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COLORADO

2450 E. Quincy Avenue
Cherry Hills Village, CO 80113
www.cherryhillsvillage.com

City Hall
Telephone 303-789-2541
FAX 303-761-9386

Parks, Trails and Recreation Commission Agenda
Thursday, February 11, 2021 at 5:30 p.m.
This meeting is being held electronically with no in-person attendance at City Hall.
To provide oral comments during Audience Participation: Please email Parks and Recreation Coordinator
Emily Black by 4:30 p.m. on Feb. 11th at eblack@cherryhillsvillage.com with your full name and home
address. You will receive an email with the electronic meeting information.
To watch the meeting (no participation):
1) City website – City Council Videos, Agendas, Packets, Minutes

2) City YouTube channel – City of Cherry Hills Village YouTube

1. Call to Order
2. Roll Call of Members
3. Audience Participation Period (limit 5 minutes per speaker)
4. Consent Agenda
a. Approval of Minutes – January 14th, 2021
5. Unfinished Business
a. Motorized Vehicles on Trails - E-Bikes
6. New Business
a. Alan Hutto Memorial Commons Use Policy
7. Reports
a. Chair
b. Commissioners
c. Staff
8. Adjournment

Notice:

Agenda is subject to change.
If you will need special assistance in order to attend any of the City’s public meetings, please notify the City of Cherry Hills Village at 303-789-2541, 72 hours in
advance.

Minutes of the
Parks, Trails & Recreation Commission of the
City of Cherry Hills Village, Colorado
Held on Thursday, January 14, 2021 at 5:30 p.m.
The meeting was held electronically
PARKS, TRAILS AND RECREATION COMMISSION REGULAR MEETING
Chair Stephanie Dahl called the meeting to order at 5:37 p.m.
ROLL CALL
Chair Stephanie Dahl, Vice-Chair Fred Wolfe, Commissioners Rob Eber, Tory Leviton
and Chelsea Scott. Also present were Emily Black, Parks and Recreation Coordinator,
Jeff Roberts, Parks Operations Supervisor, Jay Goldie, Deputy City Manager/Director of
Public Works, Ethen Westbrook, Community Development Clerk, and Pamela Broyles,
Administrative Assistant.
Absent: Commissioners Aron Grodinsky and Kate Murphy
AUDIENCE PARTICIPATION PERIOD
Glen Goldman
15 Huntwick Lane
Mr. Goldman shared that he is here to talk about temporary permitting on trails. He
explained that this issue started because his neighbor is requesting temporary permitting
for the trail behind their property so they do not have to impact their own property. He
stated that the neighbor is impacting Cherrymoor South by having their horse caretakers
and people taking riding lessons use the neighborhood as their parking lot. He said the
code specifies that if you run a business out of your home all parking must be on your
own property and not impact the neighborhood. Mr. Goldman pointed out that the
neighbors do have a bridge to access the back half of their acreage. He believes the City
should look at each person’s request for trail access and determine if it is necessary or if
it is for the convenience of the homeowner and to the detriment of other property owners
and trail users. He noted that adjacent property owners are using their own bridges and
are not using the trail to access their property with commercial vehicles. Mr. Goldman
expressed concern that temporary use of the trail has been extensive and is already being
abused by the neighbor. He encouraged the City to consider if this is something the City
and residents need to deal with or are the current regulations that have worked for years
without a problem sufficient. He is concerned that the City is trying to appease one
resident at the detriment of others.
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Laura Christman
18 Cherry Lane Drive
Ms. Christman read a letter that she sent to City staff expressing her concerns with the
use of E-bikes on City trails. She stated that the City of Colorado Springs did extensive
research to ascertain the appropriate use of its trails and the common concerns of citizens
were:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

E-bikes will open the door to other electric vehicles on trails
A lack of enforcement or regulation of use
E-bikes and other electric vehicles will change the trail experience
E-bikes will increase conflicts between users
E-bikes may impact trails themselves causing damage

Ms. Christman noted that for these reasons the City of Colorado Springs does not permit
E-bikes on their tier 3 trails with tier 3 being defined as having natural surfaces and are
generally multi-use. She stated that E-bikes are allowed on tier 1 and tier 2 trails defined
as urban trails that are wide and multi-surfaced.
Ms. Christman stated that she believes the concerns of citizens in Colorado Springs
mirror the concerns of many Cherry Hills Village residents pertaining to the use and
enjoyment of the trail system. She said she has heard in defense of E-bikes that they are
no more or less problematic than standard bikes. She stressed that this is not the case and
research shows that E-bikes are three times as likely to be involved in a collision with a
pedestrian than scooters or traditional bikes. She pointed out the dangers for trail users
that do not have time to get out of the way of E-bike users that can reach speeds over
30mph. She shared that E-bikes have recently been introduced in Vail and her
experience has been that E-bike users do not yield to anyone.
Beth Goldman
15 Huntwick Lane
Ms. Goldman shared some aerial photographs showing that the neighbor requesting
temporary permitting for access to the trail has the ability to create a pathway to a bridge
to gain access to the rear of their property. She also shared a picture of the cars parked in
the cul-de-sac that is used for the students taking riding lessons and horse caretakers. She
expressed her concern that if the City starts giving people access to the trails they will
become work truck alleys for people with large properties.
CONSENT AGENDA
Commissioner Robert Eber moved, seconded by Commissioner Leviton to approve the
following items on the Consent Agenda:
1.

Approval of Minutes – November 12, 2020

The motion passed with 5 ayes.
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UNFINISHED BUSINESS
a.

Motorized Vehicles on Trails – Temporary Permitting

Parks Coordinator Black reviewed that City Council has asked the Parks, Trails, and
Recreation Commission to research the relevant section of the Municipal Code and
consider developing a policy for appropriate motorized trail use. She clarified that staff
had broken up the issue for this meeting and E-bikes appear next on the agenda. Ms.
Black explained that the Municipal Code currently forbids motorized vehicles on all City
trails, with exceptions for public vehicles like police, fire, parks, and utility companies
accessing easements within the trail.
Ms. Black continued that the only way for private homeowners to gain vehicular access
to a trail is by applying for a right-of-way permit (ROW). She summarized the right-ofway permitting process and requirements. She noted that the question before PTRC is
whether there should be some other type of temporary permit that would allow for motor
vehicle use on trails, adding that this process would not apply to utilities that hold
easements across City bridle trails or change their right of access in any way. Ms. Black
listed staff suggestions for a potential additional permit system and indicated the two
motions in the memo. She added that staff members Jay Goldie, Pamela Broyles, and Jeff
Roberts were all also available for the Commission’s questions.
Chair Dahl asked how many times on average per year do homeowners apply for ROW
permits.
Commissioner Eber asked to narrow the question further to private homeowners
requesting to access private property.
Director Goldie answered that Administrative Assistant Broyles had done some research,
and on average less than five homeowners per year. He explained if a homeowner is
simply asking to use the trail and there is alternate access through their own property, the
application is denied. However, if there is no access besides the trail, the City does allow
that. Director Goldie reiterated it is typically 3-4 homeowners per year.
Administrative Assistant Broyles added that the ROW permit process was created so that
the City had a way to monitor and track who had been on the trail in case of damage. She
explained if the trail is damaged, which has happened in the past, the City is then not
responsible for paying for it. She stated the permitting process was put in place so there
was a record of who was on the trail.
Commissioner Scott asked if the main reason for the possible change to the permit was
due to increased usage due to the pandemic, drought conditions, or other reasons. She
acknowledged the Goldman’s comments on the issue.
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Coordinator Black explained City Council saw a possible need and asked PTRC to look
into it more. She stated due to the increased use on the trails, an additional permitting
system might cause even more conflict due to the higher traffic on the trails.
Commissioner Scott explained she had wondered if due to the drought, there was an
increased need for vehicles to come out and fix trails, but now understood it was coming
from Council.
Chair Dahl asked if other than the issue with the Scolnicks that went to Council, were
there other specific instances that were causing Council to ask PTRC to review this.
Coordinator Black replied she did not think there were other examples that could not be
addressed using the existing ROW permit.
Director Goldie explained that staff does deny some requests every year. He noted
Council members may be hearing from residents who have been denied, which may be
part of why they asked PTRC to review the issue.
Commissioner Leviton noted the previous owners of his property had gone to great
lengths to ensure they would not need to access a bridle trail to access part of that
property. He referred to the Scolnick’s request for a temporary license agreement and
asked Director Goldie if he felt the Scolnicks had been knowingly violating the code.
Commissioner Leviton continued that if that request was the only reason City Council
referred the issue to PTRC, he did not think there should be a change to the permit
system.
Coordinator Black apologized for interrupting but asked if the Commission could pause
to test Vice Chair Wolfe’s audio, which had been fixed during Commissioner Leviton’s
comments. Vice Chair Wolfe greeted the Commission.
Chair Dahl reminded the group that the Commission’s duty was to decide if they want to
entertain having another permit system beyond what currently exists. She asked city staff
if they were of the opinion that the current process was not working.
Commissioner Leviton agreed that made sense and asked for staff’s thoughts.
Director Goldie stated the current ROW permit system was working well and it had taken
the city a long time to get the controls that are in place now. He explained that when the
City took over from South Suburban, South Suburban was not monitoring the trails, and
homeowners and utility companies (even though they did have easements) were
destroying the trails. He repeated it is a good system.
Administrative Assistant Broyles concurred with Director Goldie.
Chair Dahl stated she did not think the city needed a different permitting system than the
one that is currently in place. She asked for other Commissioners’ thoughts.
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Commissioner Eber stated he appreciated Director Goldie’s comments that the system of
existing ROW permits is working. He stated he was not sure that the public ROW permit
system is designed to cover the trail system. He asked to walk through the ROW
permitting provisions, noting section 11-3-10 of the code defines what trails are. He
continued he also thought what the Commission was being asked to look at was section
11-3-50: Permitting and administrative policy for use of city property, public parks and
trails. He began to read the section.
Coordinator Black clarified that is not the section of code City Council asked the
Commission to review.
Commissioner Eber stated he understood, but that the authority to promulgate a policy
seems to him to be coming from 11-3-50(a)(1), specifically use of space limitations
including temporary closures of areas, because he did not see anywhere else that this is
addressed. He continued that when Council asked PTRC to look at whether to create a
new policy, he is confirming the authority they are using to ask PTRC the question is 113-50(a)(1).
Coordinator Black responded that she did not believe City Council was referencing a
specific section of the code to provide authority when they asked PTRC to review this
question. She reiterated that Council only requested for PTRC to review the existing
motorized vehicle section of the code (11-3-80) and consider developing a policy for
motorized vehicle use.
Commissioner Eber stated he thought it was important to know whether they had the
authority within the Village as a whole to address the question. He continued that section
11-3-10 defines a trail to be anything the city owns, leases or has an easement across. He
questioned whether or not section 11-2 regarding public ROW permits actually includes
trails. Commissioner Eber read section 11-2-10, stating public ROW and work activities
are defined, but the definition of ROW doesn’t specifically say trail. He noted the
definition would include trails held by easement but it does not include trails that are
owned.
Commissioner Eber read the definition of work activities and stated the definition did not
include using public rights of way to access other property. He continued that he was not
sure that allowing trails to be used to access private properties is within the definition of
what the public ROW process is defined to do. He read from 11-2-40 (g) that the public
ROW permit process is to allow for work within the city’s ROW, and the permit may
also be used to cover the need to occupy right-of-way for work outside of the right-ofway at the sole discretion of the City. He stated this brings up the question of the sole
discretion of the city and whether Council has asked PTRC to outline what would frame
the discretion of the city.
Commissioner Eber asked the Commission to consider how many real properties face
physical impairment on their ability to access all parts of the property. He referenced
Commissioner Leviton’s comments that a homeowner has an option to landscape a
property in a way to ensure all parts are accessible, and their failure to do so doesn’t
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mean that the city needs to get involved in providing a permit. He questioned if there was
really an issue that required recommendation and review. He noted he was a huge
protector of property rights of the city and referenced the trails’ increased use due to the
pandemic, and that he expects the high use to continue. He stated it was a matter of
whether the public and city’s right to protect its property should be subject to potential
use by private parties for their convenience or anything absent an impossibility.
Vice Chair Wolfe asked if this discussion was referring to a specific homeowner.
Commissioner Eber stated the Commission was talking more generally. Vice Chair
Wolfe said he thought that private property access issue had been resolved and that it
sounds like that was still in play.
Commissioner Eber explained that Council had denied that request, and instructed the
Commissioners to consider whether the city needs to have a policy to apply this in
general.
Chair Dahl stated she thought the first question for the Commission is do they think
based on the information provided by the city, does the city need an additional avenue for
permits to be granted? If no, they don’t need to go further. If yes, the commission can
have more discussion on authority and details to provide direction to the city. She asked
the commissioners if there needs to be another avenue for private homeowners to access
their properties besides the existing ROW permit system.
Commissioner Eber repeated Chair Dahl’s question but asked whether the city really has
the authority to use that process right now. He asked if the Commission is comfortable
using 11-2-40 (g) as the authority for the city to allow the case-by-case evaluation for use
of the public ROW to access non-ROW property. He reread the section again. He stated
if that is the authority and that is the current system that is in place then does the City
need something different than that.
Chair Dahl affirmed that is the question.
Commissioner Eber continued this applies to things that are within the ROW. He stated
trails include what’s owned, leased, or has an easement, but there are many trails that are
owned that are not in the definition of public ROW.
Chair Dahl said she understood where Commissioner Eber was going, but noted the
definition of ROW includes “any public street, way, place, alley, sidewalk, easement,
park, square, median, parkway, boulevard or plaza that is dedicated to public use or
maintained by the City…”.
Commissioner Eber noted that it does not include the word “trail”.
Chair Dahl agreed trail was not listed, but noted not all terms were specifically defined
(like sidewalk). She asked if Commissioner Eber was questioning whether the City had
the authority to issue the ROW permits that are currently being issued.
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Commissioner Eber stated he wanted to make sure we have that authority and he was not
positive that we do.
Chair Dahl stated that was a different question than the one that was posed tonight; she
was not saying the Commission shouldn’t address it, but what was given to PTRC by
Council was should there be a different system than what currently exists. She stated if
the answer is no, the Commission can look at Chair Eber’s question, possibly with the
City Attorney.
Chair Eber stated if there is no authority to use this current system, and if PTRC thinks
there should be a system, they need to come up with it or find the authority to come up
with it. As for the question of should there be a different system, he stated his opinion
was that the City needs to actively and vigorously protect its property rights, and trails
should be used for trail purposes except for what’s listed in the regulation (like utility
work). He added people should know when they buy a property how they will access all
parts of the property so there should never be a need for people to access the trails to
work on their property. He referenced the Scolnick property and that Council denied that
request. He closed that he did not think there should be another process since he did not
think the city should be granting permits over public trails to access private property.
Vice Chair Wolfe stated it seem very basic to him if someone needed tree work, could
they get a permit to use the trail for two hours on a specific day, that seemed
straightforward to him. He asked to give an opinion on the E-bike issue.
Chair Dahl stated the Commission would take one issue at a time. She explained the
current system in place allows for public ROW permits. She asked if the existing system
was sufficient or if another should be added.
Vice Chair Wolfe replied he thought the existing system was sufficient.
Chair Dahl thanked Vice Chair Wolfe and asked for Commissioner Scott’s thoughts.
Commissioner Scott stated based on the information she had, she thought the existing
system was sufficient.
Chair Dahl thanked Commissioner Scott and asked for Commissioner Leviton’s thoughts.
Commissioner Leviton asked Commissioner Eber if he was implying that the city doesn’t
have the authority to use public rights of way to ever access private property and that
might be something that PTRC would consider. He continued he was taking staff’s
recommendation that they were happy with the current system and asked if that was
correct.
Admin Asst Broyles stated that was correct. She explained she processes most of the
permits, and the most common request is to remove a dead tree on private property
abutting a trail, which is a hazard. She continued that by having the current permitting
system, staff has a bond, knows when the work is performed, who is there, and it protects
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the citizens and the trails. She stated there are very few instances where trail access is
needed. She explained the $10,000 bond generally encourages residents to find a different
option, and gave an example of a call she had that morning where that happened. She
concluded that the existing permitting system does deter people from taking advantage of
the trail system.
Commissioner Eber returned to Commissioner Leviton’s question and reread section 112-40(g) again, concluding the question of authority appeared to be moot at this point. He
read section 11-2-80(d) and stated his question was how much of the city trails are by
easements and do the easements all allow for motorized use or are they limited only to
non-motorized use consistent with 11-3-80.
Chair Dahl stated she did not think that question could be answered tonight, since it
would be trail by trail. She acknowledged he was stating there may be trails where no
right of way permits could be issued. She continued that what she was hearing from the
Commission was that there is no belief that there needs to be an additional system beyond
what exists, with the caveat that PTRC can look at the issue of what specific easements
have granted or not granted at a different time, but that the system that is in place is
sufficient if a homeowner needs access through a trail.
Commissioner Leviton referenced the Scolnick property and stated he thought city staff
would be careful to prevent situations like that from happening again.
Commissioner Eber stated he would report back to City Council that he was fine with
using the existing process as long as the authority comes from Section 11-2-40 and
continued that he believed there was no reason to grant permits that allow access through
a trail to private property.
Commissioner Leviton referenced Ms. Broyles example of the tree and stated a complete
ban may not be prudent.
Chair Dahl asked Ms. Black if she had enough from the Commission’s recommendations
to take back to Council.
Clerk Westbrook explained Ms. Black’s connection was dropped and she was in the
process of rejoining the meeting.
Director Goldie stated he would talk to Coordinator Black and he thought staff had
enough information to take to Council with PTRC’s recommendation.
Chair Dahl summarized that the recommendation was “no new system”. She moved to
the next agenda item.
NEW BUSINESS
a.

E-Bikes and Motorized Vehicles on Trails

Parks & Trails Commission
1/14/2021

-8-

Chair Dahl explained that PTRC is being asked to consider possible changes to the
Municipal Code regarding the use of E-bikes on trails in Cherry Hills Village.
Coordinator Black reported that the Commission discussed E-bikes at its November
meeting and learned about the different classes of E-bikes as well as legislation in other
jurisdictions. The Commission also discussed enforcement of E-bikes and Ms. Black
announced that Sergeant Stremel and Sergeant Rolfing are available this evening for
questions.
Coordinator Black stated that the Commission requested an inventory of trails and trail
surfacing within the City and she created a matrix that is included in the Commission’s
packet. She said staff is recommending that PTRC suggest a preliminary proposal to
change the Municipal Code to allow Class I and II E-bikes on trails. Staff also
recommends that the Commission continue to request public input for the February
PTRC meeting.
Vice-Chair Wolfe reported that he made some observations over the past several weeks
while walking the trails and has reviewed the reports of what other jurisdictions to the
north and south of Cherry Hills Village are doing regarding E-bikes. He concluded that
distinguishing E-bikes between Class I, Class II or Class III is not going to be
enforceable. He is proposing that E-bikes be allowed on the High Line Canal only and
not permitted on any dirt bridle trails throughout the Village. He brought up that in the
past the City has had Police Officers on mountain bikes patrolling the Canal, but he has
not seen any over the past few years.
Chair Dahl addressed Sergeant Stremel and Sergeant Rolfing and informed them that one
of the questions that keeps coming up is how the speed limit is enforced on the City’s
trail system and how often the trails are patrolled.
Sergeant Stremel responded that the Police Department does not patrol the High Line
Canal for speeding. He said speeding cannot be enforced under the Model Traffic Code
that requires it to be a street or roadway, and the High Line Canal is not considered either
for enforcement purposes. He also noted that the trails would have to be posted so
anyone would be able to see speed limit signs.
Chair Dahl asked what the purpose of speed limit signs are if they cannot be enforced.
She asked Sergeant Stremel to confirm that under the Model Traffic Code the Police
Department can only issue citations for speeding if it is on a roadway and not on any
trails or the High Line Canal.
Sergeant Stremel and Sergeant Rolfing responded that is correct.
Vice-Chair Wolfe asked for clarification that if a bike is speeding adjacent to a paved
street the Police cannot not issue a citation.
Sergeant Stremel explained that the speed limit on Quincy Avenue is 30 mph so if a
bicyclist is going over that on Quincy Avenue, they could technically issue a citation.
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Director Goldie noted that outside of the Model Traffic Code the City would have to
establish its own code to enforce speed limits on trails. He said even if it is enforceable
the staff needed to patrol the Canal is an issue.
Vice-Chair Wolfe noted that in his experience the speeding issue is only applicable to the
High Line Canal.
Commissioner Eber noted that it is important to enforce speeding on all trails including
bridle trails.
Vice-Chair Wolfe replied that is why he does not believe E-bikes, regardless of what
Class they are, should be allowed off of the High Line Canal.
Director Goldie asked how residents will get to the High Line Canal if E-bikes are
banned on bridle trails. He said it does not make sense to have something on the rule
books that cannot be enforced.
Chair Dahl described three types of trails in the City including natural grass, crusher fines
and asphalt. She said she understands Vice-Chair Wolfe’s suggestion to prohibit E-bikes
on bridle trails but pointed out that there are asphalt trails where bicyclists can go as fast
as E-bikes. She suggested the Commission could look at each trail and determine
whether to allow E-bikes on a case-by-case basis.
Commissioner Leviton stated that prohibition has not worked and cannot be enforced so
it will not change the behavior of the people. He said he is not convinced that
differentiating between classes of E-bikes or a regular bike is going to have an impact on
the trails. He asked Sergeant Stremel and Rolfing if having a police presence on the High
Line Canal could be a deterrent to dangerous behavior.
Sergeant Rolfing responded that they do try to get on the High Line Canal as much as
possible. He agreed that having a presence at crossings like Quincy and Colorado does
act as a deterrent, but once riders are past them, they will continue to speed. He also
noted that E-bikes are being disguised better and identifying an E-bike is a challenge. He
acknowledged that officers were on the High Line with mountain bikes more in the past,
but it is dependent on staffing levels. He said the main priority is to have officers in
patrol cars so they can quickly respond to calls when needed.
Sergeant Stremel added that putting a patrol car on the High Line is difficult and driving
a vehicle on the Canal creates a safety issue for pedestrians. He said it would also be
impossible for an officer on a regular bike to catch someone on an E-bike.
Commissioner Leviton said he understands the difficulty with enforcing speeds, but he
said he has been injured in the past with bicyclists not yielding the right-of-way and
being careless. He said there is a liability issue and he would like to see the City work on
safety more than prohibition of E-bikes. He said strategies need to be in place to make
sure everyone feels safe.
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Commissioner Eber said E-bikes, which are battery powered, brings up the question he is
asked by several people that if the City allows E-bikes then what about other electric
propelled items. He asked how the City can legally limit this to E-bikes or should they
limit it to just E-bikes. He also asked what the City of Greenwood Village is doing with
respect to E-bikes on their trail system.
Coordinator Black said other jurisdictions have used the state defined classes of E-bikes
and added it to their municipal code to be specific about what they are allowing. She said
Greenwood Village currently prohibits E-bikes, but they are examining this issue with
their parks commission and will be considering whether to change their municipal code
also.
Commissioner Eber noted that section 11-3-80 of the code that prohibits motorized
vehicles states that you cannot have them anywhere in the City. He pointed out that onstreet trails do not apply, and he suggested the City Attorney should look at 11-3-80 and
add the wording “except for on-street trails.”
Vice-Chair Wolfe stated that it seems impractical to prohibit E-bikes on the High Line
Canal through Cherry Hills Village because people from other jurisdictions are not going
to stop if they are on an E-bike and enforcement is non-existent. He reiterated that
keeping E-bikes off bridle trails makes the most sense. He referenced an incident he
recently had on the trail where people are unaware of the rules and he said the City has to
do a better job of explaining what is allowed and what is not.
Chair Dahl asked Coordinator Black to explain what the City Code states for asphalt
trails in relation to E-bikes and are they allowed.
Coordinator Black said she believes they are allowed because it is in the right-of-way of
the road which is not considered a trail.
Chair Dahl continued that the question then is, should motorized vehicles be permitted on
crusher fine trails and natural bridle path trails.
Chair Eber noted that his neighborhood has dirt streets that are considered on-street trails
and he does not know where that fits in the three categories.
Coordinator Black noted that on-street trails are not on the matrix because they are not
formally designated as trails.
Sergeant Stremel clarified that he was referring to the section of Quincy Avenue where
the trail and street are one when he said E-bikes are allowed. He said when the trail is
separate from the road it is considered a trail.
Mr. Goldie suggested a better way to ask the question is whether E-bikes are allowed on
roads including dirt roads, gravel roads and asphalt roads.
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Sergeant Stremel confirmed that they are allowed on all roads.
Chair Dahl said she is reluctant to give an opinion at this point because she does not
know enough about other motorized vehicles such as golf carts to make a comparison.
Coordinator Black reminded the Commission that the question before PTRC at this time
is focused on E-bikes. She said if the Commission would like to include other motorized
vehicles in their discussion, she can bring more information to the next meeting.
Vice-Chair Wolfe commented that the trails were established years ago as a relaxing
place for people to walk, run and push strollers. He said E-bikes were introduced and
they along with bicyclists give no warning and are generally not courteous. He believes
something has to be done to keep them contained and to keep them off the bridle trails.
Commissioner Eber noted that City staff is asking PTRC if they want to make a change to
the Municipal Code and he hopes the Commission will continue to ask for the
Community’s input before making a decision. He said he is not prepared to make a
recommendation to change the Code until he knows that people want a change.
Commissioner Scott said she sees the issue as more of a blanket situation. She believes
that if it is made known that E-bikes are not welcome in the Village then it sets the
culture even if it is difficult to enforce. She said the Commission also has the opportunity
to set a precedent since Greenwood Village is just starting the process of studying Ebikes. She said her position overall is that E-bikes should either be allowed or not
because it will be difficult to enforce whether on the High Line Canal or all over. She
believes it should be a combination of policy and culture.
Chair Dahl agreed that it would be difficult to have one trail that allows E-Bikes and
another that does not. She said it would also be difficult to enforce how a resident can
ride to the High Line Canal on an E-bike if they are not allowed on certain trails.
Chair Dahl concluded that PTRC is not in a position to determine whether to make a
change to the Municipal Code. She said Commission members have not heard from the
community enough to determine if this is even an issue in Cherry Hills Village.
Coordinator Black noted that she is advertising the February PTRC meeting for public
input in the Village Crier and she believes the Commission will get good feedback from
that meeting. She said the Commission can wait until after that to give specific direction.
She will also compile all of the public comment that the Commission has received over
the past few months. She said she will bring proposed language for the Municipal Code
to the March meeting for the Commission to consider.
Commissioner Scott said that would be helpful and suggested that the Commission
decide if E-bikes are permissible in general instead of breaking it down into different
locations.
Vice-Chair Wolfe asked if the High Line Canal Conservancy has a position on E-bikes.
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Coordinator Black responded that all jurisdictions along the High Line Canal besides
Cherry Hills Village and Greenwood Village do allow E-bikes on the Canal and the
Conservancy has not pushed back on that.
Chair Eber asked if the High Line Canal Conservancy is still going to run an educational
campaign next year on trail etiquette.
Coordinator Black confirmed that the Conservancy will be doing a campaign next
summer along the High Line Canal to bring awareness to speeding issues and how to
share the trail to provide a better and safer experience for all trail users. She said the
campaign in combination with the new signage being installed this summer will help
people understand how to safety use the trail.
Commissioner Eber asked Sergeant Stremel and Rolfing what the process is on the High
Line Canal if there is a bicycle pedestrian accident and is there an assignment of liability
or is it private litigation.
Sergeant Rolfing responded that he is not aware of any bicycle pedestrian accidents
where the police were involved in doing anything more than documenting the incident.
He said he is not aware of any accidents where the police have issued citations where a
motor vehicle was not involved.
Sergeant Stremel concurred and said it would be treated as a private property accident.
Chair Eber stated that since Police are allowed to arrest someone on the High Line Canal
for an assault, if a bicycle was used recklessly wouldn’t that also allow for enforcement
action.
Sergeant Stremel confirmed that Police would be allowed to enforce the Model Traffic
Code and issue citations on the High Line Canal under specific situations:
• Careless Bicycling
• Reckless Bicycling
Mr. Eber noted that there are some enforcement mechanisms on the High Line Canal but
just not based on speed.
Sergeant Stremel stated that is correct.
Sergeant Rolfing added that careless bicycling and reckless bicycling would only pertain
if there was an accident that took place where Police could establish that either the
bicyclist or the pedestrian caused the accident in a careless manner.
Commissioner Eber requested that more statistical information be provided on the safety
of E-bikes to help the Commission make a decision.
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REPORTS
a.

PTRC Chair Report

Chair Dahl reported that the City will hold special events later this year if it is safe.
b.

Commission Members Report

Commissioner Eber thanked the Parks Department for installing a trash and doggie
station off of Albion Street. He said it is being used and has helped to clean up the
neighborhood.
Commissioner Eber brought up the discussion on vacating property and suggested PTRC
evaluate the criterion to vacate or replace an easement or trail. He noted that the City
Code states it is based on an evaluation of the property and he would like to see it
increased to a multiple of the value of the property to protect property rights in the
Village.
Commissioner Eber encouraged the Commission to stay informed and involved with
Quincy Farm. He said the Commission also has a major role in the Master Planning
process and environmental issues.
Commissioner Leviton reported that he is working on ways that the City can be an ally to
the Dark Sky Initiative. He is also doing research on a Wilderness Initiative and working
through the semantics to determine if he should redirect it to an Open Space Initiative.
Chair Dahl confirmed that the Commission did receive Commissioner Leviton’s email on
open space and land preservation. She said the Cherry Hills Land Preserve has made this
their focus and she encouraged Commissioner Leviton to work with them.
Coordinator Black asked Commissioner Leviton to clarify if he is asking the Commission
to be involved in the initiatives or will he be working individually.
Commissioner Leviton responded that he would welcome support if anyone is interested,
but he will continue to work independently depending on how much time the
Commission has to get involved. He said he would like to see it become a higher priority
for the Commission once the E-bike issue is resolved.
Chair Dahl noted that PTRC and staff are focused on the priorities that the Commission
established for 2021. She encouraged Commissioner Leviton to work independently and
report back to the group for discussion. She stated it is important to continue with the
priorities that the Commission has established.
Coordinator Black asked Commissioner Leviton to let her know in advance if he has
information to share with the Commission and she will add it to the agenda.
c.

Staff Report
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Coordinator Black reported that she will be reaching out to the Commission to schedule a
PTRC work session to prepare PTRC for some important issues coming up. She said the
City Attorney will be available during the work session to answer any questions PTRC
has about its role.
Coordinator Black reported that the High Line Canal underpass at Hampden Ave. is
progressing very well and is expected to be completed this summer. She also announced
that the playground at John Meade Park is expected to be completed next week.
Coordinator Black informed the Commission that Council has requested that staff draft a
Request for Proposal (RFP) for management of Quincy Farm. She said staff will bring a
draft to City Council at their first meeting in February for them to consider.
ADJOURNMENT
The meeting adjourned at 7:42 p.m. The next PTRC meeting is scheduled for February
11th at 5:30 p.m.
____________________________
Stephanie Dahl – Chair
____________________________
Emily Black
Parks and Recreation Coordinator
____________________________
Pamela Broyles
Administrative Assistant

Parks & Trails Commission
1/14/2021

- 15 -

CHERRY HILLS VILLAGE
COLORADO
2450 E. Quincy Avenue
Cherry Hills Village, CO 80113
www.cherryhillsvillage.com

City Hall
Telephone 303-789-2541
FAX 303-761-9386
ITEM: 5a

MEMORANDUM

TO:

MEMBERS OF THE PARKS, TRAILS, AND RECREATION COMMISSION

FROM:

EMILY BLACK, PARKS AND RECREATION COORDINATOR

SUBJECT: USE OF MOTORIZED VEHICLES ON TRAILS – E-BIKES
DATE:

FEBRUARY 11, 2021

ISSUE
Considering possible changes to the Municipal Code regarding the use of E-bikes on trails in
Cherry Hills Village.
DISCUSSION
Background
As use of the City’s bridle trails and the High Line Canal Trail has increased during the pandemic,
the question of motorized vehicle use has become more salient. In early 2020, PTRC requested that
staff publish more information about the existing rules disallowing motorized vehicles of all kinds.
Throughout 2020, staff published articles in the Village Crier and updates were posted on the
city’s social media accounts (Facebook and Nextdoor). In September 2020, City Council moved
to “…direct PTRC, in conjunction with City staff, to research Section 11-3-80 of the Municipal
Code and consider developing a policy for appropriate use of motorized vehicles on City trails and
public spaces.”
Current Municipal Code Language
The existing language of the Municipal Code regarding motor vehicles and speed limits on trails is
below; this language has been in effect since 2007 and 2003, respectively.

Sec. 11-3-80. - Operation of motor vehicles.
It is unlawful to drive any motor vehicle in any park or on any trail within the City. For the
purposes of this Section, motor vehicle includes any wheeled vehicle propelled wholly or in
part by internal combustion or electric engine or motor, except for individual handicapped
propulsion devices and any police, fire, ambulance and any other park, fire protection, water
or sanitation district, City, Denver Water Department, U.S. Postal Service or other public
vehicle; or a vehicle operated for the purpose of installing, maintaining or servicing parks or
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trails or a utility such as a water, sewer or gas line or telephone or electric power line or
installation.
(Prior code 8-2-2-5; Ord. 9 §1, 2003; Ord. 10 §1, 2007)

Sec. 11-3-140. - Bicycle and equestrian safety regulations.
All bicyclists and equestrians entering any park or trail will be subject to a speed limit of
fifteen (15) miles per hour. Bicyclists and equestrians must ride in a safe and controlled
manner while in the vicinity of pedestrians, and bicyclists must yield the right-of-way to all
equestrians and pedestrians.
(Prior code 8-2-2-11; Ord. 3, 1990; Ord. 9 §1, 2003)

E-bikes
Under Colorado law, an e-bike is defined as a vehicle with:
• Two or three wheels
• Fully operable pedals
• An electric motor not exceeding 750 watts of power
The e-bike industry and most US states have a system dividing e-bikes into three classes.
Class 1 E-bike
Equipped with a motor that provides assistance only when the rider is pedaling and that
ceases to provide assistance when the bicycle reaches a speed of 20 miles per hour.
Class 2 E-bike
Equipped with a motor that provides assistance regardless of whether the rider is pedaling
but ceases to provide assistance when the bicycle reaches a speed of 20 miles per hour.
Class 3 E-bike
Equipped with a motor that provides assistance only when the rider is pedaling and that
ceases to provide assistance when the bicycle reaches a speed of 28 miles per hour.
In August 2017, the Colorado Legislature approved House Bill 17-1151, updating regulations
about electric bicycles. In summary, the legislation:
•
•
•
•

Allows Class I and II e-bikes on bike, pedestrian or multi-use trails
Class I and II e-bikes are classified as bicycles with same rights as bicycles
Class III e-bikes can only be allowed on public roadways and the rider must be 16
years +
Gives local governments authority to allow or prohibit Class I and II e-bikes on
trails
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High Line Canal
Class I and II e-bikes are permitted on the majority of the High Line Canal Trail. Currently e-bikes
are allowed in all jurisdictions with the exception of Cherry Hills Village, Greenwood Village, and
within Waterton Canyon. The High Line Canal Conservancy will be running an education
campaign next year about e-bikes on the High Line Canal. It is still in the planning stages, but it
will likely involve public awareness campaigns about speeding, safe passing, and trail courtesy.
These campaigns could include staff and volunteers with tables set up on the High Line Canal
Trail to provide direct outreach to trail users.
Recent PTRC Discussions
PTRC heard from Jack Todd, Director of Communications and Policy with Bicycle Colorado, at
the November meeting to learn more about types of e-bikes and other cities’ regulations.
Background information, literature reviews, and studies have been included in November 2020 and
January 2021 meeting packets.
At the January meeting, PTRC requested that staff continue to solicit public input through the
Village Crier. Articles were published on the front page in both January and February asking for
feedback. Over fifty letters have been received at the time of writing and are included in the packet
as Exhibit A. Letters received following the packet cutoff time (4:30pm on February 4th) have been
emailed directly to Commissioners. A local study from Jefferson County regarding perceptions of
e-bikes following a demonstration is included in this packet as Exhibit B.
NEXT STEPS
Tentative timeline for upcoming meetings:
• March 11th, 2021 – Based on direction from the Commission, staff will bring draft
Municipal Code language to be discussed by the Commission.
• April 8th, 2021 – Final language will be provided to the Commission for their
recommendation to City Council.
• May 2021 (tentative) – City Council review of recommended Municipal Code language.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends the Commission suggest a preliminary proposal to change the Municipal Code
to allow Class I and II E-bikes on either all bridle trails or only the High Line Canal trail. No
motion is necessary at this time; Commissioners should provide direction to staff to bring draft
municipal code language for PTRC’s consideration to the March meeting.
EXHIBITS
Exhibit A: Collected feedback on e-bikes through Feb. 4th
Exhibit B: Summary of findings – Jefferson County Open Space ebike study
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Exhibit A

Comments about E-Bikes for the Parks, Trails,
and Recreation Commission received by
4:30pm on Thursday, Feb. 4th 2021
Comments received later to be emailed directly to PTRC
members.
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(Sent to eblack@cherryhillsvillage.com on January 5, 2021)
To: CHV PTRC
From: Keith Bierman (resident, 5430 Nassau Circle East, Cherry Hills Village CO 80113)
Subject: Public comment on ebikes on trails.

I would like the Village to permit ebikes of all three nationally recognized classes on our trails.
There are three classes of ebikes, {1,2,3}. Class 3 ebikes can get boost up to 28mph, so many locales
have not permitted them on trails. However, this would be like banning Maseratis and Porsches from
school zones. That a vehicle can be operated above a set speed limit is not used as a criterion for
banning them on roads in any other context1. It should be noted that Class 1 and 3 bicycles have no
throttle. To go faster, one must pedal faster.
(Until COVID) I was a daily ebike commuter, putting on over 16K miles over the last few years. Few of
the CHV trails are helpful for my commute (the Highline Canal is wonderful, but circuitous for most of
my purposes). So, I’ll focus my experience on the Mary Carter Greenway trail.
On my daily commute using a Class3 ebike, I’m routinely passed on the Greenway trail by non-ebikers.
An experienced trained road bicyclist routinely cruises at a bit above 20mph, which is well above the
posted limit, and faster than I’m willing to go on a shared trail. I have heard of the rangers giving out
tickets (although I have not seen that myself).
On the other hand, there are parts of my commute on the road, where it is safer to be going closer to
25mph to mix with other vehicular traffic safely. I have used Class 1 ebikes on the same commute, and
those parts of the commute are far more nerve wracking when limited to 20mph.
Obviously, when there are pedestrians strolling, or equestrians going slower (often less than the posted
trail speed limit) is appropriate (the Highline already has signage making it clear what the prioritization /
right of way rules are). I have commuted with both ebikes and conventional bikes and I’m actually much
quicker to slow down on the ebike, as it is much easier to get back up to speed, where on a conventional
bicycle I am (and others I have seen often enough to predict their actions) much less likely (especially on
sections before or on a hill) to be as quick to yield … it representing a much harder task than with an
ebike.
With communal concerns about carbon emissions, energy independence and health2 we should be
doing everything within reason to encourage bicycle usage. Allowing ebikes on our trails is one of the
few things the Village can do (given our geography … virtually any shopping or any commute requires
trips outside the Village) to increase the usage of bicycles for commuting to work or shopping. When

1

Indeed, the very slowest Kia can far exceed the speed limit anywhere in the Village. Should all cars be banned
from Village roads?
2
Yes, ebikes have proven to increase health benefits. https://www.theverge.com/2019/11/13/20963426/ebikeexercise-fitness-heart-rate-study-science-electric-bike as just one article about some of the formal research. Again,
speaking from personal experience, weight loss, improved glycemic control and improved cholesterol levels and
ratios track directly with my ebike usage.

2

trail usage doesn’t add excessive distance, they are ideal for reducing unpleasant (and possibly lethal)
vehicular interactions.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Spritz, Richard
Emily Black
Public comment regarding use of E-bikes on Cherry Hills Village trail system
Tuesday, January 12, 2021 7:09:40 PM

Richard A. Spritz, M.D.
                                                                                                Diana G. Dills, M.D.
                                                                                                3701 S. Lafayette St.
                                                                                                Cherry Hills Village, CO
80113-4035
January 12, 2021
Parks, Trails, and Recreation Commission
Cherry Hills Village, CO
Dear Commissioners,
We are writing as physicians and long-time residents of Cherry Hills Village to lend strong
support to permit E-bikes on the Cherry Hills Village trail system. This should include Ebikes class 1, class 2, and class 3, all three classes of which are widely owned and used for
routine purposes, including commuting. E-bikes have proven revolutionary, particularly
allowing older bicycle riders to continue after they might have “aged out” of riding standard
bicycles. This promotes mobility, physical exercise, recreation, and a sense of well-being
that in fact is rooted in reality.
E-bikes are not fundamentally different from standard bicycles, and thus should be subject
to the same speed limits and other regulations. E-bikes appear physically similar to
standard bicycles; they function by assisting human-powered pedaling, not substituting for
it. The motors are electric, and like standard bicycles, E-bikes are nearly silent and thus
not a significant source of noise or other pollution. Maneuverability, braking, and speeds
are virtually identical to standard bicycles, which are also thus not a source of excessive
trail erosion. There is thus no compelling evidence that E-bikes represent any particular
danger or would interfere with other uses of the trail system.
Overall, the demonstrated benefits provided by E-bikes very strongly outweigh any
perceived costs. We thus strongly support PTRC allowing E-bikes of class 1, 2, and 3 on
the Village trail system.
Sincerely,
Richard A. Spritz, M.D.
Diana G. Dills, M.D.
Tel. 303-564-7054
Email richard.spritz@cuanschutz.edu
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To: Members of the Parks and Trails Commission
Subject: e-bikes in Cherry Hills Village
Date: January 14, 2020
Citizen: Laura Christman, residing at 18 Cherry Lane Drive, Cherry Hills Village
Thank you for permitting me to express my concerns about e-bikes in Cherry Hills
Village. The State of Colorado has passed a statute dividing e-bikes into 3 tiers.
The state specifically gave each local jurisdiction the right to create their own
rules governing e-bikes off of public roadways.
The City of Colorado Springs did extensive outreach with its community to
ascertain what would be the appropriate use of their trails system.
The common concerns of their citizens were:
-use of e-bikes will open the door to other electric vehicles on trails*
-there will be a lack of enforcement or regulation of use
-the addition of e-bikes and other electric vehicles will change the trail experience
-use of e-bikes will increase conflicts between users
-e-bikes may impact trails themselves, causing damage
As a result of and in response to these concerns the City of Colorado Springs does
not permit e-bikes on their “Tier 3” trails. They define a Tier 3 trail as having
natural surfaces and which are generally multi-use, meaning they are shared
among hikers, cyclists, joggers, dog walkers and equestrians.
Colorado Springs does permit e-bikes on Tier 1 and Tier 2 what they call urban
trails that are wide and multi-surface.
I believe that the concerns enumerated by citizens in Colorado Springs mirror the
concerns many of our residents have pertaining to the use and enjoyment of our
trail system. I believe that Cherry Hills Village has at least the same regard for
citizen concerns and quality of life in the Village as Colorado Springs.
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I have heard in defense of the use of e-bikes that they are no more or less
problematic than standard bikes. This is simply not the case. The researchers in a
report published in part in the journal Injury Prevention, found that
e-bikes were 3 times as likely to involve a collision with a pedestrian than either
scooters or traditional bikes.
E-bikes have a place, but not on our natural trails. Prohibition of e-bikes on
natural trails is consistent with rules promulgated by both Colorado Parks and
Wildlife and the National Forest Service.
Whether our hard surface trails are wide enough to permit the confluence of
strollers, joggers,equestrians, pedestrians, dog walkers, bikes and e-bikes, a
careful review and study should be made.
Please remember that e-bikes, under Colorado law, include 3 wheeled bikes that
are considerably wider than traditional bikes.
In addition, please take note that the speed limit in our fair city is a maximum of
30 miles an hour (exclusive of state highways) and in many places far less. E-bikes
can meet or exceed that speed especially those that combine both physical
pedaling and an electric motor.
Many e-bike users want access to trails because its safer than speeding along
roadways. It is safer for the e-bike user, but not for other users. This is not a fair
trade off. Pedestrians with dogs and strollers and equestrians need time to get
off of a trail to make way for e-bikes, even though the e-bikes are to give the right
of way to the other trail users, if they do not it is extremely dangerous.
In Vail I walk the paved trail from East Vail. E-bikes have recently been
introduced. In my experience the e-bikers do not yield the right of way to
anyone. I have heard them yell at slow bikers and walkers alike, “Get out of the
way, I have the right of way”. There are many areas on even our paved trails that
pedestrians with dogs or strollers would have difficulty moving off of the trail.
Again, I thank you for giving me the opportunity to express my concerns.

6

*Other electric vehicles include scooter, skate boards and in some communities
golf carts.
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(emailed to eblack@cherryhillsvillage.com on January 19th)
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

jim@jamesebrown.com
Emily Black
linney@jamesebrown.com
opposed to e-bikes on trails
Friday, January 15, 2021 9:56:54 AM

Emily –
We walk and ride the Highline Canal trail regularly and are opposed to e-bikes.
They are too fast compared to the non-motorized users and present safety concerns.
Thanks,

Jim & Linney Brown
12 Parkway Dr.
Cherry Hills Village
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Phillip Seawalt
Emily Black
Fwd: Motorized vehicles on Trails
Friday, January 15, 2021 10:42:23 AM

Emily:
I am a former member of the Parks and Trails Committee, and would support allowing the
use of electric bicycles and other apparatus on the trails. Electric Wheel Chairs would be
another acceptable use that would enhance the public good..
Sincerely,
Phillip Seawalt
4751 S. University
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

William Tryon
Emily Black
motorized vehicles
Friday, January 15, 2021 2:31:55 PM

Dear Emily,
I live at 49 Glenmoor.
I am a very frequent walker and mountain biker on bridal paths, bike paths and the highline canal. I
am very opposed to motorized anything on the paths. My experiences on metro area bike paths and
the highline canal are:
ebikes can move at 20-30 mph, which is too fast
They move faster than the flow of walkers and bikers, which causes collision dangers due
to their unexpected speeds.
Ebikes are difficult to control in emergency stops.
They pass walkers and riders too fast
They scare dogs
I think allowing any motorized vehicles opens the flood gates to abusers or misunderstandings that
vehicles are allowed. More than once, I have encountered personal ATV vehicles on bridal paths,
When confronted, the users think they are permitted. So, simply prohibit anything motorized, post
the rules and you can avoid people thinking there are exceptions to the rules.

Bill Tryon
Email: wjtdwt@hotmail.com
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Beth Cooper
Emily Black
City Trails and E-bikes
Saturday, January 16, 2021 8:41:13 PM

I am writing to express my opposition to opening up our trail system to allow for e-bikes. As
a daily walker on our trails, my concerns fall into three categories.
1. The dangers involved in mixing motorized vehicles with walkers and pedal powered
bicycles.
2. Erosion of our rural setting, what makes Cherry Hills Village special.
3. Increased traffic caused by e-bike commuters cutting through the city.
Please vote to keep motorized vehicles off of our city trails and retain the country nature of
Cherry Hills Village.
Beth Cooper
1700 E Tufts Avenue
Cherry Hills Village, CO 80113
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Peter Clute
Emily Black
Jeff Roberts; Pam
E bikes, bikes and CHV trails
Sunday, January 17, 2021 4:19:46 PM

Hello Emily and Jeff,
I wanted to comment on e bikes in particular and bikes in general on our trails. First of all, I am on our trails at least
once a day, usually twice a day all year long. We walk Nick the Husky and DO pick up after him. We also (on
occasion) pick up for others who (sadly) cannot be bothered to pick up after their dogs.
We have experienced E bikes on the trails. They are NOT okay. I watched one rider barely make the turn at the
Dahlia Street bridge. He was simply going too fast and could not control his bike. Others are riding what might
arguably called motorcycles: Wide tires, large e motors. I saw two of those guys jump the ditch and ride into Kent
where they rode through at about 30 mph. Another guy rode down off the Highline, through Margaux’s Meadow
with a boom box blasting away with his unleashed dog. That guy hit the trail at 20-30 mph while running his dog as
fast as he could.
I am a motorcycle rider. I understand motorized two wheel vehicles. The E bikes available today are fast and
powerful. They are not suitable for our trails. They are suitable for the streets. The bikes with wider tires and
aggressive treads are a problem: they simply tear things up. Go look at what has happened to Kent Denver this past
year. That is primarily people on bicycles and E bikes. They have literally torn that property apart!  
The other problem is safety. People who are unfamiliar with these vehicles are a hazard to themselves and other
people. The bikes go too fast. Any rider will twist that throttle to get more speed up. It is a natural human
tendency.   Older riders who are not familiar with a motorized bike are in danger of bodily harm due to both speed
and an inability to handle their machine in an emergency.
Bicyclists in general are RUDE!   Very few inform of passing when approaching from behind the pedestrian. The
more aggressive riders never inform and speed to boot. When walking Nick I am keenly aware that he may dart to
the side unexpectedly.
New paths have formed at Kent which parallel the Highline. My guess is that part of the reason is due to aggressive
riders intimidating the pedestrians forcing them off of the main trail.
We have other problems on the trail system: trash, dog poop, or worse yet bags of poop left along the trail by
people who can’t be bothered to walk with the bag to the next receptacle. Many times these bags are within 50-100
feet of the receptacle. I expect these problems to increase along with the growing population density in Denver,
Englewood, and Greenwood Village. I may be called to love my fellow humans, unfortunately I do not like what I
observe on a daily basis. A lot of these people are just plain piggish.
Now, put those people on E bikes and see what happens! Boom boxes, Motorized dirt bikes, more rude behavior.....
etc. etc. etc.   And let us not forget the unleashed dog being run down the trail by the E bike rider!
Open the door to E bikes on our trails and you are opening the door to a lot more problems. Leave the E bikes (I.e.
motorcycles) on Cherry Hills Village Streets!
Peter Clute

Sent from Pete Clute
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Pam clute
Peter Clute
Emily Black; Jeff Roberts
Re: E bikes, bikes and CHV trails
Sunday, January 17, 2021 4:28:12 PM

Hi Emily and Jeff,
I have only one thing I might add to my husband’s letter - with which I am in total agreement. If you allow any
motorized vehicles at all on the canal, the only exception, in my opinion, should be wheelchairs.
Thanks for all you do!
Pam Clute
Sent from my iPad
> On Jan 17, 2021, at 4:19 PM, Peter Clute <pete@cluteoil.com> wrote:
>
> Hello Emily and Jeff,
>
> I wanted to comment on e bikes in particular and bikes in general on our trails. First of all, I am on our trails at
least once a day, usually twice a day all year long. We walk Nick the Husky and DO pick up after him. We also (on
occasion) pick up for others who (sadly) cannot be bothered to pick up after their dogs.
>
> We have experienced E bikes on the trails. They are NOT okay. I watched one rider barely make the turn at the
Dahlia Street bridge. He was simply going too fast and could not control his bike. Others are riding what might
arguably called motorcycles: Wide tires, large e motors. I saw two of those guys jump the ditch and ride into Kent
where they rode through at about 30 mph. Another guy rode down off the Highline, through Margaux’s Meadow
with a boom box blasting away with his unleashed dog. That guy hit the trail at 20-30 mph while running his dog as
fast as he could.
>
> I am a motorcycle rider. I understand motorized two wheel vehicles. The E bikes available today are fast and
powerful. They are not suitable for our trails. They are suitable for the streets. The bikes with wider tires and
aggressive treads are a problem: they simply tear things up. Go look at what has happened to Kent Denver this past
year. That is primarily people on bicycles and E bikes. They have literally torn that property apart!  
>
> The other problem is safety. People who are unfamiliar with these vehicles are a hazard to themselves and other
people. The bikes go too fast. Any rider will twist that throttle to get more speed up. It is a natural human
tendency.   Older riders who are not familiar with a motorized bike are in danger of bodily harm due to both speed
and an inability to handle their machine in an emergency.
>
> Bicyclists in general are RUDE!   Very few inform of passing when approaching from behind the pedestrian. The
more aggressive riders never inform and speed to boot. When walking Nick I am keenly aware that he may dart to
the side unexpectedly.
> New paths have formed at Kent which parallel the Highline. My guess is that part of the reason is due to
aggressive riders intimidating the pedestrians forcing them off of the main trail.
>
> We have other problems on the trail system: trash, dog poop, or worse yet bags of poop left along the trail by
people who can’t be bothered to walk with the bag to the next receptacle. Many times these bags are within 50-100
feet of the receptacle. I expect these problems to increase along with the growing population density in Denver,
Englewood, and Greenwood Village. I may be called to love my fellow humans, unfortunately I do not like what I
observe on a daily basis. A lot of these people are just plain piggish.
>
> Now, put those people on E bikes and see what happens! Boom boxes, Motorized dirt bikes, more rude
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ron Cooper
Emily Black
E-Bikes on City Trails
Monday, January 18, 2021 7:32:26 AM

I am a regular user of CHV trails. Please note my strong opposition to allowing e-bikes (or any
other motorized vehicles) on CHV city trails. There is real danger in allowing e-bikes to mix
with pedal-powered bikes and pedestrians. There are studies that show a much higher rate of
accidents and injuries related to this and I urge you to take those factors under consideration.
CHV trails are part of our rural character and should not be compromised with the inclusion of
motorized vehicles. I have no problem with allowing e-bikes to share designated bike lanes on
city street (e.g. Quincy, etc.).
Thanks for considering my input.
-- Ron Cooper
1700 East Tufts Ave. CHV 80113 303-726-2457
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

T.N. Mandler
Emily Black
henri acosta
ebikes on the trial
Monday, January 18, 2021 11:22:57 AM

Dear Cherry Hills Village,
We support e-bikes on the trail, especially for our aging community members who may not
otherwise enjoy the trails, which are meant for us all to enjoy. The e-bikes provide these
members of our community more flexibility, an extra "power boost" for the hills, and a "safety
net" to help them get home safely. The use of any transportation device (bike, scooter,
whatever else people use on the trail) should always be used to be respectful of the trail and
others enjoying the trial. Thus, adherence to the trail rules is imperative for us all to enjoy the
trail (i.e. speed limits, cleaning up after pets, etc.).
Please note, we do not support motorized vehicles which would produce exhaust, and make it
unpleasant for the rest of us to enjoy the trails.
Thanks,
The Acosta Family
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Graham Hollis
Emily Black
eBikes
Friday, January 22, 2021 12:52:15 PM

Emily
It’s great that there are more and more users of our trails. It’s a mixed blessing in that it’s brought conflict between
user groups. Residents have pointed out that e-bikes have been seen on trails going too fast and that our municipal
code prohibits motorized vehicles on our trails, this includes e-bikes.
It’s time to revisit this prohibition as it relates to e-bikes. There is no question that e-bikes are and will be an
increasingly good form of recreation and mobility for people. It’s a fresh air activity and helps get people out of
their cars. I know of several older Cherry Hills residents who use their e-bikes on the Canal who would otherwise
not be able to enjoy getting out and about. We should acknowledge reality and accommodate e-bikes, limiting them
to those types of bikes that are speed restricted. The world is moving to permitting types 1 and 2 e-bikes (speed
restricted - not type 3 which are essentially mopeds) on trails. I think surrounding jurisdictions are already allowing
them on trails.
Studies I have seen show e-bikes don’t go faster than normal bikes on trails. The typical e-bike rider is one who
wouldn’t normally be on a bike. They’re maybe older, less fit, transporting groceries, kids etc, maybe riders with
disabilities. They don’t want to speed: e-bikes allow them to go about their business.
Furthermore the way technology is advancing, half the time you can’t tell if it’s an e-bike or a regular bike so I don’t
know how you enforce bans on e-bikes. Essentially we have an unenforceable code restriction on e-bikes.
This comes to the real issue: speed on our trails. Some people on bikes go too fast endangering other users. Fellow
residents blame it on e-bikes, though if a bike speeds past you, you can tell whether it’s an e-bike or not. It’s not an
issue of regular v e-bike. It’s one of speed control. It comes down to making people more aware of proper trail
etiquette and dampening bike speed though better signage and education.
Increased bicycle and pedestrian trail usage is a relatively new phenomenon. Continuing CHV ban on e-bikes is not
the answer, but better signage of speed limits, reduced speed limits at choke points on trails and a ‘go slow
campaign’, reminding people of proper trail etiquette and the speed limit is a step in the right direction to allow all
trail users to exist together.
Best regards
Graham Hollis
4225 South Bellaire Circle
Board member of both The High Line Canal Conservancy and Bicycle Colorado.

17

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Stuart Kritzer
Emily Black
Stuart Kritzer; Janet Kritzer
Commission Meeting February 11 @ 5:30 p.m.
Friday, January 22, 2021 2:21:34 PM

Dear Ms. Black:
Janet and I are very much interested in presenting at the Commission meeting on February 11 in
favor of changing the Municipal Code to permit the use of E-Bikes on trails. I am 75, disabled and
rely on a motorized, but completely silent, trike for outdoor exercise since I am unable to ride a 2wheeled device.   Janet and I are also members of a rapidly growing cohort of able-bodied as well as
disabled, but active, seniors for whom e-bikes and trikes provide an important source of outdoor
mobility and exercise.
Kind regards,
Stuart and Janet

Stuart A. Kritzer
34 Sedgwick Drive
Cherry Hills Village, CO. 80113
Stuart @ kritzer.com
303.548.2727
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Adele Gelfand
Emily Black; Laura Gillespie; Russell Stewart
Steve Schovee
Cycling and biking on the Highline canal
Saturday, January 30, 2021 3:33:45 PM

Rather than inundate you with multiple letters and comments about allowing ebikes on the
Highline Canal, please know that as a frequent walker and cyclist on the canal, i respect and
enjoy this wonderful resource that surrounds my neighborhood.
Steve Schovee, in his January 30 letter to you expressed my thoughts incredibly well. I fully
support his proposal.
I am well over 65, and some of those who have now embraced ebikes should not be
encouraged to use them. They have no respect for walkers or those on traditional bikes and
love to turn up the power to pass others to the detriment of canal users.
Steve’s well thought out proposal has merit. We don’t want the Highline Canal to become a
drag strip for ebikes!
Thank you.
Adele 303-521-1099

Sent from my iPhone
If you see something that is not right, not just, not fair, you have a moral obligation to do
something about it.
John Lewis
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Steve Schovee
Emily Black
Laura Gillespie; Russell Stewart; Steve Schovee
Highline E-Bikes and Bike Speed
Saturday, January 30, 2021 8:36:14 AM

Parks, Trails and Recreation Commission, and City Council Members,
I am a resident of the Cherry Hills neighborhood of Cherrydale, a daily user of the highline canal
(right behind my house) and a founding partner of the Highline Canal Conservancy.
I would like to record my thoughts in the public record regarding biking on the Highline Canal:
e-Bikes
My initial reaction was that motorized vehicles are not allowed on Cherry Hills trails…. So,
there should be no e-bikes, electric skate boards etc.
In talking with some elderly friends about the enjoyment they get e-biking on the canal, I have
changed my thoughts on the subject
My proposal:
Anyone over 65 or handicaped and a resident of Cherry Hills Village should be allow the
use of e-bikes on the highline in Cherry Hills Village
CHV would issue a bright colored sticker to be displayed on the e-bike. These stickers
would be given upon presenting a drivers license or auto handicap sticker
Otherwise e-bikes, motorized skateboards, or any other motorized vehicles would not
be allowed on the Canal in CHV
Enforcement
There needs to be periodic policing of the Highline for rules violations, as we do with auto
traffic violations
Violations would include:
e-biking without a sticker
Biking of any kind over 15 mph
Biking in a drafting formation (where one or more riders to do not see what is ahead)
Biking more than two abreast
Bikes not yielding to equestrian or pedestrian traffic
Signage
There should be signage along the canal in CHV indicating:
15mph speed limit
e-bikes by permit only
No drafting or biking more than two abreast
In my view these three items would make the highline accessible and safe to those using the canal.
Thank you for your consideration.
Steve Schovee
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Debbie Tilton
Emily Black
E bikes on the high line canal
Sunday, January 31, 2021 11:51:56 AM

Thanks Steve for writing this email. I was with you about not wanting the e bikes on the canal.
However the only e bikes I have seen on the canal are older people enjoying themselves and not
riding fast.
I like your idea of enforcement and hopefully it could work!
Thanks
Debbie
Debbie Tilton.
Broker Associate
Coldwell Banker Realty | Global Luxury Office
201 Columbine Street    #200
Denver, Colorado 80206
M: 303 601 9477
Debbie.tilton@coloradohomes.com
WWW.Debbietilton.cbintouch.com
5280 Magazine FIVE STAR Real Estate Professional-   2011, 2013, 2014, 2015, 2016,2020
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michael Barney
Emily Black
E-bike comments
Tuesday, February 02, 2021 9:23:39 AM

Hi,
Thank you for noting my comments regarding changes to the municipal code pertaining to motorized vehicles on
CHV trails. I strongly voice my opposition to any changes to the code that would allow motorized vehicles and
especially ebikes on our trails. E-bikes are 100% a motorized vehicle and can operate at significantly higher rates of
speed than is intended and puts pedestrians, other cyclists and equine at risk of injury and increases opportunity for
intra trail conflict. The argument that e-bikers can self regulate is weak and would require added signage and
enforcement which is a waste of time, effort and money.
Thanks
Michael Barney
4000 South Cherry Street

22

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jim Garofalo
Emily Black
PTRC Feedback
Tuesday, February 02, 2021 9:54:35 AM

Hello,
I am writing to support changing the municipal code to allow e-bikes on the highland canal I would also like to see
more bike patrols by CHV Police of the trail
Thanks
Jim Garofalo
jimgden@me.com
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jeff Finn
Emily Black
Support for allowing e-bikes on CHV trails
Tuesday, February 02, 2021 3:43:43 PM

Emily
Hello. I am writing to express my support for allowing e-bike usage on the CVN trails.
There are several reasons for my position, including:
As the population of CHV continues to age, e-bikes will increasingly be a preferred
option for many riders
The observable distinctions between e-bikes and other bikes is continuing to blur and
become hard to recognize, making it a challenge for enforcing rules prohibiting ebikes. This will put CHV security and enforcement personnel in difficult situations and
allow those resources to be deployed elsewhere.
As the highline canal and other trails are used by riders and visitors from not just
adjoining, but also distant communitities, the practical approach would be to allow
both e-bikes and other bikes in order to be as accommodating as possible and not
force unsuspecting riders to have to stop their ride at the CHV boundaries
E-bikes cause no additional wear and tear on the usage of the CHV trails compared
to other bikes
Thank you for your consideration in this matter.
Jeff Finn
4651 South El Camino Drive
Cherry Hills Village, CO 80111
303.521.1119
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To Emily Black:
I have been a frequent user of the Highline Canal for many years and enjoy both walks and
biking there year-round. I am in favor of stopping e-bikes from being allowed on the canal,
whose speeds often have posed safety threats to me whether on foot or on my bike. I do not
feel e-bikes belong where so many people of all ages take leisurely walks (often with children
and/or dogs) and recreational bike riders enjoy the canal trails. (I have also shared the canal
with loping horses and the occasional goat!)
I sincerely hope the canal can remain free from e-bikes so that it continues to be a safe place
for families and individuals who want to enjoy the beauty of the canal without the noise and
fear of hearing and worrying about e-bikes posing a threat to their safety.
Sincerely,
Betsy Kirschbaum
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Ms. Emily Black
Recreation Coordinator
Cherry Hills Village
2450 East Quincy Avenue
Cherry Hills Village, CO 80113
eblack@cherryhillsvillage.com
Re: Modification to the Municipal Code to Permit E-bikes on the Trail System
Dear Emily:
I understand that the Parks, Trails, and Recreation Commission (PTRC) is considering amending the
Municipal Code to permit motorized vehicles, specifically E-bikes, on trails within the City. I would like to
take this opportunity to express my strong opposition to this proposed change. As a long time resident
of the area for many years, I have had the pleasure of taking long walks on the wonderful network of
trails within the City and particularly the Highline Canal trail. The trail system provides a unique outdoor
experience, getaway, and respite from the traffic of City streets. It provides an opportunity to enjoy
nature and partake in the healthful activities of walking, running, and biking in a beautiful and peaceful
setting.
Because of its popularity, the trail system is already heavily used by pedestrians, runners, horseback
riders, and bicycles. These users can generally co-exist because they rely on natural locomotion and the
rules of courtesy that each type of user affords the other. The introduction of E-bikes into this mix is an
incompatible use because of the speed and noise associated with these motorized vehicles. Permitting
E-bikes on the trails creates a very real safety concern for all other users of the trail system and frankly
will ruin the peaceful experience of a walk in nature that I enjoy so much.
The trail system provides a very real experience of nature within the City and a much needed antidote to
the noise, speed, and intense pressures of today’s urban environment. It would be a real crime to ruin
such a special experience to cater to the convenience of a few who are unwilling to make the effort to
walk, run or bicycle using their own two feet for locomotion. So, I implore you to maintain the
restriction prohibiting motorized vehicles on the trail system currently in the Municipal Code.
Thank you for your kind consideration.
Sincerely,
Ned S. Kirschbaum, FAIA
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Nancy Wyman
Emily Black
Motorized vehicles on CHV trails
Tuesday, February 02, 2021 2:37:16 PM

Hello Emily,
I hope you are doing well. I want to let you know that I oppose any motorized vehicles on the
public trails in Cherry Hills Village, especially E bikes. Regular bicycles on the trails already
pose a serious hazard for one walking on the CHV trails. Please let the PTRC know this is my
comment for the February 11 meeting.
Thank you.
Nancy Wyman
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

MICHAEL TRALLA
Emily Black
Speaking at February 11 Commission Meeting
Tuesday, February 02, 2021 6:20:43 PM

As a CHV resident since 1985 in 3 different homes, I'd like to voice my opinion to the Parks,
Trails, and Recreation Commission and speak at the upcoming meeting. My entire family is
against changing the present and long-standing Municipal Code. We live here for the
tranquility, pastoral nature, and calm existing. Any type of motorized equipment would
detract from this. Already, on the CHV trails one must be mindful and navigate away from
speeding cyclists who think they are on a velodrome.
Please forward the zoom link for the meeting.
Fondly, Michael Tralla MD
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Peter Savoie
J Tubb
Emily Black; Katz Seymour; Salcito Donald; Isaacs Bud; Tubb Glenn; Hollis Graham
Re: EBikes on Cherry Hills Trails
Tuesday, February 02, 2021 10:09:29 AM

Emily: another vote here in favor of Graham's position!!!
Peter Savoie
303.882.5109
Sent from my iPhone
Sorry for any typos
On Feb 2, 2021, at 10:07 AM, J Tubb <jeanne.tubb@gmail.com> wrote:



 Dear Emily Black,
I am in full support of Graham Hollis’ opinion. I could not write it more
succinctly nor clearly. As a High Line Canal member and having ridden with
friends who need to use e-bikes, I believe Graham has defined the problem
correctly.
Rather than stop an e-biker’s joy and exercise on trails we all support, I would
dearly like to see mitigation of speed and unsafe passing, as well as better control
dogs that are allowed to wander in front of cyclists due to expandable leashes.
These are the top 3 hazards I’ve experienced here for 20 years.
Cycling, and doing so with friends, has been my favorite sport for most of my
life.
Sincerely,
Jeanne Tubb

"It’s time to revisit this prohibition as it relates to e-bikes. There is no
question that e-bikes are and will be an increasingly good form of
recreation and mobility for people. It’s a fresh air activity and helps
get people out of their cars. I know of several older Cherry Hills
residents who use their e-bikes on the Canal who would otherwise
not be able to enjoy getting out and about. We should acknowledge
reality and accommodate e-bikes, limiting them to those types of
bikes that are speed restricted. The world is moving to permitting
types 1 and 2 e-bikes (speed restricted - not type 3 which are
essentially mopeds) on trails. I think surrounding jurisdictions are
already allowing them on trails.
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"Studies I have seen show e-bikes don’t go faster than normal bikes
on trails. The typical e-bike rider is one who wouldn’t normally be on
a bike. They’re maybe older, less fit, transporting groceries, kids etc,
maybe riders with disabilities. They don’t want to speed: e-bikes
allow them to go about their business. Furthermore the way
technology is advancing, half the time you can’t tell if it’s an e-bike
or a regular bike so I don’t know how you enforce bans on e-bikes.
Essentially we have an unenforceable code restriction on e-bikes.
"This comes to the real issue: speed on our trails. Some people on
bikes go too fast endangering other users. Fellow residents blame it
on e-bikes, though if a bike speeds past you, you can tell whether it’s
an e-bike or not. It’s not an issue of regular v e-bike. It’s one of speed
control. It comes down to making people more aware of proper trail
etiquette and dampening bike speed though better signage and
education.
"Increased bicycle and pedestrian trail usage is a relatively new
phenomenon. Continuing CHV ban on e-bikes is not the answer, but
better signage of speed limits, reduced speed limits at choke points on
trails and a ‘go slow campaign’, reminding people of proper trail
etiquette and the speed limit is a step in the right direction to allow
all trail users to exist together."
<176ddfd8487ddf38ef81.jpeg>
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

J Tubb
Emily Black
Katz Seymour; Salcito Donald; Savoie Peter W.; Isaacs Bud; Tubb Glenn; Hollis Graham
Re: EBikes on Cherry Hills Trails
Tuesday, February 02, 2021 10:07:43 AM



 Dear Emily Black,
I am in full support of Graham Hollis’ opinion. I could not write it more succinctly nor clearly.
As a High Line Canal member and having ridden with friends who need to use e-bikes, I
believe Graham has defined the problem correctly.
Rather than stop an e-biker’s joy and exercise on trails we all support, I would dearly like to
see mitigation of speed and unsafe passing, as well as better control dogs that are allowed to
wander in front of cyclists due to expandable leashes. These are the top 3 hazards I’ve
experienced here for 20 years.
Cycling, and doing so with friends, has been my favorite sport for most of my life.
Sincerely,
Jeanne Tubb

"It’s time to revisit this prohibition as it relates to e-bikes. There is no question
that e-bikes are and will be an increasingly good form of recreation and mobility
for people. It’s a fresh air activity and helps get people out of their cars. I know of
several older Cherry Hills residents who use their e-bikes on the Canal who
would otherwise not be able to enjoy getting out and about. We should
acknowledge reality and accommodate e-bikes, limiting them to those types of
bikes that are speed restricted. The world is moving to permitting types 1 and 2 ebikes (speed restricted - not type 3 which are essentially mopeds) on trails. I think
surrounding jurisdictions are already allowing them on trails.
"Studies I have seen show e-bikes don’t go faster than normal bikes on trails. The
typical e-bike rider is one who wouldn’t normally be on a bike. They’re maybe
older, less fit, transporting groceries, kids etc, maybe riders with disabilities.
They don’t want to speed: e-bikes allow them to go about their
business. Furthermore the way technology is advancing, half the time you can’t
tell if it’s an e-bike or a regular bike so I don’t know how you enforce bans on ebikes. Essentially we have an unenforceable code restriction on e-bikes.
"This comes to the real issue: speed on our trails. Some people on bikes go too
fast endangering other users. Fellow residents blame it on e-bikes, though if a
bike speeds past you, you can tell whether it’s an e-bike or not. It’s not an issue of
regular v e-bike. It’s one of speed control. It comes down to making people more
aware of proper trail etiquette and dampening bike speed though better signage
and education.
"Increased bicycle and pedestrian trail usage is a relatively new phenomenon.
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Continuing CHV ban on e-bikes is not the answer, but better signage of speed
limits, reduced speed limits at choke points on trails and a ‘go slow campaign’,
reminding people of proper trail etiquette and the speed limit is a step in the right
direction to allow all trail users to exist together."
<176ddfd8487ddf38ef81.jpeg>
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From:
To:
Date:

Ron
Emily Black
Tuesday, February 02, 2021 9:18:52 PM

I saw the article that said the City is considering if E-Bikes should be allowed on trails. I am 75 years old
with a couple of bad knees. I have always enjoyed riding my conventional bike over the years on the
trails for recreation. I purchased an E-Bike and now can still enjoy the outdoors with out pain. I think that
many seniors will benefit from being able to use them. Please allow the E-Bikes on the trails.
thanks
Dr. Ron Yaros
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

dwooden2000
Emily Black
No E-bikes on the canal
Wednesday, February 03, 2021 7:13:34 AM

Hi, Emily,
I'm writing to protest the effort to allow e-bikes on the Highline Canal. I'm begging the City Council to keep The
Highline canal a place for our community members to walk their dogs, exercise with friends and family and enjoy
nature without fear of being hit by a motorized vehicle! Who would police these motorized vehicles to stay within
agreed speed limits??? The danger is too high & the risk is too great. The Highline is a busy place already with
vulnerable people afoot on the path.....please keep us safe & do not allow e-bikes!
Thank you.
Diedre Wooden
5235 E Princeton Ave
CHV, 80113
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Eileen Finn
Emily Black
E-Bikes
Wednesday, February 03, 2021 7:59:38 AM

Hi Emily,
As an almost daily user of the Highline and horse trails in CHV, I strongly vote yes to allow
E-Bikes. I don’t currently ride an e-bike on the trails but think that some day when I
couldn’t ride a traditional bike I would like to have the option of enjoying the Highline on
an e-bike. My experience with e-bikes is that they are quiet and don’t cause more wear
and tear. The problem is usually the rider, not the bike. Thank you. Eileen Finn
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Jamie Harris
Emily Black
Brian Harris
E-bikes on Canal
Wednesday, February 03, 2021 8:14:58 AM
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Hi Emily,
I read in the Crier last night that you are considering allowing e-bikes on the canal. I am writing to let
you know that I am very much against allowing anything electronic on the canal. We have been
residents of the Village since 2007 and over the years I have seen the canal become more crowded
as it is. I am primarily use the canal to walk, and even the non-motorized bikes provide a danger at
times to pedestrians. With people of all ages using the canal, I worry that the speed at which
motorized bikes travel would be very dangerous. I can’t imagine young kids and elderly people
having to dodge a bike that is travelling at 15-20 mph.
Thank you for your consideration!
Jamie Harris
Brian and Jamie Harris
Broker Associates, Certified Residential Specialists

Phone: 303.870.3994
Email: HarrisTeam@Kentwood.com
Web: www.HarrisTeamDenver.com
Kentwood Real Estate
4949 S. Niagara St. #400, Denver, CO 80237
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Michelle Belitz
Emily Black
E bikes on the Canal
Wednesday, February 03, 2021 8:24:15 AM

Dear Emily Black,
I wish to express my strong feelings against allowing E Bikes on the Canal pathways. Many of these bikes can run
up to 20 mph and trying to enforce a speed limit would be a joke. We have little dogs that we walk and a horse that
we ride along the canal and this would pose an incredible dance to the animals as well as us. Please maintain the
quiet preserve of the canal in not allowing ANY type of motorize riders along the canal. There are plenty of
sidewalks and bike lanes for such. Our canal is a quiet and peaceful place to enjoy nature and get exercise.
Thank you
Michelle Belitz
980 E. Tufts Ave
Cherry Hills Village, CO 80113
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Heidi Wolfe
Emily Black
E-bikes on canal
Wednesday, February 03, 2021 8:28:55 AM

Emily,
Thank you for taking this on. We really appreciate your effort. We definitely feel as a family
that allowing E-bikes on the canal is a terrible idea. This is a peaceful place that needs to be
maintained. In addition there would be a huge safety issue due their speed.
Thank you!
Heidi & Andrew Wolfe
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Brian Harris
Emily Black
briurton@me.com
e-bikes on Highline Canal
Wednesday, February 03, 2021 8:30:04 AM

Hi Emily,
I read in the Village Crier that you are considering the use of e-bikes on the canal. I am emailing to
let you know that I hope you reconsider this decision as I am very much against allowing anything
motorized or electronic on the canal. The canal has transformed into a beloved recreational trail.
Most recently with the pandemic, it is being used even more with cyclists, joggers, walkers etc. I am
a runner and even the non-motorized bikes provide a danger at times to pedestrians (sometimes
there are groups of three or more pedestrians spread out on the trail that have to dodge bikes
coming around a corner). I am concerned the speed at which motorized bikes travel would be very
dangerous to people of all ages that use the canal. Some of the twists and turns are pretty tight and
harder to see oncoming users coming around a corner when full foliage is out. I am also concerned
about the noise impact on the canal for those looking for peaceful enjoyment such as bird-watching
(of which I also participate). Let’s keep the motorized vehicles off the canal, please! Thank you for
your consideration!
Brian Harris
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Jere Weliver
Emily Black
Russell Stewart; Marcy Weliver
E-bikes
Wednesday, February 03, 2021 9:06:32 AM

Comment regarding the E-bikes on CHV trails.
We, at 1 Random Rd, have considered many scenarios and are regular users of the CHV trail system.
With this in mind, we believe that E-bikes should be allowed on paved trails, with the same speed limits required of
other bikes.
Bridle paths (dirt paths) should restrict operation (riding) of E-bikes. Walking the E-bike along these paths should be
allowed to get to paved paths or streets.
I don’t expect that the Highline canal falls into the jurisdiction of the CHV path system, E-bikes are currently used
on the Highline. Speeds by bikers and E-bikers often exceed the speeds allowed.
Of course, we expect that emphasis to the community on the etiquette and right away protocol while on the trails.
Considerations:
     E-bikes have considerable power and can reach speeds beyond or trail and street speed limits.
     CHV is a community of privilege and we expect a wide adoption of E-bikes by young and old.
     We have also been considering E-bikes.
Example from this last weekend, we were on a walk around the Buelle mansion neighborhood. There were 2 grade
school age boys riding E-dirt bikes. They accessed the street and on to an open field / lot. They were enjoying
jumping and bombing around on the vehicles.
While this was not a Bridle path, it can illustrate the temptation to use the trails as a dirt track.
CHV Bridle paths are not wide enough to accommodate horses, dog walkers and runners and vehicles... without
spooking and influencing accidents.
Please feel free to contact me if you would like further context or perspective.
Thank you for asking for comments.
-Jere Weliver
1 Random Rd
Cherry Hills Village
Mobile +1 303.888.5747
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Andy Carrington
Emily Black
No E-bikes on the canal.
Wednesday, February 03, 2021 9:11:04 AM

One of the reasons our community is so sought after is the serenity of our pastoral setting away from crowds and
noise and traffic. There is no where that this can be felt more than on a quiet walk or run with your dog on the canal.
If we allow the E-bike addition to our trails we will permanently lose this piece of “ peace”. We might as well be
walking on the side of a busy road. If we are constantly on guard for speeding electric transportation, we cannot get
to that contemplative place where our mental health is boosted. Please consider this decision carefully. It effects all
ages, but the elderly in particular, who need safe spaces to exercise.
Sent from my iPhone
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Keli Loehr
Emily Black
Ebikes on the canal
Wednesday, February 03, 2021 9:23:07 AM

Hi Emily,
I just wanted to voice my concerns on the upcoming topic of E bikes on the canal. As an avid runner on the canal I
feel like this could be a very dangerous addition to the existing traffic on the canal in Cherry Hills Village. As well
as a potential danger to the dogs that are regularly walked. These bikes can get up to 20-30 mph and that doesn’t
seem safe with the foot traffic that is on the canal. Thank you for taking my concerns into consideration.
Keli and Jeff Loehr
residents of CHV

Sent from my iPhone
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Shannon Johnson
Emily Black
E-bikes on the canal
Wednesday, February 03, 2021 9:28:21 AM

Dear Emily Black,
I wanted to write to you my concerns with having e-bikes on the canal. I have 3 little kids
who like to walk and ride their bikes on the canal. They are respectful and have learned the
rules of the canal/ walkways. Having people ride the e-bikes 20-30 miles per hour on the
canal will make safety a very big concern for my family and others. I vehemently oppose the
e-bikes on the canal in Cherry HIlls and would like to keep our canal a safe and serene
environment.
Thank you for your help in making our village a safe place for kids to walk/ ride and for
listening to our concerns.
Shannon Johnson
4901 South Franklin St
Cherry Hills Village, CO 80113
303-618-1334
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Laura Lopez
Emily Black
Michael Kim; Diedre Wooden
PTRC feedback-- no to ebikes
Wednesday, February 03, 2021 9:34:35 AM

Dear PTRC,
I am writing to express my OPPOSITION to amending the municipal code to allow ebikes on the Highline
Canal.
I believe that allowing ebikes on the canal will be detrimental to both the safety of residents and the
enjoyment of nature in Cherry Hills Village.
In addition, I do not believe that a speed limit can be effectively enforced, which is troubling because
many ebikes can quickly reach speeds of 30 miles per hour.  
Given the current volume of pedestrians, bikers, dogs and horses on the canal, allowing ebikes is a
recipe for disaster and contrary to the rural nature of the Highline Canal.
Please vote NO to amending the municipal code.
Sincerely,
Laura Lopez (resident of CHV)
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Chris Phillips
Emily Black
High Line HOT TOPIC
Wednesday, February 03, 2021 9:58:23 AM

Hi Emily,
Hope you are well.
As a local resident since birth (the 1970s lol) I have literally grown up on the highline. I used
it for exercise, mountain bike race training, commuting, and now memorable family time and
teaching my kids how to scooter AND ride a pedal bike. I can honestly say the canal is a BIG
PART of why we enjoy the village so much. It is our means to commute to elementary school,
etc.
Although I enjoy the efficiency of the Ebike when it comes to urban, eco friendly commuting,
the highline is NOT a place for these ebike. They are motorcycles with lower top speeds.
Motorcycles are dangerous and the accident rates will skyrocket. There are so many kids,
elderly walkers, families, etc that enjoy the highline safely and peacefully and, honestly, they
will be put at risk with these efforts. May be difficult to explain to people why an 8 year old
riding to school was killed on the highline by someone on a ebike doing 20 mph? Or an
elderly women walking with her daughter breaks her hip because of an ebike accident. Roads
are for commuting and are for high speed motorized equipment NOT the highline canal!
I ask kindly as a engaged member of the city of cherry hills and the high line conservatory,
PLEASE discard any and all efforts to allow E-bikes on the highline canal,
Thanks Emily.
--

Chris T. Phillips
CTP Capital, LLC | Alternative Investment Solutions | C: 303-725-2671
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Emily Strong
Emily Black
Patrick Strong
E-Bikes
Wednesday, February 03, 2021 10:09:59 AM

Dear Ms. Black,
We are writing to protest the use of E-bikes on the Highline Canal. My husband and I have
noticed these bikes traveling at high speed as we take our walks. They are dangerous to the
many children and dogs who use the canal in our neighborhood.  
Sincerely,
Emily Strong
Sent from iCloud
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Karl Friedman
Emily Black
February 11 Park, Trail and Recreation Commission meeting
Wednesday, February 03, 2021 10:16:47 AM
WebPage.pdf

Emily
Although I do not plan to be an active participant I do wish to listen in on the February 11
Park, Trail and Recreation Commission meeting. Please send me the participation links.
FYI As a Board Member of the High Line Canal Conservancy as well as a previous very long
time board member of Bicycle Colorado, I do support the positions the HLCC will represent at
the meeting as well as earlier comments by Graham Hollis in November.
Thank you and Stay Well!!
Karl
Karl Friedman
10 Cherry Hills Drive
Cherry Hills Village, CO 80113
303.783.9701
Karl.m.friedman@gmail.com

http://www.cherryhillsvillage.com/AgendaCenter/ViewFile/Agenda/_01142021835
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

sg jones
Emily Black
ebikes
Wednesday, February 03, 2021 11:31:46 AM

For council consideration:
We are totally opposed to anything motorized on the trails. There has been enough conflict
between users just balancing horses, bikes, hikers, dogs, and the occasional skier. Adding
another speed category to the trails we use every day will result not only in confrontations but
also safety threats. If ebikes are allowed on the trails without motors running we fear it will
only encourage dishonesty: “You must be mistaken, I wasn’t using the motor, just cruising on
pedal power.” Rules will get stretched as folks decide to define their motorbikes as ebikes and
we’ll be facing noise as well as safety issues.
Few bicycles comply with the 15 mph speed limit as it is. Pedestrians have taken to wearing
coverings on both ears and listening to things that are so loud they can’t be warned by bells or
horns. In addition, many folks already do not comply with leash laws, instead only carrying a
leash in case they get caught. Someone is going to end up with their dog going into the path
of an ebike or a horse is going to spook and bystanders are going to get caught in the
conflagration.
Sharon Jones and Craig Himel
4950 S. Birch St.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Tedhoster@comcast.net
Emily Black
RE: E-Bikes on the canal pls help
Wednesday, February 03, 2021 12:59:20 PM
image002.png

Emily
More speed on the trail is NOT a better use of the beauty and the tranquility of the park.
Please count this as a no vote from a regular user
Evening Grace and 1000 Cranes             

Theodore S. Hoster
President
Triumph Marketing Group LLC
2306 Orchard lane
Centennial CO 80121
303-474-4649 land line
203-252-6783 cell
WWW.APPROACHIT.NET

From: Emily Black <eblack@cherryhillsvillage.com>
Sent: Wednesday, February 3, 2021 12:53 PM
To: Tedhoster@comcast.net
Subject: RE: E-Bikes on the canal pls help
Hi Ted,
Was this email for me? Please let me know if you’d like to submit comments for the Parks Commission’s consideration. Thank you!
Emily C Black
Parks & Recreation Coordinator
City of Cherry Hills Village
2450 East Quincy Avenue
Cherry Hills Village, CO 80113
Direct: (303) 783-2742
Fax: (303) 761-9386
eblack@cherryhillsvillage.com

From: Tedhoster@comcast.net <Tedhoster@comcast.net>
Sent: Wednesday, February 03, 2021 12:44 PM
To: Emily Black <eblack@cherryhillsvillage.com>
Subject: FW: E-Bikes on the canal pls help

The network works till the techs shut us down!!
Where do we petition ?
Let’s have good old timey sit in.
Evening Grace and 1000 Cranes             

Theodore S. Hoster
President
Triumph Marketing Group LLC
2306 Orchard lane
Centennial CO 80121
303-474-4649 land line
203-252-6783 cell
WWW.APPROACHIT.NET

From: Katie Hoster <katie@katiehoster.com>
Sent: Wednesday, February 3, 2021 12:03 PM
To: Theodore Hoster <TedHoster@comcast.net>
Subject: Fwd: E-Bikes on the canal pls help
Spread the word...
Katie Hoster | Broker Associate, Cherry Creek
LIV Sotheby's International Realty
100 Saint Paul St., Suite 200, Denver, CO 80206
Email: katie@katiehoster.com |cell: 303.482.5928 |office: 303.893.3200
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Joan Iseman
Emily Black
Officially permitting motorized vehicles on CHV trails
Wednesday, February 03, 2021 12:57:12 PM

Regarding the February 11 meeting of the Parks and Trails Commission, I would
urge against formally allowing motorized vehicles on Cherry Hills trails. I believe
official permission for their use on our trails would be the proverbial “camel’s nose
under the tent” in the direction of turning our trails into streets. These vehicles are
relatively new, and we can only imagine what directions they might take, that is,
scooters, two or multi passenger type buggies, golf carts, etc; Kids love to see how
much faster they can ride on these bikes than with peddle power only.
I have ridden my horse and walked on the trails in the Village for 45 years, and with
increased trail use, the concept of “yielding” to horseback riders (I’m thinking
especially of the tunnel under Belleview) seems to be lost on some of the faster
bikers. If we officially allow these vehicles to move freely on our trails, I think
we’ll be looking at significant problems of “over 15 mph” bikes and right of way
issues
I know it is difficult to separate the motorized bikes specifically from the traditional
bikes, and I understand that there are already some power bikes on our trails.
Allowing them formally will, I believe, lead to a trail system that no longer gives
us the peace and quiet connection with nature that we have enjoyed for decades.
Joan Iseman
4949 So. El Camino Dr.
Cherry Hills Village
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

ROBERT ADAMS
Emily Black
E-Bike Rejection
Wednesday, February 03, 2021 12:59:02 PM

Dear Emily,
I am writing to express my rejection of the change in the CHV Code allowing E-Bikes on the canal in anticipation of
the February 11th Council meeting.
I cannot believe for those who walk, ride, run the canal, that this is an improvement. As you know, these bikes can
get speedy with technology only increasing their speed. The multitude of canal blind corners make the speed of the
bike an endangerment to others on the canal. Additionally, what a great get-away for theft in the area. Hop on the
fast bike in the darkness of the canal.
Who will police the speed limit? I’ve witnessed regular bikes hitting walkers/strollers on the canal and they’re not
going that fast.
If it’s an e-bike, there’s every reason to allow e-skooters and e-skateboards. Why not e-vehicles ostensibly doing the
speed limit. Shouldn’t they also be allowed and fall under the same purview?!
The canal has, as you know intimately, become greatly populated whilst providing a place of refuge for all. With
this in mind, we implore you to help preserve the serenity and sanctity of everyone's canal.
Reject the code change. Keep these bikes on the road regardless of what the other villages/cities have done.
Thank you.
LA
Cherry Hills Village

(note from staff: author of this email is Lisa Adams)
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Robert Adams
Emily Black
E-bikes on the Highline Canal
Wednesday, February 03, 2021 2:24:50 PM

I’m writing to express serious concerns regarding the potential usage of the canal by motorists on e-bikes. Having
owned all manner of motorcycles, mopeds, mountain bikes, and road bikes, I fail to see the difference between
gasoline powered vehicles and electric powered vehicles as it pertains to the safety of the trail system.
We have a fairly extensive system of roadways in the metro area designed to handle motorized vehicles, be they
gasoline, or more recently, electric. Let’s keep the canal for human-powered propulsion. As a daily canal user, I can
state unequivocally that there are already numerous cyclists that exceed the speed limit under their own power, and
appear quite miffed that families are also out using the canal and slowing down their progress.
It doesn’t take much imagination to foresee significantly increased cyclist/jogger/ walker conflict with the new
Highline Canal connection through to Denver on the north end of Cherry Hills Village, and higher speeds are
increasingly likely with motorized vehicles. Furthermore, the canal has numerous blind spots due to vegetation
growth, making certain stretches within Cherry Hills Village particularly dangerous. Does the city want the liability?
Thank you for your attention,
Robert Adams
13 Covington Drive
Sent from my iPad
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Taylor Dolan
Emily Black
E-bikes on trails
Wednesday, February 03, 2021 3:22:46 PM

Greetings Emily Black,
Thank you for taking written comments and concerns about the potential to allow e-bikes on our trails. As a mother
of three young children and dog owner, this is rather alarming. I’ve actually almost been run over by a man on an ebike along the high line canal and had to jump off the trail with my dog. Thank goodness my children were not with
me!
As a family, we love to get out and enjoy fresh air and nature together. Safe spaces to walk and ride bikes with our
children are already limited and allowing e-bikes on the trails would negatively impact so many family’s ability to
get out and enjoy the outdoors in a safe place.
Thank you for your time, please consider the impact on everyone who uses the trials to be in nature safely and keep
our trails free of motors.
Thanks again, take care.
Taylor
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David Wyman
Emily Black
Ebikes on public trails
Wednesday, February 03, 2021 3:45:13 PM

The undersigned is strongly opposed to the introduction of ebikes on any trail in Cherry Hills
Village. Introduction of ebikes on the Highline Canal Road is an invitation to conflict among
Highline users as well as creating increased hazard of injury causing accidents.  
Existing bicycle users are distinguished by their egregious lack of consideration toward other
users on the Highline road as well as bridle and pedestrian paths With the completion of the
US 285 overpass/underpass, it is highly probable that the situation will deteriorate further
simply because of the increase in usage. Addition of ebikes will introduce a group of those
too lazy to peddle but equally characterized by the same self centered behavior.
COVID 19 has levied a substantial burden on CHV recreational facilities by non residents
which is likely to continue. The addition of another group seeking recreational opportunities
will exacerbate an already degenerating situation.
If CHV wants to preserve what it has and avoid further adverse impacts, a ban of parking on
Quincy and Colorado Boulevard and closure of the Three Pond parking area would be
excellent places to start.
David C.P. Wyman
8 Tamarac Lane
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Janice Hunt
Emily Black
electric bikes
Wednesday, February 03, 2021 3:47:21 PM

Dear Emily,
Please allow electric bikes! The bikes are safe and mostly ridden by the older adults who
usually need a little assistance getting back home. I love my bike and would enjoy riding on
the Canal.
Rock On,
Janice Hunt
Hunt Broadcasting LLC
1032 South Union Blvd.,
Ste 100, Lakewood, CO 80228

303-989-3920 office
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

PATRICIA HAAS
Emily Black
E Bikes
Wednesday, February 03, 2021 4:46:14 PM

I am writing to protest the motion of allowing E-Bikes on the Highline Canal. I have ridden an E-bike many times
and love them. But it is absolutely not safe to allow on the Curving Highline Trail used by so many. Walkers,
joggers, little kids on small bikes…I have witnessed near crashes just with a regular bike or dogs or elderly person
wandering the trail. Please consider the wide variety of users and vote NO on E-bikes on this trail. It is NOT a
training ground for bike rides or runners or anyone who cannot pay attention to others using the trail at their leisure.
Thankyou
Patty Haas
3 Covington Drive, CHV, 80113
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Pamela GuardoHall
Emily Black
Pamela Guardo
E-Bikes
Wednesday, February 03, 2021 6:25:52 PM

Hello Emily,
I just wanted to share my thoughts on the e-bike question and to thank you for all the work you are doing on it.
As a general matter, I am concerned about allowing e-bikes on our village trails. I don’t think e-bikes with a throttle
should allowed at all, and even the ones that are just pedal-assisted can go up to 20 miles per hour. I do not think
that is a safe speed for most of our trails, which are narrow and used mostly by pedestrians often with their dogs and
small children and families on bicycles, not to mention the horseback riders. I am skeptical that users of e-bikes will
follow speed limits should they be imposed and/or use warning systems like bells to alert pedestrians and other
slower moving users of the trails.
As the Highline Canal runs through town it seems like that would be a more appropriate place for the use of e-bikes
as it is a consistently wide path that is already easy to share with speeding cyclists.
Sincerely,
Pamela Hall
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Art Belefonte
Emily Black
Motorized vehicles on trails, particularly regarding E-Bikes
Wednesday, February 03, 2021 6:53:50 PM

Dear Emily,
It was quite a shock to learn through the Village Crier that PTRC is considering
changes to the Municipal Code regarding the use of motorized vehicles on trails,
particularly regarding E-Bikes.
Having enjoyed the serenity and relative safety of the Highland Canal Trails for the
past 40+ years, the idea of such vehicles weaving amidst walkers, runners and even
standard bikers poses not only aesthetic but even more concerning safety concerns.
While e-bikes represent an ecological and economic alternative to other modes of
transportation, their intended use has been lauded in terms of street transportation not
on mixed use recreational trails.
At speeds up to 28 miles per hour, the potential for injury to both others and the users
themselves is reason enough to maintain the present prohibition of such vehicle use.
Extracts from e-bike research:
–A study found that “as electrical bike users increase, so do issues with vehicles, bicycles and
pedestrians.”
It is disconcerting enough that regular bikers often do not yield the right-of- way to
trail pedestrians nor give audible signals before overtaking and passing such
pedestrians. Adding higher-speeding motorized quieter e-bicycles increases the
potential for injuries all the more. With the seemingly growing popularity of the ebikes, it would follow that, if their use on the trails is permitted, there would be a
marked and disproportionate increase of their presence and potential associated
danger. -A research study in the Netherlands 2013 says that in Europe, it increases the
number of accidents and degree of injury due to higher speeds.
Still another concern would likely be that segment of young age e-bikers who often
lack good safety practices, mobility experience and common sense. Older such users as
well, with diminished faculties, should also be noted. There is ample evidence of
documented higher risks as vehicle insurers clearly define and rate-charge accordingly.
While this issue of potentially lifting this present ban speaks to the rights of motorized
vehicle users, the rights of far many more pedestrians is at risk and should be weighed
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with much more consideration.
And in further discussing citizen rights, I would add that a notable portion of my real
estate taxes goes toward the South Suburban Parks and Recreation District whose
budget includes the maintenance of the Highline. I highly value all they do for this
great community asset. Some important and very relevant excerpts from their Mission
and Goals:
" The Parks and Open Space Department is responsible for the maintenance of parkland, natural
open space, trails... to maintain a safe and enjoyable environment for the public to recreate and enjoy a
healthy lifestyle."
" ... maintains over 3000 acres of parks, natural open space and greenways, over 100 miles of trails
... This jewel provides an escape from the fast paced metropolitan life style and allows the visitor to
enjoy a variety of wildlife, birds and water fowl with."
Please let us preserve what nature has given us in this unique and precious resource absent the opposing technological "advances".
Respectfully,
Art Belefonte
1853 E. Lake Drive
Centennial, CO 80121
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Scot Kelley
Emily Black
High Line Canal and Motorized Vehicles
Wednesday, February 03, 2021 8:04:48 PM

Hi Emily,
I wanted to write a letter to strongly oppose allowing any type of motorized vehicles and E-bikes on the Highline
Canal.   As someone who runs, x country skis and rides bikes on the Canal 100+ days per year, I believe the natural
aura that makes the Highline Canal would greatly be diminished by motorized vehicles. It’s a unique and special
place. There really isn’t anything like it in Denver. Sometimes you have to work a little harder to enjoy special
places. Often that’s what makes them awesome. In addition, having to work for it contributes to improving
people’s health and well being.
I am happy to speak up as well during the meeting.
Thanks,
Scot Kelley
5275 Sanford Cir East
Cherry Hills Village, CO. 80113
(303) 324-2524
Sent from my iPhone
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Stephanie
Emily Black
Todd Baur
E-Bikes
Wednesday, February 03, 2021 8:33:07 PM

Hi EmilyI wanted to add my family’s voice to others who are opposed to the idea of letting e-bikes use the Highline Canal. I
think this is an awful idea. Not only due to obvious reasons like the inevitable collisions and injuries that will
happen between e-bikes & people and dogs & e-bikes and bikes & e-bikes but the increase in traffic as well. Many
people use e-bikes to commute to work. Soon, the peace and quiet of a morning run will be replaced with a constant
flow of commuters hopping on the Highline to cut time off their ride. This would really ruin what is a wonderful
resource for our neighborhood.
Please let us know what else we can do to prevent this from happening.
BestStephanie and Todd Baur
925 E. Sunset Ct.
Greenwood Village, CO 80121
Sent from my iPhone
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lyndsi Bieging
Emily Black
E-bikes on high line canal
Wednesday, February 03, 2021 8:54:29 PM

To whom it may concern,
I am writing to express my opposition to allowing e-bikes on the highline canal. The canal has
become increasingly crowded over the past year as Covid makes it one of the only options to
get out of the house.
With that the speeds of the e-bikes are way too fast for the space allowed. I have three kids 6
and under and a dog and these bikes fly past us on a regular basis without much care to the
potential unpredictable nature of my kids.
Their speed really worries me even when they are going "slow".
I don't expect the canal to stay as crowded as life gets back to normal over the next year or so,
but at this time I just don't believe it's a good decision to allow them.
Thanks for your consideration and allowing the public to weigh in on this topic before passing
it.
-Thanks,
Lyndsi Bieging
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bill Ferguson
Emily Black
E-Bikes feedback
Thursday, February 04, 2021 9:27:21 AM

Emily,
In regard to PTRC’s request for feedback concerning E-Bikes on trails I would like to first understand
the PTRC’s position on golf and utility carts on trails. As a resident of CHV since 1986 I’ve witnessed a
dramatic shift from equestrian and walker/hiker usage on trails to walker/hiker and mountain biker
and golf/utility carts. I’ve never understood if golf and utility carts are permitted uses, are they
currently permitted on trails? If they are not permitted why are we not actively enforcing the rules
within the village?
The answer to this question will help guide most feedback on E-Bikes.
My best,
Bill Ferguson
4355 S. High St.
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Diane F. Reeder
4901 Nassau Circle West
Cherry Hills Village, CO 80113
303/753-6799
rheppe@comcast.net

February 2, 2021

To the Members of the Parks, Trails and Recreation Commission of
Cherry Hills Village

This letter is written to address the question of allowing E-Bikes on
the trail system in Cherry Hills Village.
The Village’s trail system is well-used and loved by our citizens and
numerous others. The trails are a place where people can find peace
and enjoy the beauty of nature while exercising.
Our Village has wisely chosen to prohibit the use of motor vehicles on
our trails (Municipal Code Section 11-3-80: “….motor vehicle includes
any wheeled vehicles propelled wholly or in part by…electric engine
or motor…”). This Ordinance ensures the health, safety and welfare
of people using our trail system.
The Village also has wisely chosen to limit the maximum speed on
our trails to 15 mph (Municipal Code Section 11-3-140). Limiting the
speed to 15 mph applies to everyone, including bicycles, and helps to
ensure the safety of all people using our trails.
Some cyclists do exceed the 15 mph speed limit. It should be noted,
however, that only the most experienced cyclists can attain speeds in
excess of 15mph. The average cyclist on our trails is probably only
able to hit speeds below 15 mph.
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Unlike a conventional bicycle, today’s E-Bikes can currently reach
speeds upwards of 30 mph. These speeds can be attained by any EBike rider, regardless of experience or ability.
While the speed limit on the trail system is posted at 15 mph, there
are already capable cyclists exceeding those limits.
There is no guarantee that E-Bikers would limit their speed to 15 mph
or less. In all probability, E-Bikers would frequently exceed the 15
mph limit, endangering themselves and all others on the trails.
Please maintain and uphold our current Ordinances. They are well
thought out and extremely reasonable. Code Sections 11-3-80 and
11-3-140, as currently written, protect and ensure the health, safety
and welfare of all trail users.
Allowing E-Bikes on our Village’s trails would undoubtably increase
the number of ‘near misses’ and actual accidents on the Village’s
trails. This, obviously, would decrease trail-use enjoyment and likely
increase taxpayer costs for speed limit enforcement.
Please keep E-Bikes off of our Village’s trails.

Respectfully submitted,

Diane F. Reeder
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Gareth Heyman
Emily Black
2.11 meeting comment
Thursday, February 04, 2021 1:40:56 PM
image003.png

To whom it concerns
As a resident of CHV
I am STRONGLY in favor of allowing E-Bikes on our trails
Gareth Heyman
4655 S. Ogden
CHV 80113

Gareth Heyman

______
Wizard Of All Things

MorEvents

Call ME 303 782 5000
Email ME gareth@morevents.com
Follow ME
FB | LI | TW | ME

*Go Digital! Learn about our Virtual Meeting Solutions
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Exhibit B

Summary of JCOS e-bike Study Findings to Date

10/15/2017
Eight events in five locations: Crown Hill Park, North Table Mountain Park, Matthews/Winters Park,
Apex Park and Lair o’ the Bear Park

Visitor Intercept Survey n= 375
65% of park visitors are unable to detect the presence of a Class 1 e-bike.

Ability to detect an e-bike?
NOT SURE
9%

YES
26%

NO
65%

Acceptance of Class 1 e-bikes by trail type:

Acceptance by Trail Type
not sure
14%
yes, all types
36%

no
14%

natural surface only
2%
paved only
34%

Summary of Pre- and Post-demo Survey: n = 92
65% of participants indicated the demo changed their perception of e-bikes.

Did demo change perception?
NOT SURE
3%

NO
32%

YES
65%

Overall, demo improved acceptance.
Overall, demo reduced uncertainty.

Approve use by trail type BEFORE

Approve use by trail type AFTER
NOT SURE
20%

ALL
35%

NOT SURE
41%

ALL
46%

NO
10%

NO
7%

MTN
2%

PAVED
15%

MTN
4%
PAVED
20%

CHERRY HILLS VILLAGE
COLORADO
2450 E. Quincy Avenue
Cherry Hills Village, CO 80113
www.cherryhillsvillage.com

City Hall
Telephone 303-789-2541
FAX 303-761-9386
ITEM: 6a

MEMORANDUM

TO:

MEMBERS OF THE PARKS, TRAILS, AND RECREATION COMMISSION

FROM:

EMILY BLACK, PARKS AND RECREATION COORDINATOR

SUBJECT: ALAN HUTTO MEMORIAL COMMONS USE POLICY
DATE:

FEBRUARY 11, 2021

ISSUE
Considering a draft policy for use of the newly constructed amphitheater at Alan Hutto Memorial
Commons.
DISCUSSION
Background
The Alan Hutto Memorial Commons is located across Meade Lane from John Meade Park. The
parcel was donated to the City in 2013 by the Hutto and Niederman families in memory of the
Hutto’s young son, Alan. Alan attended Cherry Hills Village Elementary and loved to entertain his
friends and family. His family asked that in his honor, a performance area be created as part of the
park redesign. This feature will allow the community to carry his memory forward and let other
children experience the joy and fun of entertaining others.
Description of Improvements
In Alan's honor, a small performance area was constructed as part of the park’s recent
redevelopment. A lasso-shaped crusher fine path surrounds a terraced grass amphitheater. A
concrete performance pad creates a stage at the front of the amphitheater. Trees wrap around the
back of the area to enclose the space and provide privacy to neighbors. No permanent lighting is
installed. Electricity is available but outlets are enclosed, so staff must unlock them to provide
access.
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CHERRY HILLS VILLAGE
COLORADO
Guidance for Use of the Commons
City Council has asked that PTRC and the Art Commission collaborate on guidelines for use of the
space. Staff has drafted an initial policy (Exhibit A) and is first seeking feedback from PTRC.
Consideration should be given to honoring the purpose of the Commons and respecting
neighboring properties. The City’s existing policy for the use of City property is attached for
context (Exhibit B), as is the existing event permit application (Exhibit C). For items that are not
specifically mentioned in the draft Alan Hutto Memorial Commons Policy (such as insurance and
deposits), please refer to existing policies.
NEXT STEPS
The policy will be considered by both PTRC and the Cherry Hills Village Art Commission and
ultimately reviewed by City Council. Depending on the extent of feedback at this meeting, the
policy will either return to PTRC or continue on for consideration by the Cherry Hills Village Art
Commission.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends that the Commission provide feedback and suggested changes on the attached
draft policy.
EXHIBITS
Exhibit A: Draft Alan Hutto Memorial Commons Use Policy
Exhibit B: City Property Usage Policy (city-wide policy for reservation of public spaces)
Exhibit C: Event Permit on City Property
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Exhibit A

CITY OF CHERRY HILLS VILLAGE
2450 E. Quincy Avenue
Cherry Hills Village, CO 80113
www.cherryhillsvillage.com

Village Center
Telephone 303-789-2541
FAX 303-761-9386

Alan Hutto Memorial Commons Use Policy
Alan Hutto Memorial Commons was donated to the City of Cherry Hills Village by the Hutto and
Niederman families. The donation was made in memory of Alan Hutto, who attended Cherry Hills
Village Elementary and delighted in entertaining friends and family with plays and performances. The
amphitheater was constructed in his honor.
Alan Hutto Memorial Commons is available for use for events such as musical performances, theater
productions, education, and celebrations. Reservations are required for fundraising, amplified sound, or
events with over 25 people. Tickets can be sold for fundraising purposes for non-profit or public entities.
For-profit events are not permitted; all ticket sales must go directly to a non-profit or public entity.
1. Occupancy
The amphitheater has a seating capacity of approximately 120 attendees.
2. Hours
Park hours are 6am-11pm; event hours are limited to 8am-8pm.
3. Pre-event Meeting
The Organization’s agent or individual must meet with City Staff at least one week before the
event to discuss the logistics and needs for the event.
4. Parking
Parking is shared with the City Hall building and John Meade Park.
5. Alcohol
No alcohol is permitted in any city parks.
6. Music
For permitted times and decibel levels for amplified sound, please reference the Cherry Hills
Village Municipal Code.
7. Set-up and Clean-up Times
One half-hour before and after scheduled rental hours will be available for set-up and clean-up of
the event.
8. Cancellation
Notify City staff as soon as possible if an event must be cancelled.
I have read and understand the Alan Hutto Memorial Commons Use Policy and agree to adhere to all
conditions and regulations above. Failure to comply with this Policy may result in forfeiture of deposit
and disqualification from future use of Alan Hutto Memorial Commons.
Signature: _____________________________________________
Printed name: _______________________________

Date ___________________

Final Approval (City staff):
Signature: _____________________________________________
Printed name: _______________________________
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Date ___________________

Exhibit B
City of Cherry Hills Village
Policies and Procedures
September 2019

CITY PROPERTY USAGE POLICY
I.

Authority:

The City Manager is authorized to promulgate administrative policies governing the use of City properly and
buildings pursuant to Section 11-3-50 of the Cherry Hills Village Municipal Code. This policy and all
referenced forms and applications shall be posted on the City’s website.

II. Purpose:
This administrative policy establishes the procedure for reserving and using certain City Property (including
City-owned buildings, parks, trails, and rights-of-way) by outside organizations, individuals and groups. The
use of available City buildings and meeting rooms are primarily to conduct City business, but shall be made
available as a community resource in accordance with this policy for governmental, civic, non-profit, cultural
or education meetings or programs. Certain City facilities, including but not limited to Quincy Farm and
Council Chambers, require compliance with specific rules and requirements.
Access shall be provided on equal terms regardless of position or affiliations of any groups. Use of the City’s
properly and buildings by any organization or individual shall not be an endorsement of or advocacy for the
viewpoints of any such user.

III. Process:
Reservation Policies; Application; Decision.

A.

1. City facilities are available on a first-come, first-served basis at a specific pre-approved time.
2. City sponsored programs or meetings take precedence over other events at all times in scheduling the use
of facilities.
3. All reservations are subject to the City’s reserved right to unilaterally cancel a reservation if City operations
require use of the reserved space. The City shall incur no liability for such cancellation except that reservation
fees and deposits, if any, shall be returned.
4. Applicants can reserve City facilities by completing the City-provided form(s) applicable to the specific
properly being reserved and submitting the completed application at least ten (10) business days but no more
than six months in advance of the event. Conference rooms in City Hall can be reserved one business day in
advance.
5. The City will process a complete application and grant approval of a permit only where the permit
application meets the requirements of this policy and applicable City ordinances. The City shall render a
decision within ten (10) business days of receipt of a complete application. If the permit is granted, the
applicant must print and maintain a copy of the approved permit with them during the event. Applicants are
expected to contact South Metro Fire Rescue Authority directly for compliance with the Authority’s rules and
regulations.
6. City Manager approval must be acquired for events where alcohol will be served and for events that have
requested extra police services.
B. Available Facilities
1.

Facilities available for reservation include:
a. City Hall: Three Pond Conference Rooms and Council Chambers.
b. Joint Public Safety Building: Community Room.
c. Woodie Hollow Park, Three Pond Park, Blackmer Common, John Meade Park & Alan Hutto Memorial

2.
3.

Commons.
d. Quincy Farm (areas and allowed uses are designated within the Quincy Farm Public Use Regulations).
Public streets, trails, and rights-of-way (limited to block parties, parades, marches).
Horse arenas in City parks cannot be reserved for the purpose of teaching lessons for private businesses.

C. Reservation of Three Pond Conference Room in City Hall (2450 Quincy Avenue)
1.

Three Pond Conference room in City Hall requires only the completion of the Conference Room
Agreement to make a reservation, It is not subject to any fees, deposits, or insurance requirements
outside of that agreement.

D. Fees; Deposits; Insurance
1. All events are subject to a $25 application fee, to be submitted with the completed application.
2. A refundable deposit of $125.00 is required for events expected to host over 50 people, events with rented
or additional play equipment (such as bounce castles), events held for fundraising purposes, and any
event taking place in Council Chambers or at Quincy Farm. This deposit must be paid in full at least two
business days in advance of the event. The deposit will be refunded within fourteen business days
following the event provided no damages were assessed to City property and the event did not exceed
specified hours (requiring additional staff time).
3. A certificate of liability insurance is required for events hosting over 50 people, events with rented or
additional play equipment (such as bounce castles), events held for fundraising purposes, and any event
taking place in Council Chambers or at Quincy Farm. The City of Cherry Hills Village must be listed as an
Additional Insured with the following limits of liability: $1 000,000 per occurrence/$2,000,000 general
aggregate.
4. Events held at Quincy Farm may be subject to additional fees, listed in the Quincy Farm Rental
Agreement. Nonprofits and residents are eligible for discounted rates upon providing proof of residency or
nonprofit status. All fees must be paid in full at least two business days prior to the scheduled start of an
event.
5. If the event requested is being held in or requires blocking all or part of a public street or right-of-way, the
applicant must provide a map showing the locations of street closures.

IV. Appeals
Any applicant aggrieved by an administrative decision to deny a permit may appeal such decision within fifteen
(15) business days of denial to the City Manager. The City Manager shall render a decision to affirm, reverse, or
modify the permit decision within ten (10) business days of receipt of the notice of appeal. The City Manager’s
decision shall be a final determination of the City.

V.

Events on Private Property

Events on private property that include authorized fireworks displays, road closures of private roads, or events
requesting extra duty police services require applicants to complete the Events on Private Property form. This
form is available through the City website, or by contacting the Police Clerk at (303) 763-2700.

VI.

Effective Date:

This policy shall be effective on

/

,

2019, and upon promulgation, shall be posted on the City’s website.

APPROVED BY:
City Manager

CITY OF CHERRY HILLS VILLAGE
2450 E. Quincy Avenue
Cherry Hills Village, CO 80113
www.cherryhillsvillage.com

Exhibit C
Village Center
Telephone 303-789-2541
FAX 303-761-9386

Event Permit - City Property
Approved
Denied
Staff Initial ________

Application Instructions
Please submit your application at least ten (10) business days prior to but no more than 6 months in advance of your event
to allow sufficient time to review and process the permit. All permits must be submitted with a $25 application fee. To
reserve a conference room in City Hall, you do not need to fill out this form – please contact the City Clerk at (303) 7832732 to make a reservation.

Applicant Information
Name: ___________________________________ Organization: ____________________________________
Address: ___________________________________________ City: _________________________________
State/Zip: ______________

E-mail: __________________________________________________________

Home/Cell Phone: _____________________________

Work Phone: ________________________________

Event Information
Name of Event: ____________________________________________________________________________
Date(s) of Event: _____________________ Type of Event ________________________________________
Location of Event: __________________________________________________________________________
(Events held in City parks, trails, and rights of way are responsible for leaving the area free of trash – because trash cans
are limited in some areas, it is recommended to bring your own trash bags and to take them with you when you leave.)

Start time of Event: ____________ End time of Event: ___________
(Events held in City buildings are allotted one hour for setup and one hour for cleanup unless otherwise specified in
facility agreement)

Maximum Attendance: _______________
Do you plan to serve alcohol at your event?
Yes
No

Will alcohol be for sale or donations be accepted?
Yes
No

Please note that alcohol is prohibited in all City parks and trails.

If yes, contact the City Clerk for a Special Events Liquor Permit.

Event Coordinator Name & Phone Number:
_______________________________________________________________________________________
(Individual who will be the City’s point of contact the day of your event and available for any emergencies)

Detailed Description of Event: _________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________

Permits must be submitted with a $25 application fee. To pay by credit card, please call your staff representative to provide
your information. Checks can be made out to the City of Cherry Hills Village and mailed to the following address:
Accounting Clerk, 2450 E Quincy Ave., Cherry Hills Village, CO 80113.
•
•

Please contact your staff representative to determine which of the following you might need to provide:
• Clean-up deposit - $125.00
Completed facility-specific agreement
• Map showing locations of street closures
Certificate of insurance

If your event will include third-party vendors, the City strongly encourages the event coordinator obtain proof of liability
insurance from each vendor prior to the event.

REIMBURSEMENT AND INDEMNIFICATION AGREEMENT
In consideration of the granting of a city property usage permit by the City of Cherry Hills Village (“the City”) for an event that is to
occur on (date) __________________, 20____ from (time) _______ to ________ at (location) _________________________________
(the “Event”), the undersigned, as an individual applicant or as a sponsoring organization applying for a special event permit from the
City for the Event, does hereby agree to reimburse the City for any costs incurred by the City due to the actions of the undersigned,
and/or by the undersigned’s officers, employees or agents, or any person under the undersigned’s control, including event participants.
Further, the undersigned hereby agrees to defend the City against and indemnify and hold the City harmless from any liability to any
person or entity resulting from any damage or injury occurring in connection with the Event proximately caused by the actions of the
undersigned and/or by the undersigned’s officers, employees or agents, or any person who is under the undersigned’s control, including
event participants.
The undersigned further agrees to comply with the requirements of Cherry Hills Village rules and regulations governing its parks, streets
and public facilities. In the use of City Property, permittee will neither allow, nor engage in, any discriminatory practices or policies
regarding age, race, sex, gender, color, religion, ethnicity, disability, military status, genetic information, marital status, sexual
orientation, creed, ancestry, or any other status protected by federal, state, or local law.

If reservation is for an individual applicant, sign below:
Print Name:
Signature:
Address:
City, State, Zip:
Phone:
If reservation is for an Organization, sign below:
Print Organization Name:
Signature:
Print Authorized Officer’s Name and Title:
Address:
City, State, Zip:
Phone:
I have received a copy of South Metro Fire Rescue Authority’s “Special Event Notification and Permitting”
document and understand that it is my responsibility to notify South Metro prior to the event for appropriate signoff, if necessary. ____________
Applicant Initials

Event Permit - City Property – Nov. 2019
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FOR CITY USE BELOW THIS LINE

Staff representative for this event
Name & Title: ________________________________________________________ Phone: _____________________
Attachments

 Completed facility-specific agreement
 Certificate of insurance

 Clean-up deposit
 Map of street closures

Notes: ___________________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________
REVIEWER

COMMENTS

DATE

POLICE DEPARTMENT

STREETS

PARKS & TRAILS

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

City Manager approval is required for any event where alcohol will be served, and any event where extra police presence
has been requested.
Approved by City Manager, ____________________________________, ___________________, ________.
(Name)
(Date)
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