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1313 Sherman Street, Room 215 
Denver, Colorado 80203 

 

  

 

 

October 31, 2017 

 

Steve O’Brian 

Environment, Inc. 

7985 Vance Dr. #205A 

Arvada, CO  80003 

 

Re: 22 West Pit, File No. M-2017-032, 112c Construction Materials Reclamation Permit 

Application, Preliminary Adequacy Review 

 

Mr. O’Brian: 

  

The Division of Reclamation, Mining and Safety (Division) has completed its preliminary 

adequacy review of the above referenced application. All comment and review periods for the 

application began on August 18, 2017 when the application was called complete for filing 

purposes. The decision date for the application is set for November 16, 2017. 

 

The review consisted of comparing the application content with specific requirements of the 

Mineral Rules and Regulations of the Colorado Mined Land Reclamation Board for the Extraction 

of Construction Materials. The Division has identified adequacy issues requiring clarification or 

additional information. These items are identified under their respective exhibit heading, and are 

numbered sequentially. 

 

Application Form: 

 

1) On page 8 of the Application Form, in the notary acknowledgement section, the year is 

missing from the date. Please submit a replacement page 8. Be sure the date of notary 

acknowledgement matches the date of the applicant/operator signature. 

 

Exhibit A – Legal Description (Rule 6.4.1):   

 

2) The latitude and longitude coordinates given in this exhibit for the main site entrance are 

different than the coordinates given on page 2 of the Application Form. Additionally, these 

coordinates appear to be incorrect as they plot somewhere north of Ordway and Sugar City, 

and not in the area of the proposed mine site. Please submit a replacement Exhibit A including 

the correct coordinates for the mine site entrance.  

 

3) Pursuant to Rule 6.4.1(2), the main entrance to the mine site shall be located based on a USGS 

topographic map showing latitude and longitude or Universal Transverse Mercator (UTM). 

The coordinates of latitude and latitude shall be specified in degrees, minutes, and seconds, or 

in decimal degrees to an accuracy of at least 5 decimal places. For UTM, the operator will 

http://mining.state.co.us/


Steve O’Brian 

October 31, 2017     

Page 2 of 13 

 

 

        1313 Sherman Street, Room 215, Denver, CO 80203 P 303.866.3567 F 303.832.8106   http://mining.state.co.us 

                       John W. Hickenlooper, Governor  |  Robert W. Randall, Executive Director  |  Virginia  Brannon, Director 

     

need to specify North American Datum (NAD) 1927, NAD 1983, or WGS 84, and the 

applicable zone, measure in meters. Please submit the required map. 

 

Exhibit B – Index Map (Rule 6.4.2):   

 

4) To better show the regional location of the affected land, please submit a replacement map that 

indicates the location of the nearest city, Rocky Ford, and labels the Arkansas River. 

 

Exhibit C – Pre-Mining and Mining Plan Map(s) of Affected Land (Rule 6.4.3):   

 

5) Please submit replacement map(s) with the following corrections: 

 

a. Show the name and location of Co Rd 22. 

 

b. Show the owner’s name, type of structure, and location of Co Rd 22 to the east, the 

ditch and fencing present to the north, the barbed wire fence present to the west, and the 

overhead electric lines and fencing present to the south. 

 

6) Additionally, please provide the following clarifications regarding the two maps submitted in 

this exhibit: 

 

a. The Exhibit C1 – Mining Plan Map indicates “Reclaimed – New/Existing” areas both 

inside and outside of the proposed permit boundary, colored green. Please provide 

clarification for why these areas are shown on the mining plan map, why one section is 

located outside of the proposed southern permit boundary, and if the existing reclaimed 

areas will be redisturbed by the operation. 

 

b. The Exhibit C1 – Mining Plan Map includes a cross-section at the top-right corner 

which appears to show a proposed grading plan for pond shorelines. Please provide a 

title for this cross-section. 

 

c. The Exhibit C1 – Mining Plan Map legend includes a symbol (red) for 

“Stripped/Partially Mined” areas. However, the Division could not located an area 

colored red on the map. To reduce confusion, please either use the symbol on the map 

or remove it from the legend. 

 

d. On the Exhibit C1 – Mining Plan Map, a tiny box is shown at the far southwestern 

portion of the proposed affected land boundary, and is labeled “Concrete”. This feature 

is not shown on the Exhibit C – Pre-Mining Map. Please describe this feature, including 

its intended use for the operation, if any. Is it an existing feature or one to be 

constructed? If it is an existing feature, please be sure to include it on the Exhibit C – 

Pre-Mining Map. 
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e. In comparing the two maps submitted, it appears the applicant proposes extracting 

material to connect the two ponds, leaving a sliver of shoreline along the southern 

boundary. Please provide clarification as to how the applicant intends to do this without 

causing offsite damage to occur along the proposed southern affected land boundary. 

How much land does the applicant intend to leave along this portion of the southern 

shoreline? What is the anticipated disturbance setback from the southern permit 

boundary? Will the operation maintain a 3H:1V or flatter slope gradient for this portion 

of the shoreline?  

 

f. Please label on Exhibit C1 – Mining Plan Map any material stockpiling and/or 

equipment storage areas, and overburden and topsoil storage areas for the operation. 

 

g. Please indicate on Exhibit C1 – Mining Plan Map any proposed setbacks for the 

operation, including from the ditch to the north, and from proposed permit boundaries. 

 

h. For any proposed affected land boundary corners that exist or will exist inside of a 

pond, please provide coordinates of latitude and longitude, and describe how the 

boundary corners will be delineated in the field. 

 

Exhibit D – Mining Plan (Rule 6.4.4):   

 

7) The proposed mining plan suggests this will be a phased operation, in which material will first 

be extracted from the area between the two ponds, then the pond will be expanded westward, 

and later, the northeastern pre-law disturbed area with old overburden/topsoil stockpiles may 

be mined and the growth material used for reclamation of pond shorelines. However, the 

mining plan does not specify phases. If this will be a phased operation, please specify phase 

numbering in the mining plan, including in the mining timetable.  

 

Additionally, please provide Exhibit C Mining Plan Maps that correlate with the phases, 

specifying the areas to be disturbed during each phase. These maps should also indicate 

overburden and topsoil storage areas, material and equipment storage areas, and approximate 

maximum pond surface area during each phase. 

 

8) Pursuant to Rule 6.4.4(d), please specify the area(s) to be worked at any time. The maximum 

amount of land to be disturbed at any time should include ponds, mined areas, 

stockpiling/storage areas, and roads. This disturbance should correlate with the phase during 

which disturbance will be at its maximum (prior to final reclamation). 

 

9) Pursuant to Rule 6.4.4(f)(i), please clarify the maximum mining depth to occur (from existing 

ground surface to bottom of deposit to be mined). 

 

10) The mining plan indicates the operation will maintain a 25 foot mining setback from the 

proposed permit boundary. However, on Exhibit C1 – Mining Plan Map, the pond appears to 
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be expanded to the southern permit boundary. Please provide clarification, and correct the map 

if necessary. Please be sure any proposed setbacks are included on the mining plan maps. 

 

11) On page 10 of the application, the applicant states that no processing will take place at the 

mine as all mined material will be sold as pit run construction fill. However, in a few 

paragraphs down from that, the applicant states that most water will be used for dust control 

on haul roads and the processing site. Please explain or correct this discrepancy. 

 

Exhibit E – Reclamation Plan (Rule 6.4.5):   

 

12) Pursuant to Rule 6.4.5(2)(a), please indicate acreage to receive grading (specifying 

approximate length and width of shoreline to be graded to 3H:1V, and to be graded to 5H:1V) 

and retopsoiling. These acreages should be estimated for the mining phase of maximum 

disturbance. 

 

13) Please explain how the applicant intends to reclaim the sliver of southern shoreline to remain, 

without causing offsite damage. According to the Exhibit F – Reclamation Plan Map, there 

will be no land access to this shoreline within the proposed permit area.  

 

14) Pursuant to Rule 6.4.5(2)(e), please correlate the reclamation timetable with the mining phases 

(to be added to the mining timetable), specifying size and location of each area to be reclaimed 

during each phase. 

 

15) It appears the applicant is proposing two reclamation plans, depending on whether or not the 

northeastern area is redisturbed. If the northeastern area (where old overburden and topsoil 

stockpiles are stored) is mined, the applicant proposes using the overburden and topsoil for 

reclamation of pond shorelines and the 25 foot buffer zone. If the northeastern area is not 

mined, it is unclear whether the operation would still utilize the stockpiled overburden and 

topsoil for reclamation. In either case, the operation would use any topsoil salvaged prior to 

expansion of the pond westward for reclamation. However, the applicant states that topsoil in 

the area is minimal or of poor quality. Please provide clarification on where topsoil will be 

obtained to spread 5-7 inches across disturbed land if the northeastern area is to not be 

redisturbed. (The Division recommends the applicant submit an alternative Exhibit F – 

Reclamation Plan Map for the situation where the northeastern area is not redisturbed). 

 

16) The applicant submitted a proposed seed mixture on page 15 of the application which includes 

yellow sweetclover. This species is now considered to be invasive (possibly a noxious weed) 

in Colorado. Therefore, please remove or replace this species from the proposed seed mixture. 

 

17) On page 16 of the application, the applicant states that if needed, materials existing on site in 

the Plant Site may be used to armour the lake slopes or as fish habitat in the lake. This material 

may consists of broken concrete or other materials suitable for that purpose. Please be advised, 

if these materials are to be used for reclamation (slope armouring or pond backfill), costs for 

completing this task(s) must be included in the reclamation bond estimate. Otherwise, the 
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Division must include bond costs for hauling these materials off site for proper disposal. 

Please be sure to include costs in Exhibit L for handling the existing materials on site, whether 

for reclamation use or removal from the site.  

 

Please be aware that if any material existing outside of the permit area is used for reclamation 

of the permitted area, the Division would consider this to be offsite damage.  

 

18) On page 18 of the application, the temporary grass species proposed for topsoil stabilization is 

Crested Wheatgrass. Although this grass species can be helpful for quick stabilization, it is not 

compatible with native grasses. If used for topsoil stabilization, this species would become 

part of the topsoil seedbase and potentially interfere with the growth of desired native grasses 

when the topsoil is used for reclamation. Please replace this species with one that is more 

compatible with native grasses. 

 

19) The applicant proposes storing topsoil salvaged from the western half of the site along the 

northern edge of the excavation. Please show proposed locations for topsoil storage on the 

Exhibit C mining plan map(s). 

 

20) In previous inspections of the site, the Division observed a layer of concrete along the 

northwestern shoreline of the smaller pond (covering approximately 0.32 acres). This was 

apparently used as a concrete wash pond many years ago for the batch plant operation 

associated with Permit No. M-1977-560. Please clarify what the operation intends to do with 

this area for reclamation. According to Exhibit C1 – Mining Plan Map, a portion of this area 

will be reclaimed as a swim area with 5H:1V slopes and include a boat ramp. Does the 

operation intend to rip up the concrete and grade this area? If so, will the concrete rubble be 

placed in the pond? Will the area be revegetated? Please be sure to include any reclamation 

tasks associated with this concrete covered area in the reclamation plan and reclamation bond 

estimate. 

 

21) Please revise the reclamation timetable submitted on page 18 of the application to correlate 

with the mining phases, giving estimated maximum acreages to be reclaimed per phase. Please 

include estimated acreages to be graded, retopsoiled, and revegetated per phase. Please be sure 

to include all proposed reclamation tasks in the timetable.  

 

Exhibit F – Reclamation Plan Map (Rule 6.4.6):   

 

22) After the mining phases have been established (as requested above), and the mining and 

reclamation timetables have been revised accordingly, please be sure the reclamation plan 

map(s) reflect these changes. For example, it appears the proposed mining plan will consist of 

three primary mining phases, starting with connection of the two ponds, then expansion of the 

pond westward, then possibly mining the northeastern pre-law disturbed area, expanding the 

pond eastward. The applicant has proposed concurrent reclamation, whereby disturbed areas 

that will not be redisturbed are reclaimed as the operation moves to a different area. Therefore, 
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the Division recommends the applicant provide three reclamation plan maps showing 

reclamation to be completed at the end of each mining phase. 

 

23) Please be sure all reclamation plan maps indicate proposed slope gradients for all reclaimed 

areas (as was done on Exhibit C1-Mining Plan Map). 

 

24) The Exhibit F – Reclamation Plan Map submitted has a symbol in the legend for “Reclaimed”, 

colored green. Does this mean that all areas colored green will be graded, retopsoiled, and 

revegetated with the proposed grass seed mixture? If not, please differentiate these areas on 

the maps with separate symbols/colors. 

 

Exhibit G – Water Information (Rule 6.4.7):   

 

25) On page 20 of the application, the applicant states the pre-1981 disturbance located south and 

outside of the proposed southern permit boundary will not be disturbed again by mining, but 

that the landowner may do work on their property not associated with the mine. Please be 

advised any work that could be related to the permitted operation in any way, including 

mining or reclamation related activities, might be considered offsite damage. The Division has 

some concerns about the proposed southern permit boundary, as it crosses water bodies and 

excludes portions of the property in a manner that could cause confusion for the operator and 

the Division down the road. Please acknowledge that no operation related activities are to 

occur outside of the proposed permit area, including but not limited to, stockpiling, equipment 

storage, mining, road construction, and removal of material for reclamation of affected lands.  

 

26) The Division understands there is existing post-1981 exposed groundwater within the 

proposed permit area. The applicant estimates there to be a total of 12.65 acres of exposed 

groundwater, including 1.05 acres of the smaller pond, and 11.6 acres of the larger pond. 

Please be informed, the Division has identified four approaches for operators to gain 

compliance for groundwater exposure on site: 

 

a. File a financial warranty to ensure backfilling of the pit to cover exposed groundwater 

to a depth of two feet above static water level, or 

 

b. Obtain a water court approved augmentation plan prior to exposing groundwater, or 

 

c. File a financial warranty to cover the costs of installing a clay liner or slurry wall that 

meets DWR requirements for preventing groundwater exposure, or  

 

d. Obtain approval from DWR that acknowledges compliance with the SEO’s 

requirements pursuant to C.R.S.37-90-137(11). 

 

The application indicates a water court approved augmentation plan is not currently in place 

for the existing 12.65 acres of groundwater exposed on site. Therefore, prior to the application 

decision date, the applicant must either submit a revised Exhibit L to include costs for 
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backfilling the pits to a depth of two feet above static water level, or provide documentation 

from the SEO confirming the operator has committed the appropriate amount of water shares 

toward an augmentation plan for the site.  

 

Based on information provided in the application, backfilling the existing post-1981 exposure 

would require costs to backfill the larger pond (11.6 acres) to a depth of approximately 20 

feet, and the smaller pond (1.05 acre) to a depth of approximately 15 feet.  

 

Please keep in mind, prior to expanding the pond, the Division will require one of the same 

two options given above for the increased exposure. Given that the first mining phase would 

include connecting the two ponds, the Division recommends the applicant, at a minimum, 

commit water shares to cover estimated groundwater exposure through the first mining phase.  

 

27) Pursuant to Rule 6.4.7(5), please affirmatively state that you have acquired or applied for a 

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit from the CDPHE Water 

Quality Control Division, if necessary. 

 

28) Please provide the following corrections for the Exhibit G – Well Map: 

 

a. Either label or provide a legend that explains the line drawn around the proposed permit 

area, colored blue with the number 6 repeated. Does this line represent a 600 foot offset 

from the proposed permit boundary? In the water information text, the applicant states 

this map shows wells located within 200 feet of the proposed boundary. However, this 

blue line clearly exceeds the 200 foot offset. 

 

b. Either label or provide a legend that explains the area outlined in purple. The Division 

understands this to be the proposed permit boundary, but it should be clearly labeled as 

such on the map. 

 

c. Revise the symbol used to indicate well locations as it is difficult to see against the 

background graphics. Perhaps filling the symbol background with white or yellow 

would be sufficient. Also, please be sure to label or provide in a legend an explanation 

of what the symbol represents. 

 

d. Label the Arkansas River. 

 

Exhibit L – Reclamation Costs (Rule 6.4.12):   

 

29) On page 62 of the application, the applicant states the bond estimate was based on the worst 

case scenario when it would be most expensive to reclaim the site, with no more than 11.90 

acres needing reclamation at any time. Please correlate this scenario with a mining phase, and 

be sure it is depicted in an Exhibit C – mining plan map. 
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30) The applicant proposes having no more than 350 feet of shoreline requiring sloping at any 

time. Based on the Exhibit F – Reclamation Plan Map submitted, the Division estimates a 

maximum shoreline of approximately 5,350 feet to be created at full pond expansion. Please 

depict the scenario where no more than 350 feet of shoreline requires reclamation on Exhibit 

C – mining plan maps for all mining phases. 

 

31) Please specify the maximum amount of shoreline to require grading to 3H:1V, and the 

maximum amount to require grading to 5H:1V. Please be sure the shoreline grading costs 

provided in the bond estimate are broken down accordingly. 

 

32) Please break the reclamation costs down into the major phases of reclamation as correlated 

with the mining phases. Because the applicant is proposing concurrent reclamation where 

limited reclamation is required at any time, the reclamation plan should be consistent with the 

mining phases, clarifying what reclamation will be completed at each phase. For each mining 

phase, the applicant should include details such as location(s) of topsoil to be used with 

estimated haul distances, amount of shoreline requiring grading (specifying slope gradient), 

and acreage(s) requiring grading, retopsoiling, and revegetation. 

 

33) Please include costs for removing and disposing of any junk or old equipment stored on the 

site that will not be used by the operation. 

 

34) Please include costs for ripping up the concrete along the northwestern portion of the small 

pond and pushing the concrete rubble into the pond (or hauling off site for disposal). 

 

35) The bond estimate submitted on page 63 of the application does not provide enough 

information for the Division to calculate the required financial warranty for the proposed 

operation. Please provide the following details: 

 

a. Type of mulch and rate of application 

 

b. Method of fertilizer application (e.g., hydro spreader, tractor towed spreader) 

 

c. Type of fertilizer and rate of application 

 

d. Average depth of topsoil placement 

 

e. Push or haul distance for topsoil (for each mining phase) 

 

f. Acreages to be graded, separated by industrial area, shorelines, and other areas such as 

buffer zones. The applicant states that no more than 11.90 acres will require 

reclamation at any time; however, the bond estimate includes costs for grading 22.82 

acres. Please clarify. 
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g. Costs for hauling off and disposing of any old junk or equipment stored on site that will 

not be used by the operation 

 

h. Costs for ripping up the concrete along the northwestern shoreline of the small pond 

and pushing the rubble into the pond (or hauling off site for disposal) 

 

i. Costs for backfilling the post-1981 exposed groundwater to two feet above static water 

level will be required if the applicant is unable to provide a letter from the SEO 

demonstrating the appropriate amount of water shares have been committed for 

augmentation. In this case, the applicant will need to submit additional information in 

this exhibit, including source of backfill material, push or haul distance for transporting 

backfill material to reclamation areas, and estimated volume of backfill material 

required. To be adequately bonded for commencement of the first mining phase where 

the ponds are connected, the applicant would need to provide costs for backfilling the 

additional groundwater exposure. 

 

Exhibit M – Other Permits and Licenses (Rule 6.4.13):   

 

36) In the list provided on page 64 of the application, Item no. 3 states that only a well permit and 

Substitute Water Supply Plan will be obtained to cover the post-1981 exposed groundwater. 

However, the Division will require a water court approved augmentation plan be obtained to 

cover all exposed groundwater on site prior to final release. Please revise this item 

accordingly. 

  

Exhibit S – Permanent Man-Made Structures (Rule 6.4.19):   

 

37) Please be sure all water wells located within 200 feet of the proposed affected land boundary 

(identified in Exhibit G) are included in the structure list. 

 

38) Please be sure all structures and structure owners identified in this exhibit are clearly labeled 

on an Exhibit C map. The Division was unable to locate all identified structures on the Exhibit 

C maps submitted. 

 

39) In the structure agreement submitted for Valco, Inc: 

 

a. Under Notary for Permit Applicant, the notary acknowledgment date was corrected 

from 2015 to 2016. However, it is unclear who made this change, as no initials were 

provided near the correction. 

 

b. Under Notary for Structure Owner, the notary acknowledgement date is August 22, 

2015, while the structure owner signature date is August 22, 2016. 
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 Because of these errors, the Division does not consider the agreement to be properly executed. 

Please submit a new structure agreement for Valco, Inc. that is properly executed, including 

notary acknowledgement dates that are consistent with signature dates.  

  

 Additionally, please be sure to include in the agreement the water well identified in Exhibit G, 

if it is located within 200 feet of the proposed affected land boundary. 

 

40) In the structure agreement submitted for Otero County Commissioners: 

 

a. Under Notary for Permit Applicant, the notary acknowledgment date was corrected 

from 2015 to 2016. However, it is unclear who made this change, as no initials were 

provided near the correction. 

 

b. Under Notary for Structure Owner, the notary acknowledgment date was corrected 

from 2015 to 2016. However, it is unclear who made this change, as no initials were 

provided near the correction. 

 

 Because of these errors, the Division does not consider the agreement to be properly executed. 

Please submit a new structure agreement for Otero County Commissioners that is properly 

executed. 

 

41) In the structure agreement submitted for Southeast Colorado Power Association: 

 

a. Under Notary for Permit Applicant, the notary acknowledgment date was corrected 

from 2015 to 2016. However, it is unclear who made this change, as no initials were 

provided near the correction. (It should be noted, the date was corrected similarly in the 

notary acknowledgement section for the Structure Owner; however, in this case, the 

notary provided initials near the correction as required). 

 

 Because of this error, the Division does not consider the agreement to be properly executed. 

Please submit a new structure agreement for Southeast Colorado Power Association that is 

properly executed. 

 

42) In the structure agreement submitted for Don Hansen: 

 

a. Under Notary for Permit Applicant, the notary acknowledgment date was corrected 

from 2015 to 2016. However, it is unclear who made this change, as no initials were 

provided near the correction. 

 

b. Under Notary for Structure Owner, the notary acknowledgement date is September 1, 

2015, while the structure owner signature date is September 1, 2016. 
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 Because of these errors, the Division does not consider the agreement to be properly executed. 

Please submit a new structure agreement for Don Hansen that is properly executed, including 

notary acknowledgement dates that are consistent with signature dates. 

 

43) In the structure agreement submitted for Daniel L. Lytle: 

 

a. Under Notary for Permit Applicant, the notary acknowledgment date was corrected 

from 2015 to 2016. However, it is unclear who made this change, as no initials were 

provided near the correction. 

 

b. Under Notary for Structure Owner, the structure owner did not provide a date of 

signature 

 

c. Under Notary for Structure Owner, the notary acknowledgment date was corrected 

from 2015 to 2016. However, it is unclear who made this change, as no initials were 

provided near the correction. 

 

 Because of these errors, the Division does not consider the agreement to be properly executed. 

Please submit a new structure agreement for Daniel L. Lytle that is properly executed. 

 

44) The applicant provided structure agreements for 5 of the 7 structure owners identified in 

Exhibit S. (These agreements require revision as detailed above). Structure agreements for 

City of Aurora and Donald Memeda were not submitted. Please be advised that prior to the 

application decision date, the applicant must submit either: 

 

a. Properly executed structure agreements for all owners of structures located within 200 

feet of the proposed affected land boundary, or 

 

b. An appropriate engineering evaluation that demonstrates such structures shall not be 

damaged by activities occurring at the mining operation 

 

Additional Items:   

 

45) On August 24, 2017, the Division received an Inert Fill Notice and Affidavit for the permit 

number assigned to this application. Please be informed, this type of notice is required to be 

submitted as a Technical Revision to a permit, including the appropriate revision fee. 

However, in this case, a permit has not yet been issued for the operation, as the application is 

still under review. Therefore, any information related to the proposed mining plan or 

reclamation plan (including importation of backfill material for reclamation) must be 

submitted under the appropriate exhibit in the permit application.  

 

If the applicant wishes to import inert backfill material for reclamation, the following exhibits 

will need to be revised accordingly: 
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a. Revise Exibit C mining plan maps to indicate location(s) where imported backfill 

material will be stored during each mining phase. 

 

b. Revise Exhibit D to describe where imported backfill material will be stored during 

each mining phase. 

 

c. Revise Exhibit E to describe inert backfill material to be imported for use in 

reclamation, including type of material, where it will be stored, estimated volumes, 

estimated depth of placement, and anticipated areas to receive this backfill material for 

reclamation. Please be sure to provide all information required by Rule 3.1.5(9). 

 

d. Revise Exhibit F to indicate area(s) where inert backfill material may be placed for 

reclamation. 

 

e. Revise Exhibit L to include costs for using the imported backfill material for 

reclamation. Please be sure to include an estimated volume of material to be used as 

backfill, and the haul or push distance for transporting the material to the reclamation 

area(s). Additionally, please clarify whether this backfill material will be used to 

achieve the final reclamation slope gradient, or if it will be placed on graded slopes for 

another purpose (e.g., bank armouring, wildlife habitat). 

 

46) Please review the agency comments received by the Division (see enclosed), and provide 

responses as applicable. Please be sure to address any concerns identified by the agencies, and 

explain how any recommendations or requirements will be incorporated into the permit. 

 

This concludes the Division’s preliminary adequacy review of your application. If you are unable 

to satisfactorily address any concerns identified in this review before the decision date, currently 

set for November 16, 2017, it will be your responsibility to request an extension of the review 

period. Please ensure the Division sufficient time to complete its review process by responding to 

these adequacy issues at least one week prior to the decision date, by November 9, 2017.  

 

If you have any questions, you may contact me by telephone at 303-866-3567, ext. 8129, or by 

email at amy.eschberger@state.co.us. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

Amy Eschberger 

Environmental Protection Specialist 

 

Enclosures: Comments from History Colorado Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservation,  

   received September 14, 2017 

 Comments from Department of the Army, received September 21, 2017 

 Comments from Colorado Parks and Wildlife, received September 26, 2017 
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Steve O’Brian 

October 31, 2017     
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CC: Chris Tomky 

 20330 County Road CC 

 Rocky Ford, CO 81067 

 

 Wally Erickson, DRMS  
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