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1. INTRODUCTION
1.1 Purpose

G

lassier Open Space presents a unique opportunity within the Pitkin County Open Space and Trails program.
The community’s interest in recreation, agriculture, preservation of scenic lands and wildlife conservation
can all be served through thoughtful management of this 282-acre open space in the heart of the
mid-Roaring Fork Valley (Appendix A).
The prospect of fulfilling these multiple objectives fostered collaboration among funding partners to secure the
Glassier property, located in Eagle County, in two separate acquisitions. The Fred L. and Freda L. Glassier Ranch
was purchased in 2014, following the purchase of Red Ridge Ranch in 2013. Together, these parcels represent
a $10.9 million investment by Pitkin and Eagle counties and their partners, Great Outdoors Colorado, the Town of
Basalt and the Mid Valley Trails Committee.
The Glassier Open Space Management Plan seeks to embrace the property’s long history of agricultural use and
encourage contemporary interest in local, natural food production. This open space allows local government to
foster sustainable, environmentally sensitive agriculture and efficient irrigation, and set high standards for
conservation of both land and water.
At the same time, the plan provides limited, new recreational access to federal lands to the west and south, and
the Roaring Fork River to the north while enacting protections for wintering wildlife and habitat. The very
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An antique hay rake hints at a long history of agricultural pursuits at Glassier Open Space.

purchase of the land as open space conserves the rural vistas that users of the adjacent Rio Grande Trail have
come to enjoy as they pass by the hay fields and red cliffs of this scenic property.
This plan provides a comprehensive guide for the next generation of agricultural pursuits on a historic ranch and
establishes parameters for recreational use with the goal of peaceful co-existence between these interests. It
also envisions potential new uses of historic structures on the property.
The area’s history, the public process that helped shape this document and the specific directives for the
management of Glassier Open Space are detailed in the pages that follow.
All management plans created by Pitkin County Open Space and Trails are adaptable over time as conditions and
uses change. The Glassier Open Space Management Plan will be reviewed annually by staff, based on the results
of monitoring and public input, to determine if changes are necessary or additional resources are needed for
management. Amendments will be brought to the Pitkin County Open Space and Trails Board for consideration
and go through a public process before adoption.
Staff will also produce an annual report detailing what has occurred on the property within a 12-month period,
including capital and operating expenses, revenues and agricultural production. The initial report will be issued in
2016.
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1.2 History
In the mid-Roaring Fork
Valley, the valley floor broadens into a crescent of some of
the region’s most fertile soil.
It was here, in the late 1800s,
that a handful of gritty, hardworking homesteaders staked
their futures, toiling on the
land rather than in the mines
of Aspen.
The town of Emma thrived
as the area’s epicenter
of farming and ranching,
serving as a mercantile
center and rail stop where
the Denver and Rio Grande A potato harvest at Glassier Ranch / photo courtesy of Temple Glassier
Railroad would continue to
collect produce and livestock, bound for markets in Denver and beyond, long after Aspen’s silver ore ceased to fill
the railcars.
In fact, the productive farmlands of the midvalley earned praise in the Aspen Times Daily in 1901. The newspaper
reported, “No more flattering tribute could be paid to the farming industry of Pitkin County, and especially that
part of the Roaring Fork Valley around Emma, than the statement that its farmlands are held at a greater value
per acre than any other agricultural district in these parts.”
Chief among the valley’s exports in the first half of the 20th century was the potato – a crop farmers were
encouraged to try. On March 19, 1908, a train dubbed the “Potato Special” pulled into Aspen, carrying state
agricultural workers who promoted potato growing to a receptive audience and demonstrated the latest
machinery to plant, cultivate and dig potatoes.1 By the 1930s, the valley had an established potato culture. The
Glassier family was one of many that embraced the spud.
The family’s story began with four Glassier brothers, all immigrants from northern Italy, who were willing to clear
rock from dirt and harness the Roaring Fork and its tributaries to coax a living from the ground. Fredrick H.
Glassier, born in 1871, came to the Emma area in 1891 and chose for his ranch the land extending north and
west from distinctive red cliffs that remain a dominant feature of the landscape. 2 Slicing across the red band of
rock, remnants of the Glassier ditch are still visible, a testament to Fredrick’s tenacious, but failed attempt to
bring water from Snowmass Creek to the lower slopes of an area now known as the Crown.3
Like many families of the era, Fredrick and his wife, Adele (Clavel), had a large family to help run their
expanding farmlands. Married in 1904, they had six children, five of whom lived to adulthood. Two of them –
Fredrick L. and Peter – became the second generation to raise cattle and cultivate the fields with potatoes, alfalfa,
hay and wheat. The latter was ground into flour at a grist mill in Glenwood Springs.4 Pigs, chickens, a few dairy
cows, vegetables and fruit trees all helped keep their family larders stocked. Potatoes and cattle were shipped to
market from the Denver and Rio Grande siding at Hooks or Leon, both a short distance from the ranch.5
1
2
3
4
5

Rural People with Connections: Farm and Ranch Families in the Roaring Fork Valley, Colorado, by Anne M. Gilbert, Williams College, 1987
Pete Glassier: Son of Emma, Basalt High School Montane (date unknown)
Basalt: Colorado Midland Town, by Clarence L. Danielson and Ralph W. Danielson, People’s Press, 1965
Joyce Glassier Smink interview, Jan. 1, 2014
Randy Glassier interview, July 17, 2014
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While the elder Fredrick’s brothers
ultimately abandoned ranching, his holdings
eventually expanded to encompass some
530 acres that stretched from the lower
slopes of the Crown to the Roaring Fork
River, including a stately, brick Victorian
farmhouse that would become the center
of ranch life for Fredrick L. Glassier, his
wife, Freda, and their children and grandchildren. The home, of undetermined
origin, was among several substantial brick
houses built in greater Emma at the turn of
the 20th century.
Planting and harvesting was done by hand
and with horse-drawn implements. Draft
horses continued to help with the labor
even after Fred L. and Freda acquired their
first tractor, a Farmall, in the 1940s.6
While ranching families in the Roaring Fork
Valley were largely self-sufficient, raising
potatoes was a water- and labor-intensive
operation that, for the Glassiers and other
Emma-area ranchers, relied heavily on the
Home Supply Ditch and immigrant labor.
Fifteen acres of potatoes required two
weeks to harvest. A picker earned dollar a
day, Pete Glassier recalled.7
Hispanic farm laborers helped with
the back-breaking potato harvest. In
addition, area schools closed for a week
each October, excusing ranch children to
Fredrick H. and Adele Glassier / photo courtesy of Randy and Wendy Glassier
assist with their family’s harvest, while
town kids earned money by signing on with
an area farmer to sack potatoes that were then loaded into cellars for sorting, resacking and transport to the
nearest railroad spur.8
A variety dubbed “Red McClure” thrived in the red dirt of the Glassier Ranch, and Fred L. Glassier chose that
land at the base of the red cliffs for his half of the farm. “The red soil was the money maker,” according to his
daughter, Joyce. In the 1950s, her father was paid a premium for his red potatoes, she said. 9
Government subsidies and other factors made potato growing an iffy business, however, and the enterprise
slowly gave way to the less labor-intensive enterprise of raising hay and cattle among ranches that remained
as ranchers began to sell off their land in the latter half of the 20th century. Once-cultivated land gave way to a
different sort of growth. One former family ranch, located across the Roaring Fork River from the Glassier spread,
6
7
8
9

Joyce Glassier Smink interview, Jan. 1, 2014

Peter Glassier: Son of Emma, Basalt High School Montane (date unknown)
Rural People with Connections: Farm and Ranch Families in the Roaring Fork Valley, Colorado, by Anne M. Gilbert, Williams College, 1987
Joyce Glassier Smink interview, Jan. 1, 2014
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lends its name to the residential and commercial community of Willits, a fact likely lost on many of its residents
and shoppers.
While other Emma-area lands have seen a far less intense transformation than the old Willits place, a piece of the
Glassier property remained in the family’s hands for more than a century. It was on this 137-acre parcel that
Freda L. (Vasten) Glassier, feisty widow of Fred L. Glassier, continued to keep a handful of cattle until age 84. She
died in November 2009, at age 93, in the brick Victorian house she called home for 61 years.
The Fred L. and Freda L. Glassier property, and an adjacent 145 acres that were formerly part of the Glassier
landholdings, have been acquired by Pitkin and Eagle counties, in partnership with the Town of Basalt, Great
Outdoors Colorado and the Mid Valley Trails Committee.
Together, these properties represent an opportunity for modern-day agricultural use along with recreational
access to the Crown – the hills where the Glassiers once ran cattle – and the protection of areas important to
wintering elk and deer. This management plan carves out space for 21st century use of this historic landscape.

1.3 Process and Public Involvement
The Glassier Open Space
Management Plan was
drafted with considerable
input from a 20-member
Steering Committee representing neighborhood,
agricultural, recreational
and conservation interests.
Some 60 citizens gathered
for an initial meeting in
Basalt in February 2014
and chose the committee
members from among their
ranks.
The committee, joined by
Open Space and Trails staff,
representatives of Eagle
County and the Town of
The Glassier Steering Committee visits Glassier Open Space in March 2014.
Basalt, Colorado Parks and
Wildlife, the Bureau of Land
Management and the Roaring Fork Transportation Authority, met monthly for six months to debate and refine
their vision for use of the property. A visit to the site constituted one of the group’s initial meetings. In addition,
an agricultural subcommittee met once with Open Space and Trails staff and convened independently to shape
its ideas.
The committee was joined at its meetings by a regular contingent of interested citizens, while a list of people
who asked to be kept apprised of the Glassier management planning process grew to include 132 names.
Minutes of committee meetings (Appendix B) were posted, generally within 24 hours, to the Pitkin County Open
Space and Trails project website - www.pitkinostprojects.com – as were updates, photographs, documents
related to conservation of the property and materials generated to assist the committee in its deliberations.
The website allowed the public at large to sign up for email updates and submit their ideas regarding management of Glassier Open Space. This plan was also made available on the website during its review by the Open
Space and Trails Board, Pitkin County and Eagle County commissioners and the Basalt Town Council.
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2. EXISTING CONDITIONS
2.1 Properties and Conservation Easements
Glassier Open Space is a 282-acre property that contains significant and relatively natural habitat for plants and
wildlife, scenic open space, agriculture and opportunities for recreation. The property is adjacent to undeveloped
Bureau of Land Management acreage, contributing to contiguous, expansive portions of undisturbed habitat
for numerous species. Together with the BLM land and other private conservation easements in the area, the
property contributes to a large, natural scenic landscape characteristic of western Colorado, and is important to
the agricultural heritage and viability of the region.

Red Ridge Ranch
Red Ridge Ranch Open Space is 146 acres purchased by Eagle and Pitkin County, Town of Basalt and the Mid
Valley Trails Committee. Great Outdoors Colorado provided a $600,000 grant toward the purchase. Pitkin County
is the owner of the property and Eagle County holds a conservation easement on it. The property is located off of
Hooks Spur Road, approximately 2.2 miles from State Highway 82, and is north of the adjacent Fred L. and Freda
L. Glassier Ranch.

Glassier Ranch
The Fred L. and Freda L. Glassier Ranch is 136 acres purchased by Pitkin and Eagle County. Great Outdoors
Colorado provided a $1 million grant toward the purchase. Pitkin County is the owner of the property and Eagle
County holds a conservation easement on it. The property is located off Hooks Spur Road, 1.6 miles from SH 82
and is south of the adjacent Red Ridge Ranch Open Space.

2.2 Zoning
The property is zoned Resource by Eagle County, Colorado. According to Article 3 in the Eagle County Zone
Districts:
The purpose of the Resource (R) zone district is to maintain the open rural character of Eagle County and to
protect and enhance the appropriate use of natural resources and agricultural uses in the county, including water,
minerals, fiber and open land. This is accomplished by limiting residential development to very low-density,
single-family uses on lots of thirty-five (35) acres or larger, or by encouraging clustered development on smaller lots within those portions of a property that do not contain environmental resources or natural hazard areas
and by maintaining the remainder of the property as common open space or ranch land, and by limiting new
commercial development to uses that have a resource orientation and to small recreation areas that comply with
Master Plan policies for such uses.

2.3 Existing Plans
2013 Eagle County Mid-Valley Area Community Plan
This plan includes all the land occupied in the Roaring Fork and Fryingpan drainages in the southwest corner of
Eagle County. This community plan is a chapter of the larger Eagle County Comprehensive Plan, and is intended
to provide a more detailed analysis of physical attributes, opportunities and constraints of a given area.
GLASSIER OPEN SPACE MANAGEMENT PLAN
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2012 Roaring Fork Watershed Plan
The Roaring Fork Watershed Plan establishes goals and recommendations in regional water management,
surface water, groundwater, water quality and riparian and stream habitat.

RFTA Rules and Regulations for the Rio Grande Trail
The Rio Grande Trail, managed by the Roaring Fork Transportation Authority, runs through the property and is
governed by these rules and enforced by RFTA and the Eagle County Sheriff.

BLM Resource Management Plan
The BLM is in the process of adopting a new Resource Management Plan that will cover the BLM land on the
Crown, adjacent to Glassier Open Space.

2.4 Ecology
Andrea Tuppy, from Pine Brook Ecological, prepared the baseline ecological conditions on the property. The
following is from her baseline report.

Surface Water and Wetlands
The Roaring Fork River, a 5th order perennial stream, flows north to south across the northern boundary of the
property. The Roaring Fork Stream Health Initiative states that fragmented, isolated, small patches of native
riparian habitat remain in this reach, providing breeding habitat for songbirds and small mammals and foraging
habitat for human-tolerant large mammals. In-stream habitat is threatened with excessive sedimentation and
nutrient loads that initiate from surrounding land use. The property’s reach of the Roaring Fork River, and its
associated riparian wetland complex, is ranked as Heavily Modified in the river channel and along both right and
left banks. The degradation ranking is due largely in part to the impacts to native riparian habitats by agriculture,
recreation and development.
The dominant riparian plant community paralleling the Roaring Fork River can be described as Rocky Mountain
lower montane riparian woodland and shrubland. A low wetland area was observed on the left bank of the river
on the northeast corner of the property. Facultative and obligatory wetland plant species such as willows (salix
spp.), cattails (Typha spp.), horsetail (Equisetum arvense), Northwest Territory sedge (Carex utriculata) and redtop
(Agrostis gigantea) were noted. The riparian zones for this wetland connects to the Roaring Fork River’s riparian
zone to create a large area of riparian habitat frequented by wildlife.
Ditches flow the length of the property from south to north just on the edge of the agricultural area. The Home
Supply Ditch has water throughout the growing season for irrigation purposes. The other ditches have intermittent water based on seasonality and irrigation needs. Riparian areas dominated by facultative wetland plants
occur along Home Supply Ditch as well as along the Roaring Fork River.

Colorado Natural Heritage Program – Potential Conservation Areas
The CNHP identifies areas valued for their biodiversity significance that may be threatened and are in need of
conservation. Eight of these Potential Conservation Areas lie within a five-mile radius of the property, totaling
more than 36,755 acres of land that is targeted for conservation in the area. The PCAs are ranked for biodiversity
significance on a scale of B1 – B5 with B1 as “outstanding significance” and B5 as “general or statewide significance.” Two of these PCAs have a rank of B2, or “very high” biodiversity significance. This rank is based on the
GLASSIER OPEN SPACE MANAGEMENT PLAN

Page

7

excellent and good occurrences of imperiled and rare plant species. Two of these PCAs are identified as having a
biodiversity rank of B3, or “high” biodiversity significance. This rank is generally attributed to a good occurrence
of a globally vulnerable species. Four PCAs have a B4 rank, or “moderate” biodiversity significance.
The property overlaps The Crown PCA. A conservation easement on this property would further the CNHP’s goals
of preserving this valuable habitat which holds a “very high” biodiversity rank. The Crown is identified as having a
good occurrence of the globally vulnerable plant species, Harrington’s beardtongue (Penstemon harringtonii).
Harrington’s beardtongue is endemic to Colorado and is found almost exclusively in sagebrush habitat. No
focused plant surveys were performed during the site visit, but the presence of Harrington’s beardtongue on the
property is possible given other research in the area. The property does not overlap the other PCAs but this
conservation easement would help provide an environmental buffer to these sensitive areas and promote conservation in an area identified for protection.

Vegetation
The plant communities of the Colorado Plateau are representative of the highly variable and extreme conditions
that occur here. The foothills zone is the transition from the grassland/semi-desert shrublands of the lower
elevations to the coniferous forests found in the montane zone. This ecosystem is dominated by deciduous
shrub communities and piñon-juniper woodlands (piñon pine (Pinus edulis) and juniper (Juniperus scopulorum).
Shrublands are dominated by sagebrush (Artemisia tridentata), Gambel oak (quercus gambelii), serviceberry
(Amelanchier spp.), mountain mahogany (Cercocarpus montanus) and bitterbrush (Purshia spp.). Piñon-juniper
woodlands are found throughout western and southern Colorado. They are most commonly found from 5,500 feet
to 8,000 feet, but in some areas this ecosystem may reach as high as 10,000 feet on the western slope. On the
Western Slope, Gambel oak and sagebrush species dominate the shrublands.
Foothills plant communities thrive on south-facing slopes, which are hot in summer and moderated by solar
heating in winter. Competition between plant species in the shrublands is high, primarily due to intermittent
precipitation. Plant species native to this ecosystem generally have extensive lateral root systems to maximize
water uptake and leaves with waxy coatings or hairs to reduce water loss during the growing season. The
deciduous growth habit found in the shrublands helps reduce winter water loss.
Four plant communities are found on the property along with agricultural grasslands: Colorado Plateau piñonjuniper woodland, Rocky Mountain Gambel oak mixed montane shrubland, intermountain basins sagebrush
community and Rocky Mountain lower montane riparian woodland/shrubland. Colorado Parks and Wildlife is
concerned with rapidly declining sagebrush ecosystems throughout the western United States. Fragmentation
and degradation is causing a decline of habitat that is vital to numerous wildlife species ranging from insects
to big game. The sagebrush ecosystem is targeted by the CPW for conservation on a large scale due to its use
by wide-ranging sagebrush-dependent species. Sagebrush supports a unique biodiversity that is at risk due to
threats of urbanization, development, mineral exploration and extraction, grazing and agriculture.
According to the Colorado Vegetation Classification Project (CVCP) and NaturServe, these areas are defined as
follows:

Colorado Plateau Piñon-Juniper Woodland
This matrix-forming ecological system occurs on dry mountains and foothills of the Colorado Plateau region from
the Western Slope of Colorado to the Wasatch Range, and south to the Mogollon Rim. It is typically found at elevations ranging from 4,900 to 8,000 feet. These woodlands occur on warm, dry sites on mountain slopes, mesas,
plateaus and ridges. Piñon pine and/or juniper dominate the tree canopy and are characterized by stands with 25
to 60 percent canopy cover of trees that are typically 10 to 30 feet in height.
GLASSIER OPEN SPACE MANAGEMENT PLAN
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On the property, these woodlands occur in a mosaic with sagebrush and Gambel oak shrublands. Pockets of
piñon-juniper woodland occur on the slopes on the Crown, interspersed with shrubland communities. The
junipers are mostly Utah juniper (Juniperus osteosperma) with some Rocky Mountain juniper (J. scopulorum)
in the deeper soils and swales. Other shrub species found in this area include sagebrush (Artemisia tridentata),
Gambel oak, Saskatoon serviceberry (Amalanchier alnifolia), with some mountain mahogany, snowberry (Symphoricarpos oreophilus) and antelope bitterbrush (Purshia tridentata). This community has a sparse, rocky understory consisting of grasses (Poa spp.), needle-and-thread (Hesperostipa comata), Indian ricegrass (Achnatherum
hymenoides) and western wheatgrass (Pascopyrum smithii). This vegetational community is largely intact and in
good condition with few non-natives or noxious weeds.

Rocky Mountain Gambel Oak-Mixed Montane Shrubland
This shrubland type occurs in pockets throughout the southern two-thirds of the property in the area of the
Crown. This association is dominated by Gambel oak alone or codominant with mountain mahogany, antelope
bitterbrush, sagebrush or serviceberry. Occurrences on the property are sparse with other shrubs interspersed.
Some occurrences are multi-layered, with short shrub species occurring in the understory of the dominant
overstory Gambel oak. Distribution is somewhat patchy in some areas with areas dominated by mountain big
sagebrush or grasses and forbs interspersed throughout.
Some of the shrubs that co-occur include antelope bitterbrush, Utah serviceberry (Amelanchier utahensis),
Saskatoon serviceberry, mountain big sagebrush, mountain mahogany, chokecherry (Prunus virginiana), Woods’
rose (Rosa woodsii) and snowberry. The herbaceous layer is sparse to moderately dense. Perennial graminoids
include elk sedge (Carex geyeri), fescues (Festuca spp.), prairie junegrass (Koeleria macrantha), needlegrasses
(Hesperostipa spp. and Achnatherum spp.) and wheatgrasses (e.g., Elymus sp. and Pascopyrum sp.). Many forb
species occur as well, but none have much cover. Forbs observed within this association include common yarrow
(Achillea millefolium), geraniums (Geranium spp.), Fendler’s meadowrue (Thalictrum fendleri), and American
vetch (Vicia americana). This vegetation type is in very good to excellent condition throughout the property.

Intermountain Basins Sagebrush Community
This ecological system occurs throughout much of the western U.S., typically in broad basins between mountain
ranges, plains and foothills between 5,000 to 7,500 feet in elevation. Soils are typically deep, well-drained and
non-saline. These shrublands are dominated by big basin sagebrush (Artemisia tridentata ssp. tridentata) and/
or Wyoming big sagebrush (Artemisia tridentata ssp. wyomingensis). Scattered juniper, greasewood (Sarcobatus
vermiculatus) and saltbush (Atriplex spp.) may be present in some stands. A variety of secondary shrubs such as
antelope bitterbrush, fringed sagebrush (Artemisia frigida), Gambel oak, rubber rabbitbrush (Ericameria nauseosa), snowberry and serviceberry occur sporadically and in patches throughout. The herbaceous layer is generally well
represented, but bare soil is common as well. Graminoids include Idaho fescue (Festuca idahoensis), Thurber’s
fescue (Festuca thurberi), bottlebrush squirreltail (Elymus elymoides), western wheatgrass, bluebunch wheatgrass (Pseudoroegneria spicata) and muttongrass (Poa fendleriana). Forbs are numerous in many areas and an
important indicator of stand quality. Forb species include paintbrushes (Castilleja spp.), cinquefoils (Potentilla
spp.), fleabanes (Erigeron spp.), phlox (Phlox spp.), milkvetches (Astragalus spp.), lupines (Lupinus spp.) and
buckwheats (Eriogonum spp.). Arrowleaf balsamroot (Balsamorhiza sagittata), common yarrow, white sagebrush
(Artemisia ludoviciana) and orange sneezeweed (Hymenoxys hoopesii) are common, as well. Perennial
herbaceous components typically contribute less than 25 percent vegetative cover.
This community occurs on the property in throughout the area of the Crown as well as being interspersed with
piñon-juniper woodlands and Gambel oak shrublands.
GLASSIER OPEN SPACE MANAGEMENT PLAN
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Rocky Mountain Lower Montane Riparian Woodland / Shrubland
This ecological system is found throughout the Rocky Mountain and Colorado Plateau regions within a broad elevation range from approximately 3,000 to 9,100 feet in elevation. This system often occurs as a mosaic of multiple communities that are tree-dominated with a diverse shrub component. It is dependent on a natural hydrologic
regime, especially annual to episodic flooding. Occurrences are found within the flood zone of rivers, on islands,
sand or cobble bars, and immediate streambanks. It can form large, wide occurrences on mid-channel islands
in larger rivers or narrow bands on small, rocky canyon tributaries and well-drained benches. It is also typically
found in backwater channels and other perennially wet but less scoured sites, such as floodplains, swales and
irrigation ditches. This system is common throughout the Rocky Mountain and Colorado Plateau regions.
On the property, this system occurs along the Roaring Fork River and Home Supply Ditch. This system is dependent on a natural hydrologic regime, especially annual to episodic flooding. Occurrences on the property have
a relatively dense over story dominated by narrowleaf cottonwood (Populus angustifolia) and boxelder (Acer
negundo). The shrub understory is relatively dense and contains willows (Salix spp.), alder (Alnus incana), dogwood (Cornus sericea), water birch (Betula occidentalis), river hawthorn (Crataegus rivularis), willow hawthorn
(Crataegus saligna), chokecherry (Prunus virginiana) and sumac (Rhus trilobata). The dense herbaceous layer is
dominated by various graminoids with low cover forbs. Occurring on the property is cattails, Northwest Territory
sedge, redtop and horsetail. Generally, the upland vegetation surrounding this riparian system is composed of
Gambel oak (quercus gambelii) and sagebrush (Artemisia tridentata) shrubland, or, as in the case of the property,
agricultural land.

Threatened and Endangered Species
No documented threatened or endangered plant species were surveyed for during the site visit. However, The
Crown PCA overlaps the property on which CNHP records indicate an excellent occurrence of the globally rare
(G3) Harrington’s beardtongue (Penstemon harringtonii). Harrington’s beardtongue is endemic to Colorado and
grows almost exclusively in sagebrush communities.

Noxious Weeds
Invasive weeds occur in disturbed areas around the homestead where the agricultural area and riparian zone
overlap, particularly on the north end of the property, north of Hooks Spur Road. They are also found along
Home Supply Ditch and within the agricultural area. Grazing and other disturbances have furthered the spread
of invasive species on the property. Weed species observed on the property were plumeless thistle (Carduus acanthoides), Canada thistle (Cirsium arvense), scentless chamomile (Matricaria perforata), common tansy (Tanacetum vulgare) and houndstongue (Cynoglossum officinale). These weeds are on the Colorado List B of noxious
weeds. List B species are those which the Colorado Commissioner of Agriculture (Commissioner) will develop and
implement state noxious weed management plans designed to stop the spread of these species. Until the weed
management plans are developed and implemented, local governments and citizens are encouraged to manage
these species.

Condition of Plant Communities
The irrigated pastures and agricultural areas are in fair condition. Improved and continued irrigation along with
weed management would improve the quality of the fields. The health of the upland wooded plant communities
is good since it experiences minimal stress impacts from recreation and grazing disturbances. The curtailing of
these disturbances allows the plant community to thrive despite lack of precipitation. Shrub species and many
upland native flora in these communities are drought tolerant and are still fairing OK after the dry winter and
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spring of 2013. The riparian community along the ditch and the river is in good health but is also experience
weed outbreaks in need of control.

Soils
Thirteen soil types occur on the property. The USDA Web Soil Survey delineates rangeland productivity and plant
composition relative to the soil types. Differences in the kind and amount of rangeland vegetation are closely
related to the kind of soil. Effective management is based on the relationship between the soils and vegetation
and water.
Hydric soils are defined by the National Technical Committee for Hydric Soils (NTCHS) as soils that formed under
conditions of saturation, flooding or ponding long enough during the growing season to develop anaerobic
conditions in the upper part. Under natural conditions, these soils are either saturated or inundated long enough
during the growing season to support the growth and reproduction of hydrophytic vegetation. Hydric soils on the
property are identified in and indicated on the soils map. The presence of hydric soils, along with wetland
hydrology and the presence of hydrophytic vegetation indicate that an area is a jurisdictional wetland protected
by the federal government. No wetland delineations (i.e. soil pit tests, vegetation studies) were performed for this
report, however, partially hydric soils do exist on the property as indicated by the National Resource Conservation
Service (NRCS) (but were not confirmed in the field).

Wildlife
The property consists of both native upland habitat and agricultural fields. The occurrence of the native habitat
is in good condition on the property provides important habitat for many species, including foraging, nesting,
migrating, and winter and summer ranges. No species surveys were performed in correlation with this report;
however, incidental observations were noted and assisted in the drafting of this section of the baseline report.
Colorado Parks and Wildlife coordinates with the United States Geological Survey’s Gap Analysis Program (GAP) to
create animal habitat models for all terrestrial species in the southwest region. Identified by GAP is 820 vertebrate species that reside, breed or use habitat in the five-state region for a substantial portion of the their life
history. This data is made available through the SWReGAP. The CPW also provides Game Distribution Maps that
identify common species (not of special conservation status) and their habitats in order to provide land managers,
planners, scientists, and policy makers with the information they need to make better-informed decisions. The
SWReGAP was referenced to identify the species that may occur on the property because of habitat requirements
and the presence of plant communities. This section identifies species occurrence on the property, species listing
status, and game distribution.

Mammals
The piñon-juniper, sagebrush, agricultural and riparian plant communities on the property provide habitat for
a variety of mammal species. More than 40 mammal species are suspected to occur on the property. Small
mammals are relatively abundant on the property including species such as golden-mantled ground squirrels
(Spermophilus lateralis), least chipmunks (Neotamias minimus), northern pocket gophers (Thomomys talpoides),
rock squirrels (S. variegatus), and Wyoming ground squirrels (S. elegans). Larger non-game species such as bobcats (Lynx rufus), coyotes (Canis latrans), long-tailed weasels (Mustela frenata), mountain lions (Puma concolor),
red fox (Vulpes vulpes) and striped skunks (Mephitis mephitis) are all likely occur on the property. Additionally,
there are five bat species that may occur on the property based upon habitat affinity and geographic distribution.

Birds
The property provides nesting, foraging, or migrating habitat for many bird species. The interspersion of riparian
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woodland and shrubland with upland shrublands results in a high avian species richness. Nearly 100 bird species
are known or suspected to occur on the property. Songbirds associated with montane shrubland (e.g., dusky
flycatchers (Empidonax oberholseri), plumbeous vireos (Vireo plumbeus) and Virginia’s warbler (Oreothlypis
virginiae); mountain big sagebrush habitat (e.g., Brewer’s sparrow (Spizella breweri) and green-tailed towhee
(Pipilo chlorurus); and riparian woodland species (e.g., song sparrow (Melospiza melodia), warbling vireo (Vireo
gilvus), yellow warbler (Setophaga petechia) are common on the property. The adjacency of the cottonwood
riparian and Gambel oak shrublands provides valuable habitat for Merriam’s turkeys (Meleagris gallopavo).
Raptors such as American kestrels (Falco sparverius), golden eagles (Aquila chrysaetos), harriers and red-tailed
hawks (Buteo jamaicensis) are known to hunt on the property. A red-tailed hawk was observed soaring above
the Home Supply Ditch during the site visit. In addition, five owl species may occur on the property. The property
provides suitable habitat for great-horned owls (Bubo virginianus), long-eared owls (Asio otus), northern pygmy
owls (Glaucidium gnoma), northern saw-whet owls (Aegolius acadicus) and western screech owl (Megascops
kennicottii).

Herpetofauna
Six species of reptiles and amphibians likely occur on the property. Appropriate habitat for bullsnakes (Pituophis
catenifer), eastern fence lizard (Sceloporus undulatus), sagebrush lizards (S. graciosus), smooth green snake
(Opheodrys vernalis), tiger salamanders (Ambystoma tigrinum), western chorus frogs (Pseudacris triseriata) and
western terrestrial garter snakes (Thamnophis elegans) occurs on the property.

Fishes
As confirmed by the CPW fish biologist Kendall Bakich, native fishes likely to occur in the this reach of the Roaring
Fork River are mountain whitefish (Prosopium williamsoni), mountain suckers (Catostomus platyrhynchus), bluehead suckers (Catostomus discobolus), speckled dace (Rhinichthys osculus) and sculpin (Cottus sp.). Non-native
rainbow trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss) and brown trout (Salmo trutta) also occur.

Endangered, Threatened or Rare Wildlife
Of the wildlife species known or likely to occur on the property three species, bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus), river otter (Lontra canadensis), and Townsend’s Big-eared Bat (Plecotus townsendii pallescens) are listed as
threatened or species of concern.

Significant Wildlife Use
The CPW Natural Diversity Information Source (NDIS) produces Game Species Distribution maps that delineate
important habitats that should be avoided or considered by land-use planners, public-land agencies, developers,
and private landowners in land-use decisions. The property includes seven of these GAP habitat types for black
bear, mountain lion, mule deer, elk and wild turkey.
Black Bear (Ursus americanus) – In Colorado, the highest population densities of black bear occur in the montane shrublands from Walsenburg and Trinidad west to the San Luis Valley, in the San Juan Mountains, and in
the canyon country of west-central Colorado. The largest populations of black bears live in areas where there is
Gambel oak and aspen, near open areas of chokecherry and serviceberry bushes. A black bear may have a range
from 10 to 250 square miles. Suitable habitat occurs on the southern two-thirds of the property for black bears
and this accounts for the “overall range” and “fall concentration” designation on NDIS maps. The property is also
about a half-mile from black bear “human conflict” area. Preservation of the black bear habitat on the property
will maintain foraging areas reducing the need for bears to roam into nearby neighborhoods.
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Mountain Lion (Felis concolor) – Mountain lions have the largest geographic range of any American native
mammal other than humans – from western Canada to Argentina. Once they ranged from coast to coast in the
United States, but today eastern populations are extinct or endangered; the West is their stronghold. In Colorado,
they are most abundant in foothills, canyons or mesa country. They are more at home in brushy areas and woodlands than in forests or open prairies. While found in many ecosystems in Colorado, mountain lions prefer rough,
rocky terrain of the lower mountains where deer, the key component of their diet, are plentiful. Mountain lions
are active year-round and an adult will eat about a deer a week. The plentiful deer on the property increase the
likelihood of mountain lion occurrences. The property is mapped as “overall” mountain lion habitat. The property
is also adjacent to “human conflict” areas where humans may encounter a mountain lion. As the area becomes
more developed, mountain lions habitat diminishes resulting in mountain lions roaming into developed areas.
Conservation of the native habitat on the property will help sustain the natural areas utilized by mountain lions,
and their main prey species, mule deer, lessening the probability of human interaction. Wide-ranging predators,
mountain lions can cover ranges from 15 to 35 square miles. Once found throughout this hemisphere, mountain
lions now inhabit only 50 percent of their historic ranges due to habitat loss and over-hunting. Protection of the
property will help preserve some of this habitat and its connectivity to other suitable mountain lion habitat.
Ungulates: Mule deer (Odocoileus hemionus) and American elk (Cervus elaphus) – Mule deer are browsers,
feeding mostly on woody vegetation, including twigs and leaves of shrubs and trees, including ornamentals.
Deer also forage on crops, especially corn. Because they eat little grass, they tend not to compete seriously with
livestock or elk. Use of the property by mule deer and elk was evident by browsing of under-story plant species,
pellet groups and tracks. Both have “overall range,” “winter range” and “winter concentration area” on the
property. Deer also have “summer range” and “severe winter range” on the property, which is mapped about 1¼
mile from the property for elk. There is also an elk road crossing area across State Highway 82 a little less than
a mile northeast of the property. Thus, the property provides an important habitat for elk attempting to cross the
highway.
Wild Turkey (Meleagris gallopavo) – In Colorado, turkeys prefer ponderosa pine, scrub oak and piñon-juniper
forests, at elevations between 6,000 to 9,000 feet. Turkeys are omnivorous and will eat acorns, nuts, seeds,
fruits, insects, buds and even salamanders. They will scratch at the earth to uncover food during the day, and
will roost in the trees at nighttime. According to NDIS documentation, the property is “overall range” for the wild
turkey and is a little over two miles from a “Production Area.” The conservation easement will enable the wild
turkey to continue use of the area without threat of future development.
Osprey (Pandion haliaetus) and Great Blue Heron (Ardea Herodias) – Osprey habitat varies from boreal forest to
temperate coasts/lakes to subtropical coasts to desert salt-flat lagoons. They generally occupy large trees and
snags near water. Great blue herons are ubiquitous in the southwest. Herons choose areas that are secluded and
undisturbed, if possible, but it may also be seen in more congested areas where there is an abundant source of
fish. Both species forage fish from the Roaring Fork River and have been observed foraging, flying and nesting
along this stretch of river. The property is mapped as “foraging habitat” for both waterbird species.
River Otter (Lontra canadensis) – Historically, the river otter was present throughout most of Canada and the
United States but pollution and urbanization greatly reduced its range by the early 1900s. Currently, the species
is listed as threatened in Colorado. The river otter inhabits riparian habitats ranging from semidesert shrublands
to montane and subalpine forests. The species requires permanent water, of relatively high quality, and with
abundant food. River otters use rivers for food, refuge and travel and they are more at home in water than on
land. The property is mapped as overall habitat for the river otter.
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2.5 Agriculture
At the time the Glassier Open Space parcels were purchased, two agricultural producers were utilizing the
property for hay production and pasture for cattle. Altogether, the Glassier Open Space is allocated 6.8 cubic feet
per second (cfs) of water from the Home Supply Ditch, which runs along the western boundary of the agricultural
fields. Approximately 130 acres of the property is flood irrigated and the remaining ground utilized for cattle
grazing. The agricultural ground northeast of Hooks Spur Road, surrounding the Glassier home and headquarter
buildings, was not being utilized for agricultural production at the time the property was purchased. Numerous
ditches exist on the property in various conditions based on use and are documented in Appendix C.
A revocable access license exists between Emma Farms and Pitkin County over the open space. The agreement
allows Emma Farms (or an assignee) pedestrian, equestrian and vehicular (limited to motorcycle or three- /
four-wheeler) access to utilize the existing ranch road leading to the BLM land to monitor livestock on BLM
grazing permits from March 21 through Dec. 21, and to move cattle across the open space with 10 days written
notice to Pitkin County if Emma Farms is unable to move cattle through Happy Day Ranch.

2.6 Parking
Glassier Open Space does not currently have public parking. The nearest public parking is a Roaring Fork
Transportation Authority lot located .5 miles away, at the intersection of Hooks Spur Road and Hooks Lane. The
RFTA lot serves the Rio Grande Trail and is often overflowing on summer nights and weekends. Historically, there
were areas for ranch-related parking around the Glassier home and barns, as well as parking/junkyard locations
on the southwest side of the road.

2.7 Recreation
The Glassier property does not currently have recreational access, but regionally, it is surrounded by a variety of
opportunities (Appendix D). The Rio Grande Trail runs through the property, connecting to Basalt upvalley of the
open space and Carbondale in the downvalley direction. The Rio Grande is a year-round, multi-use trail that sees
about 35,000 users annually on this section.
The Roaring Fork River borders the Glassier property to the north. The nearest boat launch is approximately .75
miles upstream. Although not directly connected to the Glassier property, the Town of Basalt owns river property
.25 miles upstream and the Forest Service owns a significant river section .25 miles downstream.
The entire southern border of the Glassier property is bordered by the Crown, a large area of land managed by
the Bureau of Land Management (BLM). The Crown is a destination for a variety of recreationalists, including
hikers, bikers, motorized users, equestrians and hunters. The BLM is currently in the process of adopting a
Resource Management Plan. In that plan, there will be direction regarding existing and future trails on the Crown,
as well as seasonal use closures. Current public access to the Crown occurs from Prince Creek Road, the
intersection of West Sopris Creek and Prince Creek roads, and the Rio Grande Trail. Prince Creek Road is often
significantly impacted by day-use trail users’ illegally parked vehicles. The existing trail connection from the Rio
Grande to the Crown is extremely steep and trespasses across private property.

2.8 Structures
An inventory of the existing structures was completed and mapped in spring 2014. The structures are listed here.
The numbers correspond to the map in Appendix E.
1. Glassier House
2. Barn
3. Livestock shelter / loafing shed
4. Trailers (have been removed)
5. Outhouse
6. Worker housing

7. Grainery
8. Cabin / ferrier shop
9. Garage
10. Pig shed turned wood shed
11. Chicken coop

12. Metal storage building
13. Grainery
14. Camper (has been removed)
15. Chicken coop
16. Potato cellar
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Pitkin County Open
Space and Trails land
officer Paul Holsinger
reviews agricultural
opportunities with
interested growers in
June 2014.

4. MANAGEMENT ACTIONS
4.1 Agriculture
The loss of agricultural lands was identified decades ago as a significant issue within the land conservation
movement. Two land conservation-based reports – 2006’s “Losing Ground” from Environment Colorado (the
Central Mountains lost 655,000 acres to suburban sprawl from 1987-2002) and “Strategic Ranchland in the
Rocky Mountain West” from American Farmland Trust (4.9 million acres at risk in Colorado) – have highlighted
the larger problem in the Rockies. In addition to loss of agricultural land, access to remaining agricultural acreage
was identified as a central barrier for new and existing farmers and ranchers, according to the National Young
Farmers Coalition.
The Glassier Open Space Management Plan accomplishes several agricultural goals identified through stakeholder
meetings and the Eagle County Mid-Valley Area Community Plan. The goals include, but are not limited to: (1)
protection of important agricultural land, (2) access to agricultural land for producers, (3) fostering of a diverse
and sustainable agricultural economy, and (4) maintaining quality of agricultural land.

Agriculture Action Items:
I.

Significant water rights are tied to the open space and will be allocated appropriately based on method
of irrigation and size of parcel. The Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) has been contacted
and will assist in developing the irrigation delivery plan and designs for basic upgrades for ditches and
irrigation structures. Plans and designs will be created in a way to promote irrigation efficiencies. NRCS
language allowing agricultural lessees to obtain grant funding for irrigation efficiencies will also be added
to the Open Space and Trails (OST) lease language. OST staff will work with lessees and the Home
Supply Ditch Company to irrigate the property in the most efficient way possible and explore options to
dedicate water back to stream flows.
Start Date: Currently in Progress
Financial Impact: $25,000. In addition, the cost of irrigation upgrades will be budgeted in the OST Capital
Plan and presented to the OSTB and BOCC once a system is designed.
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An existing agricultural lease at Glassier Open Space brings cattle to the property at certain times of the year.

II.

Based on current and historic irrigation, approximately 156 acres of Glassier Open Space may be made
available for leasing by agricultural producers. In meetings of the Glassier Open Space Steering
Committee and at other public meetings, three themes emerged: (1) a desire to maintain areas of the
property used for historic uses such as cattle grazing, hay, oats, grains and alfalfa; (2) an interest in
cultivating areas of the property to raise products suitable to small acreages, including vegetables and
fruit trees, as well as small-animal husbandry; and (3) any small-acreage lots that are developed should
be clustered and adjacent to the Glassier House.
Keeping the above themes in mind, Glassier Open Space has been divided into six agricultural lease
parcels of various acreages (Appendix C). Two large parcels (44.5 acres and 94.2 acres, respectively)
were identified and developed based on historic / active use and an existing boundary fence. Four small
parcels (10.3 acres, 3.5 acres, 3 acres, and .6 acres) were identified and developed based on historic
use, existing fences and break features, and proximity to the Glassier home.
Open Space and Trails will select
lessees using the Pitkin County
Agricultural Lease Bid Process
(the “Process”). In addition to
the evaluation criteria listed in
the Process, lessees proposing
organic or natural food production
without the need of pesticides or
herbicides, and local agricultural
suppliers, will be given priority.
That said, there are significant
areas of noxious weeds, and pesticides and herbicides may be used
to control these areas with OST
staff approval. Regular monitoring
of the agricultural leases will also
take place as stated in the Process.
Start Date: Winter 2015
Financial Impact: Revenue is
anticipated and will be determined
once the first round of leases are
signed.
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A collapsed potato cellar at Glassier Open Space.

III.

Parking on site and access will be permitted for agricultural lessees. Equipment (i.e. tractors, mowers,
balers, windrowers, rakes, harvesters, etc.) may be left in a lessee’s agricultural field only during active
harvesting, haying or planting times, with prior notification to and permission granted by OST staff.
Lessees are permitted to use existing roads to access their leased ground and perform necessary
maintenance. OST will work with agricultural lessees on parking so as not to impact the agricultural
fields and limit the number of vehicles on the property to what is necessary.
Start Date: Spring 2015 – Once lessees are determined
Financial Impact: Revenue is anticipated and will be determined once the first round of leases are signed

IV.

Agricultural Structures and Storage
a. A greenhouse may be placed within the Glassier Activity Envelope. Pitkin County Open Space and
Trails will review the site to ensure compatibility with resources.
b. The historic Glassier barn and run-in / loafing shed will be tied to lease area F. OST staff will
investigate stabilization of the barn to ensure its continued safe use. Stabilization of the barn will
be a partnership between the lessee and OST to ensure the historic qualities of the barn remain
and that the barn can be fully utilized.
c. The two granaries and a large metal storage building will be available for leasing to lessees who
hold a Glassier Open Space agricultural lease. On-site storage of mechanical equipment and
agricultural material will be limited and clustered within and around these existing structures.
OST will work with selected lessees on storage needs and allocate space appropriately. Hay
storage will be allowed in this area or in the stackyard located on Lease B.
Start Date: Spring 2015 - Once lessees are determined
Financial Impact: Revenue from lease fees may be used for improvements / repairs to the historic
barn
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4.2 Glassier House
The Glassier House, located in the
mid-Roaring Fork Valley, is a classic,
two-story, brick ranch house, probably
built around the turn of the 19th century.
It is one of a handful of substantial brick
ranch houses from that era that occupy
the midvalley.
The home’s origins are unclear. Eagle
County records trace ownership of
the homesite to W.L. Girdner in 1912.
No further records could be found.
Historic newspaper accounts indicate
bricks were being produced in Emma,
and used in construction in Aspen
and Leadville in the early 1900s. The
construction of “commodious” brick
houses in the greater Emma area also
made news.
The Glassier House has the classic front gable and side-wing configuration that can be seen throughout the valley
in many forms. In addition, it has elegant details such as the projecting bay in the front gable, segmental arched
windows and decorative brackets along the gable end that give the house an element of refinement.
Nearby buildings suggest a progression in a ranching family’s fortunes, from a one-room log cabin located behind
the house to a more substantial, two-room brick house (more recently used as a chicken coop) to the two-story
brick house that is the focal point of the site.
The house retains much of its original material, but has some deferred maintenance issues. These can be
addressed without impacting the integrity of the structure. This house still sits in its ranching context, with its
associated buildings, making it an important addition to the cultural history of the mid-Roaring Fork Valley.
Vacant since Freda Glassier’s death in 2009, the house is not currently habitable. Its potential fate is outlined
below.

Action Items:
I. Within the past 6 years, Pitkin County Open Space and Trails has purchased two significant properties with
historic structures and has struggled with what to do with them. The Pitkin County Open Space and Trails
charter does not include historic restoration, so the expenditure of program funds on historic structures
is limited. Pitkin County Open Space and Trails will create a Historic Structure Policy to address the Glassier
House and all other existing and future historic structures on Pitkin County open space.
II. After the Historic Structure Policy is complete, OST will explore the following three options to determine
potential future use of the Glassier House:
1. Conduct a competitive proposal process for lease of the parcel. The criteria for evaluating the
proposals will include:
GLASSIER OPEN SPACE MANAGEMENT PLAN

Page

18

One of two additions to the Glassier House is visible in this view of the rear of the Glassier House, as is work to shore up the roof.

i. Plans for restoration of the house (plans will be judged on extent of restoration and timeline
for restoration).
ii. Planned use of the house by lessee.
iii. Partnerships with agricultural lessees, which are encouraged in order to incorporate use of
the house with the management of the property.
iv. Financial security, to ensure restoration can be completed.
v. Length of lease (the amount of time before returning the structure to the county is important
to plan for future use).
2. Work with other entities that would provide financial backing and take the lead to restore the
house. This could include working with the State Historic Fund or other entity.
3. Pitkin County Open Space and Trails retains the house and maintains the structure in its current
condition.
i. Minimal work will be completed to shore up the roof, in order to stem any further damage.
ii. No occupancy.
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An existing road leads from Glassier Open Space to the Crown.

4.3 Recreation
Recreation Action Items:
I.

Develop a sustainable trail connection from parking areas and Rio Grande Trail, through the Glassier
property, to the BLM boundary on the Crown. The Glassier Trail shall be an unpaved, non-motorized,
multi-use trail. The final trail alignment from the base of the Crown to the BLM boundary will be designed
and constructed in partnership with representatives of hiking, biking and equestrian groups. Short trail
sections will be created off the existing road at the steepest pitches to better accommodate equestrian use
of the road. This will help separate equestrians, mountain bikers and other users, and reduce conflicts.
During the design phase, visual impacts to the valley floor will be considered. The trail alignment shall limit
the amount of side-cast material, create cut slopes suitable for native revegetation and utilize large,
established vegetation for screening.
Any trail connection from the Crown to the parking area or Rio Grande Trail will be developed with
appropriate considerations for agricultural value and minimize the loss of cropland, irrigation interference
and other impacts to agricultural operations. Open Space and Trails will work with the Roaring Fork
Transportation Authority to change the public-access crossing of the Rio Grande Trail.
The property will be seasonally closed to public use from Dec. 1 through May 15. The May 15th closure
date is flexible; the property may open earlier given climatic conditions and wildlife use. Snow depths on
the Crown and in the high country dictate how long elk remain on the property and adjacent areas of the
Crown. Open Space and Trails will consult with Colorado Parks and Wildlife and their wildlife consultant
to determine if the property can be opened prior to May 15. The opening will not occur any earlier than
April 15, which matches the end of the BLM’s winter closure of the Crown to motorized and mechanized
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uses. Open Space and Trails staff will monitor the amount of use and types of users the Glassier Trail
receives at different times of day, days of the week and times of the year. The data will be used to make
trail management decisions. Dogs are not permitted on the Glassier property, unless specifically allowed
in an agricultural lease for agricultural purposes.
Start Date: The existing access road will be open May 15, 2015. Planning of new trail will take place in
summer 2015, with construction in 2016.
Budget Impact: $75,000
II.

Implement the following signage actions, utilizing the 2014 Pitkin County Open Space and Trails Signage
Design Guidelines:
a. Work with BLM and private property owners to sign property boundaries where existing travel
routes cross from BLM lands onto private lands, before construction of Glassier Trail.
Start Date: Spring 2015
Budget Impact: $10,000 (limited to signage on OST property)
b. Work with BLM to
sign intersections
of trails and roads
on the Crown
(one of the travel
routes currently
leads the user to
a dead end on
private property).
The signage would
follow BLM sign
standards.
Start Date:
Summer 2015
c. Install a trailhead
kiosk at parking
area(s), informA bicyclist on the Rio Grande Trail passes by Glassier Open Space.
ing the public of
rules, regulations
and trail etiquette, and providing a map of regional properties and trail connections. Where
appropriate, rule and regulation signs may also need to be installed along the Glassier Trail.
Start Date: Summer 2015
Budget Impact: $10,000

III.

Public fishing access will be allowed on a designated route through the property. The route will include a
sustainable trail through the riparian area and wetlands. Once an angler has reached the waterway, he or
she must walk within the course of the river. The extent of the public access will be signed. Commercial
fishing and boating access is not permitted.
Start Date: Summer 2015
Budget Impact: Signage $500
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A side channel of the
Roaring Fork River borders
Glassier Open Space. The
main stem of the river
is opposite the channel
barrier.

IV.

Develop parking to serve the public users of Glassier Open Space.
The preferred alternative is to locate parking near the intersection of Hooks Spur Road and Hooks
Lane, on private property. If an agreement cannot be reached for parking in this location, parking
will be provided on the Glassier property as described below in option b.
a. Preferred Alternative - Parking area on private property near the intersection of Hooks Spur
Road and Hooks Lane (approximately .5 miles from the Glassier property).
i. This parking alternative could include 34 vehicle spaces and 2 trailer parking spaces.
The lot would allow for vegetative screening. It would require the cooperation of a
private landowner; Pitkin County and the landowner must agree on terms. Pitkin County
will work with neighbors to provide adequate screening. No lighting will be used in
the parking area. Parking only from sunrise to sunset will be allowed. No commercial
or special event parking is allowed. Open Space and Trails will work with the Roaring
Fork Transportation Authority on providing trailhead amenities like porta-potties,
which currently exist in the nearby RFTA lot.
b. Parking area on a portion of the disturbed Glassier property near the Rio Grande Trail.
i. This parking area could include 20 vehicle spaces and 2 trailer parking spaces. The lot
would be configured to allow areas for vegetative screening and a one-way loop drive.
This would require working with RFTA to change the public-access crossing of the Rio
Grande.
c. Horse trailer parking along with parking for agricultural lessees at the Glassier House site will
be explored in conjunction with the Preferred Alternative for all other parking needs. A separate
public process will precede development of this alternative to determine if and how many
horse trailers can be accommodated along with the agricultural lessees, and the configuration of
an adequate turnaround or other means for getting trailers through the site in conjunction with
lessee needs for trailer access. Only horse trailers and vehicles pulling the trailers would be
allowed to park at the house site for recreational access.
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Start date: 2015 planning; 2016
construction
Budget Impact: $75,000 for
construction and landscaping of the
new parking area and $5,000 for
accommodating horse trailers with
parking for agricultural lessees
V.

Property maintenance outside of agricultural
lease areas, including any recreation-related
facilities, will be included in the Pitkin County
Capital Plan and/or the Pitkin County Open
Space and Trails annual maintenance budget.
This includes existing roads on the property and
noxious-weed control outside of lease areas.

VI.

Glassier Open Space restrictions on use:
a. Dogs are not allowed on the Glassier
property, unless specifically allowed
in an agricultural lease for agricultural A road cutting across the hay fields of Glassier Open Space will
provide recreational access to the Crown. The route curves left
purposes.
beyond the cottonwood trees and begins its ascent onto the Crown.
b. No commercial use except for
permitted agricultural uses.
c. No commercial fishing.
d. No commercial use of Glassier Trail.
e. No boat launching.
f. No parking on Hooks Spur Road.
g. No winter recreation.
h. Only open during daylight hours.
i. Pack in, pack out.
j. No hunting on Glassier Open Space.
k. Non-motorized hunting access is allowed. Hunters accessing the Crown on foot from Glassier
Open Space must keep weapons unloaded while on the Glassier property.
l. Weed-free feed required for horses at Glassier, consistent with BLM requirements on the Crown.
All restrictions in the Management Plan will be adopted by Eagle County, enabling enforcement by Pitkin County
rangers and the Eagle County Sheriff’s Office. Glassier Open Space will be on the regular patrol schedule for
Pitkin County rangers. Given the property’s close proximity to the Rio Grande Trail in Emma, no additional rangers
are necessary at this time. Open Space and Trails will annually monitor the suffiency of patrols at Glassier.

Special Events
Any event involving more than 15 people is required to obtain a Special Use Permit from Pitkin County Open Space
and Trails and comply with Eagle County’s Special Events regulations. Up to two events are allowed per year.
The trails will remain open to the public during an event and no event infrastructure will be allowed on Glassier
Open Space.
Educational, environmental and agricultural tours can be accommodated on a case-by-case basis, separate from
the aforementioned special event requirements, and will be coordinated with the lessees and Pitkin County. Such
uses are not considered commercial uses.
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4.4 Wildlife and Habitat Conservation
Wildlife and Habitat Action Items:
Baseline wildlife conditions were
surveyed during acquisition of Glassier
Open Space. Glassier contains significant
wildlife habitat and elk and deer are
seen regularly on the property. A wildlife
map is located in Appendix F. The
following action items are intended
protect wildlife and habitat.
I.

The property will be seasonally
closed to public use from Dec.
1 through May 15. The May
15th closure date is flexible; the
property may open earlier given
climatic conditions and wildlife Mule deer peer from the brush along the Roaring Fork River at Glassier Open Space.
use. Snow depths on the Crown
and in the high country dictate how long elk remain on the property and adjacent areas of the Crown.
Open Space and Trails will consult with Colorado Parks and Wildlife and their wildlife consultant to
determine if the property can be opened prior to May 15. The opening will not occur any earlier than April
15, which matches the end of the Bureau of Land Management’s winter closure of the Crown to motorized
and mechanized uses. Agricultural leases are excluded from the closure.

II.

Dogs will be prohibited on the Glassier property, unless specifically allowed in an agricultural lease for
agricultural purposes. This will significantly limit impacts to agriculture, and will also benefit wildlife in
the uplands of the property by limiting the impact of trail use to just the trail corridor.

III.

A survey of the riparian area and wetlands will be done to determine if any restoration is necessary.
Start Date: Summer 2015
Budget Impact: $5,000

IV.

Open Space and Trails will work with agricultural lessees to limit fencing to areas where it’s necessary
and implement wildlife-friendly fencing to the extent possible.

V.

Open Space and Trails will work with the BLM and Colorado Parks and Wildlife to survey and manage
the upland mountain shrub communities. Mountain shrub communities are adapted to change due to fire
or other natural events. The survey will evaluate whether stands are declining, which reduces wildlife
values and increases fuel load, and determine if management is necessary. Management actions will be
coordinated with the BLM. They will be timed to ensure treatments are successful, and large enough to
provide a significant benefit to wildlife.
If management is necessary, monitoring of the management actions will occur to ensure success.
If management is not needed, vegetation surveys will be done at least every 10 years to monitor
changes to conditions and identify the need for potential future management actions.
Start Date: Summer 2015
Budget Impact: $5,000 for initial surveys
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Meeting date: Feb. 24, 2014
Location: Rock Bottom Ranch
Attendance: Steering Committee members in attendance: Ted Guy, David Brown, Alec Parker, Michael Davies, Brian Davies, Michael Carricarte, Anne Clapper, Temple Glassier, Rory Cerise, Michael Thompson, Jason
Smith, Corey Britten, Jerome Osentowski, Holly McLain, Mike Pritchard, Dave Koenck, Tom Trowbridge and Dan
Hamalak. Committee members not in attendance: Laura Smith, George Trantow.
Staff in attendance: Gary Tennenbaum, Paul Holsinger, Lindsey Utter and Janet Urquhart, Pitkin County Open
Space and Trails; Toby Sprunk, Eagle County Open Space; Brian McNellis, Town of Basalt; John Groves, Colorado
Parks and Wildlife.
Other in attendance include: Bill and Barb Bleeker, Randy Glassier, Frank Woods, Casey Piscura, Collin Jones,
Ken Ransford and Leslie Thomas.
Next meeting date: March 17, 2014 site visit, 4-6 p.m. Meeting place to be determined.
Overview: Gary Tennenbaum provides overview of property and management plan process, telling group that
the county is facilitating a vision for the open space and that it’s up to the Steering Committee to help craft that
vision. The combined open space properties - Fred L. and Freda L. Glassier Ranch and Red Ridge Ranch (formerly the Saltonstall property) - will collectively be referred to as the Glassier Open Space, as both properties were
previously Glassier holdings. He expects the group to meet for 6 to 8 months. The draft management plan will
then be presented to the public for review. The goal is to reach consensus on the various issues to be addressed
in the management plan. When consensus on a proposal is not achieved, alternatives will be developed and the
Pitkin County and Eagle County commissioners and open space boards, along with the Town of Basalt, will be the
final arbiters.
Ground rules: Gary Tennenbaum reviews ground rules for conducting the meetings (attached at end of these
minutes). Group agrees to add one ground rule: committee members will be seated so that they face one another
at future meetings.
Introductions: Committee members and others in attendance introduce themselves.
•

Bill Bleeker: neighbor associated with area for 23 years

•

Michael Carricarte: neighbor associated with area for about a year, building home east of Glassier property

•

Rory Cerise: manages agricultural use of Glassier property and Emma Farms

•

Temple Glassier: interested in future of property, wants to see full potential of the open space utilized and
is glad to see the property in public hands

•

Jason Smith: director and resident nearby Rock Bottom Ranch, owned by the Aspen Center for
Environmental Studies; interested in preservation of historic agricultural lands and wildlife conservation,
wants to make sure recreational use fits with the context of area’s historic use
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•

Mike Davies: neighbor who has owned property in the area since the early 1980s; concerned about impact of uses of the property and how they will impact character of the area; wants to preserve character
of neighborhood

•

Ted Guy: he and his wife own 60 acres across the Roaring Fork River from the open space; interested in
what happens in their front yard, wants to see wetlands enhanced and historic Glassier house restored
and used as a residence

•

Corey Britten: has passion for soil science

•

Michael Thompson: associated with Central Rocky Mountain Permaculture Institute, interested in gardening, market farming, permaculture and fruit trees

•

Jerome Osentowski: directs Central Rocky Mountain Permaculture Institute on Basalt Mountain, works on
designing of solar greenhouses; sees master plan process as great opportunity for long-term planning

•

Collin Jones: Works with Jerome Osentowski, student of ecology, has interest in permaculture and sustainable agriculture

•

Holly McLain: owns Moon Run Ranch at Old Snowmass, represents equestrian community and would like
to see riding trails from open space to Crown and trail connection to Sopris Mountain Ranch

•

Leslie Thomas: also attending to represent equestrian interests

•

Anne Clapper: resident of neighborhood for 22 years; biggest concern is traffic in the area; wants to see
some good recreational management

•

Mike Pritchard: helped found Roaring Fork Mountain Bike Association and is now its director; biggest
interest is creating recreational access to the Crown; he’s a fan of federal lands and open space

•

John Groves: wildlife concerns his focus; he comes from a ranching/farming background

•

Toby Sprunk: director of Eagle County Open Space; keen interest in making sure conservation values of
the open space – agriculture, water rights, wildlife - are maintained while trying to manage certain recreational use of the property, as well

•

Dan Hamalak: resides on opposite side of river next to Crown Mountain Park; family enjoys recreation; on
committee to represent recreational interests

•

David Koenck: Old Snowmass resident; wants to see recreational access to the Crown and river access
for fly-fishing

•

David Brown: concerned about wildlife and wants to see it protected; concerned about how use of the
property will impact wildlife

•

Barb Bleeker: represents nearby Red Rock Ranch, interested in maintaining historic agriculture and
wildlife

•

Alec Parker: resides on parcel surrounded by Glassier Open Space; wants to see that everybody’s needs
get met in the right way
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•

Brian Davies: neighboring resident

•

Randy Glassier: simply interested

•

Brian McNellis: local landscape architect and planner, representing Town of Basalt

•

Tom Trowbridge: with Roaring Fork Anglers and Alpine Angling; interested in fishing access on the Roaring Fork and access to Crown

•

Casey Piscura: small-scale vegetable producer interested in sustainable agriculture and food production

•

Gary Tennenbaum: assistant director of Pitkin County Open Space and Trails, former wildlife biologist in
South Carolina

•

Lindsey Utter, recreation planner for Pitkin County Open Space and Trail; enthused by various opportunities presented by Glassier Open Space

•

Paul Holsinger: land officer for Pitkin County Open Space and Trails, oversees conservation easements

•

Janet Urquhart: administrative assistant for Pitkin County Open Space and Trails

Existing conditions – conservation easements: Paul Holsinger reviews what is and is not allowed under the conservation easements that have been placed on the open space. (See pitkinostprojects.com | Glassier Open Space
Management Plan for both a summary of the conservation easements and the full deeds of the conservation
easements that apply to the property.)
Questions from the committee:
•

Will aquaponics violate prohibition on fish hatcheries or aquaculture? Answer: ultimately up to Eagle
County, which holds the conservation easement and land-use jurisdiction on the open space.

•

What is total square footage of existing buildings Fred L. and Freda L. Glassier Ranch? Answer: that
hasn’t been calculated but limit on square footage is in addition to what exists. Limits on Glassier include
5,000 square feet of additional agricultural structures and 2,000 square feet for residence or facility that
complements permitted uses. Limit on Red Ridge Ranch is 2,000 square feet for residence or facility that
complements permitted uses.

•

Do limits include greenhouses? No, there are separate restrictions on greenhouses. Glassier conservation
easement allows one greenhouse of up to 5,000 square feet.

•

Who owns mineral rights on Fred L. and Freda L. Glassier Ranch? Answer: Ownership spread among
many parties; potential for extraction deemed unlikely by geologist, according to Toby Sprunk. Previous
study determined natural gas potential, according to Rory Cerise.

•

Do conservation easements allow parking? Answer: Under review.

•

Do prohibitions on recreational off-road vehicle use apply to a rescue operation? Answer: No.

•

Do prohibitions on recreational off-road vehicle use apply to hunting? Answer: Yes.
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•

Has there been hazardous dumping on the property? Answer: No, according to phase I environmental
assessment.

•

Will trailer on Glassier property be kept? Answer: It will mostly likely be removed.

•

Do moveable hoop houses constitute greenhouses? Answer: Undetermined. Eagle County land-use
code’s definition of greenhouses still evolving.

Ideas: Committee members offer thoughts on what they’d like to see, or not see, on the Glassier Open Space and
make requests for information. A summary:
•

Tom Trowbridge: Figure out how to construct parking and where

•

Holly McLain: Provide parking that accommodates horse trailers

•

Ted Guy: Don’t cease flood irrigation of property as it will dramatically change condition of property,
particularly of wetlands along river over time, and may affect water table

•

Holly McLain: Irrigating with sprinkler system may reduce sediment washed into river

•

Ken Runsford: Provide comparison of impacts resulting from flood versus sprinkler irrigation

•

Brian Davies: Consider a cooperative approach to pool agricultural resources and preserve historic use of
land in a way that’s not large-scale agriculture but isn’t microfarming, either

•

Gary Tennenbaum: Information on wildlife constraints available; critical winter range for deer and elk will
be a consideration as management plan is drafted

•

Dan Hamalak: Look at potential for off-site parking in the vicinity

•

Casey Piscura: Wants to see property accommodate growing grains and dry-land research, possibly
involving ancient varieties of seeds

•

Gary Tennenbaum: Staff will provide information on grazing allotments on the Crown

•

Michael Thompson: Hopes fruit trees can be accommodated given conservation easement prohibition
on “tree farms.” Temple Glassier notes there are already heritage fruit trees on the property. Alec Parker suggests fruit will draw bears, resulting in the need for fencing that inhibits wildlife movement. Gary
Tennenbaum says it is up to Eagle County to decide if an orchard constitutes a tree farm.

•

Alec Parker: Dogs will be a deterrent to wildlife. Whether or not dogs are allowed will be a key issue for
the committee to address, said Gary Tennenbaum. It is possible to create an agreement that gives Pitkin
County enforcement power on the open space, though it is in Eagle County, said Toby Sprunk. New ordinances will be necessary, Sprunk adds.

•

Gary Tennenbaum: Entire property currently closed to general public use, pending adoption of a management plan. Trespassing should be reported to Pitkin County rangers if it occurs during the day and to
Eagle County Sheriff’s Office after hours.

•

David Koenck: Do committee members have access to the property? Gary Tennenbaum advises members they need prior authorization to go on the property, but it can be arranged if necessary.
GLASSIER OPEN SPACE MANAGEMENT PLAN

APPENDIX B IV

APPENDIX B - GLASSIER OPEN SPACE STEERING COMMITTEE MINUTES
•

Mike Pritchard: The existing, steep route onto the Crown from the open space would be popular with
mountain bikers. He suggests separate routes to minimize conflicts by separating bikers and equestrians.

•

Mike Davies and Randy Glassier: Adequate signage will be necessary to keep people off of private property in the area.
STEERING COMMITTEE GROUND RULES

•

Commitment to process

•

Make sure we are not missing any representation from other groups.

•

Open process to public and maintain transparency.

•

Respect for everyone on the committee

•

Seat committee so as to allow face-to-face contact at meetings

•

Participation

•

Open Dialogue

•

Include government agencies from surrounding lands and with expertise in wildlife habitat.

•

Realistic ideas, but no idea is too big

•

Minutes out quickly after meetings

•

Sensitivity to neighbors

•

Committee willing to do some homework and meet separately for their issues so we can keep the meetings to a minimum and still get this process complete

•

Use e-mail to exchange ideas

•

How do concepts get approved? This led into a discussion that we may not get consensus on every part
of the plan. Through this process we will try to create consensus; however, if no consensus is achieved
on certain issues alternatives will be presented in the draft plan and the public at large will weigh in with
ultimate decision by Pitkin County Open Space Board and both the Eagle County and Pitkin County BOCC.

•

Fun. Parks and trails should be fun, so planning for them should be fun!

•

Create a vision with everyone’s emotional and intellectual capital. Airing issues can bring consensus.

•

Committee to develop guidelines for allowable uses.
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Meeting date: March 17, 2013
Location: Glassier Open Space
Attendance: Steering Committee members in attendance: Ted Guy, Alec Parker, Michael Davies, Brian Davies,
Laura Smith, Anne Clapper, Temple Glassier, Rory Cerise, Jason Smith, Jerome Osentowski, Holly McLain, Mike
Pritchard, David Koenck, Tom Trowbridge, Dan Hamalak, Michael Carricarte and George Trantow. Committee
members not in attendance: David Brown, Corey Britten, Michael Thompson.
Staff in attendance: Gary Tennenbaum, Paul Holsinger, Lindsey Utter and Janet Urquhart, Pitkin County Open
Space and Trails; Toby Sprunk, Eagle County Open Space; Brian McNellis, Town of Basalt; Gregory Wolfgang,
Bureau of Land Management.
Others in attendance include: Hawk Greenway, Howie Mallory and Graeme Means, Open Space and Trails board
members; Brett Meredith and John Putnum of the Roaring Fork Transportation Authority; Barb Bleeker, Randy
Glassier and Leslie Thomas.
Next meeting date: TBD
Summary: Staff and committee members convened for a site visit at Glassier Open Space. Gary Tennenbaum,
assistant director of Open Space and Trails, pointed out the property boundaries; committee members then
explored the historic Glassier house and ranch compound. Tennenbaum told the group the house is not currently
habitable or up to code. Its future use is undetermined. Some committee members accompanied Tennenbaum to
view the existing route that leads from the open space onto the Crown, Bureau of Land Management property to
the east and south of the open space.
Temple Glassier offered a brief description of where various ranching and gardening operations took place near
the house and barn. She identified apple and apricot trees in the yard; committee member Jerome Osentowski
said he noted grape, plum and pear varieties, as well.
Cattle were fed and branded near the barn, according to Temple Glassier. There used to be corrals outside
the barn. A loafing-style shed east of the barn was used for steers and heifers. Calving took place in the lower
pasture, along the river, where a ditch used to drain the area, making it drier and suitable for cattle. There was a
manger for feeding cattle in the lower pasture, as well as one next to the barn. Bulls ranged to the river north of
the house. The metal barn and garage are newer structures. Wheat and grain was stored in the two round, metal
granaries on the property. A small cabin behind the main house was presumably worker housing at some point,
though it was used to store junk later, according to Temple. A small brick structure was a chicken coop and
the shed next to it was used to store chopped wood. Another wood building, near the garage, was also used for
chickens at some point, she said.
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Meeting date: April 23, 2014
Location: Basalt Town Hall
Attendance: Steering Committee members in attendance: Rory Cerise, Holly McLain, David Koenck, Temple Glassier, Jerome Osentowski, Dan Hamalak, Brian Davies, Jason Smith, David Brown, Michael Davies,
Alec Parker, Laura Smith, George Trantow, Anne Clapper, Michael Thompson and Mike Pritchard. Committee
members not in attendance: Michael Carricarte, Corey Britten, Tom Trowbridge and Ted Guy.
Staff in attendance: Gary Tennenbaum, Paul Holsinger, Lindsey Utter and Janet Urquhart, Pitkin County Open
Space and Trails; Toby Sprunk, Eagle County Open Space; Brian McNellis, Town of Basalt; Gregory Wolfgang,
Bureau of Land Management.
Others in attendance included: Bill Bleeker, Jimmy Dula, Sally Cole, Randy Glassier, Randy Parker, Ginny Parker,
Carrington Brown, Carol Dopkin, C. Brown, Collin Jones, Michael Snow, Leslie Thomas, Woody Capper, Christian
LaBar, Frank Woods, Martin Suthren and Ken Ransford.
Next meeting date: May 21 at Basalt Town Hall.
Discussion topic: Agricultural use of Glassier Open Space
Paul Holsinger gave an overview of water rights available and irrigated acreage – 2.45 cubic feet per second from
the Home Supply Ditch on former the Saltonstall (Red Ridge Ranch) property, where about 45 acres are irrigated;
and 4.35 cfs from Home Supply Ditch on Glassier, where about 126 acres are irrigated. All of the irrigation is
done through flood irrigation.
There is the potential to irrigate all of the Fred L. and Freda L. Glassier Ranch acreage, though it isn’t currently,
said Rory Cerise, who currently has the agricultural lease on the property. Cerise grows hay and pastures cattle
on the Glassier Ranch. The ditch does not provide a year-round water supply, but wells on the property could be
used for a year-round water source, depending on what is proposed, said Gary Tennenbaum.
Committee members asked about the potential for a sprinklers and ponds on the property for irrigation. Sprinkling is expensive and doesn’t return water to the Roaring Fork River, said Alec Parker. Work has been done on
the Home Supply Ditch, including piping about 800 feet of it, facilitating water flow to ditch shareholders farther
downstream, Parker added.
There are no pond rights on the ranch, said Temple Glassier. Permanent ponds for water storage are against
state law, said Brian Davies. A temporary pond may be possible, but only so long as water is flowing into it and
back out, he said. Actual flows in the Home Supply Ditch vary from day to day, depending on many factors, Davies said.
Davies asked if Pitkin/Eagle counties have money to invest in water infrastructure on the property. The government may pursue upgrades that benefit the property as a whole, rather than a particular agricultural lessee, said
Gary Tennenbaum. Government won’t necessarily pay for upgrades to the irrigation system or otherwise subsidize agriculture for the eventual lessees, but may be willing to help with the costs once specific plans for the
property exist, Tennenbaum said. Pitkin County is developing an agricultural lease program and will be looking
for viable business plans from potential lessees with the goal of seeing profitable agricultural uses of the open
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space, he said. Lessees will have to invest in the infrastructure they need for their operation, Tennenbaum said.
Brian Davies asked what it would cost a new lessee to maintain the status quo on the property – haying and
cattle production on the land. Alec Parker asked whether the priority for the property is recreation or agriculture.
Neither use is a priority over the other, Tennenbaum said. The goal of the management plan for the open space is
to accommodate both without one interfering with the other.
Committee members suggested the areas that are key to historic uses of the open space – hay production and
cattle – be carved out, and other uses be looked at on the rest of the property. Cattle have been a constant on the
property for a century, said Rory Cerise. Intensive potato production occurred for 18 years, he said. Alfalfa, wheat
and oats have been grown on the property in the past, said Cerise and Temple Glassier. Barley was suggested as
a possibility for grain production, to serve area brewing operations. Reinstituting a potato crop was also mentioned.
Food production, including annuals and orchards, would require more water than do current agricultural uses of
the land, said Jerome Osentowski. He indicated he’d be interested in 10 acres devoted to agro-forestry, but said
it may not be possible, given the available water.
Osentowski suggested “degraded” land next to the road is a logical spot for annual production. The soil could be
improved with compost and water, said Osentowski and Michael Thompson. Mixed vegetable crops are doable
if the emphasis is on local food production rather than for-profit enterprise, Osentowski said. Five to 10 acres for
that purpose would be a good start, he said.
With a year-round water supply, a cooperative group of growers could produce food crops and raise small animals within one fenced-in area, Thompson said. Other livestock, fruit trees and annuals could all be part of the
mix, said Jason Smith. There is potential to raise smaller farm animals, said Temple Glassier.
Woody Capper suggested the vegetable production take place where Freda Glassier once had an expansive garden, to the southeast of the house, beyond existing fruit trees. The garden was once roughly seven to nine acres,
and irrigated solely with flood irrigation through a small ditch system, said Temple Glassier. The soil in that area
is some of the best on the property because cows were once fed there, said Rory Cerise. Cattle manure and hay
were trampled into the soil.
Laura Smith urged the committee to be considerate of small-acreage neighbors as it considers placement of
greenhouses and farming operations on the open space. Committee members also raised concerns about parking
and traffic associated with both recreational and agricultural use of the property. Hooks Spur Road will need improvement, at least as far as the Glassier Open Space entrance, said Frank Woods. Smith asked who will enforce
regulations on the property. Pitkin County will arrange for enforcement authority on the open space, although it is
in Eagle County, Gary Tennenbaum said.
Alec Parker asked about the potential for special events on the property. If they are permitted, limitations will be
spelled out in the management plan, according to Tennenbaum.
The buildings surrounding the Glassier home may be suitable for use as part of an agricultural enterprise, Tennenbaum said. The home is not habitable without considerable repairs, but a long-term lease arrangement for
the home by someone willing to undertake the repairs would be considered, he said. Tennenbaum said he would
try to provide the list of problems with the house, identified by an inspector, to the committee.
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Meeting date: May 21, 2014
Location: Basalt Town Hall
Committee members in attendance: Dan Hamalak, Rory Cerise, Anne Clapper, Jerome Osentowski, Michael
Thompson, Jason Smith, Mike Davies, David Brown, Ted Guy, George Trantow, Alec Parker, David Koenck, Mike
Pritchard, Holly McLain, Laura Smith and Michael Carricarte. Members not present: Temple Glassier, Cory Britten,
Brian Davies, Tom Trowbridge.
Staff present: Gary Tennenbaum, Lindsey Utter, Paul Holsinger, John Armstrong and Janet Urquhart with Pitkin
County Open Space and Trails, Brian McNellis with Town of Basalt, John Groves with Colorado Parks and Wildlife,
Brett Meredith with the Roaring Fork Transportation Authority, Greg Wolfgang with the Bureau of Land Management and Jeff Pieper, CSU horticultural agent.
Others present included: Randy Glassier, Bill Bleeker, Carrington Brown, Scott Condon, Carol Dopkin, Charlie and
Diane Spickert, Leslie Thomas, Tristan Trantow, Frank Woods, Nick Aceto, Brian Beazley and Phillip Ring.
Next meeting date: June 18 from 5-7 p.m. at Basalt Town Hall
Discussion - Agriculture
Paul Holsinger (OST) gave an overview of the April committee discussion on agricultural use, including a potential layout of leasable agricultural plots. The property’s existing system of ditches was mapped and shown to
the committee. Holding ponds for irrigation are possible, Holsinger said. Gary Tennenbaum (OST) said a special
meeting of an agricultural subcommittee will be convened (if there is participant interest) before the June steering committee meeting, to determine what potential lessees of smaller parcels actually want. Eventually, a water
engineer will be consulted to determine what is feasible based on water availability, irrigated acres and proposed
uses, Tennenbaum said.
Michael Davies asked if agricultural parcels would be bid individually and said he felt the committee had opted
against divvying the property into a lot of small, individually leased parcels. Tennenbaum said one individual
could bid for all of the property or part of it; individual plots allow those who are interested in a small piece to
make a bid. The proposed layout is a first attempt to divide the property based on committee input, he said.
Alec Parker asked if smaller lots will use wells and sprinklers for irrigation. That’s possible, said Tennenbaum.
The county could seek a permit for a well, but would probably share well costs with a lessee.
Carrington Brown asked if the bid process is based solely on how much someone is willing to pay for the lease.
An agricultural lease program, now in its draft stage, will have a variety of criteria and won’t be based solely on
who can pay the most, Tennenbaum responded.
Laura Smith expressed concern that grouping all the small agricultural parcels together will result in a concentration of people and vehicles.
Discussion - Recreation
Paul Holsinger gave an overview of restrictions and allowed uses on the property, related to recreation. The Red
Ridge Ranch piece allows trails of up to 10 feet in width. The Glassier piece allows trails of up to 4 feet in width.
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No motorized recreation is allowed on the combined properties. A parking area is allowed in an area where
structures existed and the parking of vehicles historically took place, Holsinger said. Mike Davies said elected
officials involved in the purchase of the properties indicated they did not want parking on the site. Parking is
allowed, but nothing has been decided, Tennenbaum said. It is an issue associated with recreation and need to
be addressed, he said.
Greg Wolfgang gave an overview of the BLM’s proposed Special Recreation Management Area for the Crown. It
proposes management of the Crown for mountain biking but does not exclude other uses. The plan will dictate
management of the Crown for the next 20 to 30 years. Currently, the Crown is closed to motorized uses from
Dec. 1 to April 30. Now proposed is a closure to motorized and mechanized (includes bicycles) uses from Dec. 1
to April 15, Wolfgang said. In addition, motorized and mechanized uses would be restricted to designated routes,
while hiking, horseback riding and cross-country skiing would not.
Mike Pritchard said 12 to 15 miles of new biking trails are part of the BLM’s plan for the Crown. Old double-track
roads could be turned into routes for equestrians, offering them separation from bikers, he said.
Frank Woods asked what kind of active management and improvements the BLM has done on the Crown.
Wolfgang said the Crown has seen “custodial management” with the BLM reacting to issues. Designating it as a
Special Recreation Management Area would bring a more proactive approach and potential funding to management, he said.
Brett Meredith (RFTA) gave an overview of use on the adjacent Rio Grande Trail, a paved bike/pedestrian corridor.
No motorized uses are allowed. The trailhead parking lot at Hooks Lane has room for 6 to 8 vehicles with room
for handicap parking. There is also a handicap-accessible port-o-potty there. The lot would be open to Glassier
Open Space users, he said. No dogs are permitted on the trail between Rock Bottom Ranch and Catherine Bridge
and that section is closed annually to all use from Dec. 1 to April 30. RFTA does not have the ability presently to
groom the trail above Rock Bottom Ranch for nordic skiing. The trail counter near Rock Bottom Ranch logs about
35,000 users annually; user numbers have been going up about 10 percent per year. Two-thirds of the use takes
place in May, June and July, Meredith said.
Mike Davies asked if the trail segment next to Glassier sees a lot of special events. About a half-dozen events
annually is typical, Meredith said.
Alec Parker asked if the government owners of the Glassier Open Space will seek a second right-of-way license
to cross the trail with an access drive. Tennenbaum said that hasn’t been determined. The government has rightof-way access to the open space via the former Saltonstall driveway.
John Groves (CPW) said lands on the Crown above the Glassier Open Space are important winter habitat for deer
and elk and said access to the Crown from Glassier should have seasonal restrictions as the Crown sees recreational pressure from the opposite side throughout the winter. CPW wants the closure on motorized and mechanized uses of the Crown to extend through April 30, not end April 15, as the BLM has proposed, Groves said. He
advocated opening access to the Crown from Glassier no earlier than May 1. Deer and elk don’t use the Glassier
agricultural lands in the winter when the property is covered with snow, but do feed on the greening grasses in
the spring once the snow is gone, Groves said.
George Trantow asked whether hunting access to the Crown should be allowed from Glassier Open Space.
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Groves said he would welcome walk-in hunting access.
Groves also said dogs have a significant impact on wildlife, even if they are leashed, but especially if they are not.
Rory Cerise asked how disruptive recreation is on wildlife and whether bikers versus hikers or equestrians pose
more or less impact. Research indicates recreationists who move past elk quickly (motorized users, for example)
have less impact than hikers and bicyclists, Groves said.
Mike Davies asked if a flexible reopening date for access to the Crown from Glassier is feasible, depending on the
snow conditions that dictate wildlife movement. A firm annual date is easier for users to remember, Groves said.
Wildlife cameras can be used to monitor wildlife movement from year to year, Gary Tennenbaum said.
The committee agreed that seasonal closure dates and hunting access are issues the management plan should
address.
The committee is also being asked to address a sustainable trail connection to the Crown from Glassier Open
Space, though the committee won’t be expected to determine the actual alignment of the route, said Lindsey Utter (OST). Representatives of various user groups can be involved in establishing a trail route, Tennenbaum said.
The existing road access from Glassier to the Crown is steep and eroded in sections, Utter noted.
Alec Parker said a less-steep trail route will require switchbacks and asked if the visual impacts of the trail would
be considered.
Anne Clapper said parking and traffic on Hooks Spur Road need to be considered as part of the recreation planning. Carol Dopkin said parking that accommodates horse trailers and turning the trailers around will be needed.
Mike Davies asked if the number of users on the trail will affect its sustainability. Holly McLain suggested a
reservation system for trail use from Glassier could be necessary in the future. Other counties have limitations on
trail use, but they have user numbers that far exceed anything experienced on trails managed by Pitkin County
Open Space and Trails, Gary Tennenbaum said.
Randy Glassier asked how regulations pertaining to recreational use of Glassier Open Space will be enforced.
Pitkin County rangers will be empowered to enforce the regulations, even though the open space is in Eagle
County, said Gary Tennenbaum. He advised neighbors who see a violation to call the sheriff’s office through 911
or the non-emergency number. In addition, signs to direct trail users will help keep them on the proper route and
off of private property, he said.
In a discussion on seasonal closure dates, Leslie Thomas suggested it extend through May 15 in the spring.
George Trantow said April 30 will suffice because people won’t use the access even after that date if conditions
aren’t yet suitable. Tennenbaum said the closure could go through April 30, but be extended in consultation with
CPW if conditions in a given year warrant a longer closure. However, he said, a discrepancy between closure
dates on BLM land and Glassier Open Space will create management issues if people can access the Crown after
April 15 on the opposite side, but find the exit on the Glassier side closed. Pitkin County did protest the April 15
date in the BLM plan, advocating for the closure to extend through April 30, Tennenbaum noted. Signs on the
opposite side could be used to inform users of the closure dates on the Glassier side, said Leslie Thomas.
Closure dates are directed at elk, said Alec Parker. They don’t help deer that stay in the area year-round, he said.
Michael Carricarte said he wants to know how users will access Glassier Open Space. Jason Smith asked how
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multiple uses (agriculture, recreation and a private residence) will be managed on the single driveway that
currently exists. Whether all use should be on the existing access road or if a separate trail should be constructed
is a matter for discussion, said Gary Tennenbaum.
Holly McLain said she would favor a dog prohibition on the property, calling it a safety matter. Others said dogs
should be prohibited to protect wildlife. George Trantow said the Crown is not a great place for dogs (there are
cacti, for one thing) and Bill Bleeker noted dogs are often unleashed on the adjacent Rio Grande Trail even though
leashes are required.
David Koenck asked if the BLM has any restrictions regarding dogs on the Crown. Greg Wolfgang said the BLM
does not, nor does it have the personnel to enforce such a restriction. Koenck asked why, then, Glassier Open
Space shouldn’t allow users to access the Crown with dogs.
Dogs could be an issue with agricultural use of Glassier, particularly regarding small livestock, said Jason Smith.
Dogs have killed farm animals at Rock Bottom Ranch, Smith said. Some hunters use dogs, noted Alec Parker and
George Trantow. Laura Smith asked if hunting is allowed on the open space and if people will be carrying rifles
through it. Hunting is not allowed on the open space, and problems with people shooting on Pitkin County open
space in general have been few, said Gary Tennenbaum. Rifles should be required to be unloaded while hunters
are hiking through Glassier, Trantow said.
Glassier is a gateway access to the Crown, Gary Tennenbaum said. If dogs are controlled on the property, it
makes it harder to access the Crown with dogs. Dogs can be prohibited on Glassier even though the BLM allows
dogs on the Crown, Tennenbaum said.
A prohibition on dogs on the Glassier Open Space, including dogs used for hunting, appeared to have committee
support.
Discussion on other potential recreation at Glassier, including fishing and cross-country skiing, will continue at
the June 18 meeting, though in reference to fishing, Ted Guy stressed that the wetlands along the Roaring Fork
River should be preserved.
Gary Tennenbaum said he would like to see half of the June meeting devoted to the continued discussion of
recreation and the other half focused on agriculture.
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Meeting date: June 18, 2014
Location: Basalt Town Hall
Committee members in attendance: Dan Hamalak, Rory Cerise, Mike Davies, David Koenck, Ted Guy, Jason
Smith, Mike Pritchard, Laura Smith, George Trantow and Alec Parker. Committee members not in attendance:
Brian Davies, Michael Carricarte, Anne Clapper, Temple Glassier, Michael Thompson, Corey Britten, Jerome
Osentowski, Holly McLain, Tom Trowbridge and David Brown.
Staff present: Gary Tennenbaum, Lindsey Utter, Paul Holsinger, Janet Urquhart and Xiujian Xie with Pitkin County
Open Space and Trails, Toby Sprunk with Eagle County Open Space, Brian McNellis with Town of Basalt, Brett
Meredith with the Roaring Fork Transportation Authority and Greg Wolfgang with the Bureau of Land Management.
Others present included: Leslie Thomas, Bill Bleeker, Jimmy Dula, Graeme Means, Tim McFlynn, Carol Dopkin,
Sally Cole, Diane and Charles Spickert, Alexandra Anwal-Davies and Paul Andersen (briefly).
Next meeting date: July 16 from 5-7 p.m. at Basalt Town Hall
Discussion – Process update
Gary Tennenbaum briefly updated the group on the July 9 meeting of a subcommittee of individuals interested in
specialty agriculture at Glassier Open Space. Bill Bleeker said the neighborhood subcommittee would prefer to
see the county lease a single, large agricultural parcel at Glassier. Neighbors are opposed to the increased traffic
that could result from multiple agricultural leases, he said. At present, five potential agricultural lease areas have
been identified, Tennenbaum said.
At the full committee’s July 16 meeting, staff will present the ideas for recreation, agriculture and wildlife
conservation that have evolved during committee discussions. If there is consensus, staff will begin drafting the
management plan for the property. The July meeting could be the committee’s final gathering, he said.
Discussion – Recreation
Fishing - Rory Cerise suggested no commercial fishing be permitted on the Roaring Fork River frontage (about
500 feet). Committee members concurred. Leslie Thomas suggested a boardwalk to the river to provide angler
access and protect the rest of the wetland/riparian area. If fishing is allowed, signs would be erected along the
riverbank at the Glassier property’s borders to keep anglers from straying onto private property, said Lindsey
Utter.
Boating - The committee agreed to prohibit the launching or taking out of boats from the property.
Hunting - Laura Smith asked what had been decided regarding hunter use of the open space. County regulations
should be reviewed as a first step to making a final determination on hunting, said Lindsey Utter.
Maintenance - Brian McNellis said ongoing maintenance of the property, specifically recreational amenities,
should be addressed in the management plan, particularly since the Glassier property is located in Eagle County,
but Pitkin County is overseeing its management. Everything that makes it into the management plan that requires
maintenance will be added to Pitkin County’s maintenance schedule, said Gary Tennenbaum. Trash disposal
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should be part of the maintenance, said Michael Davies.
Parking and Trails - Mike Pritchard suggested the management plan address future trails, including separated
trails for different uses or directional trails, if usage warrants it. Leslie Thomas asked if there would be a way to
regulate recreational use if necessary. She urged use of trail counters to monitor use. Laura Smith asked how
the county will evaluate how much use and how much traffic is too much. The size of the public parking will limit
traffic, said Lindsey Utter.
Michael Davies said the neighborhood subcommittee would prefer there be no parking on the Glassier Open
Space to protect the area’s rural nature and for safety reasons on Hooks Spur Road. If no on-site parking is
provided, some users will attempt to park along the road, Brian McNellis predicted. Davies said neighbors will
petition Eagle County to prohibit parking on the road; the neighborhood group would prefer that parking be explored at Basalt High School, at the Draeger property near Hooks Spur Road and Hooks Lane, or on land owned
by Michael Carricarte, with access to Glassier via the Rio Grande Trail, he said.
Gary Tennenbaum asked if parking on county roads is prohibited in Eagle County currently. Toby Sprunk said he
didn’t know. Once the management plan is finalized, Eagle County will adopt regulations specific to the Glassier
property to enforce whatever restrictions are deemed appropriate, Sprunk said. If there is no parking on-site,
enforcement will be a greater issue, Brian McNellis predicted. A parking lot could relieve current parking issues
on Hooks Spur Road, Dan Hamalak added.
No parking at Glassier means no access, Hamalak said. Parents with children aren’t going to travel the distance
from Basalt High School to the open space via the Rio Grande Trail. Also, agricultural lessees will need parking
at Glassier, he said. Dula agreed. Equestrians will not ride on the Rio Grande from Basalt High School said Carol
Dopkin; they need a place with room to park and turn around with a horse trailer that is on the property, she said.
Alexandra Anwal-Davies said multiple horse trailers at the site at any one time is unlikely.
George Trantow predicted a parking lot would be used by road bikers who are accessing the Rio Grande Trail and
suggested the lot be restricted to use by senior citizens and parents with children.
David Koenck asked if the Rio Grande trailhead parking at Hooks Lane could be expanded.
Laura Smith said public access at Glassier was a compelling interest and urged that a parking lot on the property
be screened, not be lit and that its use be restricted to certain hours and seasons. She said access to the open
space needs to be balanced with the rural character of the area.
Michael Davies said plans for parking should be reviewed to make sure they fit within Eagle County’s master plan
for the area.
Mike Pritchard reminded the group the public acquisition of Glassier Open Space was a positive for the community and should be embraced as a good thing.
Lindsey Utter raised the potential for a trail on or around the perimeter of the agricultural lands. The route
wouldn’t work with the irrigation system, said Rory Cerise. Such a trail conflicts with the intended use of the
property, said Bill Bleeker, suggesting walkers stick to the Rio Grande Trail. Committee members were generally
opposed to a perimeter trail, as well as to winter recreation on the property.
Rory Cerise asked if there were plans to build a new trail to connect a potential parking lot at Glassier to the
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existing route onto the Crown. He said users should reach the road to the Crown via existing access off the Rio
Grande Trail rather than via a new trail. Ted Guy said parking should go near the existing route onto the Crown
and that the construction of new trails should be avoided. George Trantow also supported use of existing trails
and minimizing the need for new ones. Alexandra Anwal-Davies said the soft surface along the Rio Grande Trail
isn’t wide enough for equestrians to use it as part of their access to the Crown; Bleeker urged widening it in that
area. Leslie Thomas said equestrians would need a trail from the parking lot to the Crown access.
Toby Sprunk suggested equestrian parking take place next to the former Glassier home.
Alec Parker said ditch banks on the property should not be used as trails. He asked if certified weed-free regulations would be imposed on equestrians. Weed-free rules are in place on the BLM lands on the Crown, said Greg
Wolfgang.
Special events - David Koenck asked if commercial and special events on the property should be limited. Special
events are allowed on the BLM land on the Crown, though there is no blanket policy, Greg Wolfgang said. Special
recreation permits for events are reviewed individually, he said.
Mike Pritchard asked if Pitkin County has a policy regarding events on open space. Events are prohibited in the
management plans for some properties, but allowed in others, said Gary Tennenbaum. Events can be regulated
by limiting the number of participants and number of events, he said. Eagle County has regulations related to
events, said Toby Sprunk. George Trantow urged establishing some parameters for events rather than enacting
an outright ban. Pritchard said a race event that passes through the property could be done with little impact.
Gary Tennenbaum said possible regulation of events related to agriculture and recreation would be brought to the
committee’s July meeting for consideration. Michael Davies asked that off-site parking options also be explored
before the next meeting.
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Meeting date: July 16, 2014
Location: Basalt Town Hall
Committee members in attendance: Temple Glassier, Rory Cerise, Brian Davies, David Koenck, David Brown,
Michael Thompson, Jason Smith, Michael Davies, Holly McLain, George Trantow, Ted Guy, Michael Carricarte,
Mike Pritchard, Laura Smith, Dan Hamalak and Alec Parker. Committee members not in attendance: Corey
Britten, Jerome Osentowski, Tom Trowbridge and Anne Clapper.
Staff present: Gary Tennenbaum, Paul Holsinger, Lindsey Utter, Janet Urquhart and Xiujian Xie with Pitkin County
Open Space and Trails, Toby Sprunk and Aaron Green with Eagle County Open Space, Brian McNellis with Town
of Basalt, Brett Meredith with the Roaring Fork Transportation Authority and Greg Wolfgang with the Bureau of
Land Management.
Others present include: Tim McFlynn, Leslie Thomas, Randy and Wendy Glassier, Sally Cole, Bill Bleeker, Charles
Spickert and Josie Castaldo.
Discussion - Introduction
Gary Tennenbaum outlines the process for the night’s meeting. OST staff will seek committee consensus on
proposals that have been formulated, based on past committee input. Where there is group consensus on a
proposal, that item will be incorporated into a draft management plan for Glassier Open Space. Where there is no
consensus, options presented to the group will be incorporated into the management plan for public consideration. The elected commissioners in Eagle and Pitkin counties will be the final arbiters, as they will ultimately be
asked to adopt the management plan.
Proposals for committee consideration were grouped into five categories: Wildlife Action Items, Agriculture Action
Items, Glassier House Site Action Items, Recreation Action Items and Special Events.
Wildlife Action Items
•

Proposal: Dogs not allowed on Glassier Open Space unless specifically allowed in an agricultural lease for
agricultural purposes. Committee agrees.

•

Proposal: Public access to Glassier Open Space, including trails, trail parking and fishing access, will be
closed seasonally from Dec. 1 through April 30. Closure does not apply to those with agricultural leases.
Committee majority modifies proposal, endorsing a closure from Dec. 1 to May 15 with the ability to open
the property earlier if conditions warrant, but no earlier than April 15. Conditions will be monitored with
Colorado Parks and Wildlife. Other factors that will be monitored are snowpack depth, and soil conditions.

•

Proposal: Riparian restoration to reverse some impacts of historical agricultural use. Committee agrees.

Agricultural Action Items
•

Proposal: Develop irrigation plan for the individual leases with water engineer and NRCS. Committee
agrees. (Ted Guy urges consultation with ranchers currently flood irrigating the property.)

•

Proposal: Develop individual lease areas to stimulate a diversity of agricultural uses, including two large
areas and four smaller acreage areas (see attached map). Committee majority agrees with this provision:
Allowed greenhouse of up to 5,000 square feet should be built within existing ranch building complex, if
lessee pursues its development. Nighttime lighting of greenhouse won’t be permitted. Some committee
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members advocate fewer agricultural lease areas to reduce potential traffic impacts.
•

Proposal: Select lessees through a competitive process based on the Pitkin County OST Agricultural
Lease Bid Process. Committee agrees.

•

Proposal: Expansion areas will be available to adjacent lessees to develop, restore and expand their
agricultural operation. If there is no interest from lessees, Pitkin County OST will manage the expansion
areas as passive open space. Committee modifies proposal to fold two expansion areas into adjacent
large-lease areas.

Mike Pritchard asks if agricultural interests will have priority over recreational access through the property. No,
answered Gary Tennenbaum. Laura Smith expresses concern about rooster noise. If anyone raises chickens, a
few of them will be roosters, Tennenbaum said.
Glassier House Site Action Items
•

Proposal: Either Pitkin County maintains the house in its current condition so no further deterioration
occurs, but it will remain uninhabitable, or it is leased to a party who takes on the cost of restoring the
house to habitable condition in exchange for a long-term lease. Criteria for selecting a lessee would
include the plan and timeline for restoration, financial security, intended use of the house and potential
partnership with agricultural lessees, said Gary Tennenbaum. Ted Guy suggests a third option: Pitkin
County seeks grants to restore structure and places a property manager in the house. Restoration is not
within OST mission, said Tennenbaum, but a provision allowing Pitkin County to seek partnerships to
restore the house could be added as an option. Committee agrees.

Recreation Action Items
•

Proposal: Develop a sustainable trail from parking areas and Rio Grande Trail to BLM boundary on the
Crown. The Glassier Trail shall be an unpaved, multi-use trail limited to non-motorized use. It will closed
seasonally and its use monitored. Trail route (see attached map) will include new segment connecting
two pieces of existing road. Road leading up onto Crown will remain available for equestrian, hiking
and agricultural use, while a separate, 3-foot-wide trail will be created for mountain biking. Committee
agrees.

•

Proposal: Implement signage actions, including working with BLM and private property owners to sign
property boundaries before construction of Glassier Trail, working with BLM to sign intersections of trails
and roads on the Crown, and installing a trailhead kiosk at parking areas and/or entrance to Glassier
Open Space, informing public of regulations and providing map of regional properties and trail connections. Committee agrees. Holly McLain suggests including the yield symbol, which indicates which users
(among equestrians, bicyclists and pedestrians) yield to other users. Brian Davies suggests signage on
the Home Supply Ditch to keep users out. Gary Tennenbaum agrees with both requests.

•

Proposal: Public fishing access will be allowed on designated route through the property. Once angler has
reached the waterway, they must walk within course of the river. Boundaries of public-access area will
be signed. Committee members were split on need for public fishing access; no consensus was reached.
Public access will be included in the draft management plan for public review.

•

Proposal: Three options (see attached illustrations) presented for providing parking for recreational users
of Glassier Open Space. All options involve gravel surfaces. Option 1 is a parking area on the property,
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near the Rio Grande Trail, with room for 20 vehicles and two trailers. Option 2 is a parking area on private
property (owned by Michael Carricarte) near the intersection of Hooks Spur Road and Hooks Lane, about
one-half mile from entrance to Glassier Open Space. Option 3 is creation of two trailer parking spaces
near the Glassier house. Some committee members advocate Option 1, but there is majority consensus
in support of Option 2, because it may reduce traffic on Hooks Spur Road. Brian McNellis predicts some
trail users will drive down the road in search of closer parking and may park along the road. Before a
draft plan is created and released for public review, the county will work with the neighboring landowner
to explore Option 2 and see if this can become a reality. The county appreciates the neighboring landowner’s willingness to explore this option. If a deal cannot be reached on Option 2, the parking discussion will be reopened.
•

Proposal: Property management outside lease areas, including recreation-related facilities, would be
included in Pitkin County Capital Plan. Noxious-weed control outside of lease areas will be performed by
Pitkin County. Committee agrees.

•

Proposal: Glassier Open Space restrictions on use. Committee agrees.

1. Dogs are not allowed on Glassier property unless specifically allowed in an agricultural lease for
agricultural purposes
2. No commercial fishing
3. No boat launching or anchoring
4. No parking on Hooks Spur Road
5. No winter recreation
6. Glassier Open Space open only during daylight hours; it will be closed seasonally
7. Pack in, pack out
8. No hunting on open space
9. Non-motorized hunting access is allowed. Hunters accessing the Crown on foot from Glassier Open
Space must keep weapons unloaded while on open space.
10. Weed-free feed required for horses at Glassier, consistent with BLM requirements on the Crown
Special events
•

Proposal: Special events can be approved through the special-use permit process. Up to two events
would be allowed per year. The trails would remain open to the public during an event and no event
parking would be allowed on the site. Committee agrees.

•

Proposal: Educational environmental and agricultural tours can be accommodated on a case-by-case
basis and will be coordinated with the lessees and Pitkin County. Committee agrees.

Next steps: OST staff will draft a management plan for Glassier Open Space based on feedback from the
steering committee. The draft plan will be presented to officials in Eagle County, Pitkin County and Town of
Basalt for their review before releasing the plan for public review. Steering committee members will be kept
apprised of developments via email.
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Glassier Open Space
Property Features
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We also do not agree with the Plan’s Preferred Alternative Parking.
• The unnecessary additional finances being spent to purchase the land can be better appropriated updating the
irrigation needs of the property.
• Parking opportunities can be easily created on the Glassier property.
• Having to travel a ½ mile on the Rio Grande Trail before accessing the trailhead will reduce the number of trail
users. This will specifically impact families with young children, equestrians and anglers that want to utilize the
public fishing access that has been provided with purchase of this property. It›s also worth noting that it is an
additional 1/2 mile from the potential on-site parking lot through the agricultural lots to get to the natural red rock
hillside part of the property.
• A potential parking and traffic issue along Hooks Spur could be created by those that illegally trying to park
closer to avoid the ½ mile walk down the Rio Grande trail.
Lastly, our home is adjacent to the proposed parking lot. If this lot is approved we hope we are included in the
planning process of the lot, specifically the screening and signage.
§ § § §
I’m very excited about this project moving forward and its inclusion of mountain biking. I believe it will be a great
addition to the mid-Valley fun quotient!
§ § § §
I can not understand how individuals who want to mountain bike through the difficult terrain of the Crown can
push for the sissy solution of parking at the very bottom of the steep hill. Don’t they know it is best to loosen up
and warm up before strenuous exercise?
The characterization of the least productive of the irrigated field as a former parking area is misleading and
wrong. Basalt’s POST input was based on two hours of review of a work product that was produced after hours of
meetings negotiations and compromise.
Keep the parking off the Glassier ag lands. Put is adjacent to the current RFTA parking or at the High School.
Look at Hook’s Spur as a limited automobile zone. Do not give in to the loud mouthed users.
Keep people and access out of the fragile wetlands that are the riparian habitat along the entire Glassier frontage
of the Roaring Fork River. No one should be wading through calf deep swamp and wetlands to access the river
at this location.
The limitation on additional new or improved trails is the best practice. Waiting until the management plan has
had a chance to be tested for its good and bad points is a responsible method to plan, implement, test, assess,
revise, and expand the public use of the Crown.
Remember humans (men and women) have a responsibility to maintain habitat for the wildlife that struggles to
thrive as a result of our expansion into their diminishing refuge areas. Wildlife is an essential part of the character of
these areas. We do not want to end up with a petting zoo so kids can see the “wild animals” that used to make
this their home.
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We need to respect the goal of maintaining the rural uses and character of the Hook’s Spur area. There will
always be those who do not share those values and would prefer bulldozers to respective and sustainable use of
rural lands.
Thank you for a thoughtful, well written, management plan.
§ § § §
Eagle County is supportive of the proposed management plan for the Glassier Ranch Open Space.
In terms of parking, we support an alternative that provides parking at the end of Hooks Spur Road near the existing
RFTA lot and thus minimizes traffic impacts. We look forward to potentially partnering on an acquisition that
provides such opportunity.
Thank you, as always, for your leadership in acquiring and managing the Glassier Ranch properties. We look
forward to working with you to implement the management plan.
§ § § §
I have not had the opportunity to be very active with the committee lately, but I do need to voice my concern
about traffic on Hooks Spur Lane. I feel that all recreational traffic should not be allowed to travel down Hooks
Spur and that we should take advantage of the opportunity to acquire land at the intersection of Hooks Lane and
Hooks Spur to provide parking there. This opportunity might not present itself again and I truly believe that this
would be the best option for all concerned. Hooks Spur is a dirt road that already requires a lot of maintenance
by Eagle County with the limited traffic it receives which will be acerbated with more use. It is also already very
conducive to speeding with the long straight stretch that exits now.
§ § § §
As a longtime resident of Hooks Spur Road, I am very pleased that Pitkin and Eagle Counties have had the foresight to preserve some of the Roaring Fork Valley’s most incredible agricultural land. I have been involved in the
long and sometimes challenging planning process for the Glassier Open Space and support the draft management plan that was developed with the assistance of the steering committee.
I would like to emphasize that the Preferred Alternative Parking Plan, as described in the draft management plan,
is best option for the Glassier Open Space and surrounding area for the following reasons:
• The Town of Basalt, a financial contributor to the Saltonstall portion of the Glassier Open Space, was against
parking on the property in the original sale. They have also expressed support for the Preferred Alternative parking plan in the letter dated November 25, 2014.
• The lot would be multi-use and would serve as overflow parking for RFTA, the Willits Lane Boat Launch, and
Rock Bottom Ranch, further reducing traffic on Hooks Spur Road.
• There is already impact in that area from the RFTA lot, Draeger parking lot and Daly property services. A parking
lot is much more suited to go in that area as opposed to losing agricultural land to create a new lot.
• Locating a parking lot down Hooks Spur Road will dramatically alter the rural character and feel of the
road. Hooks Spur Road is already a popular destination for running, jogging and dog walking.
I would recommend that the parking lot be phased and start with a smaller number of spaces, as 34 vehicle
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spaces and 2 trailer parking spaces seems excessive.
Please support the draft management plan as it was developed by the OST staff and steering committee. Thank
you for allowing the community to be involved in the planning process.
§ § § §
New trails should not be machine built in keeping with the existing rustic feel of the Crown. Machine built trails
belong in Snowmass, not the Crown. Keep singletrack SINGLE. Also, RFMBA is asking members to comment that
the parking lot is too far away. As a biker, I don’t see that as a problem - riding your bike 1/2 mile is not a big
deal.
§ § § §
Dear Pitkin County Open Space and Trails Board:
Rock Bottom Ranch is a site of Aspen Center for Environmental Studies (ACES) located at the end of Hooks Spur
Road. Since 1999, ACES has provided educational programs at Rock Bottom Ranch on topics including environmental science education, forest health and sustainable agriculture.
ACES has been very involved in the planning process and a representative has attend all of the steering committee meetings. ACES supports the Draft Management Plan that was created through the steering committee
process.
One of ACES’ primary goals when evaluating and creating new education programs is to reduce and mitigate the
impact of noise and traffic on Hooks Spur Road. Therefore, we recommend that the Pitkin County Open Space
and Trails (PCOST) Board carefully consider the impacts of adding a parking lot on the Glassier property. Adding
a parking lot on the Glassier property will take away valuable agricultural land as well as reverse the several
years of work and planning that ACES has done to minimize traffic impacts to Hooks Spur Road. ACES has taken
numerous steps to reduce and/or eliminate traffic on Hooks Spur Road. Some examples include:
Employing a shuttle during peak season to reduce vehicle trips for weekly programs;
Requiring large events and gatherings to use a shuttle service;
Hosting 1200-person Harvest Parties with no vehicles – all guests were shuttled via bus, walked or rode bikes to
the site; and
In 2015, we will be constructing a new $250k trail system designed to encourage access to the property via the
Rio Grande Trail.
ACES also experienced high levels of illegal parking in the past and by working with Eagle County, we have had
proper signage installed and, with minimal enforcement, virtually eliminated the problem.
ACES has reached out to the PCOST staff expressing interest in possible contributions to a multi-use parking lot
located at the intersection of Hooks Spur Road and Hooks Lane, so that we may further reduce our traffic impacts
on Hooks Spur Road.
If we, as the furthest property down Hooks Spur Road, can put the planning efforts into reducing traffic on this
rural road, we respectfully ask that others creating impact on the road would extend the same planning courtesy.
Thank you.
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§ § § §
I support the parking lot where the committee says it should be.
I think that the committee’s suggested horse trailer parking area offers riders a chance to enjoy the lovely walk
down Hook’s Spur. The tree-lined county road is wide and lightly travelled with plenty of shoulder room for
horseback riders. Even now it is used frequently by riders seeking a calm flat stretch of road. Once the horse is
warmed up then they are ready for the hike up the Crown. Think of the horse as an athelete that needs to loosen
up before physical activity. I hope that riders from outside this area can enjoy this part of the road as much as I
have.
§ § § §
My wife and I have lived at the end of Hooks Spur Road for nearly 18 yrs. and have witnessed an ever increasing
amount of vehicular traffic, every thing should be done to keep traffic off of the road. Providing parking at the
beginning of the road makes good sense. Parking on Glassier “Disturbed Area “ will create a very dangerous
crossing for bike path users and impede the wildlife migration path. There have been recorded 35,000 users per
year on the trail by Rock Bottom.
We would hope that with all that has been invested in these properties that the best option will be chosen. Let’s
preserve this open space for future generations.
§ § § §
Dear Pitkin County Open Space and Trails staff and board members,
The Glassier Open Space along Hooks Spur Road is a very special area. A friend of mine calls it “a world away.”
While just moments from the highway, it somehow transports you back in time, slows you down, and offers a
feeling of connection and peace. Being there just feels good.
The public purchase of this land serves so many open space values. But it also threatens, through overconsumption or poor development design, the very same things that make it so special and draw people to it.
I urge the OST Board to move forward cautiously with this parcel and exercise responsible stewardship over
it. I hope you will use wisdom and strength to balance the appetites there are for “ultimate convenience” in
recreating here, with the other open space values of rural character, scenic beauty, agriculture, healthy land, and
healthy wildlife.
I love what was said at an earlier OST meeting about aspiring to make this parcel “a model” and to “do it right”
here. It was inspiring to hear the board speak of investing in water efficiency; of supporting natural, sustainable
ag practices; and of starting small (if at all) in parking to keep reasonable the increased traffic and numbers of
recreational users.
Knowing that this management plan, while it can be modified, will serve as the basis for all plans to come, I hope
this board will infuse it with the full spectrum of open space ideals. After all, it is the area’s peace and beauty that
bring the press of users to its doorstep, and history shows those things only last if protected. Keeping its uses
balanced will serve all – even those that crave higher volume, urban-park-type access.
About my own lens on this: I sat on the Steering Committee for this management plan and attended the meetings for
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more than a year. I heard and discussed and, as part of the committee, ultimately found compromise with bikers
and equestrians, longtime ranchers/growers, neighbors from miles around, agency representatives, family representatives, government consultants, and others. There were many public notices and even front-page newspaper
articles drawing all to participate and many did. Through the process, I read and learned much about this parcel
and the open space goals for it. They are many, and truly tricky to balance.
I think the management plan developed by this large and diverse committee ultimately hammered out the compromises that balance these goals. The hardest issue was the parking and I hope this board will see the wisdom
of the elegant solution proposed to consolidate parking at the end of the road, near the existing parking lots and
industrial areas.
While many of us would like to continue to advocate for our narrower viewpoints on parking, as we did on the
Steering Committee, and while some still may in these public comments, I would put forth that we already went
through that process, we found a solution, and it’s time to embrace it. I urge this board to embrace it.
I urge this not because it’s my personal preference (I would prefer there be no fume-y, barren parking lot and
instead use the plentiful nearby lots) but because it represents fair compromise and balance. Many, in addition to
me, wanted no parking lot at all; others wished for the equivalent of drive-up-window convenience to the trails.
It was a loaded issue, and hard to discuss. But ultimately there was give-and-take, some creativity, and some
serendipity, to arrive at the Preferred Parking Alternative. This provides parking but also protects the integrity of
the area. What luck this solution arose—and at such a relatively low cost for preserving rural beauty in perpetuity.
The Preferred Parking Alternative allows individuals (and horses) to drive to this area but also maximizes scenic
beauty, minimizes conflict between agricultural users and rec users, minimizes traffic on this charming rural
road, minimizes the danger of cars crossing the Rio Grande Trail, honors the wildlife, and preserves the historic
character of the area. It is a smart choice.
While I urge general support of the plan, I do have two tweaks to suggest that I think would make it even stronger
and make for a more thoughtful roll-out. This parcel has many unknowns and many moving parts, and situations
with so many unknowns are best approached judiciously, even cautiously. My suggestions for your consideration
are as follows:
1) Parking: While I urge this board to embrace the Preferred Parking Alternative, I think it should take a phased
approach to its build-out.
A lot with 36 spaces, as proposed, is the largest open space lot in the area after Smuggler (40 spaces) and Red
Hill (50+ spaces). (The popular Arbaney-Kittle lot has 24+ spaces.) Many public lots are near the Glassier Open
Space (Rio Grande lots, RFTA lots, Basalt High School, etc.) and the bikers likely to use the BLM’s mountain biking trails on the Crown can easily come from these lots.
A small, 10-15-space lot at the mouth of Hooks Spur could accommodate some individuals, horse trailers, and
any special-needs users without inviting the Red Hill or Smuggler type of urban-trail usage that would despoil this
sensitive area. A biking enthusiast on the Steering Committee (June 18meeting) also pointed out this lot is likely
to be a magnet for road bikers using the Rio Grande Trail – something to consider.
The Rio Grande Trail on Hooks Spur Road already sees 35,000 users a year, a number rising 10 percent a year
(source: RFTA, from its counter at Rock Bottom Ranch). Despite the ever-present craving of humans for ultraconvenient and large parking facilities, one must question if they are needed in a place already seeing this kind of
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traffic. The BLM Resource Management Plan defines its goal for usage on the Crown as “back-country” (page 12,
Appendix K). This may max out immediately just with the 35,000 already accessing this area. Let’s not, right off
the bat, shuttle in even more users than the area can handle.
I hope this board will embrace the Preferred Parking Alternative in the plan, but start with a much smaller lot for
horses and a few others. (The wildlife will appreciate it, too!) Expansion can always come later.
2) Agriculture: I appreciated the comments from the OST Board about wanting this land to be agriculture “done
right.” My concern is that it seems the language added to the revised plan and the language in the Agriculture
Lease Process is too soft to ensure that. It “aspires” and “prioritizes” but, as it reads, would ultimately still allow
all EPA-approved pesticides and herbicides and non-natural practices.
I urge this board to ask its very capable staff to come up with stronger restrictions to expressly disallow on this
land the worst of chemicals and of unhealthy agricultural practices. Better a lot or two are empty for a bit while
seeking a suitable lessee than badly deteriorated.
The OST staff tells me the “certified organic” standard is untenable for local growers and that there isn’t a middle
standard between it and the EPA’s unreliable standards. But I ask why can’t we be leaders in doing it better?
Let’s set some new standards.
I would proposed we not give up so easily on our values. Let us be a leader in healthy agriculture and healthy
land, for ourselves and as a model for other communities. Let us challenge our experts to come up with common-sense limits like disallowing the worst chemicals (pesticides?) and allowing fertilizers/herbicides only as
long as they don’t contaminate groundwater and river water. These may not be the exact right parameters, but
I use them to illustrate that we can require healthier ag practices, not just “aspire to them” and set healthier
parameters, even if they are not available “off-the-shelf.”
I ask that this board revise the management plan and the Agriculture Lease Process to firm up the language
about healthy agriculture, set actual requirements and restrictions, and expressly disallow the unhealthiest practices.
I also ask that these documents require the safety of the water be monitored and maintained (perhaps only necessary on open space parcels with such large-scale agriculture use). While legally the county may not be liable
if animals and wells/people are harmed, or while insurance may cover such events, might there not be a moral
obligation to keep the water safe? It doesn’t seem too much to ask.
If you do it well, the management of this open space agriculture can be a model for other communities who give
up on this same question, saying organic to “too hard.” I urge you to do the research and take the extra time to
do it better. Everyone – including our four-legged and feathered friends -- will benefit.
As a last note, I urge you to be informed about the BLM’s development of the Crown to make this plan is consonant with it. My understanding is that while the trails will technically be “multi-use,” they are being developed
and managed expressly for mountain bike usage, not as a gentle hiking area. Comments about use for small
children and the like may be specious; I urge you to examine the BLM documents yourselves to make sure you
understand its plan well.
In closing, I just want to say I am grateful for the board’s care and focus on this plan so far. While I ask for
somewhat more in reaching for our ideals, it’s because I believe this highly intelligent staff and board can do it,
and that this community will back it, and that we have an opportunity to create an inspiring model for here and
elsewhere. If we don’t reach for the stars, who will?
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With a phased Preferred Parking Alternative, a commitment to healthy agriculture and land, and an overall
approach that keeps a touch of the rural-wild in this land, I believe everyone in the community – possibly even
beyond – can be enriched and inspired by the Glassier Open Space.
Thanks for your consideration of these perspectives.
§ § § §
We live across the river from the Glassier property and strongly oppose any river access through the wetlands
there below the Glassier House. It is a fragile wetlands and wildlife area. To have any kind of access through
to the river would be destructive. Access, launch and parking is already established at Hooks Bridge for this
purpose.
With regard to parking, we strongly support the Preferred Alternative at the end of Hooks Spur Road. It is the site
most consistent with the Mid-Valley Area Community Plan, protects the agricultural use of the property, limits
traffic on Hooks Spur Road (which is already feeling pressure), prevents traffic across the Rio Grande Trail and
alleviates significant excavation/grading that would be required to establish parking on the property itself.
Because parking on the property would be on grade above the road, it would be visually unappealing, and is
unnecessary for safe and convenient access to the property for mountain bikers, hikers and/or horseback riders.
Thank you for your consideration!
§ § § §
I support the preferred parking at the end of Hooks Spur. The steering committee almost unanimously agreed
on this option. I believe changing the preferred option would ultimately undermine the entire reason of having
a public steering committee. I also believe there are major problems with putting the parking lot across from
the Glassier home. The wildlife use that area more than any other to access the river for water. In addition, that
particular area can sub with water creating a major obstacle for a parking lot. I could go on and on with reasons
not to put the parking lot down Hooks Spur; conversely give many reasons for why it make more sense to have it
at the preferred location. I think the term PREFERRED says it all.
§ § § §
Why do we have committees, and spend a lot of time, tears and blood if in the end we don’t listen to what comes
from this work. The prefered parking decide on by the steering committe was not plucked out of the air it was
thought out by neighbors and concerned people who live in the area. this is where it should go. Or maybe you
would llike to grow cattails in sewage.
§ § § §
RE seasonal closure:
The standard OST position has been to create seasonal closures to appease the notion that “critical” winter range
for deer and elk should not be visited by humans or else the animals will suffer and they won’t be around to be
hunted next year.
I disagree with this notion and believe that taking a large parcel of public open space out of use for a significant
portion of the year is not a benefit to the community. The deer and elk may get moved around a bit by human
contact (when people hike or ski by) but this simply simulates what would occur in a natural system with
predators, with the exception that the animals are not killed in the recreation instance. Eventually, the deer and
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elk get used to the interactions and become comfortable with human proximity.
The real reason to let them feed and rest undisturbed is to increase ‘yield” for next hunting season. This means
the public open space is being used as a quasi-agricultural deer +elk rearing program for one recreational group
(the hunters) while others are excluded. I understand the need for hunting and big game management, I support
it and really enjoy a good elk steak. I just don’t believe it is fair to use public open space to help increase herd
numbers to allow for more hunting and then keep the general public locked out off their land.
There is no science to support that closing areas off is better for big game than reducing how many are killed
each year during hunting season. Just like there is no science to support the cutting of mature Gamble Oak
stands to make way for more elk grazing is a good thing for the Virginia Warbler (which relys on mature oak
stands for habitat)...In the past we have selected the Elk over the Warbler and Hunting needs over other
Recreation. Glassier Open Space shouldn’t fall into the same pattern.
RE Trails:
It would make a lot of sense to plan on a multi-use LOOP trail giving 2 options for getting up or down the Glassier
property to BLM trails instead of just a single trail used for both up and down. If possible a separate equestrian
trail would make the area safer. Separate and multiple trails would help spread out users and give options for
access. Loops would also be able to be constructed and used without right away having to wait for BLM RMP
process (now 3 years tardy) to connect with other Crown area trails such as the Buckhorn Traverse.
Of course the loop should be designed with BLM, and neighborhood connections, as well as other loop
possibilities in mind.
The lower portions of the property also offer recreational opportunities which should be explored like cross country
skiing and sledding in winter, biking and horse trails in summer all which could tie into the upper loop trail
suggested above.
Lastly, the trails need not be wide machine built swaths of development if they are designed to flow within the
topography. the goal should be to have the trail experiences here be integral to this place and not a repeat of the
same trail dynamics from a bike park. recognizing and taking advantage of the areas unique character is better
than bulldozing in a connection between dots or simply trying to get to the top. Use the terrain to its full potential,
a great experience on the path is the objective.
Thanks
§ § § §
I strongly prefer the alternative parking plan. Please pursue that option.
§ § § §
I am an owner, and have been for 20 years, of land that was part of the Glassier ranch. My property borders BLM
on the south and west.
The Preferred Alternative for Parking appears to be the best solution to a lousy situation. Hooks Spur Road has far
too much traffic on it now and is an accident waiting to happen.
This past summer, from Aunt Freida’s to the bridge, the road was in dangerously bad shape. Crossing the bike
path, as I must to, is also dangerous for the bikers. To have a number of more cars doing it is foolish.
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Having spent a great deal of time in The Crown for the past 20 years I am appaled at the idea of making easy
access to it by the public. I fear that the character of one of the last rural areas of our valley will be ruined forever
by not truly preserving the generations of work by the Glassier Family and the unspoiled wilderness of The Crown
and the wildlife that has dwelled there forever.
§ § § §
My husband and I bought our 35 acre property as part of 150 acres parcel from the Glassier family in 1996. We
have seen a lot of changes. Hooks Spur road was a narrow country road that Hugh Glassier referred to as his
‘driveway’. Since then road has been widened and improved. To the better. And every spring the county fills in
ruts and potholes with road base, grades and puts down Mag Chloride. In the past this was sufficient to maintain
the road until the next spring.
Once a season is no longer adequate, much more maintenance is needed now.
Since the acquisition of the Glassier Open Space land, more traffic has been using the road, even without being open to the public. Last summer, Hooks Spur Road was in terrible shape all season, starting in the spring
with huge potholes and washboards. Cars would drive on the uphill side of the road to avoid the rough road and
swerve out of the way to avoid the oncoming traffic. In my 18 years of being a property owner, I have never seen
it so bad.
Our little quiet country road can not take the impact that would result in having a 35 + space parking lot across
from Aunt Frieda’s, for recreational use and for trucks hauling horse trailers.
Is the county prepared to grade the road on demand? And what about all the additional (dreaded) Mag Chloride
the road will need to avoid dust? Are the funds budgeted to anticipate the additional road maintenance. It just
takes one hard rain and the road is a disaster.
We are for the Preferred Parking at the very beginning of Hooks Spur Road across from the now existing RG bike
parking.
Save Hooks Spur Road!
§ § § §
I would prefer that the property be kept as is with no new trails however I realize a compromise must be made.
The Management Plan should be approved as it was presented to the board.
The Preferred Parking Alternative is the best proposed solution for parking and I feel strongly that this should be
pursued. We need to keep traffic off of Hooks Spur to maintain our rural area. Thank you.
§ § § §
Dear OS Board,
As a avid mountain biker, hiker and parent of two young kids I am excited about the recreation trails planned at
Glassier OS.
IN particular I really want to add support to a multi-use biking/hiking trails that uses the contours to reach adjacent BLM land around the Crown. Not only does this provide a great opportunity for trail connectivity, it removes
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the unsustainable existing route from crossing private land.
Also, I adamantly support putting parking on the disturbed OS parcel that you have already acquired. Using public
monies to purchase another parcel is NOT a good use of funds. If there is screening that needs to occur, then
funds can be put into the current parcel vs whole new acquisition. In addition, the nature of people, especially
those with small kids or adults who are limited in how much they can walk (my mother) will be looking for ways
to get closer to the actual OS experience anyways and you will deal with those parking problems.
Thank you and keep up the good work!
§ § § §
I appreciate the opportunity to comment on the management plan. My biggest concern has always been traffic
on Hooks Spur, as there are days when it is really heavy. Thus, I support parking at the entrance to the road and
keeping the car traffic as limited as possible.
Thanks
§ § § §
The Preferred Parking Alternative is the best proposed solution for parking and I feel strongly this should be
pursued.
Hooks Spur is just that, a spur. It is not a road designed or intended for a lot of public use. The public use of the
area that this road serves (ACES and the bike bath) is a benefit to our community but is already fully saturated in
my opinion.
§ § § §
I’d like to register wholehearted support for the plan and commend the planning process and inclusion of
traditional agricultural uses married to the opportunity for recreational enjoyment.
As an avid cyclist the need for a mid-valley connection to trails is a high priority.
I was disappointed to see a restriction on commercial use, not because I have designs on commercial activities,
but rather because the definition of what construes commercial use is rather vague and broad.
I work at CRMS and we regularly ride with small groups (4-8) students on the Crown trails (we are BLM permit
holders). A new trail on Glassier open space would be an attractive alternate option to be able to ride. Despite being an educational not-for-profit entity the federal government classifies us as a commercial outfitter. It would be
great if the restrictions on use provided for limited educational/ instructional use for entities such as us. Clearly a
for profit commercial entity occupies.
§ § § §
I am in support of a new mountain bike trail through the newly acquired Glassier Open Space. The mid valley
lacks good access to trails. This new trail would be a good first step in creating access to the great network of
trails available to bikers, hikers and runners on the Crown and in Prince Creek.
Additonally I would like to suggest that the parking lot be considered being located closer to the trail access. I
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have a young child that likes to hike and bike and this additional distance to the trailhead will make this trail
unusable to him for the next few years. The valley lacks kid friendly mountain bike trails. Let’s start improving
this by locating the parking lot closer to the trailhead.
Thanks to everyone that volunteers and serves to improve our trail system.
§ § § §
I strongly support the use of the Glassier Open Space as a portal to the BLM’s Crown property. As an avid
biker, I access the Crown often via the trail from the Rio Grande near Rock Bottom Ranch. This trail is difficult and
unforgiving. It is not a reasonable route for a vast majority of trail users. I strongly encourage you to develop an
alternative route through this new open space acquisition that will allow bikers and hikers of all abilities to access
and enjoy the Glassier property and the BLM lands above.
§ § § §
Wanted to send along a note of strong support for the development of hiking/mountain biking trails on the
Glassier Open Space parcel. The addition of high quality trails is a step in the right direction for the fast-growing
MidValley/RFV community.
§ § § §
Open Space and Trails Board,
Thank you for your hard work in creating a draft management plan for the Glassier Open Space and for working
with the citizen steering committee. I would like to voice my support for the multi-use trail conceptualized by
members of the Board, staff and the Roaring Fork Mountain Bike Association. Additional trails for recreational use
in the mid-valley are important to me and my family. We would be extremely likely to walk and hike, mountain
bike and trail run on the trail and use it as an access point to the Crown. As a parent of young children, I would
also encourage you to consider placing at some parking on the open space parcel vs. a remote location as it
would greatly increase accessibility for younger children. Count me in for volunteer trail work when needed to
construct the trail as well. Please continue your efforts and make this project a reality. Keep up the great work!
§ § § §
I think plan looks really good and should be implemented as soon as possible. There should also be more
mountain biking trails planned and implemented in our area to keep our citizens healthy and engaged in the
beauty of our community.
§ § § §
I support the development of new and improved mountain bike and trail access from the Emma/El Jebel area
through and on the Glassier Open Space to Crown Mountain and existing BLM routes and support the
development of additional mountain bike trails within the Crown BLM during future years.
§ § § §
I support this open space plan.
§ § § §
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I was a member of the steering committee for this process and I was one of only 3 people who made up the
sub-committee to address wildlife issues.
I strongly support the “preferred alternative” for the parking area because there will be far less impact on the
wildlife if the parking is kept at the East end of Hooks Spur Road. I use Hooks Spur frequently and see first hand
how much the deer and elk use the other area for crossing to the river.
Thanks for your consideration.
§ § § §
Thank you for the opportunity to be involved in the planning process for the Glassier Open Space. Pitkin County
Open Space and Trails staff did a fantastic job of coordinating the planning meetings of the steering committee
and any interested community members to develop the Glassier Open Space Management Plan draft.
We support the draft management plan and would like to highlight that the “Preferred Alternative” parking plan
was developed as a collaborative result of many meetings. We would like to point out that the parking lot located
at the intersection of Hooks Lane and Hooks Spur Road is the best choice for the area as a whole.
According to the GOCO grant application and other press releases from Pitkin County, the primary objective of
the purchase was to preserve agricultural land. Converting useable agricultural land to a parking lot would be in
direct conflict with purpose of the purchase. Also, the majority of the land on the lower portion of the property will
be leased out for agricultural uses. The vast majority of recreational users will be coming to the Glassier Open
Space as an access point to the Crown - a steep and physically demanding ascent. Locating the parking lot near
Hooks Lane will not impact users capable of making that ascent.
We believe that the preferred alternative parking lot fits in well at the intersection of Hooks Spur Road and Hooks
Lane. There is already disturbance from RFTA and other property owners near that site.
The parking lot would also be multi-use and would serve much more then just the Glassier Open Space.
The Willits Lane boat launch, RFTA and ACES are potential user groups that could benefit from the preferred
alternative parking area.
We believe it would be best to construct the parking lot with fewer then 34 spaces, as that amount of spaces is
likely not necessary.
Please support the draft management plan including the “Preferred Alternative” parking plan. Again, thank you
again for allowing us to participate in the planning process.
§ § § §
Board of Pitkin County Open Space and Trails,
This plan represents a consensus of the community represented by the steering committee representatives after
much discussion and thought. However, it does not appear to recognize the other community planning and input
processes that have occurred in the last several years.
Pitkin County Open Space has a mandate and mission to preserve our valley lands (Pitkin County) for open space,
historical agriculture use, protect wildlife and provide access to public lands. It is enough of a stretch of the
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original mission to purchase and manage lands outside of Pitkin County’s boundaries, but the proposed
management plan for the Glassier property goes beyond the scope and intent of the Open Space mandate
originally put in place by Pitkin County Voters. The management plan: 1) divides two large parcels into eight
smaller ones (a subdivision); 2) proposes Pitkin County Open Space be a developer of land; 3) changes the
historical land and visual aesthetic; 4) impacts a sensitive wildlife area; and 5) is contrary to the community developed master planning for the area.
The Roaring Fork Valley Planning Commission of Eagle County revised the master plan document for this area in
the “Mid-Valley Area Community Plan” (2013). Extensive community outreach and input was used to draft this
plan update. Some of the goals from that document are:
• Goal 1.1 The nature of land use in the area provides quality living and ranching consistent with the area’s
history, local values and local needs.
• Goal 2.1 The character and appearance of Emma is preserved in a manner consistent with the values and
expectations of local residents.
• Goal 3.1 The responsibility for overseeing the utilization and protection of natural resources is appropriately
shared between affected stakeholders, management agencies and user groups.
• Goal 3.2 The quality of the natural environment and the function of sensitive lands and natural ecosystems is
preserved and protected.
The proposed open space management plan is in violation of all the above when considering the full impacts
of all portions in the plan together. Most glaring is the complete disregard for Goal 2.1. The subdivision of the
land into eight leasable parcels does not preserve the character and appearance of the Emma with the values
and expectations of local residents. New fencing, access roads, experimental agriculture, wildlife impacts and
increased traffic are the result of the proposed plan.
The visual, traffic and character impacts are most at risk with the proposed uses in the plan. A parking lot and a
sub-division of the parcels into smaller individually operated endeavors contradict all policy recommendations the
Community Plan. Eight lease parcels will increase the traffic to the same level as eight individual households; day
trips to and from those parcels would be required for watering, pest management, crop care, harvest and other
activities. In addition to these impacts, the plan proposes a parking lot for trailhead access increasing multiple
times the traffic volume. A tertiary impact is the increased educational activities at ACES Rock Bottom Ranch. In
one action the character and appearance of this area has changed beyond the scope considered in the Community
Plan.
The cumulative impact of the proposed uses for the Glassier property as presented in the management plan can
be mitigated and achieve the goals of the Community Plan and the local residents (2.1 and 3.1). Please consider:
• No parking for the property. The RFTA lot, Crown Mountain parking lots, Emma Schoolhouse parking lot and the
Basalt High School parking lot can accommodate parking. Existing lots at the top of the Crown provide horse trailer
parking and as well as trail access spaces north of Prince Creek Road. Non-vehicular traffic and access should be
the default, not the recommended.
• Agricultural leases should be reduced to three: the Saltonstall parcel, the Glassier parcel south of Hooks Spur
Rd and the Glassier homestead parcel.
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• Limit agricultural leases to a single operator with established practices and resources.
• Trail closures should align with the DOW recommendations of late May and September. This area is critical
wildlife habitat and, for more than the last 100 years, wildlife has had the beneficial protection because it was
private, providing a refuge from the public access on the Crown.
• Eliminate the option of restoring the Glassier house to livable condition and focus on the historic preservation of
the structures. Open Space is not a housing authority or provider, if the space is not livable now it should not be
made so.
The steering committee that helped draft the Glassier Open Space Management Plan did consider some of these
points. I do feel that process was inclusive of many different groups and interests and at the end developed
a consensus plan. While is does not address the points above to my satisfaction, it does achieve a balance of
recommendations and interests. At a minimum, the Pitkin County Open Space and Trails Board should adopt
the management plan as was presented by the steering committee without changes to the wildlife closure,
homestead and structure rehabilitation, and with the “Preferred Parking Alternative” as the only parking solution
considered.
Thank you for your time and consideration of these points.
§ § § §
On Sunday, October 19th, Leslie Thomas and I [Holly McLain] rode The Crown with access through the Glassier
Property. We parked through the orange gate, across from the old brick house. The access was easy and the
parking ample for our 18’ horse trailer and truck.
We had to ride down the bike path to the gravel road, which lead to the trail. The bike path was busy and slick
with a top seal coat. Both horses slipped on the smooth surface. There was no room on either side of the path to
ride a horse safely. We ended up riding on the dirt road, which was safe.
The main trail entry was very steep, straight up, and quite long. We stopped twice, to let our horses rest. Uphill
climbs are not unduly stressful to horses, if they are allowed to fill up on air. It is the coming downhill on steep
tracks that can damage a horse’s stifles and hocks.
After owning and operating “Moon Run Outfitters” for 18 years, I know how damaging steep downhills can be for
horses. Horses will not stay sound with continued use on steep downhill trails. Most local horse owners ride their
horses in other disciplines, and lameness is not an option.
Building switchbacks, with water bars for run off, is the solution for this problem. Leslie and I counted four steep
grades that would benefit from putting in switchback trails. This scenario is very typical of all the U.S. Forest
Service wilderness horseback & hiking trails.
If this trail, with switchbacks in place, is to be shared with bikes, we recommend that the horses have a different
switchback entrance.
In early October, a friend and I rode the Sky Mountain trail with access near the Rodeo Grounds in Snowmass
Village. The switchbacks placed on this trail were suitable for horses. The only caveat was that there were many
blind corners through the scrub oak, and neither bikes nor horses could see impending meetings. In one area
I could hear a bike’s whirring wheels, I called “Bike” very loudly, two times, and luckily the bike rider skidded
to a stop five feet in front of my good mare. Both horses held their ground as the bike skidded to a sliding stop
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sideways. I know that both the bike rider and horseback riders had a moment of fear. In general all the bike
riders were very courteous and careful, when approaching the horses. They always gave us the right of way. The
problem was lack of visibility on the trail.
This brings me to the point. As long as the horses can see and hear the bikes, there is rarely a problem, unless
you are both on steep, narrow, straight up terrain. Add in a steep thousand-foot drop off, like at the top of the
“Ditch Trail” on Basalt Mountain, put horses ascending, and bikes descending, and you have a wreck, with tragic
consequences. Luckily there were no bikes when I rode that trail. I will not ride that trail again because of the
danger.
Steep, straight up and down trails create another problem for horses and riders. Many horses have conformation
issues with round barrels and mutton withers, making saddles slip forward on steep grades. When Leslie and I
started down the trail for home, we tightened our back cinches. Usually this prevents saddles from shifting
forward. The last steep grade on this trail was straight up and down and very long. There is a photo of the
displaced saddle, which can make horses buck, causing a wreck. This is another reason to put switchbacks in
this section of The Crown trail.
When riding with other people in a group, the rule is to keep everyone safe by riding to the ability of the least
competent horse and rider. Green horses and amateur riders do not have the experience to deal with horses that
shy, bolt and take over from their natural flight from fear reactions. The liability of meeting a bike on a narrow
track on a steep hill is considerable.
The purpose for this letter is to help create a safe, useful equestrian trails, that can be enjoyed by everyone. As it
is now, only experienced riders with solid, bike-trained horses would be able to use it, and even then it could be
sketchy.
Before any open access is granted to the public, the equestrian part of the Glassier Steering Committee would
like to make suggestions for where and how the switchbacks should be made, and at what parts of the trail bikes
and horses can be compatible. The Crown is beautiful, with stunning view and peaceful serenity. The Glassier
access will benefit by making it safe for everyone, equestrians, hikers, and bicycle riders alike.
§ § § §
To all Open Space and Trails Board Members,
This letter is a follow up for the previous letter written on October 18th, 2014, regarding our site visit and trail
riding experience on the existing Glassier – Crown trail.
I will preface this letter by introducing myself Holly McLain, and Leslie Thomas, as members of the Open Space &
Trails Glassier Steering Committee. We have attended all of the meetings to date, representing the welfare of the
Equestrian Community in the Roaring Fork Valley.
Combined, we have 80 years of professional experience in the horse business. During our 18 years in the pack
trip business, Leslie became an integral part of Moon Run Outfitters. As professional outfitters we worked closely
with the U S Forest Service regarding trails.
Keeping clients safe while riding on trails is something that Leslie and I are very familiar with. To this point, we
have dedicated our lives to the wellbeing, education, and safety of horses and the people who ride them.
The majority of the equestrian trail riding enthusiasts in our valley are beginner and intermediate riders, and need
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to have trails that are constructed safely for their skill levels. Switchbacks placed on steep grades, with good visibility for bike and horseback riders will go a long way in preventing accidents. All trails should be kept to grades
of 10% or less, if possible.
The Rio Grand trail is not suitable for horses steel clad hooves.
Essentially it is a bike path, with slick asphalt, where horses slip and slide. Horses and riders could easily fall
down. Add heavy biker traffic to that mix and again, accidents will happen. It is not safe.
Parking option a. - Horse trailer & truck parking is probably the most important aspect of the equestrian trail
rider’s access. Without proper parking there will be no ability to get close enough to ride the trail. Leslie Thomas
and I parker on the Glassier property through the red gate, across form the red brick house. If a proper circle
drive can be constructed in this area, it is ideal, because it is on the glassier ranch, and not too far from the trailhead. Horse trailers would enter, park, unload the horses, tack up, and go: then on their return, riders would
un-tack, load horses, and drive around the circle exiting comfortably.
In the past flood irrigation has caused this area to flood, but with sprinkler application for irrigation and proper
parking base, there should be no problems.
Parking option b. - The other option near Hooks Lane and Hooks Spur Road is quite a distance from the trail
head, which means that horseback riders would ride along the road with car traffic in order to get to the Glassier
property, before they would ride to the trail head.
Whichever parking option is chosen, the Rio Grand trail is not safe for horses. On our October 19th site visit, the
conditions were sunny, warm, and dry. Our horses slipped and slid on the slick asphalt, at the walk. On that
visit, the only place safe for us to ride was on the Hooks Spur Road, with traffic.
It is imperative that a safe bridle path with solid dirt, or even road base, be constructed from horse trailer parking
to the trailhead. This could be done on the Glassier property parallel to the Rio Grande Trail, and then skirting any
private holdings. This would keep it on the Glassier land, leading to the trailhead.
I am pleased to be part of the Glassier Steering Committee, representing the equestrian community. Leslie
Thomas and I look forward to helping with the planning of any and all equestrian bridle paths from parking to trail
head, as well as, the switchback implementation on the Glassier – Crown Trail. We are very pleased and excited
with the proposed Glassier Management Plan.
I don’t agree with the parking solution as outlined in the plan. I feel that with all of the money spent to date on
the land purchase, the fact that the ground has already been disturbed, and that parking will not be high volume,
all of it should be located within the Glassier site. That said, I feel that there should be a thoughtful, integrated
design that meshes well with the rural/agricultural character.
§ § § §
Cattails grown in sewage can produce up to 10,000 gallons per year per acre! glassier open space could produce
lots of bio fuels from various feed stocks. perhaps we could start a biofuels coop to produce green fuels locally.
no fracking and carbon sequestration. Check out permaculture.comto learn more.
§ § § §
The proposed construction of a sustainable high quality recreation trail connecting to the adjacent BLM land is
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the most important part of this plan for recreation users. The Roaring Fork Mountain Bike Association, a Chapter
of IMBA, has created a conceptual alignment for this trail & looks forward to assisting OS&T in the design and
flagging of this route. Signage on the property, as well as on the adjacent BLM land will be critical in keeping
recreation users from inadvertently trespassing on adjacent private property. The existing ranch road that
connects to the BLM should be maintained for equestrian use, permitted grazing use, and foot traffic looking for
direct up/down access.
The Plan’s “Preferred Alternative” parking lot will require additional public funds to acquire; given the amount of
land available on the already acquired Glassier OS parcels, this seems like an unnecessary expenditure of funds
that could be applied towards improvements on the actual Glassier OS property.
The “Preferred Alternative” parking lot is 0.5 miles from the edge of the Glassier OS; hikers and small children
will have 2 miles (back and forth) of walking on the paved Rio Grande trail & through agricultural fields between
the parking area and the edge of the OS’s natural vegetation (red rock) zone. While this situation may be acceptable
for bicycle recreation, walkers, and families with young children are less likely to choose this route repeatedly for
their recreation, lessening the value of the OS property to a greater number of recreation user types.
Locating the parking lot on an already disturbed portion of the Glassier OS would be preferred by mountain bikers
who are seeking high quality dirt trail experiences, and by those traveling on foot who seek the natural experience
and views offered along the edge of the red ridge cliffs on the property. Funds saved from additional land
acquisition can be used to ensure adequate screening of this parking lot from adjacent neighbors. The closest
private property (house) to this on-site location is much farther than the distance between the “preferred
alternative” parking lot and neighboring private properties (houses); this on-site location should be the Plan’s
preferred parking situation.
The neighbors impacted by the potential “Preferred Alternative” parking lot did not serve on the management
plan’s steering committee, as did neighbors living closer to the Glassier OS property’s boundary. It seems that the
plan has been partly hijacked by self interested parties willing to shift the impacts of living next to an open space
(some limited, screened parking), while still benefiting greatly from the open space’s presence (long term
preservation of agriculture, limited or no development, recreation access to federal lands).
§ § § §
In reading through the draft Glassier Open Space Management Plan I couldn’t help but notice a reoccurring
objection among the discussions -- Parking and access to the property.
From a planning and design perspective it makes all the sense in the world to park in Willits and access the
property, ideally, via a new footbridge across the river rather than parking on Hooks Spur. Parking on Hooks Spur
seems antithetical to the idea that trails and open space should serve as an amenity for the local population
-- ideally we should be walking or biking to trailheads, right? Further, I think everyone sees the potential for
overflow.
I believe trailhead parking along the southern edge of Willits could help generate some activity and traffic along
some of the less trafficked blocks of the Willits PUD and be a win-win for retailers, residents, and Glassier neighbors, and trail users alike. Perhaps some agreement could be reached?
Has a trail connection/bridge alignment and cost analysis ever been studied?
Thanks for your work on this!
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§ § § §
Despite the recommendations from Basalt Town Council it’s illogical and irresponsible to not include on site
parking within the Glassier Open Space for these reasons:
Off site parking limits access public open space which is a direct contradiction to the very core of the idea!
Perhaps we should call it the Glassier Closed Space.
Families with small children, less able-bodied or elderly people will be less likely to visit knowing they will need
to make the extra 1/2 mile trek from the offsite parking area to the “closed” open space. Its possible this scenario will also create more traffic on the Rio Grand trail which could be a safety issue.
Off site parking is also likely to increase road traffic as people will likely drive to the property not knowing on site
parking is not available (since this idea is quite illogical) and then need to backtrack to the offsite parking area.
People will also likely park on the shoulder of the county road people regardless of its legality which will likely
create safety issues and burden local law enforcement.
Purchase of additional property for parking will only burden funds for future open space programs, trails and
maintenance.
Thank You!
§ § § §
I live across the river from the Glassier house and had visited many times with Freda when she was alive. What
a special, down to earth, no nonsense person she was. I walked to the river from her house a number of times
and also toward the area where the Carricarte house is now and I strongly oppose any river access through the
wetlands there. It is a very boggy area that goes back quite a way toward the house. To have any kind of access
through to the river would be destructive. There are many places close by for canoes and kayaks to get to the
river where there is parking. Much fishing goes on from rafts and dories which seems to work fine. Without doing
invasive work to make some kind of path, slogging through knee deep water and shoulder high grass would be
daunting. There are many birds and animals that make use of the area and it would be nice to leave it for them.
Thank you.
§ § § §
The master plan as drafted reflects a conglomeration of ideas and compromises by dozens of citizens involved in
the steering committee in the process of the Glassier/Red Ridge property planning.
This process of involving the citizens should be respected and given strong considerations, not only as a plan
agreed upon by concerned citizens, but by invested stakeholders as taxpayers.
Given the goals of the Eagle County Community Plan, and those of the OST mission, I believe you should give particular attention to the placement of parking. The “preferred alternative” at the end of Hooks Spur Rd. is definitely
the correct location.
Driving traffic down Hooks Spur will jeopardize the rural and agricultural feel of the road. The recreation and
agricultural uses will produce traffic numbers that will be GREATER than any development that would have been
allowed under any development that was allowed by zoning.
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Now that this property is in public hands should not mean we should destroy it by developing a parking lot in the
middle of the area everyone is trying to protect, diminishing the character of the area and effectively ruining the
quiet rural nature of Hooks Spur Rd.
The dangers of having all parking lot users cross the Rio Grande Trail is undoubtedly a safety risk.
Wildlife closures should be as long as possible.
Recreational trails should have low to no visible impact from the road and surrounding areas.
Trails should be well marked to avoid users accidentally finding themselves on private property.
Thanks for your consideration.
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Roaring Fork Valley Horse Council
PO Box 127
Snowmass, Colorado 81654
WWW.RFVHORSECOUNCIL.ORG
RFVHC.COLORADO@GMAIL.COM

December 1, 2014
Gary Tennenbaum
Pitkin County Open Space and Trails

Re: Glassier Management Plan

Dear Gary Tennenbaum and the Open Space and Trails Board of Trustees:
Horse Council member Holly McLain participated in the Glassier Management Plan Steering
Committee process representing equestrian interests advocating for safe equestrian public trail
access. We thank her for her participation bringing to the process her many years of professional
experience dedicated to the wellbeing, education and safety for horses and riders.
On October 19th Holly McLain and Leslie Thomas conducted a site visit as equestrian users utilizing
the exiting access road to Crown Mountain (the purposed equestrian, hiker and agricultural access
route). Holly and Leslie’s photos are incorporated in these comments.
The Roaring Fork Valley Horse Council would like to add these comments:
• The purposed equestrian access road trail which is the existing road to the Crown is very
steep and areas need to be mitigated to keep the grade less than 10%. Coming down on
horseback is actually the most difficult aspect for the horse (and potentially dangerous) as
illustrated in the displaced saddle photo. Constructing switchbacks on steep grades with
good visibility for both bike and horseback riders will go a long way to prevent accidents.
Not everyone is an expert bike or horseback rider and trail designs need to keep this in
mind.
• One of the biggest hurdles for the equestrian is designated trailer parking. The draft plan
speaks of two options and both need additional equestrian safety considerations. Option 1;
would require utilizing the area’s Rio Grande Trail, this is not a safe route as the trail is slick
asphalt not suitable for horses with shoes which can easily fall down with their rider.
Combine this aspect with heavy bike traffic shoulder to shoulder and accidents will happen.
An alternative bridle path on the Glassier property to the Glassier Trailhead is not listed as
an option in the draft plan, but would be a safe alternative. Option 2; would put the rider on
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Roaring Fork Valley Horse Council
PO Box 127
Snowmass, Colorado 81654
WWW.RFVHORSECOUNCIL.ORG
RFVHC.COLORADO@GMAIL.COM

the un-paved road. With road caution signs and as long as traffic on Hooks Spur Lane is
slow this may work. On Holly’s site visit she utilized the Glassier property through the red
gate across from the red brick house and felt this was a perfect trailer parking area, but this
area is not an option in the draft plan. Holly also commented on that visit the only place safe
to ride was on the Hooks Spur Road, with traffic.
The Roaring Fork Valley Horse Council is in agreement with Holly’s report as safety and parking
access are high priority issues for equestrians. We are very excited about the opportunity for the
access to the Crown through the Glassier property. We expect it to be utilized frequently by
equestrians if indeed the steepness and safety of access as well as the availability of adequate parking
for horse trailers is addressed. The Roaring Fork Valley Horse Council is available to help in the
endeavor wherever possible.
Very truly yours,

Carol R. Dopkin
President, Roaring Fork Valley Horse Council
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10/19/14 – Existing conditions on Crown Mountain Trail – Photos by H. McLain

Even tightening the saddle’s back cinch did not
prevent this saddle from displacing while descending the
trail’s long steep grade. When a saddle shifts like this it
can cause a horse to buck increasing the rider’s chances
for a wreck.
Beautiful views from the top.
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