposal is going to be a tough nut to crack, so start small, phase it, pick a successful place, and
see where it leads.
Connell: I don’t think we’re saying dogs everywhere; we’re trying to have somewhere for dogs. We desperately
want to start the process with you. We want to continue to go through and vet the process and talk about our
off-leash areas and trail possibilities. We’re not trying to take over the town; we’re just trying to say hey, we
would like to be able to legally play with our dogs and exercise our dogs in the town, and there’s a lot of us.
Tumminello reiterated his desire to have the proper number of meetings on Rita Valentine with the same thing
on trails, along with some sort of ranking of those trails.
Tumminello: I agree with Eric that it may be best on trails to try it out to see how it works before opening 10 or
15 trails. With Rita Valentine, I agree that it’s a pretty heavy lift, but that doesn’t mean that it can’t be done. This
may be a way finally to really focus in on what Rita Valentine is and what it ought to be and to have a plan in
place that solidifies that for a long period of time. That may be a selling point to the residents that this is what
this park is and this is what it’s going to be; it’s a pretty low-use prospect.
Weik: I agree. I think we need to create some separation between the various portions of the plan. I think
maybe the next step for Steamboat Digs Dogs is maybe if you can decide internally what your first priority is of
moving forward, because I’m hearing two separate things here. One is we’re under the gun and we’ve got this
timeline for funding; we might not get it if we don’t move right away. But it’s winter, and we want to make these
changes to Spring Creek and other things, and we’ve got to get that done right away. I think it would be more
helpful for everyone to wrap their mind around various changes that are being proposed instead of inundating
the public with lots of dog-related changes which will create the perception that it’s just a free-for-all off-leash
town. I think by doing it in a phased approach and deciding amongst yourselves what your first phase would be
that you want approved by Parks and Rec and Council, then seeing how that goes and coming up with the
second phase and moving forward with that would probably be more productive and seem less overwhelming to
everybody.
I think with the trail changes there’s a lot of them listed, and I think it would be good within that to come up with
three of them as the pilot program. I would say probably Spring Creek, Blackmere and maybe some other place
on Emerald. Coming up with a pilot area to test the concept of approved off-leash behaviors instead of opening
up more of the trails and more of the parks in a broad maneuver.
One of the things we need to reassure the non-dog public about is compliance, because to some non-dog
owners it seems that the areas that are not approved for off leash are de facto off-leash areas and that there’s
no intention to comply at all with any of the restrictions. We heard the statistic that we’re maybe at 25%
compliance with dog licensing. Or getting your dog back under control when someone asks for a little space. So
if we make all those trail changes all at once, I don’t think there’s any way to test whether it’s actually being
effective and complied with or whether it just turned into a free-for-all when all the rules went out the window. I
know that’s not your intent, but I think a lot of people will perceive it that way – both dog owners and non-dog
lovers.
So if we keep it on a small scale and see how well it works in these three areas – can we demonstrate improved
compliance? Can we demonstrate improved poop pickup? That would probably go a long way towards getting
people happier with expanding those into the other areas.
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Questions About Trails/Parks:
The seasonable idea I think is going to work in some areas or times of day, but I think we want to be very
careful about that. Can your group come forward with ideas about how to control that? Because I think the
perception will be people are going to push the boundaries at the very least. Finding some ways to avoid that. If
we have a lot of flip-flopping things where you’re okay in this area in this season but you’re not okay in this area
in this season, that gets tough. So maybe finding something that can be a consistent year-round third location
would be my suggestion on that.
There’s probably two ways to improve compliance: One of them is the route that we probably all don’t want to
go down, which is having animal control swarming a particular area creating lots of hard feelings. If you could
come up with suggestions about ways you can self-police or increase the rate of compliance, that might also
reassure people. I like your suggestions about off-leash areas not being off leash for the first third of a mile to
give everyone a chance to spread out and get their space before you take the dog off the leash. How does that
get promulgated to the rest of the users? Are you proposing a volunteer patrol? Is there some way to use peer
pressure to do that? Short of putting it back on the cops, how do we enforce these ideas and new concepts that
could be beneficial to everybody but only if people play nice?
Those are questions you might want to address either to Parks and Rec or to Council.
Jack Trautman:
I really think it is important to look at the changes to the dog ordinance in the context of what’s being proposed
with respect to dogs on trails. For example, the previous ordinance said: Dog must be on a six-foot leash. Now
it just says: The dog needs to be on a leash. That could be a 30-foot leash. A 30-foot leash in the context of a
single-track trail is very different than a six-foot leash. So to make these decisions independent of the ordinance
I think may lead to some poor decisions because your context might be the old ordinance and not the new one,
and those new things may change.
Floyd: In reference to the Beneful grant, I recently got caught up in a grant. We talked a lot of preliminary things.
We got the money. I just sent the check back. So I would say be really cautious. Be sure that you’ve got full city
approval all the way across the board. I think the other thing I’d be saying to them is what’s your cash flow for
next year so you can really come through with a plan that’s fully vetted; everybody’s on board; it doesn’t catch
the residents out there by surprise. To go slowly to get what you’re looking for maybe a year from now – at least
in reference to the dog park. When it comes to trails, I think there’s a lot of multi-use that’s not working great for
everyone. It does seem like you guys have been patiently doing a lot of work to get something. What’s the
something? Maybe it’s a four-month to give the dog group something. With the ordinance changes, maybe
there’s an opportunity for some leeway for the winter months right now that doesn’t impact bikers or hikers or
mud that lets the dogs get out and run.
Overstreet: If the second reading of the ordinance is approved January 3, it would be in the next packet for this
board to see in review and give some guidance to us and this group on do you want to review just Rita as the
next step in a phased plan? I don’t know what you prefer. This was just an informational meeting this evening; it
wasn’t to make a motion or to recommend anything. It was just to get what they have, review it and see what’s
next.
Tumminello thought it should be up to the group as to what they want on the agenda next.
Connell: We just want to continue working, and we want to continue the process on Rita Valentine. We need to
keep working on the grant, but we can’t continue unless we get some help with city staff and grant writers, etc.
So we would like to say let’s schedule a meeting so we can bring this before the public. Let’s start with the Rita
Valentine. We’re going to continue working on the composting program and continue work on fundraising
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because we have a lot of people who are very interested in providing more for our dog community. We’re a
grassroots group wanting to come up with solutions; we just want to do it the right way.
Commissioners were not in favor of making any decisions without the ordinance in hand regarding changed
usage to parks and trails.
Commissioners did not want to pursue this at a December 28 meeting.
Community Survey

Weik: I volunteered to serve on the Survey Committee that is putting together the 2017 survey. Big questions
for Parks and Rec are:
What big decisions do we think we’re facing over the next 2-5 years?
I can take those answers as inputs to what questions we might craft.
Tumminello: Funding for Parks and Recreation. Property tax. Future of Howelsen Hill.
Koermer: Updating/consolidating master plans.
Overstreet: It may be beneficial to go back to the previous survey and see which ones you can track to see how
the trends may change.
Floyd: Maintenance priorities.
Weik asked commissioners to submit any input on questions to her.

ADJOURNMENT
Commissioner Tumminello moved to adjourn the meeting at approximately 7:58 p.m.
Commissioner Weik seconded the motion.
The motion carried unanimously.

The meeting was adjourned at approximately 6:36 p.m.
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ITEM:

Design Discussion on Proposed Dog Area at Rita
Valentine Park

NEXT STEP:

To be Determined
_X__ Discussion
_X__ Information

I.
REQUEST OR ISSUE: Kathy Connell from Steamboat Digs Dogs
(SSD) will be leading an interactive discussion and design charrette with
members of the public. Attendees will be asked to review the proposed
concept design for the dog park and discuss with staff and the landscape
architect any amendments to the proposed design.
II.

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Information and Discussion item.

III.

FISCAL IMPACTS: TBD.

IV.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION:

The Steamboat Digs Dogs group has been working with the City to
update an ordinance to allow off-leash dogs in specific parts of
Steamboat Springs. The amended ordinance was approved by City
Council at the January 3, 2017 meeting (see attached ordinance).
At the December 14, 2016 Parks and Recreation Commission meeting,
members of Steamboat Digs Dogs presented a proposed design for a dog
area at Rita Valentine Park. The commission listened to the presentation
as well as members of the public about the proposed dog area.

SSD would like to gather more public information on its proposed design.
SSD met with staff and the group proposed hosting a design charrette
process where the public can review and suggest changes to the
proposed concept.
V.

LEGAL ISSUES: TBD

VI.

CONFLICTS OR ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES: None at this time

VII. SUMMARY AND ALTERNATIVES:
Listen to group’s proposal.
Table agenda item.
LIST OF ATTACHMENTS:
Off-Leash ordinance approved on January 3, 2017
Proposed concept plan presented at December 14, 2016 meeting

CITY OF STEAMBOAT SPRINGS, COLORADO
ORDINANCE NO.
A ORDINANCE REVISING REVISED MUNICIPAL CODE SECTIONS
4-2, 4-3, 4-4, 4-5, 4-7, 4-9, 4-10, 4-10.2, 4-11, 4-12, 4-15, 4-18,
4-19, 4-20, 4-22, AND 4-23 OF THE ANIMAL CODE; PROVIDING
AN EFFECTIVE DATE AND REPEALING ALL CONFLICTING
ORDINANCES.
WHEREAS, Chapter 4 of the municipal code regarding Animals is in need of
revision relating to numerous topics including the City’s contract with the Routt County
Humane Society, prohibiting commercial dogfighting, fine amounts, allowing
domesticated pigs as pets, and clarification of rules for animals as nuisance; and
WHEREAS, City Staff has met and collaborated with local citizen groups to obtain
their input and that input has been incorporated into revisions to the Animal Code; and
WHEREAS, the City Council has conducted two public discussions of potential
updates to the Animal Code on August 16, 2016 and on December 6, 2016; and
WHEREAS, the City Council wishes to revise the Animal Code to provide for
greater consistency, clarity, and public and animal safety.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
STEAMBOAT SPRINGS, COLORADO:
Subsections 4-2, 4-3, 4-4, 4-5, 4-7, 4-9, 4-10, 4-10.2, 4-11, 4-12, 4-15, 4-18, 4-19, 420, 4-21, 4-22, and 4-23 of the City of Steamboat Springs Revised Municipal Code shall
be amended as follows:
Sec. 4-2. - Limitation on keeping of domesticated animals.
(a) No person shall own or keep a domesticated cat or dog over six (6) months of age
unless such cat or dog is currently inoculated against rabies and has a current license.
(b) No person shall own or keep any swine, hogs or pigs except for domesticated pigs
under the following conditions:
(1)Pigs shall not exceed one hundred and fifty (150) pounds.
(2) Pigs are limited to two (2) per household or dwelling.
(3)Female pigs shall be spayed and male pigs shall be neutered by the age of
four (4) months. No unaltered male or female pigs shall be kept or permitted to
breed within the City limits. Pigs must at all times wear a harness bearing an
identification tag including
the owner’s name , address , and telephone number.
(c) No person shall own or keep any goat, sheep, cow, llama, burro, or other equine or
bovine animal, except a horse as may be permitted in this section and as otherwise
provided in Chapter 26 of this Code.
(d) No person shall own or keep any horse unless such person has a total lot area of
one-half acre per animal plus its young under six (6) months of age.

(e) Rodeo stock kept at the Brent A. Romick Arena at Howelsen Hill is not a violation of
this section.
(f) It is a specific defense to a charge of violating this section that a person holds a
valid circus, carnival, menagerie, petting zoo or similar license from the state division of
wildlife, or that a person is feeding only squirrels and birds.
Sec. 4-3. - Limitation on keeping or feeding wild or exotic animals.
(a) No person shall own, keep or feed any animal for which a state license is required to
hunt for such animal.
(b) No person shall own, keep or feed any wild or exotic animal, including without
limitation:
(1) Bears;
(2) Any species of feline other than ordinary domesticated cats;
(3) Any species of canine other than ordinary domesticated dogs including
without limitation any wolf-hybrid;
(4) Skunks;
(5) Poisonous reptiles;
(6) Raccoons;
(7) Deer, elk, moose, antelope; or
(8) Any species of nonhuman primate.
(c) For the purposes of this section, to feed shall mean any provision of edible or
drinkable material, including without limitation:
(1) Bones;
(2) Salt licks; and
(3) Water.
(d) It is a specific defense to a charge of violating this section that a person holds a
valid circus, carnival, menagerie, petting zoo or similar license from the state division of
wildlife, or that a person is feeding only squirrels and birds.
(e) This section does not apply to public officials in the exercise of their duties or those
who, at the request of the public official, are assisting the public official.
Sec. 4-4. - Animal fighting.
(a) No person shall cause, sponsor, arrange, hold or encourage a fight between
animals other than dogs for the purpose of monetary gain or entertainment.
(b) For the purposes of this section, a person encourages a fight between such animals
if the person:
(1) Is knowingly present at such fight;

(2) Owns, trains, transports, possesses, or equips such an animal with the intent
that the animal will be engaged in such a fight; or
(3) Knowingly allows such a fight to occur on any property owned or controlled
by such person.
Sec. 4-5. - Cruelty to animals.
(a) No person shall:
(1) Overdrive, overload, drive when overloaded, or overwork any animal;
(2) Cruelly beat, cruelly mutilate, or torture any animal;
(3) Needlessly shoot at, wound, capture, or in any other manner needlessly
molest, injure, or kill any animal; or
(4) Carry or transport or keep in a cruel manner any animal.
(5) No person shall leave a dog or cat unattended in a motor vehicle when the
temperature is seventy (70) degrees or above; unless, in the opinion of the
officer, adequate ventilation and water are provided.
(6)No person shall leave any dog in the uncovered bed of a pick-up truck when
the temperature is seventy (70) degrees or above; unless, in the opinion of the
officer, protection from the weather as appropriate, water, and adequate surface
upon which to avoid harm to the dog has been provided.
(b) It is a specific defense to a charge of violating this section that the action was
necessary to avoid injury to a person or that the animal was not a domesticated animal
and the action was necessary to avoid injury to a person or property.
(c) The conduct of a rodeo is not a violation of this section.
(d)In any case where a defendant has been convicted of, or entered a guilty plea to,
any violation of this section, the Municipal Court Judge shall, in addition to any other
penalties available, have the authority to order the immediate surrender of any
animal(s) involved in the case to the City of Steamboat Springs or its designee Animal
Shelter operator.
Sec. 4-7. - Improper care of animals.
(a) No person owning or keeping an animal shall fail to provide it with necessary
sustenance, necessary and medically appropriate veterinary care as defined and
established by current best veterinary practices, and to keep it under conditions where its
enclosure is not overcrowded, unclean, or unhealthy.
(b) An animal is deprived of necessary sustenance if it is not provided proper food or
drink. All animals shall at all times be provided receptacles kept constantly filled with
clean water.
(c) An enclosure is overcrowded unless its area is at least the square of the following
sum for each animal confined therein: the sum of the length of the animal in inches (tip
of nose to base of tail) plus six (6) inches.
(d) An enclosure is unclean when it contains more than one day's elimination of each
animal enclosed therein.
(e) An enclosure is unhealthy when it is likely to cause illness of the animal.

(f)In any case where a defendant has been convicted of, or entered a guilty plea to,
any violation of this section, the Municipal Court Judge shall, in addition to any other
penalties available, have the authority to order the immediate surrender of any
animal(s) involved in the case to the City of Steamboat Springs or its designee.
Sec. 4-9. - Poisoning animals; use of leg-hold or mechanical trap.
(a) No person shall poison or distribute poison in any manner with the intent to poison
any animal. It is a specific defense to a charge of violating this section that the person
intended to poison mice, rats, or rodents other than hamsters, guinea pigs, prairie
dogs, and squirrels by the use of a poisonous substance approved for such use by the
United States Environmental Protection Agency or that the person was regularly
engaged in the business of fumigation or pest extermination and was so licensed by the
state.
(b) No person shall use, set, place, maintain or tend any leg-hold trap. The city may
confiscate any leg-hold trap found in violation of this subsection and dispose of it.
(c) No person shall use, set, place, maintain, or tend any mechanical trap which is
designed or used to capture or kill any animal and does not require the presence of a
human operator to so capture or kill. It is a specific defense to a charge of violating this
section that the person had the express permission of the owner of the land on which
the trap was set. Any animal captured pursuant to this section shall be disposed of in
accordance with applicable Colorado State law, Colorado Department of Parks and
Wildlife regulations, or any other law regulating wildlife within the State of Colorado, or
shall be surrendered to the Animal Shelter.
(d) This section does not apply to public officials in the exercise of their duties or those
who, at the request of the public official, are assisting the public official.
Sec. 4-10. - Animals running at large.
(a) No person owning or keeping any animal in the city, except a horse or a domestic
dog, shall fail to prevent the animal from being off the premises of the owner or keeper
and beyond such person's supervision and control.
(b) No person owning or keeping any horse in the city shall fail to keep the horse on
the premises of the owner or keeper unless the horse is:
(1) On a bridal held by a person; or
(2) Being ridden.
(c) No person owning or keeping any dog in the city shall fail to keep the dog on the
premises of the owner or keeper unless the dog is:
(1) On a six-foot or shorter leash held by a person; or
(2) Within a vehicle or similarly confined, including being leashed or tied within
the bedbox of a pickup truck, and without access to passersby.
(d) Every person convicted of a violation of this section shall pay at least a minimum
fine, none of which can be suspended except as provided in subsection (d)(3) of this
section, according to the following schedule: first conviction, fifty dollars ($50.00);
second conviction, seventy-five dollars ($75.00); third and each subsequent conviction,
one hundred dollars ($100.00).

(1) The date when the actual violation occurred will control regardless of the
date of conviction;
(2) The record of the violator for two (2) years prior to the date of the current
violation will be considered; and
(3) If the municipal judge finds that the escape or release of the dog was made
possible by forces and events outside the common experience of animal owners
and could neither have been anticipated nor prevented, the judge may suspend
all the fine for the first offense and up to one-half of the fine for the second and
subsequent offenses. The judge may delegate authority to hear requests to
suspend such fines.
(e)A dog shall be considered running at large if the dog is left unattended on any
public property, whether or not the dog is secured by any leash, cord, chain or other
means, except as provided in subsection (c)(2) hereof.
(ef) The provisions of subsections (c) and (e) of this section nothwithstanding, any
person owning or keeping a dog in the city may take a dog off the premises of the
owner or keeper without restraining the dog with a leash or confining the dog in a
vehicle when the dog and owner or keeper are in a designated off-leash dog park or in
the Yampa River and the dog is under the voice and sight control of the owner or
keeper at all times. The owner or keeper of the dog shall demonstrate voice and sight
control of the dog upon request of any law enforcement officer or department of parks,
open space, and recreational services staff. The owner or keeper of a dog in a
designated off-leash dog park or the Yampa River that is not under voice and sight
control is subject to the same penalties that apply outside of off-leash dog parks.
(1) For purposes of this subsection, "voice and sight control" means that the
owner, or keeper of a dog, is in sight of the dog and is in sufficient control of the
dog's behavior that the dog when a dog is commanded to come, it does so the
first time. Dogs that annoy, harass, or attack people, wildlife, livestock, or other
dogs, leashed or unleashed, or which enter leash-required areas, are presumed
not to be under control. does not charge, chase, or otherwise display aggression
toward any person, dog, wildlife, livestock, or any other animal, or fail to come
to and stay with the owner or keeper immediately upon command by such
person. This definition of voice and sight control shall apply regardless of the
presence of toys, food, or other distracting circumstances.
(2) The following are hereby designated as off-leash dog parks:
a. Rita Valentine Park; and
b. The lower pond area of Spring Creek Park, which shall not include any
portion of Spring Creek Road/County Road 34.
(3)Dogs may enter and swim in the Yampa River when their presence does not
interfere with other user groups. Dogs may only use Yampa River outside of
dangerous spring high flow periods and low flow periods which imperil aquatic
life as defined by the Yampa River Management Plan.
(43) The department of parks, open space, and recreational services shall post
each entrance to a designated off-leash dog park with a map showing the
boundaries of such off-leash dog park and shall maintain copies of such maps for

public review at the department offices and online. The boundaries of off-leash
parks shall be appropriately marked with signs.
(54) The owner or keeper of a dog wishing to exercise a dog under voice and
sight control pursuant to this subsection shall be solely responsible for identifying
the boundaries of the off-leash dog park and keeping the dog within said
boundaries. The owner or keeper may not rely on ignorance of the boundaries or
the absence of, or damage to, maps at the entrance(s) to an off-leash dog park
as a defense to the owner or keeper's failure to keep the dog within the off-leash
dog park boundaries.
(65) The director of the department of parks, open space, and recreational
services is hereby authorized to adopt rules and regulations governing the use of
designated off-leash dog parks and to post such rules and regulations at the
entrance to such parks.
(7) The Parks and Recreation Commission may recommend to City Council
te mporary off le as h programs , are as and tim e s for Council’s approv
al. Such temporary approvals, if granted by City Council, may be rescinded by
the Council at its discretion.
(86) This subsection provides an exception only to the provisions of subsections
(c) and (e) regarding dogs running at large. All other provisions of this chapter,
including provisions regarding vicious animals and the removal of animal
excrement, shall apply in designated off-leash dog parks.
Sec. 4-10.2. – Unattended Dogs.
No person owning or keeping a dog in the city shall leave the dog unattended on any
public property, whether or not the dog is secured by any leash, cord, chain or other
means, except as provided in foregoing section 4-10(c)(2). Every person convicted of a
violation of this section shall pay at least a minimum fine as set forth in the foregoing
section 4-10(d).
Sec. 4-11. - Permit required to herd livestock through city or for any event
involving off-leash dogs.
(a) The city manager may issue a permit, upon such terms as the manager deems
appropriate for the protection of the public and the preservation of property, to permit
the herding of livestock through the city.
(b) The city manager may issue a permit, upon such terms as the manager deems
appropriate for the protection of the public and the preservation of property, to permit
events, contests, or exhibitions involving off-leash dogs.
Sec. 4-12. - Removal of animal excrement.
(a) No person owning or keeping any animal shall fail to prevent such animal from
defecating upon any property other than the premises of the owner or keeper.

(b) It is a specific defense to a charge of violating this section that the defecation
occurred on private property with express permission of the owner or all tenants
thereof.
(c) It is a specific defense to a charge of violating this section that the owner or keeper
immediately removed or cleaned up such deposit and disposed thereof by depositing it
in a toilet or a receptacle ordinarily used for garbage and covered by a lid or in an
otherwise lawful and sanitary manner.
(d) Every person convicted of a violation of this section shall pay at least a minimum
fine, none of which can be suspended, according to the following schedule: first
conviction, ten fifty dollars ($150.00); second conviction, twenty-five seventy-five
dollars ($275.00); third and each subsequent conviction, fifty one hundred dollars
($5100.00); fourth and each subsequent conviction, fines shall be set and imposed at the
discretion of the Municipal Court Judge, in accordance with section 1-15 of this Code. In
applying this schedule:
(1) The date when the actual violation occurred will control regardless of the
date of conviction; and
(2) The record of the violator for two (2) years prior to the date of the current
violation will be considered.
Sec. 4-15. - Animals as nuisance.
(a) No person shall own or keep any animal that constitutes a nuisance by violating any
of sections 4-2 through 4-14, being a safety or health hazard, damaging the property of
another, or creating offensive odors, any of which materially interferes with or disrupts
another individual in the conduct of lawful activities at such individual's home.
(b)If the city manager or designee finds that a nuisance exists in violation of this
chapter, in addition to any other remedies available under this Code the manager may
request that the owner or keeper of the animal correct the violation by notifying the
owner or keeper, or both the owner and keeper, that such person has twenty-four (24)
hours from the date of the notice to correct the violation or such longer period as the
manager determines is reasonably necessary to correct the violation. Notice under this
subsection is sufficient if it is delivered to the owner or keeper or mailed first class to
the address of the owner of the property on which the animal is kept on the records of
the county assessor.
(1)If the person notified fails to correct the violation as required by the notice,
the manager may correct the violation by taking any necessary and reasonable
means to do so and charge the costs thereof, plus an additional amount of fifty
dollars ($50.00) for administrative costs, to the owner of the property and jointly
and severally to the owner and keeper of the animal.
(2)If any property owner fails or refuses to pay when due any charge imposed
under this section, the manager may, in addition to taking other collection
remedies, certify due and unpaid these charges, together with interest, to the
county treasurer for collection in the same manner as other taxes are certified
for collection.

Sec. 4-18. - Impoundment and confinement of animals.
(a) The city manager or designee shall seek to impound in the city's Animal Shelter
pound or confine to a veterinary hospital, for a period of at least ten (10) days for
rabies observation, any dog, or cat, or ferret that has bitten any person. Any dog or cat
licensed by the city and inoculated against rabies may, in the alternative, be confined to
the premises of the owner or keeper for a period of ten (10) days unless discovered off
such premises during such time. The city manager or designee shall seek to impound or
order confined any other animal that has bitten any person for a period of time
determined by the county health department to be necessary for rabies observation for
the particular animal.
(b) A peace officer, if probable cause exists to believe that a violation of any provision
of this chapter has occurred, may impound any animal involved in such violation.
(c) A peace officer may impound any animal which is under the control of a person at
the time of that person's incarceration if it reasonably appears to the peace officer that
such person is unable to provide an alternative keeper for the animal.
Sec. 4-19. - Disposition of impounded animals.
(a) As soon as practicable after the date of impoundment of an animal pursuant to this
chapter, the city manager or designee shall notify the animal's owner or keeper, if such
person is known to the manager, of the fact and place of impoundment. If the owner or
keeper of an impounded animal is not known or if such person's address cannot be
determined, as soon as practicable after the date of impoundment the manager shall
cause to be published in a newspaper of general circulation in the city a notice
describing the animal and stating the date of impoundment.
(b) The owner or keeper of any unspayed or unneutered animal impounded under this
chapter shall pay the impoundment fee and the keeping and feeding fee set by the city
manager or designee, and the posting of bond in an amount established by the
municipal judge if a complaint has issued, and no person may claim any animal until
such fees are paid. In addition, the owner or keeper of any dog or cat animal must
present evidence that the dog or cat animal is licensed and inoculated for rabies. If the
owner or keeper cannot produce evidence that the animal is licensed, the owner or
keeper may not claim the animal until the animal is licensed. If the owner or keeper
cannot produce evidence that the dog or catanimal is inoculated for rabies, the owner
or keeper may not claim the dog or cat animal until a fee set by the city manager or
designee for inoculation has been paid.
(c) If an animal is not claimed by its owner or keeper within five (5) days of notification
of the owner or keeper or publication of the notice, as provided in subsection (a) of this
section, or bond posted and fees paid as provided in subsection (b) hereof, the city
manager or designee is authorized to dispose of the impounded animal by sale at
auction, putting it up for adoption, or euthanizingdestroying it.
Sec. 4-20. - Adoption.
(a) Animals available for adoption at the Animal Shelter may be adopted upon payment of
a nonrefundable adoption fee established in compliance with current Pet Animal Care

Facilities Act (PACFA) guidelines, and as further established by the City or City’s designee,
or as otherwise set forth in any contract or agreement between City and Contractor for
operation of the Animal Shelter. Animals available for adoption at the animal shelter may
be adopted upon payment of a nonrefundable adoption fee set by the city manager or
designee.
Animals over four (4) months of age will be spayed or neutered before being released
or made available for adoption, upon payment of the spay/neuter program fees as
described in subsections (a)(1) and (a)(2).
(b)The spay/neuter program fee paid for adopted animals is refundable if the adopter
has the animal sterilized through the animal's sixth month, and a request is made for
reimbursement. Payment of the spay/neuter program fee shall be paid directly to the
owner of the animal if the owner completes a timely request and submits proof that the
animal was spayed or neutered and proof that payment has been made in full to the
veterinarian performing the spaying or neutering service. Payment of the spay/neuter
program fee may also be paid directly to the veterinarian performing the spaying or
neutering service if the veterinarian submits a timely request signed by the owner
directing payment to the veterinarian and if the veterinarian certifies that the animal
has been spayed or neutered.
(c)Any person desiring to adopt an animal shall complete an application for suitability as
a pet owner and shall sign a sterilization contract which will release the city from any
liability connected to this procedure. The adopter will pay the entire adoption and
spay/neuter fee in advance and may choose their own veterinary hospital or the
shelter's rotation veterinarian to perform the sterilization procedure. Shelter personnel
will make the appointment for the sterilization and deliver the animal to the chosen
veterinarian. The adopter will pick up the animal at the veterinarian once the procedure
is complete and pay the difference, if any, between the spay/neuter program fee
previously paid and the actual surgery costs.
(d)Any person adopting an animal from the animal shelter is encouraged to have the
animal examined by a veterinarian to determine the animal's general state of health
and to obtain an estimate of the cost of spaying or neutering. Should the animal be
found to be unhealthy or should the cost of spaying or neutering be greater than
anticipated, or for any other reason, the animal may be returned to the shelter. If the
animal is returned to the shelter within three (3) days of adoption, the spay/neuter fee
shall be refunded.
Sec. 4-21. - Court may order animal euthanized destroyed.
(a) Whenever the city manager determines that any animal is vicious as provided
in section 4-14 of this chapter, the manager may apply to the municipal court for an
order to impound and euthanizedestroy the animal. Such application shall:
(1) Identify the animal;
(2) Identify the owner or keeper, if known, or the residence of the animal if the
owner or keeper is not known;
(3) Identify the date and location of occurrence of one or more acts of
viciousness; and

(4) Request that the owner or keeper be required to show cause why the animal
should not be impounded and euthanizeddestroyed.
(b) Upon receipt of such an application, the court shall set a date for a hearing hereon,
and in the manner of service of a summons and complaint under the municipal court
rules of procedure cause to be served on the owner and keeper, if known, and if not
known, delivered to or posted on the residence of the animal, a copy of the application
and a notice of the hearing.
(c) If the city can show by a preponderance of evidence at the hearing, conducted
under the procedures prescribed by chapter 2, article II, division 3, that the animal was
vicious within the meaning of section 4-14 of this chapter, the judge may order the
animal impounded and euthanizeddestroyed or may make such other order as in the
judge's discretion will provide adequate protection to other persons or animals.
(d) Any trial for violation of section 4-14 also constitutes a hearing under this section,
and upon a showing sufficient to support a finding of viciousness under subsection (c)
of this section, the judge may make orders authorized by subsection (c) of this section.
Sec. 4-22. - License.
(a) The owner or keeper of any dog, pig, goat or cat kept within the city shall secure
from the city manager or designee and at all times maintain a current license. It is a
specific defense to a charge of violating this section that:
(1) The owner or keeper of the animal dog had not yet lived in the city for thirty
(30) days; or
(2) The animal dog or cat was less than six (6) months of age.
(b) Licenses issued under this section shall expire December 31 of the year of issuance.
An owner or keeper shall apply for a renewal license no later than February 1 of each
year.
(c) If a dog or a cat, Pproof that the animal has been inoculated against rabies shall be
required to obtain a license.
(d) License fees shall be set by the city manager or designee.
(e) Upon payment of the license fee, a tag evidencing the licensing of the animal shall
be provided to the owner or keeper. No person who owns or keeps a pig, goat, dog or
cat shall fail to ensure that such animal shall at all times wear a collar or harness made
of a durable material to which is attached at all times the tag evidencing the licensing of
the animal.
(f) In the event of loss or destruction of the original license tag, the owner or keeper
may obtain a duplicate tag from the city manager or designee upon the payment of fee
set by the city manager or designee.
(g) The foregoing license requirement shall apply to part-time residents who spend
an aggregate of more than thirty (30) days within the City on an annual basis.
(h) Every person convicted of a violation of this section shall pay at least a minimum
fine, none of which may be suspended, according to the following schedule: first
offense,
$25.00, second offense $50.00, third and subsequent offense $100.00.
(1) The date when the actual violation occurred will control regardless of the date of
conviction;
(2) The record of the violator for three (3) years prior to the date of the
current violation will be considered.

Sec. 4-23. - Enforcement.
The city manager or designee shall enforce the provisions of this chapter and
operate an aAnimal Shelter pound for the city. The manager may delegate all or
part of one or both of these duties to a private person or organization by contract.
The provisions of this chapter are designed to not only increase public safety but
also animal safety. All peace officers may enforce the provisions of this chapter.
Section 1.
The City Council hereby finds, determines and declares that
this ordinance is necessary for the immediate preservation of the public peace,
health and safety.
Section 2.
Pursuant to Section 7-11 of the Charter of the City of
Steamboat Springs, Colorado, the second publication of this ordinance may be by
reference, utilizing the ordinance title.
Section 3. The Ordinance shall take effect five days following publication
after final passage as provided in Section 7.6(h) of the Steamboat Springs
Home Rule Charter.
Section 4.
All ordinances heretofore passed and adopted by the City
Council of the City of Steamboat Springs, Colorado, are hereby repealed to the
extent that said ordinances, or parts thereof, are in conflict herewith.
Section 5. A public hearing on this ordinance shall be held on December
13, 2016 at 5:00 P.M. in the Citizens Hall meeting room, Centennial Hall,
Steamboat Springs, Colorado.
INTRODUCED, READ AND ORDERED PUBLISHED, as provided by law, by the
City Council of the City of Steamboat Springs, at its regular meeting held on the 13th
day of December, 2016.
_____________________________
Walter Magill, President
Steamboat Springs City Council
ATTEST:
_____________________
Julie Franklin, CMC
City Clerk

FINALLY READ, PASSED AND APPROVED this 3rd day of January, 2017.

_____________________________
Walter Magill, President
Steamboat Springs City Council
ATTEST:
_____________________
Julie Franklin, CMC
City Clerk

Rita Valentine Park Improvements
Proposed by Steamboat Dog Working Group
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Dog Waste Compost Proposal
To remedy the problem of dog waste left behind in our parks and trails, Steamboat
Digs Dogs would like approval to implement a Pilot Program for composting dog
waste. The EPA estimates the average dog produces 3/4 pound of waste daily or an
average of 274 pounds a year. A dog population in the range of 5,000 to 7,000 for
example, produces over 1,370,000 to nearly 2,000,000 pounds of waste per year.
The dog waste composting program would not only be eliminating tons of dog
waste and plastic bags from landfills, we will be eliminating the pollution to our
groundwater and streams. With public education, the program will encourage
compliance throughout our community. A private donor is offering two
composting sites, pending approval, to be placed at the Routt County Humane
Society and Rita Valentine Park. Each composter will be anaerobic digesters,
turning dog waste into renewable energy.

Information on Steamboat Digs Dogs Proposal
To Have a Temporary Off-Leash Dog Area at Whistler Park

PARKS AND RECREATION COMMISSION
COMMUNICATION FORM
FROM:

John Overstreet, Director,
Services, 871-7017

Parks

&

Community

DATE:

January 11, 2017

ITEM:

Proposal from Steamboat Digs Dogs to Have a
Temporary Off-Leash Dog Area at Whistler Park

NEXT STEP:

To be Determined
_X__ Discussion
_X__ Information

I.
REQUEST OR ISSUE: Kathy Connell from Steamboat Digs Dogs is
proposing to have an off-leash dog area at Whistler Park. Ms. Connell will
present the proposal to the commission for discussion.
II.

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Information and Discussion item.

III.

FISCAL IMPACTS: TBD.

IV.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION:

The Steamboat Digs Dogs group has been working with the City to
update an ordinance to allow off-leash dogs in specific parts of
Steamboat Springs. The amended ordinance was approved by City
Council at the January 3, 2017 meeting (see attached ordinance).
The ordinance allows the parks and recreation commission to
recommend approval to City Council temporary off-leash dog areas in
city parks and trails. The group is proposing to allow an area within
Whistler Park for off-leash activity during the winter months. The group
would like to pilot a program through April 1, 2017 in the park.

V.

LEGAL ISSUES: TBD

VI.

CONFLICTS OR ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES: None at this time

VII. SUMMARY AND ALTERNATIVES:
Listen to group’s proposal.
Table agenda item.
LIST OF ATTACHMENTS:
Off-Leash ordinance approved on January 3, 2017
Map of Whistler Park showing city, school district and Mt. Werner
Water District properties
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