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DISTRICT PLAN COMMISSION
Agenda Packet
March 25, 2021
2:00 p.m.

(typically fourth Thursday of the month)
Virtual Meeting via Zoom*:

COMMISSION MEMBERS

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/87544977062
(see instructions for joining by phone at bottom of page)

Alan Hale (Chair)
Amanda Griffin (Vice Chair)
Christy Dowling (Secretary)
Adam Kniss
Holly Peterson

1.

Call to Order/Roll Call/Pledge of Allegiance

2.

Approve minutes from February 28, 2020 meeting
(p. 2-4)

Wayne Scott

3. Public Comment

Michelle Seubert

4. Staff updates (p. 5-8)

Dennis Tonsager

Regular Business:

Wayne Walvoord

5. (R) Discuss possible trademark registration of
Historic Splendid Valley brand (p. 9-17)
6. (A) Discuss Letter of Support for Adams County
Open Space Grant application (p. 18)
7. Announcements, Suggestions & Comments
8. Adjournment

The following links have been shared by Commission members or staff and
are being provided for informational purposes only. These resources do not
reflect the positions of Adams County or the City of Brighton.

Shared Resources

brightonco.gov/SplendidValley

Please contact Anneli Berube at
aberube@brightonco.gov or (303) 6552252 with questions or if you require
special accommodations.

Investing in Water Optimization, Harvard University paper,
March 2020.

*Instructions for joining Zoom meeting by phone:
Dial (253) 215-8782, ID # 875 4497 7062.
To mute/unmute press *6. To raise hand press *9.

(Agenda Packet pg. 1 of 18)

Work
Plan
Tactic(s)
26

(District Plan Commission Agenda Packet)

District Plan Commission Meeting Notes

Type of meeting: Regular
Date: Thursday, February 28, 2021
Location: Virtual Meeting via Zoom

1. Call to Order/Roll Call/Pledge of Allegiance
Meeting called to order by A. Hale at 2:05 p.m.

Members present: Mr. Alan Hale (Chair), Ms. Amanda Griffin (Vice Chair), Ms. Christy Dowling (Secretary), Mr. Dennis
Tonsager, Mr. Adam Kniss, Ms. Holly Peterson, Ms. Michelle Seubert, Mr. Wayne Walvoord, Mr. Wayne Scott
Members absent: None
Staff present: Anneli Berube (Adams County/City of Brighton), Libby Tart (Adams County), Byron Fanning (Adams
County), Mark Pedrucci (Adams County), Aaron Clark (Adams County), Christopher McMichael (Adams County), Jen
Rutter (Adams County), Holly Prather (City of Brighton), Travis Haines (City of Brighton), Brett Sherman (City of
Brighton), Kyle Sylvester (City of Brighton), Austin Creswell (City of Brighton), Kate Lesser (City of Brighton)
Public present: Robert Sakata (Sakata Farms), Christine Quinlan (The Conservation Fund)

2. Approve minutes from January 28, 2021 meeting

A. Kniss moved to approve the minutes as presented from the January 28, 2021 meeting. C. Dowling seconded.
⮚ Minutes from the January 28, 2021 meeting were approved as presented.

3. (I) Water for Ag in Historic Splendid Valley informational presentation
A. Berube presented Water for Agriculture in Historic Splendid Valley PowerPoint.
R. Sakata presented Water for Ag in Historic Splendid Valley PowerPoint.
W. Scott questioned whether water rights from one property could be used on another property if the total amount
of shares was not used on the one property. He also asked if water rights can be lost if consumption is consistently
lower than the amount allotted. Also, could the City or County be involved in helping our farms in an augmentation
plan using City equipment and ponds?
R. Sakata clarified that water shares on a property can only be used once. The amount of water available is based
on the historic consumptive use, so the right to use the water would not change, but the amount that you have
available to market later would decrease. The City’s or County’s involvement in an augmentation plan would have
to be reviewed by an attorney.
A. Creswell stated that when developers propose new projects the City requires that they bring water rights. They are
able to do this by purchasing ditch rights from local farmers. The City would not accept rights that a developer obtained
from a farm in Historic Splendid Valley. However, there is nothing we could do to stop another city from coming in to
buy those rights.
C. Quinlan commented that she is happy that the City and County are now seeing the effects of conservation efforts
in this area. She mentioned the buy-protect-sell model of preservation that they’ve been using. In a previous
conversation with Brice Steele, the attorney for the Fulton Ditch, he expressed that he thinks that our current system
of purchasing rights farm by farm, as opposed to a ditch-wide approach, is the right approach.
W. Walvoord asked how much land is required in order to produce enough food for everyone in the immediate area.
R. Sakata responded that he hopes local communities will continue to support local agriculture because he is
concerned that the growing of fruits and vegetables is becoming increasingly centralized. This can cause
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disruptions in supply, using the example of the majority of romaine lettuce being grown in Arizona. He noted that
supporting local farmers can help combat this problem.
C. Dowling inquired as to how the oil and gas industry impacts water rights. She also asked what the implications are
when people buy and dry the land. Also, since agricultural and environmental terminology can mean different things
when referring to water (e.g. conservation versus efficiency), are there any actions which can help clarify this?
R. Sakata stated that he thinks the oil and gas industry drove the cost of water rights up due to the increased
demand. While he doesn’t think that oil and gas companies bought any shares of Fulton Ditch, the ditch benefited
because they paid to enter into carriage agreements. Some water court cases stipulate what must be done to the
land after water is removed. How land can be rehabilitated on a property where irrigation water has been
removed is difficult and is still being studied. The South Platte Roundtable is part of a study to evaluate the
contribution of irrigated agriculture to wildlife, alluvial systems, and riparian areas.
C. Dowling questioned if there is any opportunity to preserve dry land off the Burlington Ditch for agricultural use.
R. Sakata replied that there are possible agricultural uses for dry land, but steps would need to be taken to ensure
that those activities aren’t getting water indirectly from the river.
W. Walvoord asked whether controlled environment agriculture might be a viable option for producing food in the
future when water rights are more limited.
R. Sakata responded that he thinks that controlled environment agriculture has a positive future in this area. The
irrigation ditches shut down in the winter, so water would have to be sourced from elsewhere. Costs of production
for controlled environment agriculture have gone way down with the development of new technologies.
R. Sakata also thanked the City of Brighton for their support on the Fulton Ditch board for providing their expertise via
their multiple representatives on the board.
W. Scott inquired about the possibility of having a transfer of water rights program for water.
R. Sakata stated that he is not aware of any programs such as that.
C. Quinlan commented that the Harvard paper regarding the Bessemer project is a helpful resource to understand
the buy and dry concept and the new precedent of establishing a substitution buy and dry system to mitigate
impacts, although this system may not be replicable in this area.
C. Dowling asked whether water rights could be purchased through an Adams County Open Space grant.
M. Pedrucci confirmed that Adams County Open Space does allow grant money to go towards the purchasing of
water rights, but in the past this has only been done in conjunction with land purchases.
D. Tonsager questioned whether there is any evidence that the oil and gas industry has contaminated the groundwater
and affected crop irrigation.
R. Sakata stated that he is not aware of any evidence that oil and gas operations have contaminated the water
supply for agricultural use, but he thinks that the bigger issue is leakage of contaminated water from flow lines.

4. Public Comment
No public comments were made.

5. Staff Updates
A. Berube noted that the latest monitoring report update is included in the agenda packet.
A. Berube mentioned that there is interest in the possibility of adding the Historic Splendid Valley logo to the billboards
that Lulu’s Farm puts up.
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A. Berube provided an update regarding the Advancing Adams presentation earlier this month. She encouraged folks
to go to the website, advancingadams.org, to review materials and provide comments.

6. Announcements, Suggestions & Comments
C. Dowling requested an update regarding the gravel mining proposal along Highway 7.
W. Scott commented that he believes the plan was accepted by the City of Brighton.
M. Pedrucci stated that the project is being reviewed for approval by the Board of County Commissioners on
March 9, 2021 at 9:30 a.m.
C. Dowling noted that she would be happy to help arrange for Commission members to go out and tour Barr Lake
State Park to see the bald eagles.
A. Kniss commented that he logged on to the Riverdale Buffs public meeting last night. He thinks that it is a great
project by the County.
M. Seubert noted that Barr Lake is at 50% of capacity right now, which is very low for this time of year.
A. Berube noted that D. Tonsager was very helpful in providing contacts and making today’s water presentation
possible.

7. Adjournment
Meeting adjourned at 3:35 p.m.
Recorded by: K. Lesser
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March 2021 Update
TO:

District Plan Commission

FROM:

Anneli Berube, Ag Innovation Specialist, for District Plan Staff

DATE:

March 25, 2021

SUBJECT:

March 2021 Update to the Q4 2020 District Plan Monitoring Report

The following report is a monthly update to the Q4 2020 Monitoring Report. It provides updates on activities and
deliverables that will be worked on or completed in the first quarter of 2021 (Q1).
Deliverable & Tactic Updates:
Deliverables for review Q1 2021: Below are the two deliverables or key tasks that will require the Commission’s
feedback in Q1.
•
•

Historic Splendid Valley Wayfinding Signage program final locations
Historic Splendid Valley Wayfinding Signage program systems and protocols

Tactic Updates:
Tactics Underway: Below are updates on the tactics worked on in Q1.
•

•

•

Tactic #6: Public relations – a website is in the works to showcase Historic Splendid Valley preserved farmland
properties. Staff is exploring a possible event about “Building Community Food Webs”, a book by Ken Meter
which contains a chapter about the District Plan. The book will be published by Island Press in April 2021.
Tactic #15: Marketing campaign – Staff has compiled initial research regarding possible trademark registration
of the Historic Splendid Valley brand. This information will be presented at the March District Plan Commission
meeting. Compiled statistics for Historic Splendid Valley webpages hosted on the City’s website are included on
page 2 of this monitoring report update.
Tactic #18: Wayfinding signage – Staff has identified surveyed sign locations and additional possible locations
within the County right-of-way to survey. A draft map of these locations is included on page 3 of the monitoring
report in order to solicit feedback from the District Plan Commission at the March meeting. The locations being
presented have been identified based on a number of challenges and constraints. Staff is now working with
County Public Works staff to determine the process for permitting, fabrication, and installation. Discussions
about a maintenance plan have also commenced.

Tactics Ongoing: Below are updates on Ongoing tactics being worked on in Q1.
•

Tactic #1: Farmland Preservation – Staff is assisting with the gathering of letters of support for a grant
application for preservation of “HSV Target Property #1” to the Adams County Open Space grant program. A
letter was drafted by staff to be approved by the District Plan Commission at the March meeting. Staff also
updated a memo previously presented to the Commission in September 2020 that contained information about
farmland properties in Historic Splendid Valley owned by the City or County and leased. This updated version,
which can be found on the pg. 4 of this monitoring report, includes the addition of water shares information.
Page 1 of 4
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March 2021 Update
Meeting and Event Updates for March 2021
•

Agritourism Subcommittee meeting on 3/9/21: Attendees discussed some ideas for an event (to-be-named) on
August 21, 2021 that will encourage folks to visit our Historic Splendid Valley farms.

Information about Historic Splendid Valley webpages

Webpage urls:
1355: https://www.brightonco.gov/1355/Historic-Splendid-ValleyDistrict-Plan (or brightonco.gov/SplendidValley)
1356: https://www.brightonco.gov/1356/Plan-Implementation
1399: https://www.brightonco.gov/1399/In-The-News
1367: https://www.brightonco.gov/1367/District-Plan-Commission
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Historic Splendid Valley Wayfinding Sign Program
Possible Locations 3.17.21
#17

#16

#1
#2

#4

#3

#5

#6

#7

#8
#9
#10

#13

#11

#12
#15

This map illustrates possible locations for Historic Splendid Valley wayfinding signs. The locations represented on this
map are approximate. The yellow locations (#2,3,9,11,12,15) have been surveyed and it was determined that there is
sufficient ROW to place these signs with at least a 7-10’ setback from the roadway edge. The blue location (#8) is
another possible location with enough ROW, but one that is a lower priority for placement. The purple locations (#1,47,10,13,16-17) have not yet been surveyed to determine if there is sufficient ROW.
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March 2021 Update
Adams County/City of Brighton

To:
From:
Date:
Re:

District Plan Commission
Anneli Berube, Ag Innovation Specialist
March 25, 2021
Historic Splendid Valley Preserved Farmland Lease Agreements -- updated

Background
The following table (Table 1) was originally prepared by staff for the District Plan Commission for the
September 24, 2020 meeting to provide basic information about farmland properties in Historic Splendid
Valley that are owned by the City of Brighton or Adams County and leased out for agricultural use. This version
includes water shares, all of which are on the Fulton Ditch.
Table 1. Historic Splendid Valley Preserved Farmland Lease Agreements
Property Name

Address/
Location

ac.

Water Lessor
shares

Albert & Elizabeth
Hattendorf
Century Farm

14605 Sable Blvd. 64

70

Bromley-KoizumaHishinuma Farm

1594 E. Bromley
Ln.

10

Eagle Preserve

16200 E. 144th
Ave.

Letterly Property

Lessee

Lease term

Lease
start/ext.

City of
Petrocco Farms
Brighton

5 years,
opportunity to
extend for 5

2017

0

City of
Bromley Local Foods
Brighton Campus

5 years,
opportunity to
extend for 5

2017

45

0

City of
Serafini Family
Brighton

5 years,
opportunity to
extend for 5

2014,
renewed
in 2019

North and south
of 144th Ave.,
east of 85

76

80

City of
North parcel: Petrocco
Brighton Farms & Berry Patch
Farms; South parcel:
Autumn Landscaping

5 years,
opportunity to
extend for 5

2014,
renewed
in 2019

Murata Brothers
Farm

West of Potomac
St., south of
Letterly property

38

30

Adams
County

Petrocco Farms

5 years,
opportunity to
extend for 5

2019

Stegman Property

14771 Chambers
Rd.

40

50

City of
Petrocco Farms
Brighton

5 years,
opportunity to
extend for 5

2014,
renewed
in 2019

Tucson Open
Space

North of E470,
west of Tucson
St.

16

0

City of
Lloyd Land
Brighton

5 years,
opportunity to
extend for 5

2017
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Historic
Splendid
Valley Logo
Trademark
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What is a Trademark?
 Way of legally protecting a brand/logo from misuse
 Gives you ability to take legal action against another party who
is using trademarked brand/logo without permission
 “word, name, symbol, device, or any combination thereof,
including packaging, configuration of goods, or other trade dress,
used by a person to identify and distinguish the person’s goods or
services from those manufactured, sold, or rendered by others and
to indicate the source of the goods or services, even if that source is
unknown”
 C.R.S. 7-70-101, et seq.
 You can register trademarks at the State and/or Federal level
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Can DPC Trademark the HSV? No, but
the City/County could.
 Trademarks are primarily used for businesses or individuals
 There needs to be a “registered agent”
 Gives legal recourse for trademark infringement or misuse
 DPC is not an individual nor registered entity
 Would need City or County to register the trademark
 Prohibition against local governments trademarking city/county
logos, seals, insignia, flags, etc.
 DPC and HSV logo are different, but still raises an issue
 Ex: Colorado Air and Space Port
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Trademark Process
 Fairly easy to register a TM – online application
 Filed with Secretary of State
 Info: registered agent, picture, and class of services
(agricultural? Educational?)
 Filing Fee ($30) and 5 year renewal
 Start with Colorado Trademark, then consider U.S.
 SOS reviews application
 Takes a few months
 Enforcement
 Requires a “registered agent”
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Should the City/County Trademark the
HSV Logo?
 Depends on intended uses: Commercial, publications, branding, promotion
 News articles, newsletters, brochures, and other publications
 Community events (banners, signs, etc.)
 Farm signs and branding
 Websites and social media
 Wayfinding signs
 No planned commercial/merchandise use?
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Potential Issues
 Who can register the trademark
 The DPC is not a business “entity” or individual
 Requires a “registered agent”
 City or County could register the HSV for the District
 Government Entity
 Prohibition against registration of seal, insignia, etc.
 The HSV logo is different
 Funding
 Need budget approval by City or County
 Filing fee, renewal fee, and enforcement costs
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Potential Issues
 Farmer’s associations
 Don’t want to restrict farmers from using or punish farmers
 Give “permission” to use, rules for use, license agreement
 Farmers association could not trademark the HSV logo if the
City/County were to trademark it
 Enforcement
 Who will monitor and enforce the trademark – “registered agent”
 Expensive – legal fees, litigation, etc.
 “Perfect” the trademark
 Need to “perfect” or make a commercial, public use of good or service
 Basically, something to protect with the trademark
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Questions or Comments?
 What else do you want to know?
 Initial thoughts?
 Essential Question:

Do you think it would be worth it to
trademark the HSV logo?
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Note: This is a draft prepared by staff for review by the District Plan Commission. This letter will not be
submitted without the approval of the Commission.
March 26, 2021
Adams County Open Space Advisory Board
Adams County Parks and Open Space
9755 Henderson Road
Brighton, CO 80601
Re: HSV Target Property #1
To the Adams County Open Space Board and Department Staff:
Thank you for your consideration of the City of Brighton’s grant application requesting funding for the
preservation of “HSV Target Property #1” which includes approximately 116 acres of valuable farmland
and the associated water rights. The District Plan Commission would like to offer our support for this
project. The District Plan Commission is a joint commission of the City of Brighton and Adams County
tasked with advising on the implementation of the District Plan and acting as its ambassadors.
As you may know, the District Plan was adopted in 2016 by both the City of Brighton and Adams County
with goals of preserving important farmland and water rights, encouraging local food production and
consumption, and supporting agritourism in the south Brighton area known as Historic Splendid Valley.
In addition to the District Plan, the importance of farmland preservation in this area has been referenced
in comprehensive and open space plans for both the City and County for many years. Preserving prime
farmland helps to ensure that agriculture and food production can continue in this area. The benefits of
this to our local community and to the region are numerous, including food dollars circulating within our
local community; continued access to fresh, healthy fruits and vegetables; donations to food pantries, food
banks, and local nonprofits; visitors to Historic Splendid Valley for tourism and educational experiences;
and support for future generations of farmers.
The City and County have together been successful in preserving approximately 445 acres of valuable
farmland and associated water rights in Historic Splendid Valley to date. The majority of these lands are
protected using conservation easements, a tool which has been successfully utilized in this area for over
20 years. This particular property is centrally located within Historic Splendid Valley and would establish
an important southern gateway to the City of Brighton. It is adjacent to another preserved farm property
and is located just across Sable Boulevard from a contiguous area of preserved farmland.
Please give the application for “HSV Target Property #1” every possible consideration.
Sincerely,

District Plan Commission
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