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Staff:  Abby Shannon, AICP  
 
RE:   DC-11-0003:  Land Use Code Text Amendments – Agricultural Uses  
This docket will propose text amendments to the Boulder County Land Use Code Articles 4 and 18 
related to principal and accessory agricultural uses including but not limited to definitions, allowed 
zone districts, use-specific criteria, and required land use processes.  In addition, this docket may 
propose new use classifications or propose to modify or delete existing classifications.  Other related 
issues will be addressed as identified through the public process.   
Study Session – No Action Requested 
Public testimony will be taken – In order to be respectful of everyone’s time, comments are limited to 

3 minutes at the meeting.  We welcome any additional written (mail or e-mail) comments for 
staff and Planning Commission to consider.  They will be made available to the public to 
review as well. 

 
 
Summary  
Agricultural preservation has long been a cornerstone goal in the Boulder County Comprehensive 
Plan.  Preserving agriculture, providing buffers between the cities, maintaining scenic vistas, and 
protecting this sector of the local economy are all identified as goals in the Comprehensive Plan.   
The Board of County Commissioners has directed staff to examine our existing Land Use Code 
regulations that relate to agriculture to see if there are places we need to modernize, modify, and 
otherwise amend the Code.   
 
After months of outreach with stakeholder groups, study sessions with the Planning Commission, 
and internal discussions among multiple departments, staff is presenting the first portion of possible 
amendments to the Land Use Code for consideration by the public and the Planning Commission.  
Part 2 will come to you for consideration and discussion at a later date. 
 
 
Project Goals  
At the joint Planning Commission and Board of County Commissioners meeting on December 14, 
2011, Land Use staff presented six project goals:  

 Modernize and modify use classifications including adding or deleting use classifications 
where necessary.   

 Consider agriculturally-based activities that supplement and support farming.   
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 Consider expanding options for local food production at a residential scale while maintaining 
neighborhood character.  

 Consider local food production, sales, marketing, and production of value-added products 
while continuing to remain compatible with rural character.  

 Encourage energy efficient and modern farming practices such as passive solar greenhouses 
while continuing to remain compatible with rural character.  

 Consider the appropriate scale of rural and agricultural development including structure 
numbers and size.   

 
 
Proposed Amendments and Discussion 
Part 1 of the Land Use Code amendments presented here propose three new use classifications, 
revisions to five existing use classifications, and a revision to an existing definition.  This is a 
complicated project with many overlapping or dependent use classification or definitions.  We also 
understand that each of these proposed changes will generate a robust discussion with the public 
and with the Planning Commission and we did not want to overwhelm people with a huge draft, 
especially if some of the provisions are not supportable and would alter other use classifications or 
sections of the Land Use Code.   
 

 Proposed New Uses Existing Uses Proposed for Revision 

Land Use 
Code Part 1 

 Beekeeping (Accessory Use) 

 Chicken Keeping (Accessory Use) 

 Farm Event (Accessory Use) 

 500 yd3 Grading (Accessory Use) 

 Commercial Nursery (Agricultural Use) 

 Group Gathering (Temporary Use) 

 Intensive Agriculture(Agricultural Use) 

 Open Agriculture (Agricultural Use) 

 Residential Floor Area (Definition) 

Land Use 
Code Part 2 

 Farm Camp (Accessory Use?)  

 Winery (Agri-Business Use?)  

 Greenhouse (Definition)  

 Hoophouse (Definition)  

 Accessory Agricultural Sales (Accessory Use) 

 Ag Worker Dwelling (Accessory Use)  

 Demonstration Farm (Accessory Use)  

 Farm Stand (Agricultural Use)  

 Temporary Farm Stand (Temporary Use) 

Building 
Code 

Possible specifications for agricultural buildings including farm stands and hoophouses, 
possible allowances for a temporary housing alternative.  Changes in requirements for 
grading permits as they relate to agricultural ponds.   

 
In addition to regulatory changes to the Land Use Code and the Building Code, it is clear that 
additional coordination between county departments would be helpful for the public.  This would 
include:  

 Land Use, Planning 

 Land Use, Building  

 Transportation  

 Transportation, Floodplain  

 Public Health, Environmental  

 Public Health, Food Safety  

 Parks and Open Space, Lease Land/Tenant Farmers  

 Parks and Open Space, Conservation Easements  
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Accessory Beekeeping and Chicken Keeping  
Currently, keeping bees is defined as an agricultural use and is only allowed in zone districts where 
Open Agricultural Uses are allowed (Forestry, Agricultural, Rural Residential, Estate Residential, Light 
Industrial, General Industrial, and Mountain Institutional).1  As an agricultural use, beehives are 
permitted and the maximum number of hives or colonies is not specified.  This proposal would allow 
two colonies per building lot in the Suburban Residential zone district.  Staff is aware of at least one 
property owner who is interested in keeping bees as a hobby who lives in a Suburban Residential 
zone district.   
 
Proposed Regulations:  
Accessory Beekeeping   
(This would be a new Accessory Use)  

1. Definition: Raising domestic honey bees for the purpose of collecting honey.  
2. Districts permitted: By right in F, A, RR, ER, SR, LI, GI, and MI 
3. Parking Requirements: None  
4. Loading Requirements: None  
5. Additional Provisions:  

a. Beekeeping is an Open Agricultural use.  
b. Two (2) colonies are allowed per building lot in the SR zone district.  

 
In addition to bee hives, chickens are not permitted in the Suburban Residential Zone District.  The 
zone districts mentioned above are allowed to have chickens as a use by right and their numbers are 
determined by the parcel size.  Four animal units are allowed per acre in the Agricultural, General 
Industrial, and Light Industrial zones, and two animal units are allowed per acre in the other zone 
districts.  Fifty chickens is equivalent to one animal unit.  Staff is proposing to allow a certain number 
of chickens (perhaps six?) as a use by right in Suburban Residential.  We are proposing to prohibit 
roosters because they are known to be louder and more aggressive than hens – two characteristics 
that aren’t appropriate in residential neighborhoods with small parcels.   
 
Proposed Regulations:  
Accessory Chicken Keeping  
(This would be a new Accessory Use) 

1. Definition: Raising chicken hens primarily for the people living on the parcel.   
2. Districts permitted: By right in SR    
3. Parking Requirements: None  
4. Loading Requirements: None  
5. Additional Provisions:  

a. Building lots in the Suburban Residential zone district are permitted to have as many 
as X (6?) laying hens. Numbers of chickens in other zone districts shall be determined 
by the animal units allowed in that zone.   

b. Roosters are prohibited.  
c. Chicken coops are considered agricultural structures.  See Art. 17-300.A. to 

determine if a building permit is required.   
 
There are at least eight subdivisions zoned Suburban Residential: Cottonwood Park West, Gunbarrel 
Estates, Gunbarrel Green, Heatherwood, Knollwood, Northwest Acres, Palo Park, and Twin Lakes.  It 

                                                 
1
 To say that Open Agriculture is only allowed in these zone districts might be misleading – these districts 

make up 99% of the unincorporated land (420,857 acres out of 423,976 acres total).   
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is likely that some of these subdivisions have privately-enforced covenants that would prohibit 
keeping chickens or bees.  Land Use staff has been in contact with six of the eight subdivisions 
through their Homeowners Associations and will continue outreach efforts to help determine 
whether these two proposed accessory uses would be welcomed.    
 
 
Farm Events  
One of the ideas we heard repeatedly during the public outreach phase of this project was the 
desire to host events that showcase the farm such as farm-to-table dinners.  Farmers say these 
events are in high demand with consumers wanting to connect with the people who grow their food 
and the place where it is grown.  They also say that on-farm events help diversify the income stream 
for their businesses.  On August 8, 2012, the Denver Post highlighted farm-to-table dinners on the 
front page of the Lifestyles section of the newspaper.  This article has been included in the packet as 
Exhibit D.   
 
The proposed new use classification would allow a limited number of events annually by right 
provided that the owner followed the provisions outlined in the regulations.  In order to ensure the 
events are supporting the farm itself, staff is proposing Provision 5.d. which requires “the majority 
of the food served at the event must be made with ingredients grown or raised on the farm.”  This 
might include produce, eggs, pork products, and other agricultural products. How we would 
measure “majority” has not been defined – we would expect that farmers hosting such events 
would be able to demonstrate how they have met this and other requirements should a complaint 
be filed.   
 
This use would not allow events where all the food is grown somewhere else.  The use is not allowed 
on parcels that are not legal building lots such as platted outlots.  Staff suggests prohibiting the use 
of Floor Area (as defined in the Land Use Code, Art. 18-1622) to emphasize the temporary nature of 
these events, because it is highly unlikely that existing structures meet the Building Code 
requirements for an assemblage of people, and because building a new structure specifically for this 
use is an indication that will likely be utilized more than 6 or 12 times per year.  Permanent 
structures for the use indicate a different use classification called Reception Halls and Community 
Meeting Facilities (Art. 4-504.G.) 
 
Proposed Regulations:  
Farm Events  
(This would be a new Accessory Use)  

1. Definition: A use accessory to a farm consisting of any group between 26 and 99 individuals 
assembled for or participating in an event where the farm is used as a venue.  This includes 
farm-to-table dinners, wedding receptions, and any other gathering where eating and 
socializing occurs in order to showcase the produce and or farm products.  

2. Districts Permitted: By right in A, RR unsubdivided on parcels where Open Agriculture is the 
principal use   

3. Parking Requirements: Vehicles must be accommodated onsite, or on street as approved by 
the Transportation Department (For discussion: is offsite parking an indication of an event 
that is too big or intense for the parcel?)  

                                                 
2
 Floor Area:  The area of a building or structure, existing or new, including basements and attached garages 

calculated without deduction for corridors, stairways, closets, the thickness of interior walls, columns, or other 
features as measured from the exterior face of the exterior walls. Floor area does not include the area of any 
covered porch. (For Residential Structures, see also Article 18-189D.) 
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4. Loading Requirements: None  
5. Additional Provisions 

a. This use requires a building lot.   
b. No more than six (6) events per year by right. Requests for seven to twelve (7-12) 

Farm Events per year must be reviewed through the Limited Impact Special Review 
process and criteria. Thirteen (13) or more Farm Events would be considered 
Reception Halls and Community Meeting Facilities.  

c. No event will occur before 9 am or after 10 pm or will exceed six (6) consecutive 
hours in duration.  

d. The majority of the food served at the event must be made with ingredients grown 
or raised from the farm.  

e. Building new or utilizing existing Floor Area for these events is prohibited.  
Permanent facilities would be considered Reception Halls and Community Meeting 
Facilities.   

f. This use shall also be granted and maintain all applicable local, state, and federal 
permits.   It is possible separate permits or approvals may be required by County or 
State agencies for any food or drink provided.  Contact the applicable agencies well 
in advance of the event to ensure adequate time for processing any applications, 
including Boulder County Public Health Department regarding requirements for food 
service handling and wastewater treatment, Colorado Department of Public Health 
and Environment as a potential water supplier to more than 25 people, the County 
Commissioners’ Office regarding requirements for Liquor Permits, and Parks and 
Open Space for Events or Group Gatherings on County-owned property.   

 
Staff is interested in hearing the Planning Commission’s opinions on whether all cars associated with 
the events should be accommodated on the parcel where the event is occurring.  On one hand, 
many of our county roads can accommodate safe on-street parking without blocking car or bicycle 
travel lanes and we want to support farmers in protecting their most valuable resource: the land.  
(In other words, we do not want to encourage replacing farm land with parking lots.)  On the other 
hand, it the parcel is too small to accommodate vehicles from the attendees, perhaps the parcel is 
too constrained for special events.   
 
In their referral response, Boulder County Parks and Open Space staff opinion states wedding 
receptions should not be included as part of the farm event use.  After considerable discussion, Land 
Use staff is including wedding receptions in the list of possible events.  The reason being, if 25-99 
people are gathered on a farm to eat food that was grown on the farm, it should not matter if they 
are strangers to one another, employees of the same company, or friends and family eating 
together after witnessing an event.  We look forward to hearing Planning Commission’s discussion 
on this matter.  
 
 
Grading of more than 500 cubic yards 
Large quantities of grading triggers a Limited Impact Special Review process because it could be an 
indication that the proposed development is altering the natural landscape to an extent that might 
not meet the goals and policies of the Boulder County Comprehensive Plan.  But there are some 
exceptions to the review process including foundation construction, mining activity (because a 
review is likely triggered anyway), and “normal grading associated with agriculture.”  Staff is 
proposing amendments to this existing use classification for two reasons: first, there is no definition 
of “normal agricultural grading” and second because we think there may be a public safety risk with 
ponds.   
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Proposed Amendments:  
Grading of more than 500 Cubic Yards 
(This is an existing Accessory use so I’ve used strike-through/underline format to indicate suggested 
changes.)   

1. Definition: Movement of more than 500 cubic yards of material, with the following 
exceptions:   

a. normal grading activity associated with agriculture, allowed mining activity, or 
foundation construction.  

b. normal grading activity associated with trail or road construction by a governmental 
entity on publicly acquired open space land in accordance with an open space 
management plan approved by the Board of County Commissioners.  

2. Districts Permitted: By limited impact special review in all districts  
3. Parking Requirements: None  
4. Loading Requirements: None  
5. Additional Provisions: 

a. While it may be exempt from these provisions, grading which impacts a floodplain is 
not exempt from applying for and receiving a Floodplain Development Permit.  

b. Normal agricultural grading that is exempt from the definition of this use includes 
but is not limited to: tilling fields, creating ponds to hold irrigation water, creating 
stock ponds, creating or altering irrigation ditch laterals, field leveling, field access 
roads for agricultural purposes, and other activities associated with farming and 
agricultural operations.  Agricultural grading does not include terraforming for 
aesthetic purposes, landscaping ponds, altering wetlands, or other non-essential 
grading.  

c. Any grading associated with water storage or conveyance must be in compliance 
with Colorado water law.   

d. Irrigation ponds, stock ponds to be constructed at a depth of more than 18” must 
obtain a grading permit prior to construction.  These agricultural ponds shall be 
exempt from the Site Plan Review process (unless they require a Floodplain 
Development Permit). 

 
Staff will likely propose companion amendments to the Building Code specifying pond safety 
requirements which would be required for and reviewed with the grading permit.   
 
 
Commercial Nursery 
No changes are proposed to the definition, districts permitted, or provisions for this use 
classification, however, staff suggests that is be moved from Agricultural Uses (4-502) to Agri-
Business Uses (4-501) in the Land Use Code.  Due to the higher intensity of nurseries (structures, 
traffic, employees, etc), it seems more appropriate to be classified as an Agri-Business.   
 
Existing Regulations:  
Commercial Nursery 

1. Definition: A use, which may be wholly or partially contained within one or more 
greenhouses, where trees, shrubs, flowers, or vegetable plants are grown and sold either 
wholesale or retail. 

2. Districts Permitted: By right in A, LI, and GI; by special review in RR on unsubdivided land 
3. Parking Requirements: One space per 1,000 square feet of floor area. 
4. Loading Requirements: One space per 10,000 square feet of floor area. 
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5. Additional Provisions:   
a. No more than ten percent of sales may be from nonagricultural or nonhorticultural 

products.   
b. One single family dwelling, occupied by the owner, operator, or manager of the 

nursery will be considered customary and incidental as a part of this use. 
 
 
Group Gathering  
The Temporary Use called Group Gathering is utilized for events that occur over multiple days or 
more than 10 hours in duration.  Staff is proposing changes that would both reduce the duration 
trigger (10 to 6 hours) while increasing the number of people that would trigger a review (25 to 50 
people).  We are also proposing a list of Additional Provisions where none currently exist in order to 
provide some guidance and structure for both property owners who might host such events and the 
Land Use Department who would authorize their occurrence.  As it is currently written, it is unclear 
how many events one property could host before the “temporary” use becomes a recurring use.  
Because of this, staff proposes limiting the number of events to two and not to exceed 6 days total 
(two three-day festivals, for instance).  The draft amendments would allow these events to occur on 
parcels that are not building lots such as outlots.   
 
Staff proposes the responsibility for authorizing this use be shifted from the Chief Building Official to 
the Zoning Administrator who is also the Department Director.  “Special Authorization” is an 
administrative process – neither Planning Commission nor the Board of County Commissioners 
would be involved in the review or approval process.  If this proposal is supported by the Planning 
Commission, we will draft companion amendments for Article 3 to describe the application 
submittal requirements, referral process, and any other administrative procedures.   
 
Proposed Amendment:  
Group Gathering/Special Events 
(This is an existing use so the strike-through/underline format is utilized to indicate suggested 
changes.) 

1. Definition: Any group of 25 (or 50?) or more persons assembled on a parcel as a venue for a 
meeting, festival, social gathering, or other similar purpose for a period of time which 
exceeds 10 6 hours or is over multiple days.  This duration includes set-up and take-down 
time.   

2. Districts Permitted: By special authorization of the Building Official Zoning Administrator in 
all districts  

3. Parking Requirements: To be determined by the Building Official Zoning Administrator 
4. Loading Requirements: To be determined by the Building Official Zoning Administrator 
5. Additional Provisions: None 

a. Group gatherings that meet the Definition and Additional Provisions of Home Events 
or Farm Events, or special events occurring within, or upon the grounds of a private 
residence where the property owner receives no compensation for hosting the event 
and guests/attendees are not charged an admission fee, are allowed by right 
without Special Authorization of the Zoning Administrator.  

b. This use must occur on a parcel large enough to accommodate the use, parking, and 
sanitary facilities in a manner that does not negatively impact the neighboring 
parcels and the principal use of the parcel itself.   

c. A parcel may not accommodate more than two (2) Group Gatherings per year or 
more than six (6) days total per year. If it does, this would be a Reception Hall and 
Community Meeting Facility use.  
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d. Any tent (other than personal camping tents), trailer, recreational vehicle, or 
structure subject to the requirements of these regulations and intended or used for 
human occupancy shall comply with the International Codes, as amended by the 
County, as well as with any County Health Department requirements, and shall not 
be used or occupied until approved by the Chief Building Official. 

e. Permanent alterations to the subject site are prohibited. 
f. Any activities, ground disturbance, must not have adverse impacts on environmental 

resources as mapped in the County Comprehensive Plan or otherwise identified on 
site. 

g. Site to be returned to its original condition prior to the establishment of the use 
within 48 hours of its discontinuance. 

h. It is the applicant’s responsibility to notify adjacent property owners of the Group 
Gathering in writing at least one week prior to the event.  

i. This use shall also be granted and maintain all applicable local, state, and federal 
permits.   It is possible separate permits or approvals may be required by County or 
State agencies for any food or drink provided.  Contact the applicable agencies well 
in advance of the event to ensure adequate time for processing any applications, 
including Boulder County Public Health Department regarding requirements for food 
service handling and wastewater treatment, Colorado Department of Public Health 
and Environment as a potential water supplier to more than 25 people, the County 
Commissioners’ Office regarding requirements for Liquor Permits, County 
Transportation Department for Special Events that utilize or impact County Right-of-
Way, and Parks and Open Space for Events or Group Gatherings on County-owned 
property.   

 
The Boulder County Horse Association (BCHA) supports the 50-person trigger and suggests removing 
the sentence, “This duration includes set-up and take-down time.”  In a meeting I had with two 
representatives of the Association on August 6, 2012, they mentioned that setting up for an event 
might take many days and noted that the impacts Land Use is most concerned with (traffic, number 
of people on the parcel, sanitation, etc.) occurs during the event and not during the set-up.  BCHA 
also recommends striking the words “trailer” and “recreational vehicle” from the list of temporary 
structures or vehicles that would require approval from the Chief Building Official in Additional 
Provision 5.d.  They noted these vehicles are more akin to personal camping equipment which are 
exempt.   
 
As it is drafted above, the Group Gathering/Special Event temporary use could occur on a parcel 
that is not a legal building lot.  Parcels that are not legal building lots (BLOTNOTs, in staff parlance) 
might include subdivision outlots, NUPUD outlots, neighborhood parks, or parcels that were 
subdivided or altered in configuration without County approval.  Staff is reviewing and still 
discussion the implications of allowing these types of events on non-building lots.  If a parcel has 
been preserved for specific reasons (agricultural land protection, environmental resources, etc.), it 
makes sense to prohibit events that are inconsistent with the purpose in which they were 
preserved.  On the other hand, some of these subdivision outlots were created for recreation or 
park purposes.  We may be able to construct language which addresses this issue and be able to 
allow for events on parcels which have a prescribed use consistent with these types of events.  
Additional discussion is warranted. 
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Intensive Agricultural Uses 
This is an existing Agricultural Use and is generally described as agricultural that occurs inside a 
building.  We are suggestion amendments to the definition of this use to better describe this 
distinction from Open Agricultural Uses (which occur out in the open).  Many farms have 
components of both Intensive and Open uses.  In the Agricultural zone district, there is no impact in 
the distinction because this is a use by right. In the Forestry and Residential zone districts, however, 
Special Review is required.   
 
Proposed Amendments:  
Intensive Agriculture  
(This is an existing Agricultural use so the strike-through/underline format has been used to indicate 
suggested changes.)   

1. Definition: Agricultural uses where the principal nonresidential use of the property is 
contained within agricultural use predominantly occurs inside one or more structures, 
including but not limited to agricultural storage facilities, accessory greenhouses, indoor 
riding arenas?, and storage for accessory sales of agricultural or horticultural products. 

2. Districts Permitted: By right in A, LI, and GI; by special review in F and RR 
3. Parking Requirements: One space per 1,000 square feet of floor area.  Sufficient to 

accommodate the anticipated demand. 
4. Loading Requirements: One space per 1,000 square feet of floor area.  Sufficient to 

accommodate the anticipated demand. 
5. Additional Provisions:  

a. Accessory Sales associated with Intensive Agricultural Uses shall conform to the 
requirements of section 4-516.A.   

b. One single-family dwelling, occupied by the owner, operator, or manager, or 
employee of the farm, would may be considered customary and incidental as a part 
of this use. 

 
Staff is interested in hearing the Planning Commission’s opinion on adding indoor riding arenas to 
the list of possible structure types.  We believe it is appropriate to include these types of structures 
in this list because the agricultural use (riding horses) occurs inside a structure.  With any of these 
structures (not just indoor riding arenas), the onus is on the property owner to demonstrate 
whether the dominant agricultural use is occurring outside (Open Agriculture) and the structures are 
simply accessory to the dominant use or whether the dominant use is occurring indoors.   
 
BCHA has reviewed the proposed clarifications to this section and suggests the review process 
change from Special Use review to Limited Impact Special Use review.  During my discussion with 
BCHA representatives, it seemed that staff may want to clarify at which point the quantity of 
structures compared with the area of Open Agriculture cause the property to be consider 
“Intensive” instead of “Open.”  Perhaps the area of agriculture within structures can’t exceed a 
certain percentage of the total parcel size?   
 
 
Open Agricultural Uses  
The majority of the agriculture we see in Boulder County falls within this category.  It could look like 
acre after acre of sunflowers, cattle or horses grazing, or a plot of vegetables covered by white row 
cover.  We are proposing a few amendments to clarify which structures would constitute Residential 
Floor Area and which would not.  With the adoption of the neighborhood size analysis and 
presumptive size maximum to measure compatibility, staff has seen structures that are listed as 
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“barns” or “agriculture” even though there is little to no agricultural use on the property.  We hope 
the clarifications g. and h. will make our intent clear.   
 
 
Proposed Amendments:  
Open Agricultural Uses 
(This is an existing Agricultural use so the strike-through/underline format has been used to indicate 
suggested changes.)   

1. Definition: Agricultural uses which occur outside which do not have structures, other than 
accessory structures, associated with their operation, including but not limited to the 
grazing, keeping and use of livestock, the production, harvesting, and selling of agricultural 
or horticultural products, and accessory storage.   

2. Districts Permitted: By right in F, A, RR, ER, LI, GI, and MI 
3. Parking Requirements: One space per 1,000 square feet of floor area.  Sufficient to 

accommodate the anticipated demand.  
4. Loading Requirements: One space per 1,000 square feet of floor area.  Sufficient to 

accommodate the anticipated demand. 
5. Additional Provisions: 

a. This use is not required to be located on a building lot, or comply with the minimum lot 
size requirement for the district in which it is located unless it has an associated dwelling.  

b. Accessory Sales associated with Intensive Open Agricultural Uses shall conform to the 
requirements of section 4-516.A. 

c. One single family dwelling, occupied by the owner or manager of the farm, will may be 
considered customary and incidental as a part of this use. Single family dwellings must 
be located on building lots. 

d. Boarding of horses is permitted. Improved riding facilities may be provided in connection 
with boarding and made available to fewer than 15 different individual people per 
month, in addition to the owner or manager of the property. (More than 15 would 
constitute an Equestrian Center use.) 

i. Limited impact special review is required for any equestrian center with 
amplified sound and/or lighted outdoor riding, driving, or showing of horses. 
Special review is required for competitive events open to participants outside of 
those who board or train at the facility.  

e. Any accessory structures must be predominately predominantly accessory to the use of 
the property on which the structure is located except for storage of associated 
agricultural equipment and agricultural and horticultural products grown on-site.  

i. On-site means agricultural and horticultural products that are grown on parcels 
under the same ownership, lease or contract as the parcel on which the 
accessory structure is located.   

ii. Use of accessory structures to extend the growing season such as a hoophouse 
or high tunnel is permitted.   

f. A demonstration farm (as defined in section 4-516) may be allowed as an accessory use 
by limited impact special review in A, and in RR on unsubdivided land. 

g. Structures that support a residential use on the property shall be considered Residential 
Floor Area.  This may include the principal dwelling, residential garages, accessory 
structures associated with a non-farm home occupation or hobby, or other accessory 
structure that store equipment such as lawn mowers, gardening tools, cars, patio 
furniture, recreational equipment, bicycles, recreational vehicles and all other items 
utilized for the enjoyment of the residents or the maintenance of the property.   
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h. Structures that support the agricultural use shall not be considered Residential Floor 
Area. Agricultural structures should be sized appropriately for the intended agricultural 
use.   Agricultural structures may include accessory agricultural dwellings; barns that 
store animals, agricultural implements, or agricultural products; detached greenhouses; 
hoophouses; indoor riding arenas; farm stands; or other accessory structures depending 
on their demonstrated use.   

 
 
Residential Floor Area 
A few exceptions to the definition of Residential Floor Area have been recently codified to allow 
small structures that are unconditioned but add to the comfort and livability for homeowners.  We 
suggest adding detached greenhouses and hoophouses to the exceptions of gazebos and carports 
up to a combined total of 400 square feet.  The intent of this amendment is to help support 
residential-scale agriculture.   
 
Proposed Amendment:  
Residential Floor Area 
(This is an existing Definition, Art. 18-189D, so the strike-through/underline format has been used to 
indicate suggested changes.) 
For the purposes of Site Plan Review and the presumptive size thresholds associated with the 
Expanded Transfer of Development Rights Program, Residential Floor Area includes all attached and 
detached floor area (as defined in 18-162) on a parcel including principal and accessory structures 
used or customarily used for residential purposes, such as garages, studios, pool houses, home 
offices, and workshops.  (Exemptions: Gazebos, and carports, detached greenhouses and hoophouses 
up to a total combined size of 400 square feet.) 
 
 
Boulder County Comprehensive Plan  
The Land Use Code implements the vision outlined in the Boulder County Comprehensive Plan. 
There are a number of references to agriculture in the Boulder County Comprehensive Plan and they 
were detailed in the Planning Commission staff report dated May 16, 2012.   
  
 
Referrals and Public Involvement 
Planning staff has worked very closely with our colleagues in the Building Division, Parks and Open 
Space Department, Public Health Department, and Transportation.  They have participated in 
internal staff meetings as well as stakeholder outreach meetings.  This has been a successful 
approach because it helps the public and county staff understand all the various regulations and 
review triggers by other agencies.  It has also helped staff identify ways we can perhaps streamline 
the review process or improve the way provide information to the public.   
 
Draft amendments to the use classifications presented in this staff report were emailed to the 
Agricultural stakeholders email list as well as the Land Use Code listserv on July 31, 2012.  The draft 
which was email to the public and to our referral partners is included as Exhibit A.  The draft 
regulations proposed in this document has been edited to reflect conversations and feedback 
received between July 31 and August 7, 2012.  Staff was also able to contact six of the eight 
identified Suburban Residential neighborhoods that would be impacted by the suggested allowances 
for keeping chickens and bees.  One Homeowners Association, Cottonwood Park West, will be 
discussing the proposed regulations at their meeting on August 14, 2012.  I expect to continue 
reaching out to these communities, particularly if the Planning Commission agrees with the direction 
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we are headed.  Staff also talked with a few interested citizens on the phone and met with two 
representatives of the Boulder County Horse Association to discuss to the draft proposals.   
 
The Parks and Open Space Department and Transportation Department submitted written 
comments on Monday, August 6, 2012.  Many of their comments and suggestions have already been 
incorporated into the draft regulations presented in this document.  Other comments and 
suggestions have been called out for Planning Commission to consider during their discussion.   
 
Public comment on the draft has been included as Exhibit C for your information.  Generally 
speaking, the people who respond support the direction the regulatory amendments seem to be 
taking.   
 
Public comments provided for previous meetings have not been included in this packet.  Previous 
staff reports and backup materials have been post on the County’s website: 
http://www.bouldercounty.org/property/build/pages/lucodeupdateag.aspx   
 
 
Conclusion  
This is a study session; staff is not requesting formal action on any of these proposals.  Your 
opinions, concerns, reactions, questions, and suggestions are encouraged.  We look forward to 
bringing back revisions to these use classifications based on your discussion.  Staff will also be 
bringing additional amendments (Part 2) at a future Planning Commission meeting.   
 
 
Attachments 

Exhibit A  July 31, 2012 Draft   
Exhibit B   Parks and Transportation Staff Referrals 
Exhibit C  Public Comment  
Exhibit D “Farm dinners spotlight growers’ connection to what’s on our plates,” Denver 

Post.  August 8, 2012. 
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DRAFT Ag Code amendments, Part 1 – July 31, 2012 1  

DC-11-0003 Agricultural Uses  
Draft Land Use Code amendments, Part 1  
For August 15, 2012, Planning Commission 
July 31, 2012 
 
 
This document contains draft language of possible amendments to the Land Use Code.  This is part of 
the project to amend the Land Use Code to update how the County addresses Agricultural uses and uses 
which impact or occurs in conjunction with Agricultural uses.  Below is the first pass at a portion of the 
uses being reviewed (Part 1).  As we continue to refine the language on these uses and develop 
language for the other uses (Part 2), we may need to adjust or alter what is being reviewed in this 
document.   
 
In each section there might be some specific discussion items for people to think about and comment.  
County staff is interested in your feedback regarding the language, allowances, triggers for review, etc.  
How would these regulations impact your business? How would they impact your neighborhood?  Are 
these regulations suitably scaled?  Will they review and be able to mitigate potential negative impacts?  
Please remember, none of this is set in stone.  Your comments and thoughts are encouraged as we 
continue to refine this and forthcoming drafts.   

 
 
Accessory Chicken Keeping  
(This would be a new Accessory Use)  

1. Definition: Raising chicken hens primarily for the people living on the parcel.   
2. Districts permitted: By right in SR    
3. Parking Requirements: None  
4. Loading Requirements: None  
5. Additional Provisions:  

a. Building lots in the Suburban Residential zone district are permitted to have as many as 
X (6?) laying hens. Numbers of chickens in other zone districts shall be determined by 
the animal units allowed in that zone.   

b. Roosters are prohibited.  
c. Chicken coops are considered agricultural structures.  See Art. 17-300.A. to determine if 

a building permit is required.   
 
Note: Chickens are allowed in F, A, RR, ER, LI, GI, and MI and their numbers are determined by parcel size 
and the number of permitted animal units.  They are not currently allowed in SR, MF, MH, T, B, or C.  

 
 
Accessory Beekeeping  
(This would be a new Accessory Use)  

1. Definition: Raising domestic honey bees for the purpose of collecting honey.  
2. Districts permitted: By right in F, A, RR, ER, SR, LI, GI, and MI 
3. Parking Requirements: None  
4. Loading Requirements: None  
5. Additional Provisions:  

a. Beekeeping is an Open Agricultural use.  
b. Two (2) hives are allowed per building lot in the SR zone district.  
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DRAFT Ag Code amendments, Part 1 – July 31, 2012 2  

 
For discussion: Is “hive” the correct term?  Should it be “colony” instead?  

 
 
18-189D Residential Floor Area 
(This is an existing Definition.  It purposes to expand the exemption from RFA for certain types of 
structures) 
For the purposes of Site Plan Review and the presumptive size thresholds associated with the Expanded 
Transfer of Development Rights Program, Residential Floor Area includes all attached and detached floor 
area (as defined in 18-162) on a parcel including principal and accessory structures used or customarily 
used for residential purposes, such as garages, studios, pool houses, home offices, and workshops.  
(Exemptions: Gazebos, and carports, detached greenhouses and hoophouses up to a total combined size 
of 400 square feet.) 

 
 
Farm Events  
(This would be a new Accessory Use)  

1. Definition: A use accessory to a farm consisting of any group between 26 and 99 individuals 
assembled for or participating in an event where the farm is used as a venue.  This includes 
farm-to-table dinners, wedding receptions, and any other gathering where eating and socializing 
occurs in order to showcase the produce and or farm products.  

2. Districts Permitted: By right in A, RR unsubdivided on parcels where Open Agriculture is the 
principal use   

3. Parking Requirements: Vehicles must be accommodated onsite or on street as approved by the 
Transportation Department (For discussion: is offsite parking an indication of an event that is too 
big or intense for the parcel?)  

4. Loading Requirements: None  
5. Additional Provisions 

a. This use requires a building lot.   
b. No more than six (6) events per year. 
c. No event will occur before 9 am or after 10 pm or will exceed six (6) consecutive hours 

in duration.  
d. The majority of the food served at the event must be made with ingredients grown or 

raised from the farm.  
e. Building new or utilizing existing Floor Area for these events is prohibited.  Permanent 

facilities would be considered a Reception Hall and Community Meeting Facility.   
f. Requests for seven to twelve (7-12) Farm Events per year must be reviewed through the 

Limited Impact Special Review process and criteria. Thirteen (13) or more Farm Events 
would be considered a Reception Hall and Community Meeting Facility.  

 
 
Note: Farm events are different than Home Events because the principal use is a farm (Open Ag).  A 
Home Event is an accessory use to a principal residential use.  A property cannot qualify for both (can’t 
host 18 events annually) because you can only have one principal use (Open Ag or Residential).  
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DRAFT Ag Code amendments, Part 1 – July 31, 2012 3  

Group Gathering/Special Events 
(This is an existing Temporary use so I’ve used strike-through/underline format to indicate suggested 
changes.) 

1. Definition: Any group of 25 (50?) or more persons assembled on a parcel as a venue for a 
meeting, festival, social gathering, or other similar purpose for a period of time which exceeds 
10 6 hours or is over multiple days.  This duration includes set up and take down time.   

2. Districts Permitted: By special authorization of the Building Official Zoning Administrator in all 
districts  

3. Parking Requirements: To be determined by the Building Official Zoning Administrator 
4. Loading Requirements: To be determined by the Building Official Zoning Administrator 
5. Additional Provisions for all Group Gatherings/Special Events:   

a. Group gathering that meet the Definition and Additional Provisions of Home Events or 
Farm Events, or special events occurring within, or upon the grounds of a private 
residence where the property owner receives no compensation for hosting the event 
and guests/attendees are not charged an admission fee, are allowed by right without 
Special Authorization of the Zoning Administrator.  

b. This use must occur on a parcel large enough to accommodate the use, parking, and 
sanitary facilities in a manner that does not negatively impact the neighboring parcels 
and roads and the principal use of the parcel itself.   

c. A parcel may not accommodate more than two (2) Group Gatherings per year or more 
than six (6) days total per year. If it does, this would be a Reception Hall and Community 
Meeting Facility use.  

d. Any tent (other than personal camping tents), trailer, recreational vehicle, or structure 
subject to the requirements of these regulations and intended or used for human 
occupancy shall comply with the International Building Codes, as amended by the 
County, as well as with any County Health Department requirements, and shall not be 
used or occupied until approved by the Chief Building Official. 

e. Permanent alterations to the subject site are prohibited. 
f. Any activities, ground disturbance, must not have adverse impacts on environmental 

resources as mapped in the County Comprehensive Plan or otherwise identified on site. 
g. Site to be returned to its original condition prior to the establishment of the use within 

48 hours of its discontinuance. 
h. It is the applicant’s responsibility to notify adjacent property owners of the Group 

Gathering in writing at least one week prior to the event.  
i. This use shall also be granted and maintain all applicable local, state, and federal 

permits.   It is possible separate permits or approvals may be required by County or 
State agencies for any food or drink provided.  Contact the applicable agencies well in 
advance of the event to ensure adequate time for processing any applications, including 
Boulder County Public Health Department regarding requirements for food service 
handling and the County Commissioners’ Office regarding requirements for Liquor 
Permits, County Transportation Department for Special Events that utilize or impact 
County Right-of-Way, and Parks and Open Space for Events or Group Gatherings on 
County-owned property.   

 
 
For discussion: Should a building lot be required for a temporary group gathering?  
 
Add Article 3 Process 

Page 15 of 42

Exhibit A



DRAFT Ag Code amendments, Part 1 – July 31, 2012 4  

Special Authorization of the Zoning Administrator  
Application submittal requirements 
Application Form , Project Description and Fee 
Site Plan 
Vicinity map 
Traffic Management Plan (Large Events) 
 
Need to establish/amend forms to help people with the Special Authorization Requirements including 
what information they should provide when applying, how far in advance they should apply, perhaps 
suggest/require they notify their neighbors?  
Continue to work with Anita – perhaps streamline the Transportation special events with Group 
Gathering reviews if the proposed event triggers both reviews?   

 
 
Open Agricultural Uses 
(This is an existing Agricultural use so I’ve used strike-through/underline format to indicate suggested 
changes.)   

1. Definition: Agricultural uses which occur outside which do not have structures, other than 
accessory structures, associated with their operation, including but not limited to the grazing, 
keeping and use of livestock, the production, harvesting, and selling of agricultural or 
horticultural products, and accessory storage.   

2. Districts Permitted: By right in F, A, RR, ER, LI, GI, and MI 
3. Parking Requirements: One space per 1,000 square feet of floor area.  Sufficient to 

accommodate the anticipated demand.  
4. Loading Requirements: One space per 1,000 square feet of floor area.  Sufficient to 

accommodate the anticipated demand. 
5. Additional Provisions: 

a. This use is not required to be located on a building lot, or comply with the minimum lot size 
requirement for the district in which it is located unless it has an associated dwelling.  

b. Accessory Sales associated with Intensive Open Agricultural Uses shall conform to the 
requirements of section 4-516.A. 

c. One single family dwelling, occupied by the owner or manager of the farm, will may be 
considered customary and incidental as a part of this use. Single family dwellings must be 
located on building lots. 

d. Boarding of horses is permitted. Improved riding facilities may be provided in connection 
with boarding and made available to fewer than 15 different individual people per month, in 
addition to the owner or manager of the property.  

i. Limited impact special review is required for any equestrian center with amplified 
sound and/or lighted outdoor riding, driving, or showing of horses. Special review is 
required for competitive events open to participants outside of those who board or 
train at the facility.  

e. Any accessory structures must be predominately accessory to the use of the property on 
which the structure is located except for storage of associated agricultural equipment and 
agricultural and horticultural products grown on-site.  

i. On-site means agricultural and horticultural products that are grown on parcels 
under the same ownership, lease or contract as the parcel on which the accessory 
structure is located.   

Page 16 of 42

Exhibit A



DRAFT Ag Code amendments, Part 1 – July 31, 2012 5  

ii. Use of accessory structures to extend the growing season such as a hoophouse or 
high tunnel is permitted.   

f. A demonstration farm (as defined in section 4-516) may be allowed as an accessory use by 
limited impact special review in A, and in RR on unsubdivided land. 

g. Structures that support the residential use on the property shall be considered Residential 
Floor Area.  This may include the principal dwelling, residential garages, accessory structures 
associated with a non-farm home occupation, or other accessory structure that store 
equipment such as lawn mowers, gardening tools, cars, patio furniture, recreational 
equipment, bicycles, recreational vehicles and all other items utilized for the enjoyment of 
the residents or the maintenance of the property.   

h. Structures that support the agricultural use shall not be considered Residential Floor Area. 
Agricultural structures should be sized appropriately for the intended agricultural use.   
Agricultural structures may include accessory agricultural dwellings, barns that store animals 
or agricultural implements, detached greenhouses, hoophouses, indoor riding arenas, farm 
stands, or other accessory structures depending on their demonstrated use.   

 

 
Intensive Agriculture  
(This is an existing Agricultural use so I’ve used strike-through/underline format to indicate suggested 
changes.)   

1. Definition: Agricultural uses where the principal nonresidential use of the property is contained 
within agricultural use predominately occurs inside one or more structures, including but not 
limited to agricultural storage facilities, accessory greenhouses, indoor riding arenas?, and 
storage for accessory sales of agricultural or horticultural products. 

2. Districts Permitted: By right in A, LI, and GI; by special review in F and RR 
3. Parking Requirements: One space per 1,000 square feet of floor area.  Sufficient to 

accommodate the anticipated demand. 
4. Loading Requirements: One space per 1,000 square feet of floor area.  Sufficient to 

accommodate the anticipated demand. 
5. Additional Provisions:  

a. Accessory Sales associated with Intensive Agricultural Uses shall conform to the 
requirements of section 4-516.A.  

b. One single-family dwelling, occupied by the owner, operator, or manager of the farm, 
would may be considered customary and incidental as a part of this use. 

 

 
Commercial Nursery 
 
Move from Agricultural Uses (4-502) to Agri-Business Uses (4-501) – no other changes  
 

 
Grading of more than 500 Cubic Yards 
(This is an existing Accessory use so I’ve used strike-through/underline format to indicate suggested 
changes.)   

1. Definition: Movement of more than 500 cubic yards of material, with the following exceptions:   
a. normal grading activity associated with agriculture, allowed mining activity, or 

foundation construction.  
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b. normal grading activity associated with trail or road construction by a governmental 
entity on publicly acquired open space land in accordance with an open space 
management plan approved by the Board of County Commissioners.  

2. Districts Permitted: By limited impact special review in all districts  
3. Parking Requirements: None  
4. Loading Requirements: None  
5. Additional Provisions: 

a. While it may be exempt from these provisions, grading that impacts a floodplain is not 
exempt from applying for and receiving a Floodplain Development Permit.  

b. Normal agricultural grading includes but it not limited to: tilling fields, creating ponds to 
hold irrigation water, creating stock ponds, creating or altering irrigation ditch laterals, 
field leveling, field access roads for agricultural purposes, and other activities associated 
with farming and agricultural operations.  Agricultural grading does not include 
terraforming for aesthetic purposes, landscaping ponds, or other non-essential grading. 
Any grading associated with water storage or conveyance must be in compliance with 
Colorado water law.   

c. Irrigation ponds, stock ponds to be constructed at a depth of more than 18” must obtain 
a grading permit prior to construction.  These agricultural ponds shall be exempt from 
the Site Plan Review process. 

d. Irrigation ponds, stock ponds and similar existing or to be constructed which are greater 
than 18” in depth and are on parcels open to the public through farm events, farm 
stands, group gatherings, etc. must obtain a grading permit to review public safety and 
may need to be modified to achieve best practices in design (fencing, cut slopes, means 
of egress, life-saving stations, review of any lining for safety concerns).  These 
agricultural ponds shall be exempt from the Site Plan Review process. 

 
Note: Add pond safety requirements to the Building Code?  

 
 
Additional Land Use Code Revisions to Follow (Part 2):  

 Demonstration Farm 

 Farm Camp  

 Accessory Agricultural Sales  

 Farm Stand  

 Temporary Farm Stand 

 Accessory Dwelling – Agricultural Worker Unit  

 Definition of Hoophouse  

 Other?  
 
Building Code considerations 

 Hoophouses 

 Temporary Accessory Dwelling – Agricultural Worker Unit  

 Farm Stands (Open air/walk-up and enclosed mini-stores) 

 Pond safety requirements?   
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Standardized “Pre-Approved” Structures  

 Farm stands – have a standard design that farmers could (but wouldn’t be required to) construct 
that meets farmer needs (shade, space/electricity for refrigeration, display area, inexpensive to 
construct), Parks and Open Space needs, Building requirements (wind/snow load), and Planning 
(size, location, etc.) 

 Temporary Accessory Dwellings?  
 
Internal Process Coordination  

 Land Use, Planning 

 Land Use, Building  

 Transportation  

 Transportation, Floodplain  

 Public Health, Environmental  

 Public Health, Food Safety  

 Parks and Open Space, Lease Land/Tenant Farmers  

 Parks and Open Space, Conservation Easements  
 
 
 

 
For more information, contact Abby Shannon: ashannon@bouldercounty.org or 720-564-2623 
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Exhibit B 

Shannon, Abigail 

From: 	 Whisman, Janis 
Sent: 	 Monday, August 06, 2012 3:37 PM 
To: 	 Shannon, Abigail 
Subject: 	 POS referral response to Ag Uses update language 

Dear Abby, 

Thank you for giving the Parks and Open Space Department (POS) the opportunity to comment on the 
draft code updates you’ll be discussing with the Planning Commission later this month. POS would like 

to make these comments as a landowner of agricultural lands and as holder of conservation easements 
on private agricultural lands: 

Farm Events 

� POS does not feel that wedding receptions constitute farm events, even if farm produce or farm 

products are served at the reception, and that wedding receptions should be accommodated in a 
different category in the Code, e.g., Group Gathering/Special Events. 

Group Gathering/Special Events 

� 	P05 believes this use should be located on a building lot or an outlot platted for this purpose. If you 
allow these activities on land that is not a building lot, please exclude NUPUD outlots or other 

properties covered by conservation easement where the easement terms only allow agricultural use 
of a property (i.e., where residential uses are not allowed). 

� P05 agrees that POS should be consulted (as you have proposed under Paragraph 5.i) when events 
are proposed to occur on County-owned property. P05 should also be consulted when events are 

proposed to occur on private properties covered by County-held conservation easements. 

Open Agriculture 

� To avoid confusion, the definition in Paragraph 1 should retain reference to agricultural accessory 

structures so it’s clear they are allowed, since Paragraph 5.e describes accessory structures. 

� Paragraph 5.g should be modified so that the predominant use of an accessory structure determines 

whether the structure is a residential or agricultural structure, so that one lawnmower does not turn 

a barn into a residential building and one pitchfork does not make a building an agricultural 
structure. 

Intensive Agriculture 

� In Paragraph 5.b the terms "operator" or "manager" are not necessarily broad enough to include an 

agricultural worker, so the list of "owner, operator or manager" should be expanded to allow an 

agricultural worker to inhabit a single-family dwelling. 

Grading 

� The last sentence of Paragraph 5.b should become its own subparagraph, so that all grading 

associated with water storage or conveyance must comply with Colorado water law. As written, this 
only requires compliance for ponds less than 18" deep. 

Definitions 

� P05 suggests that "greenhouses" as well as "hoophouses" be defined so each term can be clearly 
understood and so they are distinct from one another. 
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POS also has a few editing comments that I will send your way separately. Thank you, and please feel 

free to contact me with any questions. 

Sincerely, 

Janis 
Janis Whisman I Real Estate Division Manager 
Boulder County Parks and Open Space 
5201 St. Wain Road, Building 1 
Longmont, CO 80503 

(303) 678-6263 office I (303) 678-6179 fax 
jwhismanbouldercounty.orp 

Exhibit B 
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Transportation Department 	 Exhibit B 

2525 13th Street, Suite 203 	Boulder, Colorado 80304 � Tel: 303.441.3900 � Fax: 303.441.4594 
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 471 � Boulder, Colorado 80306 � www.bouldercounty.org  

Boulder 

L\
� unty 

August 7, 2012 

TO: 	Abby Shannon, Staff Planner, Land Use Department 

FROM: 	Anita Riley, Transportation Planner 

SUBJECT: 	DC-1 1-0003: Land Use Code Text Amendments - Agricultural Uses 

The Transportation Department has reviewed the recommendations for the above referenced docket 
and has the following comments. 

Farm Events 

Parking - The Transportation Department finds the concept of parking in a public right-of-way 
acceptable where it can be done in a safe and lawful manner. Staff notes that the department will use 
its No Parking Zone Guidelines and relevant provisions of the Multimodal Transportation Standards 
to evaluate each request. 

Traffic Volume - The number of people allowed on site at one time for this accessory use has the 
potential to impact traffic on the adjacent roads. However, staff believes that the traffic volume will 
not unduly impact the transportation system given the temporary nature and limited occurrences of 
this use and the general capacity of Boulder County roads. 

Recommended language revision - Staff recommends that the language in Section 5.g. that states, 
"County Transportation Department for Special Events that utilize or impact County Right-of-Way," 
should be deleted as it is not relevant for this use. 

Group Gathering/Special Events 

There appears to a contradiction in criteria between Section 5.b. that states the use may not negatively 
impact roads, among other things, while Section 5.i. describes the need for a Special Event Permit for 
county Roads if there is an identified impact. This contradiction can be eliminated if the discussion 
of roads is deleted from Section 5.b, which staff recommends. 

Open Agricultural Uses 

Staff notes that sales have been added as acceptable activities for this accessory use. Since there is a 
permanent, though seasonal, nature to this type of activity, staff recommends that a Transportation 
Systems Impact Analysis be required when traffic volume exceeds 150 trips per day. 

This concludes our comments at this time. 

Cindy Domenico County Commissioner 	Deb Gardner County Commissioner 	 Will Toor County Commissioner 
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Shannon, Abigail 

From: 	 Don Shepherd <donald.shepherd@mesanetworks.net > 

Sent: 	 Tuesday, July 31, 2012 3:01 PM 
To: 	 Shannon, Abigail 

Subject: 	 Bees 

I am pretty sure the correct term is "Bee Hive" not a colony. This is based on my experience 
back in Virginia where I raised bees. 

Don Shepherd 
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Shannon, Abigail 

From: 	 Keith Bateman <batemanfarms@gmail.com > 

Sent: 	 Tuesday, July 31, 2012 3:06 PM 

To: 	 Shannon, Abigail 

Subject: 	 Shop hay barns and livestock buildings 

Hi Abby.. 

Lm concerned that shop, hay barns and livestock shelters are not mentoned in your new land use 
code,, Your larger producers in the county need these structures in their operations... Please 
review these also.. 
Keith Bateman 
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Shannon, Abigail 

From: 	 Debra <debraodom@aol.com > 
Sent: 	 Tuesday, July 31, 2012 5:58 PM 
To: 	 Shannon, Abigail 
Subject: 	 Re: Boulder County: Possible Code changes in SR 

I will address the rest of your letter in another email, but... 

Currently our covenants do not allow livestock. 
You will note, most of us have small lots. 

I believe we are the only Palo Park HOA. Filing No 3. 52 homes on Corriente west of 30th, Piedra Court 

and Place, and Culebra Court only. 

Debra Odom 

Sent from my Droid Charge on Verizon 4G LTE 

Original Message------ 

From: Shannon, Abigail <ashannon@bouldercounty.org > 
To: "paloparkhoa@gmail.com " <paloparkhoa@gmail.com > 

Date: Tuesday, July 31, 2012 10:59:35 PM GMT+0000 

Subject: Boulder County: Possible Code changes in SR 

Dear Palo Park HOA, 

The Boulder County Land Use Department has been asked by the Board of County Commissioners to 

review our regulations that impact agriculture. Currently, agricultural uses in the Suburban Residential 

(SR) zone district are limited to horse keeping but only if you have at least 0.5 acres of land per horse. I 

have heard from just one person in the unincorporated county who lives in SR and is interested in 

keeping bees. I’ve heard from a handful of other who are interested in keeping chickens. 

As you know, Palo Park is in an interesting situation because part of the development is in Boulder 

County and part of it is in the City of Boulder. The City of Boulder allows keeping chickens and honey 
bees in residential areas but Boulder County does not (we do in other zone districts, just not SR). Staff is 

considering suggesting to the Board of County Commissioners that they change this rule. But I’d like to 

talk with the Suburban Residential neighborhoods before we take a strong stance on this issue. Keep in 

mind that your covenants may prevent keeping chickens or bees and that Boulder County does not 

enforce private covenants between landowners. But if your community is adamantly opposed to these 

animals, you might take the position that Boulder County should not change the regulations. Either 

way, I’d love to talk with your community in greater detail. 

Would your HOA be interested in talking about this with me? Do you represent all of Palo Park or just a 

portion of it? Do you have an upcoming meeting I could attend? Would you like me to include this 

email on my notification list about the Land Use Code revisions? I look forward to hearing from your 

community. I can be reached at 720-564-2623 or 

ashannonbouIdercounty.org <mailto:ashannonbouldercounty.org>. 

Thank you, 

Abby 
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Shannon, Abiqail 

From: 	 Sandy Brown <sandybrown57@earthlink.net > 

Sent: 	 Tuesday, July 31, 2012 6:34 PM 

To: 	 Shannon, Abigail 

Subject: 	 Re: DRAFT Ag Code Amendments 

Abby, 

Unfortunately, we go out of town for 10 days starting tomorrow and will be back on the 7th (evening) 

when this is due, and I will not have access to the internet. So I gave this a cursory (10 minute) review. I 

am not sure I understand all of it, but in my limited review, it appears very positive. If I read it right, I 

was happy to see that hoop houses are not to be subject to building permits, and I thought the 
accommodation for agritourism events seemed particularly well thought out. Frankly, if I am 

understanding this correctly, I am relieved, as some of the dialogue in the meetings seemed to suggest 

that there would be more severely restrictive regulations that could have negatively impacted many 

farmers. And given that I now have the only category 3 hurricane proof barn that will withstand a 30 

foot snowload in the Rocky Mountain region (due to County building department requirements), I am 
glad to see things heading in a more sensible direction. Please note, I have a beautiful barn almost built, 

and this is not sour grapes, but those 2 statements are actually true, and I think that level of 

overbuilding (over- 
regulation) cannot be good for anyone, hence I wasn’t sure how this process would turn out. But now, if 

I read this right, I am very pleased, and I think most of the farmers will be also. 

I wish I had more time to review this in detail. I will print it up and read it in detail, but will not have 

time to respond before your deadline. Congratulations, you have been managing a particularly difficult 

task with many diverse stakeholders with aplomb, and I believe based on this cursory reading, that this 

seems to bode well for farmers in Boulder County in great part due to your work. 

Sincerely, 

Sandy Brown, Whimsy Farm 

On Jul 31, 2012, at 11:11 AM, Shannon, Abigail wrote: 

> <Draft Ag amendments Part 1.pdf> 
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Shannon, Abigail 

From: 	 MLSampIePC <mlsamplepc@aol.com > 
Sent: 	 Tuesday, July 31, 2012 5:44 PM 
To: 	 Shannon, Abigail 
Subject: 	 Chicks 

Hi Abby 

I grew up in an agricultural area 

Why do we think it necessary to have new rules regarding keeping chickens? 

Not even the city of Boulder has promulgated any such rules. 

Thanks 

Mike 

Sent with best regards 
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Shannon, Abigail 

From: 	 Shannon, Abigail 
Sent: 	 Wednesday, August 01, 2012 1:53 PM 
To: 	 ’MLSamplePC@aol.com ’ 
Subject: 	 RE: Chicks 

Thanks for directing me to that website. I think it will be helpful. 

I wouldn’t consider a rooster prohibition as gender discrimination - roosters can be more aggressive and 

louder than hens which are two reasons to prohibit them in residential neighborhoods with small 

lots. Homeowners in the Agricultural, Rural Residential, Estate Residential, and Forestry zone districts 

can have roosters and these proposed changes wouldn’t impact that right. 99% of the unincorporated 

county falls into one of these four zone districts. (That’s the actual number, not figurative. 420,857 

acres out of 423,976 acres total as of May 2012). 

Did you mean to say you’ve had few problems raising chickens? 

From: MLSamplePC'aol .com {mailto: MLSampIePC'aol.com ] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 01, 2012 10:53 AM 
To: Shannon, Abigail 
Subject: Re: Chicks 

Thanks for your response Abby 

I have had chicks and raised them to full-grown hens in the city of Boulder and have had problems 
(except for foxes, skunks and raccoons). 

I think there is a website something like "backyardchickens.corn" that supports chickens. 

I don’t know why a rooster who be prohibited. The sound can either be appreciated or eliminated. In 
Boulder, I would think that gender discrimination would be prohibited, huh? 

Mike 

In a message dated 8/1/2012 8:16:42 A.M. Mountain Daylight Time, ashannonbouldercounty.orq 
writes: 

Hi Mike, 
Thanks for your email. Glad to hear you support keeping chickens! We are suggesting 
allowing them in the one residential zone district that currently prohibits chickens - 
Suburban Residential. The City of Boulder allows chickens, but certain neighborhoods 
(Heatherwood, Twin Lakes, Gunbarrel Green, to name a few) in the unincorporated 
county do not. In other zone districts in the county, the number of chickens allowed is 
determined by the acreage of the property. The proposal included in the draft does not 
affect those other zone districts. Feel free to send me an email or call if you have 
additional questions or concerns. 
Abby 
720-564-2623 
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Shannon, Abigail 

From: 	 MLSamplePC@aol.com  
Sent: 	 Wednesday, August 01, 2012 5:47 PM 
To: 	 Shannon, Abigail 
Subject: 	 Re: Chicks 

In a message dated 8/1/2012 1:53:10 P.M. Mountain Daylight Time, ashannonbouldercounty.org  
writes: 

Did you mean to say you’ve had few problems raising chickens? 

Yes, you are correct. I left out the word "few". The critters are the main problems. 

I wouldn’t consider a rooster prohibition as gender discrimination - roosters can be more aggressive and 
louder than hens which are two reasons to prohibit them in residential neighborhoods with small lots. 

I undertand your comparison. However, it seems to me that the comparison may 
actually prove my point!!! Would it not seem that the human male might not also 
fit the description. If so, we should consider separate quarters? 
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Shannon, Abigail 

From: 	 Jim Williams <jimewi1199@hotmail.com > 

Sent: 	 Friday, August 03, 2012 10:59 AM 

To: 	 Shannon, Abigail 

Subject: 	 Re: DRAFT Ag Code Amendments 

Hi Abby, 

The draft regulations look great. 

Regarding beekeeping, I think the allowance should be for two "colonies". The term "hive" 
might create confusion as a colony would include the queen and her workers and might be a two 
story or three story hive. So, the hive is the actual small box that is added or removed as the 
colony grows and shrinks. Most beekeepers use two hive boxes and add supers (another size hive 
box) to the top of the two story hive as necessary for storage of honey to manage one colony. 

The term colony allows for the necessary boxes (hive box) to manage the colony. Two colonies 
allow a beekeeper to have the necessary flexibility to keep the bees healthy in case a queen dies 
or disease visits the bee colony. With colony collapse disorder always a threat, one colony 
without a second to use for parts will never be successful. 

Thanks for your work on the new regulations! 

Jim 

Sent from my iPhone 
Jim Williams 
303-249-3086 
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Shannon, Abigail 

From: 	 Webmaster 

Sent: 	 Friday, August 03, 2012 10:13 AM 
To: 	 #LandUsePlanner 

Subject: 	 Ask a Planner - Web Inquiry 

Name: 	Anne Miller 

Email � Address: rockymtn6@comcast.net  
Docket � Number: SPRW-12-0034: BERG Barn 

Remote User: 
HTTP User Agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Macintosh; Intel Mac OS X 10_6_8) AppleWebKit/534.55.3 (KHTML, like 

Gecko) Version/5.1.5 Safari/534.55.3 

Comments � to� Planner: 

We have some concerns in regards to the Berg Barn and livestock to be built at 610 Longs Peak Drive, 
Boulder. We live next door to the property and the barn itself and "livestock" would be located at the 

front door entrance of our home. We do understand that it is 30 or so feet from the property line, 

however that is still close considering there will be "livestock"... noise, smell, and structure at the 
entrance of our home. This will effect the sell of a very expensive home, needless to say the beauty of 

our front entrance patio. The structure is supposed to be single story, however, it will be approximately 
two stories closer to our property, because of the solar panels. We can see that again from our front 

entrance. We were told when we moved in to our home that we could not have chickens! This is 
another concern, very messy, loud and smelly. Our concern in regards to a horse is that the size of an 

area is not enough room for a horse. We have had horses on our property and there is not enough room 

to house, exercise, or ride even one horse. They are also very messy and smelly. Where would their 

manure collection be? Behind the barn? Even closer to our home. And those piles can get very large. 

Another concern is that if the "Barn" is not used for "livestock" it will be used for junk collection and 

storage as did the old structure that had been in that same area previously. 
We appreciate your review and cooperation with us in this mater. We were on vacation when received 

this letter and the building is being processed quickly. 
We look forward to hearing from you in regards to this mater. 

Thank you and have a great day, 

Anne and David Miller 

179 Cordova Ct., Boulder 

:tkç 	 (eadr’ 

coo 3. Iee 
V*)k1gff oicev 	J14  OLO 
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Shannon, Abigail 

From: 	 CardamomSeed@aol.com  

Sent: 	 Thursday, August 02, 2012 9:24 PM 

To: 	 Shannon, Abigail 

Subject: 	 Re: DRAFT Ag Code Amendments 

Hello Abby, 

Do you think the chemical trespass case that was recently decided in Hotchkiss, CO will affect any 
existing Boulder County land use ordinances or will lead to the creation of any new ones? I didn’t see any 
mention in the sections to be updated of chemical trespass. 

Thanks for any information you may have. 

Cosima 

Cosima Krueger-Cunningham, Chair 
Sustainable Agriculture Committee 
Sierra Club Indian Peaks Group 
cardamomseed(aol.com  

In a message dated 7/31/2012 12:07:06 P.M. Mountain Daylight Time, ashannonbouldercounty.orq 
writes: 

Hi everyone, 

I have attached Part 1 of draft Land Use Code regulations for agricultural uses in the 
unincorporated county. You’ll notice that I’ve decided to utilize a format that is easily editable 
rather than chiseling these words into granite. In other words, this is a first draft. Page 6 of this 
document lists other items to follow in Part 2 and the areas staff has identified where additional 
work or coordination is required. Your input, along with direction from the Planning Commission 
and Board of County Commissioners, will affect the evolution of the proposed Land Use Code 

amendments. 

Your reactions, comments, impressions, suggested changes, and criticisms are welcome either 
via email (ashannon@bouldercounty.org ), USPS (P0 Box 471, Boulder, 80306), over the phone 

(720-564-2623), or in person. If you send me a written response by 9:00 am on Tuesday, August 
7, 2012, I will include your comments in the Planning Commission packet for their 
consideration. Comments received after 9 am on 8/7/12 will be hand-delivered to the Planning 

Commission the day of the hearing and included in a subsequent packet. 

Remember - Planning Commission will discuss this draft at a study session on August 15 
beginning at 2:30. Public testimony will be taken but no final decisions will be made. Please let 

me know if you have any questions. 

Abby 
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Shannon, Abigail 

From: Shannon, Abigail 
Sent: Monday, August 06, 2012 11:50 AM 
To: ed_hall@earthlink.net ; #LandUsePlanner 
Subject: RE: Ask a Planner - Web Inquiry 

Ed, 
Thanks for your email. Personal house parties of the non-profit nature are exempt from the Group 
Gathering/Special Events provisions. Perhaps we need to rewrite or edit Additional Provision 5.a. so 
that it is easier to understand. As proposed, it reads, "Group gatherings that meet the Definition and 
Additional Provisions of Home Events or Farm Events, or special events occurring within, or upon the 
grounds of a private residence where the property owner receives no compensation for hosting the 
event and guests/attendees are not charged an admission fee, are allowed by right without Special 
Authorization of the Zoning Administrator." 

Farm Events and Home Events are commercial in nature (the property owner receives compensation) 
but they have their own regulations located elsewhere in the Code. What you speak of are "special 
events occurring within or upon the grounds of a private residence where the property owner receives 
no compensation or hosting the event and guests/attendees are not charged an admission fee." These 
are allowed by right meaning no permit, no review process, no need to contact anyone to ask 
permission (although I think it’s nice to alert or perhaps invite your neighbors to the party...). 

Thank you again for your email. I think we can make some improvements to make this exemption more 
clear. If you have any additional comments on the proposed amendments to the Agricultural 
regulations for unincorporated Boulder County, please feel free to call or email me. 720-564-2623 or 

ashannon@bouldercounty.org . 

Abby Shannon 

Original Message----- 
From: Webmaster 
Sent: Monday, August 06, 2012 10:35 AM 
To: #LandUsePlanner 
Subject: Ask a Planner - Web Inquiry 

* ******** ********** * ***** ************ ** *********** ** ******* **** * ************* ** 

Name: 	Ed Hall 
Email � Address: ed hall@earthlink.net  
Docket � Number: 
Remote User: 
HTTP User Agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 6.1; W0W64; rv:14.0) Gecko/20100101 Firefox/14.0.1 

Comments � to� Planner: 

Please forward to the committee working on the "Draft Ag Amendments": The section entitled "Group 
Gatherings/Special Events" probably has too wide a scope and would include personal house parties of a 
non-profit, celebratory nature. It also violates the 1st amendment of the US constitution that 
guarantees the right of peaceful assembly. 
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Shannon, Abigail 

From: 	 CardamomSeed@aol.com  
Sent: 	 Monday, August 06, 2012 2:56 PM 
To: 	 Shannon, Abigail 
Subject: 	 Re: DRAFT Ag Code Amendments 

Abby, 

Thanks for you reply. Why is chemical trespass not currently considered to be a land use issue? Can 
you please differentiate "land use" from ’land management" in this particular context? The distinction 
seems to me to have little basis in reality. 

Thanks, 

Cosima 

Cosima Krueger-Cunningham 
cardamomseedtaol.com  

In a message dated 8/6/2012 8:40:55 A.M. Mountain Daylight Time, ashannonbouIdercounty.org  
writes: 

But I will include your email in the back-up materials for the Planning Commission to consider at 

their August 15 meeting. 

Thank you, 

Abby 

From: Shannon, Abigail 
Sent: Monday, August 06, 2012 8:40 AM 
To: ’CardamomSeed@aol.com ’ 
Subject: RE: DRAFT Ag Code Amendments 

Hi Cosima, 

The focus of this project is on the structures and activities that occur on agricultural lands - not 

the management practices of the farmers. The stated goals are: 

.Modernize and modify use classifications including adding or deleting use 
classifications where necessary. 

Consider agriculturally-based activities that supplement and support farming. 

. 	Consider expanding options for local food production at a residential scale while 
maintaining neighborhood character. 
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Shannon, Abigail 

From: 	 Cure Organic Farm <cureorganicfarm@yahoo.com > 
Sent: 	 Monday, August 06, 2012 2:49 PM 
To: 	 Shannon, Abigail 
Subject: 	 Re: DRAFT Ag Code Amendments 

Hi Abby, 
Thanks for sending this on. While I will not be able to attend on Wed. 8/15, I will send on 
notes. From the first glance it looks like you have been able to incorporate a lot from the 
meetings with producers this past spring. 

Thanks, 
Anne 

Cure Organic Farm 
P.O. Box 19913 
Boulder, CO 80308 
303.666.6397 
www.cureorganiefarm.com  
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Shannon, Abigail 

From: 	 Suzanne Webel <suzannewebel@gmail.com > 

Sent: 	 Tuesday, August 07, 2012 9:29 AM 
To: 	 Shannon, Abigail; Creighton Stewart 
Subject: 	 BCHA input Land Use Code Ag 

Hi Abby 

Thank you so much for meeting with us yesterday to talk about equestrian!horsekeeping 
elements of the Ag section of the Land Use Code. 

We did discuss the Draft at last night’s BCHA Board meeting and have the following additional 
input: 

1) A followup item to our conversation is that you were going to check on what the fee would 
be for "Group Gatherings/Special Events!!.  We respectfully request that any Land Use fee be 
extremely nominal for all, because the fee alone could be a dealbreaker for most people (and 
might cause many to just skip the regs entirely). We also request that the fee be waived for not-
for-profit events. 

2) We also recommend that if you do place "indoor riding arenas" under Intensive Agriculture, 
they be subject to Limited Impact Special Review in F and RR (rather than Special 
Review. This change should also apply to the agricultural storage facilities, greenhouses, etc --
since some review process is appropriate but they are all clearly "agricultural uses" and should 
not have discouraging reviews associated with them. 

3) We recommend the addition of "the farm," under Farm Events #1, Definition) so it would 
read "...in order to showcase the farm, produce and/or farm products." This change would enable 
farmers, including BCPOS, to offer tours of agricultural properties without having to jump 
through too many hoops (double meaning intended). 

To summarize the points we believe we all agreed to at yesterday’s meeting: 

Group Gathering/Special Event 

1) We support a threshold of 50 or more persons, and the period of time to be 10 hours not  
including setup and takedown time. 

2) We support deleting "trailer, recreational vehicle" in 5c. 

3) We urge you to not require a building lot for a temporary group gathering. 

Open Agricultural Uses 

1) We support adding "agricultural products" to h, so that the text would read "Agricultural 
structures may include accessory agricultural dwellings, barns that store animals, agricultural 
implements, and agricultural products [or produce]..." 
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Grading of more than 500 cubic yards 

1) We support adding "altering wetlands" so that it would read "Agricultural grading does not 
include... landscaping ponds, altering wetlands, or other non-essential grading" 

Overall we believe you have put together an excellent set of recommendations for updates to the 
Land Use Code. We support the rest of your Draft and we hope you will support our requests for 
improvement to Staff, the Planning Commission and the Board of County Commisisoners. 

If you have any questions or want to discuss the equestrian topics further, please feel free to 
contact either of us. 

Thanks. 

Suzanne Webel 
for BCHA 
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Shannon, Abigail 

From: 	 greenelally@juno.com  
Sent: 	 Tuesday, August 07, 2012 3:51 PM 

To: 	 Shannon, Abigail 

Subject: 	 Re: Proposed amendments to the Boulder County Land Use Code: Ag 

Hi Abby and thanks for sending the info on the proposed amendment for chickens and bees. I forwarded 

your information on to my president and vice president. They found it very interesting and informative 

and we will definitely be discussing it at our next board meeting on the 14th. 
And thanks for the offer to attend the meeting but we think at this point we’re pretty clear on 

everything. 

If, after the meeting, any questions arise, I’ll get in touch. Meantime, if anything new comes up, I’ll 

appreciate hearing about it. 

Thanks again for the contact. Really appreciate you being out there! 

Sharon Greene 

Association Manager 
Cottonwood Park West HOA 

P.O. Box 421 

Niwot CO 80544 

303-652-2537 

www.cpwhoa.org  

Woman is 53 But Looks 25 
Mom reveals 1 simple wrinkle trick that has angered doctors... 

http://thirdpartyoffers.iuno.com/TG  L3141/5O2O3d4df2f2c3d4d33lOstOlvuc 
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Shannon, Abigail 

From: 	 Tyler, Cameron <cam@camtylerlaw.com > 
Sent: 	 Tuesday, August 07, 2012 3:25 PM 
To: 	 Shannon, Abigail 
Subject: 	 Re: DRAFT Ag Code Amendments 

Ms. Shannon: 

In reviewing your proposed amendments, I do have a couple of comments. I live on a 6-acre 
agricultural parcel on the west end of Oxford Road. 

1. For Farm Events, you ask about offsite parking. Frankly, my belief is that parking is one of 
the major beefs of people in the county who are purely "residential" and do not like 
agricultural/commercial activity near their residences. For dinners involving later hours, perhaps 
alcohol consumption even on a BYOB basis, weddings for example, there are concerns about 
more drivers on the roads in less than utterly sober/awake condition. Therefore, offsite parking 
is something that should be encouraged. If patrons of a dinner can park at a public lot in town 
and take bus or van transportation it is also greener and has less impact. Therefore, it has always 
seemed to me that the number limitations for any events should be based on vehicles rather than 
people and offsite parking should be very much encouraged. 

2. Under additional provisions you have that "the majority of the food served at the event must 
be made with ingredients grown or raised from the farm." This is problematic, because I think 
you want to support and promote agriculture as a whole in Boulder County. I think the provision 
should read "with ingredients grown or raised in Boulder County". For smaller farms, some 
have bees and honey products, some produce lamb and pork, some have vegetables -- it is hard 
to grow or produce everything for a meal unless you like to eat kale and eggs a lot. 

Looking forward to receiving your additional land use revisions (Part 2). 

Sincerely, 

Cam Tyler 
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Farm dinners spotlight growers’ connection to what’s on 
our plates 
By Kristen Browning-Bias The Denver Post The Denver Post 
Posted: 	z. 	 DenverPost. corn 

The last time I had dinner on a farm, we ate baked chicken and steamed broccoli topped 
with American cheese. There were eight of us, and the whole meal probably cost $20. 

My, how times have changed. 

People are now paying hundreds of dollars to dine in farm fields. Last week, Isabelle Farm 
in Lafayette hosted 50 people who paid $210 each for an elegant dinner that could easily 
have been served in a sleek air-conditioned dining room. But instead of exposed brick and 
chandeliers, cornstalks and sunbeams provided the atmosphere. 

The menu, by chef Steven Redzikowski of Oak at Fourteenth, paid homage to the 
ingredients’ growers: 

� Red Wagon Organic Farm heirloom tomato and First Fruits peach panzanella salad with 
Avalanche Cheese Co. goat cheese and mint and tarragon vinaigrette. 

� Pickled Red Wagon Farm spring garlic shrimp and grits with Isabelle Farm Anaheim and 
jalapeflo sofflito. 

� Oak-grilled Tender Belly bacon-wrapped pork loin, Munson Farms creamed corn, Hazel 
Dell mushrooms and preserved cherries. 

� Uncle Pete’s Bees honey olive oil cake, First Fruits stewed apricots, and Red Wagon 
Farm basil ice cream. 

Arriving guests sipped cucumber cocktails and nibbled lardon-wrapped heirloom tomatoes 
under a tent set up next to a barn. Farm co-owner Natalie Condon and wholesale manager 
Ben Bowditch led a tour of the fields, snapping off peppers and tomatoes and handing them 
to surprised city slickers. 

Nicole Karasow’s eyes lit up as she bit into a just-picked Anaheim pepper. ’It’s crazy how 
fresh it tastes," she said. 

Although she’s ’not that into farming" and thought twice about the price, she bought tickets to 
the dinner as a birthday present for her husband, Josh They ended up sitting next to farmer 
Natalie. "She has so much passion. It was inspiring. It almost made me think about 
gardening. But probably not," said Karasow, who does plan to buy a share in the farms 
CSA vegetable delivery so she can eat more of their peppers. 

vww.denverpost.com/food/ci_21  249737/farm-dinners-spotlight-growers-connectiori-whats-our-plates 	 1/. 
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Florist BJ Dyer is an old pro when it comes to dining outdoors. He came equipped with bug 
spray, candles, LED lights, flowers and umbrellas. ’We often get rained on in the middle of 
dinner, but putting up with all that is half the fun," Dyer said as he placed vases of purple 
deiphiniums and white eustomas along the table. His friend Tim Vacca said he didn’t mind 
the price, "if you think of it as an experience. How many opportunities do you get to eat in a 
field?" 

People have been eating outdoors, well, since there were people, but the guy behind the 
movement, Jim Denevan, has much bigger ideas. As a chef in Santa Cruz, Calif, he started 
hosting thrm dinners in 1998 as a way to connect diners with local farmers. Since then, his 
traveling road show, Outstanding in the Field, has taken its long, narrow table and folding 
chairs to thrms, beaches, orchards and mountainsides across the country. 

’Food is divorced from culture. It’s called ’agri-culture,’ and yet people are cut off from their 
sources of food," said Denevan. 

He readily concedes that $210 is a lot of money to spend on dinner. And that’s by design. 

"Even now, there’s an atmosphere that farmers are charity cases," Denevan said. ’With the 
elevated wine and food, some might say, ’Oh, these people are out of touch,’ but it’s kind of 
a provocation. After ’What the heck is this?’ then comes ’Maybe it’s something to think 
about.’ A least it gets the conversation going about whether it is valuable to have small 
farms." 

For Denevan, class and food are part of that conversation. 1 want to get to a place where 
people don’t think this is so unusual or strange, to where people just think we can go to a 
sporting event or a concert or a farm dinner." 

As a former chef whose brother is an organic farmer, Denevan (who is also an artist known 
for large-scale sand sculptures) not only wants to stimulate wide-scale cultural change, he’s 
going for that shift on a micro level, in kitchens, as well. 

’for chefs, it’s an opportunity to be inspired and find more creativity in their daily work 
getting outside of the same old routine of calling the produce company and ordering what’s 
on the list," said Denevan. 

It worked for Redzikowski and his crew, cooking at a 6-foot charcoal grill in 95-degree 
heat, surrounded by okra plants and cornstalks. 

’We knew it was going to be hot out, so we wanted to go a little Southern," said the chef of 
his pork-and-grits menu. He kept the meal from feeling heavy by surrounding the 
centerpieces with bursts of sunshine in the form of tomatoes, green beans, peaches, zucchini 
and herbs, all grown within several miles of the dinner. 
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’Bob Munson has this corn that can’t be beat, and Red Wagon has the best tomatoes right 
now," said Redzikowski. "1 love that we invite the farmers in because there the guys that 
make us look good. These farmers have worked their butts of so I say let’s try not to screw 
it up." 

Kristen Browning-Bias: 303-954-1440, kbrowning@ denverpost.com  or twitter.com/krisbb  
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