Date Received

Preferred Option

Specify Other

Why

Additional

Massing along a single access with least amount of visual
disturbance from 82.
Should/must satisfy the grower/farmers programmatic needs and
maximize the growing season.
14‐Mar

A

14‐Mar

B

14‐Mar

Other

15‐Mar

A

15‐Mar

A

15‐Mar

C

15‐Mar

C

16‐Mar
16‐Mar

A
A

16‐Mar

A

16‐Mar
16‐Mar
16‐Mar

A
A
A

16‐Mar

A

16‐Mar

A

Critical for a successful farm to have permanent structures. A hoop
house is fine, but in order to provide food year round as well as
protect the health and safety of the produce (and people) a
permanent structure or ag. barn should be on the farm.
Further a permanent greenhouse (where you have a greater control
over the soil and temperature/condition would be great for plant
starts and extending the growing season) over a hoop house would
best serve the farmers and the community, but a hoop house and ag
barn may equally serve the health and safety needs of a working
farm/garden.

Seems to be a little more out of sight
SE corner of the
area, near the
existing tree.

Farther from RG Trail and Hwy 82 so much less obtrusive on views.
There is already a road, trailers, etc. nearby.
The farmer has to have the ability to wash and store vegetables. For I commend Pitkin County for its smart mission to encourage a
safety reasons, that is best done on site where the harvesting takes healthy, local food shed.
place. Either option A or B works for that.
Front and Center would be neat for the farmers and community.

It is OPEN SPACE
Don’t want to encourage scaling up of what is supposed to be a
lease for a small local operation.
because that’s the one Harper and Christian would like
I support local agriculture
I believe this option to pose no issues while allowing the lessees the
ability to grow and manage their crops in the way they feel will be
most effective. They have gone through proper channels to
accomplish their goals and should be recognized as such. Unless
there is logical reasoning for why such a structure should not be
placed in accordance with Option A I see no reason for it to be
prohibited. Thank you for your time.
Functionality
Option A makes the most sense.
It seems to be the best suited for the farmers.
Option A seems most efficient and sensible for farm use, and is
within the bounds of the lease.
It sounds like that location would be most beneficial to Two Roots to
do their work.
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I want to applaud Pitkin County for leasing open space to qualified
ag operators like Two Roots Farm, allowing residents to access
healthy, local food and preserving the ag character of our
community. Option A is the most reasonable approach. To grow and
sell food, Two Roots Farm needs an agricultural structure. This is just
common sense. Of course, siting the structure on the land is also the
most reasonable approach.
16‐Mar

A

I've been a member of Two Roots Farm CSA for two years now and
bought their produce for even more. I can attest that they respect
and love this Valley and will take care of the land in a responsible
manner.
Allowing them to operate this land requires Option A.
Thank you.

16‐Mar

A

I like the way it looks and it seems most functional for the property.
Allowing Two Roots Farm to build additonal infrastructure on the
open space will not only allow their business to prosper, but it will
also allow them to procduce clean, safe food for the community. The
farmers have expressed that the most convenient location for these
improvements is that outlined in option A.

16‐Mar

A

16‐Mar

A

16‐Mar

A

16‐Mar

A

16‐Mar

A

16‐Mar

A

Including an agricultural structure is neither in opposition to the
goals of the OST project and will go far to support sustainable
agriculture in the valley. Permitting these improvements will make
the land more useable for productive agricultural purposes, while
maintaining a commitment to open spaces and having a limited
impact on the beauty and environmental benefits of open spaces in
the Roaring Fork Valley.

After speaking with Harper of Two Roots Farm I learned of their
desire for Option A and the reasons behind that. I support their
efforts and planning.
A small barn within the leased area and parallel to irrigated field
would be logistically advantageous for Two Roots farm to more
efficiently manage the production and harvesting of their organic
produce. This also supports young resourceful farmers who are
raising healthy produce to feed the community in a responsible way.
Best location
It seems closer to the hoop house and in my opinion fits better into
the scenery
These are amazing young farmers have a structure they can utilize!
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16‐Mar

A

16‐Mar

A

16‐Mar

A

16‐Mar

A

16‐Mar

A

16‐Mar

A

16‐Mar

C

16‐Mar

Other

These people are already working super hard to grow and harvest
food for our valley. Putting the barn next to the irrigated field will
make it easier for them to do so!
Hoop house and barn would not detract from open space and would
help support farm and farmers
Makes more sense and is easier for the lessees
I chose option A because I believe it will be the most beneficial way
to support efficient production of organic vegetables, and will allow
Two Roots Farm to positively contribute to the community in a
lasting and meaningful way.
Two roots should be awarded with option A for all that they do
within the local farming community.
Better organization for ag‐operations, fewer ditch crossings.
I think that the school house area should be kept as it is. Why would
OST pay for a structure for a business to utilize? What do the
farmers have to contribute to get their infrastructure built for
them? I understand that land is hard to come by in this valley and
that local food is important, but should OST funds be used to build
infrastructure for a private business?
Pull out of this
I don't want to subsidize a commercial operation through open
lease, unbelievable space, complete departure from you mission, Financially unsound,
how lost you are
aesthetically ridiculous, and the precedent will haunt us forever.
Just throwing this
out there, but
would the old Emma
(Historic) Store on
the other side of 82
make any sense?

16‐Mar

16‐Mar

Other

Other

I know access to the historic Emma store would pose challenges but
just a thought. Maybe this has already been discussed?
Continuing this thought forward, maybe by using the Emma Store it
could broaden the buildings use like forming some sort of local
agricultural store center. Veggie's, meats, bakery...This option would
also limit the traffic onto the Emma Rd with the Two Roots Farm
customers. Maybe even Pitkin County, who I believe owns the
historic property, would have buy‐in. The farm lands on the historic
building side may also be interested in participating. A possible win‐
win? Agricultural land on both sides of 82 participating and the
refurbishment and re‐birth of the historical Emma Store with a
purpose and sustainability.

I would like to support this project for young farmers to facilitate
their production of food for their community. I would approve of the
option best suited to the needs of the farmers, environment, and
public.
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Option A seems to keep structures close together which makes good I commend Pitkin County for supporting local agriculture and young
sense.
farmers through the open space program. If the program is to be
successful it must allow for the necessary infrastructure so that the
farmers can safely and efficiently harvest their crops. Without that
infrastructure, farming can not practically take place. In the long run
farming can be the best way to care for our open spaces especially
when those farmers care for the soil as Two Roots Farms will do. The
farms next to the Schoolhouse lease area all have numerous
structures including homes such that a few structures on the
Schoolhouse lease area would be in keeping with the aesthetics of
Because I support Two Roots Farm and believe this option would
Christian and Harper are the best!
most effectively help them to reach their goals in this location.

17‐Mar

A

17‐Mar

A

17‐Mar

A

17‐Mar

A

17‐Mar

A

17‐Mar

A

18‐Mar

A

19‐Mar

B

19‐Mar

Other

20‐Mar

A

21‐Mar
27‐Mar

A
A

27‐Mar

A

27‐Mar

A

Would like to see ore locally grown food options.
It just makes the most logical sense.
I want to see these farmers succeed and I understand this structure
to be critical to their work.
Makes the most sense to have the structure located near the field.
We want to make Two Roots Farm and other farms successful.

27‐Mar
27‐Mar

A
A

Most beneficial to have the structure located near the field.
Option A makes the most sense.

The structure is not prohibited within lease area and seems to be
most sensible option
Christian and Harper from Two Roots farm are amazing young
farmers and wonderful people. I believe it's in all of Pitkin County's
best interest to support them and other young farmers in whatever
way most benefits their growing operations and businesses. Thanks
for giving them this opportunity!
Having the structure near the irrigated field makes the most sense
and will not have a damaging impact on the scenic area surrounding
it.
It is within the leased land and seems like it would be the simplest
and most attractive.
I would go with A or B. I think they should be allowed the structures.
Just not certain of access and which would be more practical.
Less visual impact. Better orientation for potential future solar
panels (good idea and in keeping with conservation).
I am okay with both I support both structure options
structure
orientations
This infrastructure is imperative to the success and efficiency of the
farm. Anything we can do to support farmers and ranchers in the
valley benefits the environment, local economy, and community !
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27‐Mar

A

27‐Mar
27‐Mar

A
A

27‐Mar

A

27‐Mar
27‐Mar

A
A

27‐Mar

Other

28‐Mar

A

28‐Mar

A

28‐Mar

A

28‐Mar

A

28‐Mar

A

28‐Mar

A

28‐Mar

A

Two Roots Farm has always had a community‐first approach and I
fully support them in their efforts to promote local agriculture. I
believe what they are doing not only sets a terrific example for other
young aspiring farmers, but also promotes sustainable agricultural
practices. They are a valuable asset to the community and therefore
I think they should be allowed to build a structure on their leased
land in order to help them facilitate this better.

Best option for
farmers

It will meet Two Roots needs.
A solid infrastructure is the key do sustainable development.
Option A would allow the structure to be within the leased
boundaries, providing a place to clean, pack and store produce while
offering protection from the elements, in addition to a multitude of
other uses.
seems to be most practical
Within leased area only makes sense.
These structures are essential to the functioning of the farm
development and should be placed in the most immediately useful
space.
I think it’s proximity and scenic value would be best here.
Allows optimal use of the land for growing food (which requires a
Thanks you for your careful consideration of the options.
barn) with minimal impact.
I am a Chef that visits Aspen a few times a year with my clients who
have a home in town. I met the farmers from two roots last summer
and think they will be a valuable addition to the organic farming
community and I believe we should allow them the resources they
need to flourish.
Makes the most sense.
We own Free Range Kitchen in basalt, We have lived in the valley for
27 years and fully support these young farmers and all of their hard
work. We hope that everyone helps support their efforts and make
it easer for them to thrive.
It is the Option the farmers prefer and I trust their assessment of
what works best for them and the land!
Harper and Christian have the utmost integrity, intentions and drive,
and I want to see them achieve all their seeking to accomplish. The
location of Option A would allow them to be the most efficient they
can be.
Seems the most efficient use of the land for production.
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28‐Mar

A

28‐Mar

A

Having a structure in this location is the most logistical sound for the As a Basalt resident, food writer, proponent of sustainable
farm, helping to reduce time/labor, in what is an already extremely agriculture and as editor of Edible Aspen, I've followed Harper and
labor‐intensive operation.
Christians' careers since they first arrived in the valley. We're very
fortunate to have two people so passionate and committed to the
future of our foodshed and so active on a national level with regard
to lobbying to help young farmers establish farms. As people,
they're bright, articulate and genuinely gracious and caring; as
farmers, they represent the future. By allowing them to lease land
and build necessary structures that will aid them in ecologically
sound food production, we're not just helping promote and provide
local food security: It's setting a blueprint for how other
I want to see agriculture thrive in the Roaring Fork Valley. Option A My name is Jimmy Dula. I am a resident of Basalt and co‐manage the
looks like it places the barn closer to field crop production taking
Basalt Sunday Market. Seeing Two Roots Farm grow and succeed on
another burden off of the farmer operating the crops. Personally, I county land in Basalt would be an incredible addition to the
would enjoy the views of the barn and they would provide the
community.
feeling that the land is being cared for, it is productive, and it is
producing valuable food for our community.
LET OPERATOR CHOOSE

28‐Mar

A

28‐Mar

A

28‐Mar

A

28‐Mar

A

28‐Mar

A

28‐Mar

A

THIS COMPANY WITH DEDICATED OPERATORS AND FARMERS ARE A
HUGE ASSET TO OUR COMMUNITY AND VALLEY , WE AS A VALLEY
FAMILY NEED TO SUPPORT SUCH ENTERPRISES TO CONTINUE OUT
HERITAGE, INDEPENDENCE AND BEEING A LEADER IN THE FIELD .
LET THEM GROW ‐ SUPPORT THEM AND HELP THE NEXT
GENERATION UNDERSTAND WHAT FOOD IS MADE OF .
I support the farmers that will be leasing land here and hope that
I am a local Basalt resident and believe the young farmers are truly
POST can continue to empower their efforts to grow food locally for inspiring in how they are reviving our local food shed. This will have
many years to come. THANK YOU FOR THE AMAZING WORK THAT
a positive impact for future generations and I applaud their/your
YOU DO!
efforts in making it happen.
Option A makes the most sense for having toured the property with
Two Roots last week. Knowing how labor intensive farming is, having
your tool cache or a place of refuge close to the lease area is crucial
to working efficiently and with the least amount of impact on the
land. When it rains and water starts pouring down, having to load
everything up and drive a tractor and trailer to another location
potentially creates a zone where the soil can get rooted up and
cause ruts and speed up erosion patterns. By keeping the barn close
to the lease area, erosion can be prevented and the integrity of the
surrounding areas can stay better intact.

Because it is the option that best supports local agriculture and a
new generation of farmers ‐‐ which we need.
It appears this option makes the most sense for farm operation.

Thank you for your continued support of preserving agricultural
space and making it available to the community.

Would like a friend to be able to put their barn there and to be used
for agricultural purposes!
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Any working farm needs the proper infrastructure. A 10 year lease
shows that these young farm seas show a committment to the
future of the land and soil. They should be able to build the proper
infrastruture in a convenient but also low profile location to properly
wash and process their produce.
28‐Mar

A

28‐Mar

B

As another young farmer in The Valley I can say that having access to
proper storage and processing facilities on site makes all the
difference for a long‐term, committed relationship with the land.
Harper ben Christian have proven themselves to be successful,
dedicated, community driven individuals and derserve the best
infrastructure to go along with their personal and community
investment in our local food system.
Keep building to the east and out of view from Sopris Creek Road
Farm work is not possible without tools! Many things are needed to
get veggies growing, to maintain them throughout the season, to
harvest, wash, prep and then get them to market. Option A would
serve best in both function and aesthetics. It is closest to the 1.5‐2
acre vegetable garden area ‐‐ which means less foot and other traffic
to other parts of the land. It is also tucked in close to a natural swale,
which would hide part of the structure. That being said, agricultural
structures can be beautiful! They are often associated with the
romantic notion of farming and if done well, add to the beauty of
the landscape.

29‐Mar

A
Harper and Christian are deeply invested in the land and future of
Emma Open Space and their farm operation will add to and protect
the space while allowing the community to connect with where their
food comes from.
I also live in Glenwood Springs and have been working in Basalt. I
would look forward to passing the farm and believe that an
agricultural structure would be a welcome and necessary part of the
operation.

29‐Mar

A

29‐Mar

A

29‐Mar

A

I think it will work much better to have a structure within the least
area to help the farmers with their produce.
As a local chef that works with Two Roots I value their contribution
to the valley. Option A seems to be the best placement for their
work needs.
Its the best for the farmers ‐ I think the more we can support their
work and bring ease to the already intense work farming is, the
more successful they will be in the county.
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29‐Mar

A

29‐Mar

A

29‐Mar

B

29‐Mar

C

I’d love to see Two Roots get exactly what they need in order to
supply the valley with local produce. I have been purchasing their
products for two years in Carbondale and it’s all fantastic.
I know the farmers through the local group: Roaring Fork Farmers
and Ranchers. I know this is the best option when it comes to
efficiency and maintenance. I believe it's a logical place to fit a
agricultural structure.
I feel this is a need and is best near the farming areas not across the
highway.
OST & Pitco comms probably feel great that they’re supporting local
ag, but agree with many of Cathy Markle’s comments.
There have been many ag users at Schoolhouse happy to lease that
space without a building. Emma has some of the best rural & OS
character in the valley. OST should not be supportive of adding
buildings, it’s open space, right?
Was this building proposal in Two Roots’ RFP?
Unfortunately I will not be able to attend today’s tour.

30‐Mar

A

31‐Mar

A

1‐Apr

A

It looks more traditional, possibly more practical.
It is the best location for the structure.
Option A appears ideal for workflow at farm and is preferred by the
leasing farmers

Very exciting to have these ag projects supported by the county!!
I am a local food producer.
I'm a local citizen of Pitkin County and am very excited to see the
this land being used as a community resource!
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As a resident of Pitkin County, I am thrilled that the County is
incentivizing local agricultural operations, especially for young
farmers. I also appreciate that the siting of this project is not only in
character with, but also adds the vitality of a true working farm to
the rural and agricultural character of Emma. It makes sense to me
that a barn structure is absolutely necessary in order to run a
farming business with a 10‐year lease.

2‐Apr

A

Thank you for encouraging local ag in Pitkin County! I am thrilled to
see what Two Roots will produce and create.

In my view, Option A is aesthetically pleasing. I appreciate how the
height of the hoop house and barn matches with the surrounding
vegetation, not obstruction view planes. Functionally, I think it also
makes sense to site the building close to the hoop house. It seems
important to hear from the farmers themselves as to what the most
functional option is for them and why. They are the experts on this.
Finally, I think it worth considering for this and future projects that a
mission of nurturing sustainable local agriculture in the Roaring Fork
Valley should consider housing for farmers onsite or within a very
close proximity. Farming is unlike most professions in that proximity
to your crops and animals is critical to their successful management.
Additionally, I think it would go a long way in creating connections
between the farmers and the community/neighborhood in which
their plot of land is located.

2‐Apr

A

2‐Apr

A

2‐Apr

C

3‐Apr

A

It seems to make the most sense for the structure to be near the
irrigated field.
I trust the wishes of the applicants. They are the experts on the best
scenario to make their project successful and our good health
optimal.
Do not want buildings of any kind.
As a RFV local, I want to support sustainable agriculture in our valley
in any way possible.
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3‐Apr

3‐Apr

A

A

3‐Apr

A

3‐Apr

A

3‐Apr

C

6‐Apr

A

9‐Apr

A

Local farming is an extremely important cause to me. We need food
to survive. Our industrial farming systems are breaking‐‐with
harmful pesticides and the mistreatment of animals‐‐local food is
imperative to our morals, health, and economy. I am a local of the
Roaring Fork Valley and Kindergarten teacher at Basalt Elementary
School, located near the open space. I have the utmost repsect for
Harper and Christian not only as farmers but as moral and just
human beings who will do the right thing and work hard to make this
farm a success. However, that is only possible if they have the
proper infrastucture in place. I vehemently support option A, as an
integrated, safe, well built structure within the lease area, is integral
to their success. Although change can sometimes be hard to
embrace, this structure is a change that they need this in order to be
successful; and we want and need them to be successful as well.
This is the best decision for the future of our valley.

I really support whichever is the BEST location for the farmers. So
happy for our valley to have intrepid farmers providing a service for
us, food, and using current, sustainable practices.
I am a local in Emma and appreciate the local farmers in the area! I
also appreciate that they are saving the property from other building
options like rural neighborhoods! I’m so excited to have Two Roots
in the neighborhood and am excited to see the production in the
years to come.
I want to support local agriculture.
I object to my taxes being used as a subsidy to agriculture that will
compete with local growers. I also object to the concept that many
workers will add to the congestion at this busy corner in Emma. I do
not support any part of the building being used for an office.

What has happened to the concept of creating a bridge over the
irrigation ditch to allow recreationists to make a loop from the
Emma parking lot to the High School and back. This will become a
more important issue if we have to share with e bikes on the Rio
Grande Trail!! A concept of agriculture should be below the concept
of public usage of this open space.
I currently work at RBR and know how important structures like
I am a local living in Glenwood who knows and fully supports Harper
these are for farmers and farming productivity!
and Christian.
To align the buildings together and allow the possible future orchard I live just outside of Basalt, and fully support food being grown
area to be created.
locally. It would also be nice to see the farmers be supported with
living accommodations next to the farm. A self contained tiny house
would allow them to be more connected with the plants, help
financially, and on site security. Thank you for your time and
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9‐Apr

C

18‐Apr

Other

20‐Apr

A

23‐Apr

A

This is supposed to be open space for all to enjoy and keep it open? Is the open space hiking trail still open or is that closed for their
This public land is for a personal profit, and Pitkin County is paying
personal business.
for their water drilling and their buildings? And a huge fence to keep
animals and tresspassers out? I thought open space is for the
wildlife to roam? Can Pitkin County pay for me to put a business at
my residence? Agricultural lease is for growing. They are totally
running their business out of that space? Will there be traffic when
they start to sell out of their greenhouse? Pitkin County would not
let the neighbor keep his house. They would not let the
Gredigs build homes for their children to stay all together on their
huge acreage across the street. They made my neighbors move their
house so it didn't block the view of Mt. Sopris from the road. This is
all a bunch of **** if you ask me. Who is getting paid off here?
And they are getting free use of irrigation water that is soo precious
here that only a few get in a dry year?

We purchased that land for open space. Putting buildings on it is not
open space.
We are subsidizing one commercial grower at the expense of other
potential growers that don’t operate with a tad subsidy.
Because it's the only viable site
Who is going to build it? Who is going to maintain it? Who will be
responsible to remove it if it's ever required? Who is going to pay for
it? If it's the county, why can't they find the money to build the
bridge to the south acreage, and install the flume to measure
irrigation water to both the county and Brook Palides acreage? OST
seems to find money to give to Garfield county for their projects but
can't improve and take care of properties they control here in Pitkin
county. OST needs to reassess their priorities.
Option A looks fitting with the surrounding natural features and
existing structure. I am a Carbondale resident, and am proud to be
living in an area that values the agricultural tradition and production
of local, healthy food. I believe that the visibility of these structures
is a source of pride and adds to the aesthetic of the landscape.
I also believe that option A makes sense in terms of conveniency and
efficiency for the production that Two Roots is engaging in.
I look forward to having more locally‐grown fresh produce available
for residents of the Roaring Fork Valley.
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24‐Apr

A

25‐Apr

A

25‐Apr

B

25‐Apr

A

25‐Apr

A

25‐Apr

A

25‐Apr

A

25‐Apr

A

25‐Apr

B

This option appears to be the best use of the space without
disturbing the natural beauty of the location. I agree that the
structure is needed to allow for their farm to flourish. We need more
fresh produce in the valley. Let’s support those who are willing to do
the work by allowing them to invest in what will help them the most.
Option A blends with the existing agriculture look and feel of Emma,
and best supports Two Roots Farm's needs. As a resident of Basalt, I
will be thrilled to see this agricultural development in Emma when I
pass it on the highway, knowing this operation is supporting our
Valley's local food security and inspiring future generations of
farmers.
A little less seen from the road, but really, it doesn't matter. Let
these guys farm and produce food for our valley! Let them have the
things they need to do it well so we don't have to rely so much on
food from elsewhere. Thank you!
Oh, and Hi PAUL!
It seems like the best alignment
Option A seems to be the most efficient for the farm to have the
barn and adjacent building in immediate proximity of the crops and
cattle. This seems to allow the farmers to save fuel and time. In
addition, the view of the barn doesn't distract from the view of the
old school house by too much. I always appreciate local produce and
am looking forward to seeing how this progresses.
Expanding the capabilities of this local farm is absolutely necessary
for maintaining the diverse and sustainable infrastructure of the
valley. Keeping the structure parallel to the irrigation area is the
most effective way to do so.
Seems to be less impactful on the site where the utilities are located.
Supporting local farming.
The Basalt POST Committee recognized the importance to the
agricultural activity. They preferred the buildings being off set.
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EMMA CAUCUS
P.O. Box 1405
Basalt, CO 81621
emmacaucus@gmail.com
TO:

Paul Holsinger, Agriculture and Conservation Easement Administrator
Gary Tenenbaum, Director
Pitkin County Open Space and Trails

FROM:
RE:
Date:

Emma Caucus

Emma Schoolhouse and South Lease Areas of the Emma Open Space
May 7, 2018

The Emma Caucus was asked by Pitkin County Open Space and Trails to solicit input from our members
on the proposed options for a potential agricultural structure on the leased field next to the historic Emma
Schoolhouse. The caucus sent out an email with information about the proposals, and conducted a site
visit on March 29, 2018. At the request of caucus members, a follow up meeting was held on April 30,
2018 at the Emma Schoolhouse. At both meetings, Open Space and Trails was represented, along with the
lessees, Two Roots Farm. Approximately 20 caucus members were present at each meeting. Detailed
information about the proposed locations, size, purpose, and future decisions to be made (design, cost,
maintenance) were presented both via email to all caucus members, as well as at the meetings.
Attached are minutes from our Caucus meeting and the site visit, touching on this topic with emphasis on
which option is most acceptable to caucus members. An email survey was also conducted following the
meeting, informing all Caucus members of the discussion and asking for input. The final tally of Caucus
member comments resulted in a total of 8 comments FOR a barn compared to 6 comments AGAINST
a permanent structure, and 4 comments FOR a barn as long as NOT financed with public money.
There was considerable detail added to some of the comments received. Here are some excerpts from the
comments, broken down by general opinion.
FOR a permanent barn structure on the field. Generally, most in favor did not prefer one location over
the other location, although one person thought that Option B might have better soil conditions for
building and wouldn’t eliminate any farming or grazing land from the front field.
“I think that Harper and Christian are working hard to work "our" land in a healthy, productive
way, which should be good for their business as well as the land.”
“I wouldn’t mind a structure and either a or b is ok.
The bigger question is who will pay for it, who will maintain it? Will the funds be set aside for
years to come? Or will the tax payers have increased mill levies in years to come? Why couldn’t
this project be self sustaining and pay for itself?”
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“agricultural practices should be accomplished in a way that actively also protects and enhances
wildlife and wildlife habitat and native plant communities. This can be more challenging that
standard agricultural practices. ACES guiding principles prioritized environmental stewardship in
the same way that OST's policies prioritize biodiversity protection and restoration. Those values
are in play here.
In the specific case of Emma Open Space, there is a possibility that the Watershed Biodiversity and
Connectivity Study (Roaring Fork Watershed) as well as the "Safe Passages" study currently
underway in Eagle County, will identify an important wildlife crossing that will depend on an
absence of barriers on the Emma Open Space. This crossing would be accommodated in a way
quite different from the existing underpass east of the Emma School House. Fences, structures, and
other potential barriers to wildlife should be thoughtfully considered so as to not interfere with a
potential wildlife crossing area and structure in the future.
Regarding agricultural structures, a building that is well designed and near the well and near the
school house and Sopris Creek road would be an attractive rural feature on the landscape rather
than something to hide out of sight. It might also provide an opportunity for a separate restroom for
the school house; a far more aesthetic option to the porta potty that now diminishes the historic
character of the school house.”

“I support agriculture and ranching in the Emma Caucus area as promoted in our Master Plan and
understand the need for agricultural buildings to ensure the success of these ventures. The
improvements such as a well, electricity and a small barn should be a benefit for future tenants as
well, if only for storing their equipment. I have no issue with the County, through Open Space and
Trails, making improvements to County owned conservation land to encourage agricultural use as I
believe it enhances our overall quality of life in an historic ranching community. It should also
help in the ongoing battle against noxious weeds. The size of the barn requested for this property
appears relatively modest compared to others in the area, and the 2 options presented for its
location are equally suitable in terms of visual impacts, in my opinion. Much will depend, of
course, on the type of siding materials chosen. I realize this is just one step in a lengthy County
approval process and recommend the Caucus remain informed and involved as the application
proceeds. We should be allowed to give input on the design and materials used for the barn, its
ownership by the County, and restrictions governing its use.”

AGAINST a permanent barn structure
“Open space is just that open space , not fences other than boundary line fence.
No hoop house no barn.”
“we feel a permanent structure at this time perhaps not in the best interests of the
residents of Emma and Pitkin County…Perhaps time to re-think a traffic light at Hwy 82 and
utilize the Emma Building across the road for something useful.”

FOR A BARN STRUCTURE but not at county/taxpayer expense
“I support constructive use of the Emma open space property but do not support using tax/open space
funds to share in the cost of building renter’s structures or their agricultural equipment.”
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“I am opposed to the use of Pitkin County Open Space at ridiculously low rates for production of
for-profit agriculture…Your tax dollars and mine go to acquire this land which is supposed to be
open space and, I believe, accessible to all…I also do not personally object to barns, fences, or
other farm type buildings on the land (within reason and subject to zoning and land use regs),
however, I think that perhaps the BOCC should be asked if they, and the public, believe that those
buildings fall within the intent of preserving open space. My question about the appropriateness
of the BOCC subsidizing businesses competing with private enterprise still remains.
Pitkin County is:
• Leasing land at $25/acre /year. There are thousands of acres of privately owned land in the
valley that could just as well be used for agriculture, but no land owner would lease at that
price.
•

Leasing land purchased with taxpayer funds for 10 year periods. The timeframe is
wonderful for those in business, but is it fair to commit our public open spaces for such a
long time. Is there a review process? Is the County collecting a bond from lessees to
ensure that land is properly restored to its original condition if the business fails or
retires?

•

Building infrastructure for private business use with taxpayer dollars. The current
business lessee does not pay property taxes in Pitkin County at all. We do.

•

Increasing intensity of use, water demand, potential for invasive weeds, and fencing that
does currently impact wildlife on public open space

•

Providing infrastructure and improvements to private enterprises at a substantially belowmarket, unsustainable, rate with taxpayer money. This is being done in competition with
existing and future agricultural operations on private land which have been paid for with
private money, taxes being paid in Pitkin County.

•

Subsidizing private enterprise (that also does not collect or pay sales tax or property tax,
and that also receives a substantial portion of income from cash sales with no verification
of income) in competition with free-market enterprise.”

“County ( and it’s taxpayers) should not subsidize businesses with belie market leases. County is
ill equipped to lease properly and is routinely ripped off. Or purposely favors those well
connected.”

SUMMARY
The Emma Caucus was asked to notify our members of this proposal coming before the OST board and
the BOCC, and solicit comments for a general opinion on the different barn options being considered.
Given that very little detail has been developed at this stage, we are unable to comment on the ultimate
opinions of our members for a possible final structure. It is our understanding that if OST chooses to
further pursue a permanent barn on the Emma Schoolhouse open space, a more formal proposal with
design and cost details, among others, will be put forward for the caucus to consider and comment on, as
part of the approval process. We urge OST and the BOCC to carefully consider all points made in our
Emma Caucus Master Plan, and the special character of our community.
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EMMA CAUCUS
P.O. Box 1405
Basalt, Colorado 81621
emmacaucus@gmail.com
MINUTES for the EMMA CAUCUS MEETING held at the Emma Schoolhouse
April 30, 2018
Attendees: Stacy Keating*, Lee Schwaller*, Dick Bird*, Karen Summers, Catherine Maas*, Liz
and George Newman, Tom and Linda Clark, Jan Haugen, Terry Kolodish, Ingrid Grueter*, Bill*
and Leelee Harriman*, John and Molly Morton, Rheta Strong Fulton, Carolyn Shipp, Ginny
Parker, Elle Taylor (*Executive Committee members).
Attending from Pitkin County Open Space and Trails (OST)- Paul Holsinger, Dale Will
Attending from Two Roots Farm (TRF)- Harper Kaufman and Christian La Bar
Stacy opened the meeting with a welcome and thanks to everyone for coming. She stated that the
purpose of the meeting was to answer questions from caucus members to allow them to make
comments on the proposals put forth from OST, for an agricultural structure or no structure, on
the Emma Schoolhouse field that is leased to Two Roots Farm- namely, one of three options
below. The caucus has been given an extension until May 9 to provide feedback to the county.
Stacy asked the attendees to submit their comments to the caucus email by May 4.
Paul Holsinger gave a brief history of the Emma Schoolhouse open space. The property was
purchased by the county in 2000 to prevent development of this sensitive location. It was leased
in an informal process for 14 years until in 2014, a more transparent process with formal criteria
was developed in response to the county’s purchase of the Glassier and Saltenstall properties. A
uniform leasing process was developed in 2014 and then amended to allow for subleasing and
other changes in 2016. In 2016, OST launched a planning process for all the Emma area open
space holdings. Public meetings and comments were generated and there was a lot of support
shown for traditional agricultural leasing, especially organic production of vegetables and
diverse crops. After the final management plan was adopted, multiple bids were solicited for the
Schoolhouse fields. After reviewing the alternatives, the lease was awarded to TRF in late 2017
with a ten year lease for two parcels of the open space totaling 11 acres. The county is now
looking at the possible construction of a barn on the property to house essential activities of the
farming operation. The options are
A. A barn in the front field next to the vegetable beds.
B. A barn in the rear of the property behind a group of trees.
C. No permanent barn or structure, but a temporary barn could be put up.
A well has already been drilled (a second well after the first drilling did not work), and a septic
would be installed as well.
Comments were made as to whether food production is sustainable, and what else could take its
place in the event that the TRF lease was not continued. Concerns about who would maintain the
barn, at what cost, and whether it could become something else in the future. OST has not looked
into using any of the other Emma historical buildings for this purpose, and has not gone into any
detail on design or budget yet. Concerns were also voiced about how the no barn option would
be viable for TRF.
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Dale Will described how the county cannot use OST properties for purposes other than
traditional agriculture, recreation, and wildlife habitat. TRF said that they would be open to
looking at a temporary barn structure that could meet their needs and food safety guidelines.
Paul emphasized that this is still the beginning of the process, and any final barn design and
budget option would go through normal approval channels by the Emma caucus, OST board of
directors, Planning and Zoning, Roaring Fork Conservancy and finally BOCC.
Comments were made as to whether this Schoolhouse plan could set a precedent for other lessees
of OST properties to require buildings, and whether more development would follow,
particularly on the Glassier parcels, and Woody Creek locations. Concerns were voiced about the
heavy responsibility of maintaining buildings properly, as well as the priorities of OST in
choosing projects to fund and move ahead on. There were several negative comments made
about how OST handles public funds, and several attendees said they have a lack of faith or trust
in OST in pursuing these public/private partnerships.
A question was asked about residential housing or requirements for employee housing on the
site. Paul explained that the conservation easement on the property prevents any residential use.
General concerns about cost and how it would be paid. Paul said that there could be a cost
sharing arrangement or the county would own it and lease it out to the agricultural tenant, at a
fair rate as determined by the lessee, generally, and then approved by OST. A comment was
made about OST leases being generally quite below market rates.
Paul reviewed diagrams and simulations of the two barn location options, with a hoop house also
present (a temporary hoop house is currently in place on the field). Option B is less visible from
both Sopris Creek Road and Hwy 82. Landscaping could be used to screen the barn, and it
follows all setback requirements. Other estimates of cost have not been made yet.
Questions were asked about other uses (no commercial use allowed there), and vehicle traffic.
Just 3 employees work there now, including the owners of TRF, and no pick ups or sales are
made there. In the future, TRF anticipates having a total of 6 employees to farm the fields and
manage the business onsite.
Several people voiced support for the project as based on the Emma Master plan which
emphasizes traditional agriculture and ranching, and also knowing that the county process is long
and involves multiple layers of approvals.
Dale Will commented that the valley in general has shown interest in retaining agricultural
operations, that some food security is a desired outcome, and there is a lot of movement in this
direction by other communities, including Boulder county which has purchased 25,000 acres of
agricultural land for leasing to farmers and ranchers.
TRF reiterated that they are a small operation, and will sell at 2 farmers markets this season and
to restaurants. They are interested in supporting the community with fresh produce supplies and
understand the work that takes.
Paul ended the meeting with a recap of the 3 options, and concluded that either barn location
works for OST purposes.
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Notes from site visit Emma Schoolhouse Open Space
Thursday March 29, 2018
Approximately 20 members of Emma Caucus in attendance
Paul Holsinger from Open Space and Trails represented Pitkin County
OST has leased 11 acres to Two Roots Farm for 10 years at $25/acre per year. Two Roots (TRF)
has fenced 3 acres to keep out deer to grow vegetables. Full 11 acres of front field is an
irrigated pasture. Other 8 acres of front field has potential for grazing livestock.
TRF is investing in fence and equipment for organic farming. No pesticides or herbicides are
used. They will use purchased compost. They have a 3 year waiting period to get organic
certification. Round up was used by Woody Creek Distillers 4 years ago but will be absorbed
into the soil and decompose over time. TRF will also rotate crops to prevent soil exhaustion.
TRF supplies produce to the local market. 30% of their crops are sold at Aspen Farmers Market,
20% through their CSA, and 50% to restaurants and caterers.
TRF is paying for all their business expenses and utilities. They are paying for a new side roller
irrigation system. Pitkin County is paying for a new commercial well for a potable water source
which is needed to wash vegetables for food safety requirements. Per the OST plan, the county
will provide electricity, water and septic for any improvements under the lease.
OST has 2.0 CFS water rights from the Home Supply Ditch which are used to irrigate the OST
parcels. They are installing a new flow meter system which will direct 0.5 CFS to the TRF area.
TRF has requested a barn for housing their operation and equipment. They will need to install
refrigeration, a bathroom for employees, and work facilities as well as equipment storage. The
requested barn size is 36’x48’ for a square footage of 1,728 sq ft. The barn could be funded by
the county and leased to TRF or OST could share the cost with TRF. Two locations are proposed:
Location A is next to the fenced vegetable gardens, and Location B is in the rear field on an
elevated section behind some trees. Location A is highly visible from Sopris Creek Road, which
Location B is partly or fully obscured from the road. Location A is preferred by TRF for being
more conveniently accessible from their farm activities.
The process for making a decision on the barn approval is as followsPublic comments period is open until April 25, then the application will go to the OST Board of
Directors, then if approved, the application will go to the BOCC for final approval.
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