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The role of the Advisory Board is to advise the Board of County Commissioners and 

appropriate departments on environmental and science-related issues that affect 

Larimer County. 

MINUTES 

Date: August 8th, 2023 

Time:  6:00 – 9:00 p.m. 

Location: Rm 150 Carter Lake, 200 West Oak St., Fort Collins, Colorado and Virtual by Zoom 

Contact: Shelley Bayard de Volo, sbayard@larimer.org or 970.498.5738  

X = present; * = Commissioner Liaison; ǂ = Community Planning; ¥ = ESAB Liaison; § = Larimer County Environmental and Sustainability 

Program; € = Community Planning, Infrastructure, and Resources 

Call to Order:  6:00 p.m. 

1. Amendments or additions to the agenda – Commissioner is not in attendance tonight, so 

no commissioner update.  The 3rd Discussion items on the LC Health and Environment 

programs is canceled due to staff illness.  They will present at a future meeting.  

2. Introduction of members, staff and guests – members introduced themselves.   

3. Public Comment – Doug Henderson and Ed Behan, Larimer Alliance, introduced 

themselves and took a few minutes to read into the record their public remarks to the 

Board.  Those remarks commended Larimer County Health and Environment for the 
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actions they have taken, the programs they have established and the monitoring efforts 

they are engaging in with CSU researchers.  But they noted that while the efforts are a 

good first step, and they solve part of the problems the region faces, there are still issues 

that are not adequately dealt with.  They encouraged the County to continue to seek 

answers and solutions and develop a more comprehensive air quality monitoring program.  

Also, to engage with the community in an effective and transparent manner.  They 

stressed that the air quality problems are regional, and thus it will take efforts at that 

scale to be effective.  They submitted their written comments to Rodger and members. 

4. Discussion Items 

• Climate Communication – Tasha introduced Dr. Roger Pielke, CU Boulder.  His 

presentation “Climate Extremes and Climate Scenarios” covered two separate 

topics.  The focus was on the IPCC (International Panel on Climate Change) annual 

reporting. The annual reports provide advice to governments around the globe.  

The reporting is voluminous, which makes it difficult to digest. The most recent 

report is ~12,000 pages and it covers the science, economics, politics, etc. of 

climate change.  Dr. Pielke used hurricanes as an example for his discussion on 

extreme events.  He showed a time-series for large hurricane events over the past 

102-years, and pointed out that although there is often reporting in the media 

that hurricanes are becoming more extreme, the data for continental US 

landfalling of major hurricanes show no increase/decrease in the past 102 years. 

His point was that local governmental leaders need to pay attention to the data 

and not the news media, who are often biased to focus on the extremes.  He 

pointed out that to really see trends in climate data, it’s best to look at daily 

collected data like precipitation or temperature.  Using extreme events is 

problematic because they are rare.    

Dr. Pielke then discussed IPCC Chapter 12, Table 12 on identifying human caused 

signals from natural variability in extreme weather events. He pointed out that 

high confidence could only be seen in mean air temperature, extreme heat, lake 

and sea ice, mean ocean temperature and atmospheric CO2 at terrestrial surface.  

All other measures were medium to low confidence meaning that many of the 

measures of climate change are still uncertain in terms of human signal vs natural 

variability.  He noted that detecting signals in climate data is very difficult, 

especially when the time periods for data collection are relatively short - decades, 

not centuries. 

Climate Scenarios was the next topic.  Dr. Pielke discussed how climate 

forecasting involves the use of emission scenarios to map out different futures.  

Scenarios should be plausible, probable, preferable.  There are emission scenarios 

still being used that are no longer considered plausible.  RPC 8.5 is the “business 

as usual” (i.e., all carbon-based energy production and use) scenario and is no 

longer considered realistic. Many countries are implementing alternative energy 

sources like solar wind and hydropower and that trend is expected to continue.  

Dr. Pielke noted that the IPCC has now removed the RPC 8.5 scenario from its 

suite of scenarios for forecasting.  At the Federal level, for policy development, 

RCP 4.5 is considered climate policy success, however in reality, emission targets 

are predicted to be less than a 4.5 deg F increase (more like 3.4 deg F increase).  

Dr. Pielke then took some questions from members, including some discussion on 

whether Dr. Pielke’s presentation contrasts with what is reported in the 2022 
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IPCC report – Dr. Pielke argued that it does not.  Also, the question came up on 

what the scenario looks like for whether things continue like now – use some 

fossil fuels.  Dr Pielke noted a new suite of scenarios based on current emissions 

policies that forecast a more moderate 2-3 deg F increase (from baseline) 

assuming emissions plateau until the end of the century.  It was noted that 

research publications are biased toward papers that include the implausible RCP 

8.5 scenario.  Dr Pielke ended by stressing that when it comes to policy decisions 

it’s important that they be grounded in science and not misinformation.  Member 

comments included that it’s important to consider what was discussed tonight, 

but it’s also important to consider the real impacts to people and the 

environment. 

 

• CC4CA Policy Statement and Larimer County Climate, Environmental 

Stewardship and Sustainability Policy – Heidi Pruess first introduced herself to 

the new members. She explained that the BOCC has asked her to bring the 

Climate, Environmental Stewardship and Sustainability Policy, adopted earlier in 

the year, to the Boards and Commissions for review and comment.  She noted 

that the current version is a band-aid of sorts to update the policy from its 

previously adopted form, which was very brief and general.  The ask from the 

BOCC is that boards and commissions review the County’s policy and make 

recommendations for improvements/changes.  Heidi will collect those 

recommendations from all the Boards and Commissions along with staff 

comments, consolidate them and then bring them to the BOCC in November.   

Updates will then occur every other year moving forward. 

The Policy is used in several ways including guidance on weighing in on state 

legislative issues, guiding decisions on county programs and policy issues that 

come before them. 

Rodger asked for clarification on the reference in the policy to the County’s 

internal Climate and Sustainability Action Plan.  Heidi noted that the plan is now 

called the ICARE (Internal Climate Action, Resilience, and Education) Plan.  Jim 

noted that the previous policy was intentionally short, and he expressed his 

concern that the process to update the current policy could result in an 

unreasonably long and complex policy that some might find difficult to use.  Heidi 

noted that some of the impetus with including more in the current policy is to 

add content that was otherwise another policy, which has been sunsetted.  By 

incorporating it into the sustainability policy that content is not lost.  The BOCC is 

looking to reduce the number of policies, and where there is redundancy.  Heidi 

requested that comments be sent by the end of October.  Rodger suggested that 

members look at the policy prior to the September meeting and then they can 

have a work session to develop some comments, which they can then approve at 

the October meeting.  

• Air Toxics and Ozone Precursors monitoring in Larimer County – Dr.s Emily Fischer 

and Jeffrey Collett Jr. presented on two topics that are related, but different. The 

first is air toxics monitoring. Air Toxics, also known as HAPS (Hazardous Air 

Pollutants), are recognized by the EPA who has listed 188 individual toxics. EPA 
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and CDPHE are seeking to better understand air toxics - their sources and 

exposure rates in communities. The City of Fort Collins with Larimer County and 

CSU partnered on an EPA grant to characterize air toxics sources and exposures in 

the region. Once it kicks off it will be a 3-year study.  The monitoring strategy 

involves weekly air sampling using several different VOC sensors.  One is a fast 

collector that can detect transient plumes and characterize acute exposure.  The 

instrumentation is mobile so they can survey neighborhoods and track the plume 

sources. The study areas will be identified by a city/county advisory group that 

can help to identify marginalized communities and areas of concern. Next, they 

presented some data results and there was discussion (Q/A) from members.  

The next project focuses on ground level ozone.  They explained some 

background on the EPA non-attainment areas and the Fort Collins West monitor 

(FTCW), which is currently measuring values higher (75.7 ppb ozone) than the 

2026 projected value (71.5 ppb) in the State’s recent SIP (State Implementation 

Plan).  They explained ozone atmospheric chemistry and the precursors needed 

to make ozone. The sources of those precursors (VOCs and NOx) vary over space 

and time along the North Front Range.  They are primarily emitted from oil/gas 

production, ground transportation and industry.  In Larimer County, although 

ozone is being monitored at two sites, the precursors to ozone (NOx and VOCs) 

have not been monitored.  The EPA, however, has initiated at the FTCW monitor a 

NOx monitor, that will take samples for two years.  The EPA is trying to better 

understand the impacts of smoke (particulates) on ozone readings.  This will be 

an ideal time because it will pair well with the VOC measurements also being 

done at the same site. 

A grant proposal for the CSU Ozone Precursor study was submitted in July to the 

Colorado Air Quality Enterprise. If funded, this study will collect data next 

summer and will add to the data being collected by the EPA and CDPHE.  They 

showed results from a similar study that exemplified the kinds of measurements 

and data analysis they will do. They ended their presentation by showing a table 

that shows how the two studies differ, and then took some more questions from 

members.  Some discussion of the Boulder Air study and how it compares to the 

studies that CSU will do.   

5. Approval of Minutes – With the agreement that Shelley will make the edits identified by 

Jim, Natalie moved to approve the July minutes, and Matthew seconded.  The July minutes 

were approved by acclamation.  

 

6. Updates and Round Table 

• Commissioner’s Update – Commissioner is not in attendance tonight. 

• Issue Index and Work Plan – Rodger suggested that the Board look at the Issue 

Index and the Work Plan.  He suggested that the board look at those documents 

next month.  He encouraged members to look at the documents before the next 

meeting.  Matthew suggested that the members take a tour of some of the 

energy providers facilities to learn more about the electric grid.  Also, to think 

about decommissioning non-functioning solar panels, batteries, etc.  

• Meeting Recordings – Tasha asked if the board could take up the topic of making 

recordings of the meeting available to the public.  Shelley explained the 
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background on why members decided to not make recordings public.  Jim 

expanded on those decisions and discussed the importance of members being 

able to talk freely at meetings and not having to worry about being recorded.  Jim 

also commented on the risk of someone clipping a portion of the video and using 

it to misrepresent what a member is saying.   

• Shelley thanked members for updating the skills spreadsheet. 

7. Issue Index – will be updated for tonight’s agenda items. 

8. Agenda Topics for Future Meetings – September meeting will host Coalition for the 

Poudre River Watershed, DNR’s Our Lands Our Future Partnership survey. 

9. Adjourn – Ally moved to adjourn the meeting and Natalie seconded. The meeting was 

adjourned at 9:00 PM 














