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September 1, 2021 

 

Jodi Schreiber 

Fremont Paving and Redi-Mix 

839 Mackenzie Ave. 

Canon City, CO 81212 

 

RE: Mattics Pit (Permit No. M-2021-044)  

Adequacy Review #1 

 

 

Dear Ms. Schreiber: 

 

On June 30, 2021, the Division of Reclamation, Mining and Safety received your 112 Construction 

Materials Special Operation Reclamation Application package for the Mattics Pit, File No. M-

2021-044.  The following questions address adequacy issues and missing information that is needed 

to complete the application.  This information needs to be addressed and/or received before the 

Division can approve the application. 

 

 

Rule 6.4 - Specific Exhibit Requirements - 112 Reclamation Operation 

Rule 6.4.1 EXHIBIT A - Legal Description- Adequate as submitted. 

Rule 6.4.2 EXHIBIT B – Index Map - Adequate as submitted. 

1. Exhibit A/B shows the land owners of the permit and adjacent areas.  The information 

shown on Exhibit A/B is not consistent with the information shown in Exhibit O.  Please 

clarify the property owners of permitted areas, adjacent areas and verify the source of the 

information. 

Rule 6.4.3 EXHIBIT C – Pre-mining and Mining Plan Map- 

2. Map C does not have the scale shown as required by Rule 6.2.1(2)(e).  Pleases submit an 

updated map with the scale shown. 

 

3. Two water impoundments can be seen on Google Earth within 200 feet of the permit 

boundary: one by the southwest corner and one by the southeast corner.  Please included a 

description for each structure and verify the owners. 

 

6.4.4 EXHIBIT D – Mining Plan 
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4. The mining depth is expected to be 20 feet.  Will there be a 20 foot highwall or will the 

mine walls be mined to 3h:1v during mining?  

 

5. No mining set back from the permit boundary was described in the permit.  DRMS requires 

that the mining setback from the permit boundary is at least 3 times the depth of the pit (3 

x 20 = 60 feet) and that the pit wall next to the permit boundary is mined no greater than a 

3h:1v slope.  This ensures a reasonable safety of factor to prevent a highwall failure that 

could have potential offsite impacts.  Please commit to the 60 foot setback and 3h:1v slope 

in the vicinity of the permit boundary or submit a geotechnical stability analysis if you need 

to get closer to the permit boundary. 

 

6. Exhibit D and the mining plan discuss 3-350 acre phases and 1-260 acre phase.  Exhibit D 

mining plan proposes to mine 100 acres at a time, with the previous 100 acres undergoing 

reclamation (for a total of 200 acres disturbed).  Exhibit L cost estimate proposes 100 acres 

of disturbance. Please clarify the total area (active mining and reclamation) that will be 

disturbed at any one time. If the operator wishes to have a phased mining approach, a map 

needs to depict the exact phased areas and boundary markers will need to be installed on 

the ground marking the phased area. 

 

7. Map D does not have the scale shown as required by Rule 6.2.1(2)(e).  Pleases submit an 

updated map with the scale shown. 

 

 

6.4.5 EXHIBIT E – Reclamation Plan – 

 

8. A seeding plan was not submitted with the application. Also discuss if fertilizer and mulch 

will be applied, application rates and methods. Please consult with CPW to address their 

concerns raised about the seed mix in their 7/26/2021 attached letter.  

  

9. A noxious weed plan was not submitted as part of the application.  Please submit a noxious 

weed control plan for review as required by Rule 3.1.10(6). 

 

10. Several fences will be removed as part of the mining plan. Please clarify if fences will be 

replaced/constructed. 

 

6.4.6 EXHIBIT F - Reclamation Plan Map –  

11. Map E was submitted as the Reclamation map.  The map does not show the proposed final 

topography contour lines as required by Rule 6.4.6(a). 

 

12. Map E does not show the proposed final land use as required by Rule 6.4.6(b). 

 

6.4.7 EXHIBIT G - Water Information- Adequate as submitted. 

 

6.4.8 EXHIBIT H - Wildlife Information- 
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13. Comments about the application were submitted by CPW.  Please respond to the comments 

raised in the 7/26 attached letter.  

6.4.9 EXHIBIT I - Soils Information - 

14. A map showing the different soil types and soil distribution was submitted.  The soil 

thickness was not included with the map as required by Rule 6.4.9(1).  

6.4.10 EXHIBIT J - Vegetation Information - Adequate as submitted. 

 

6.4.11 EXHIBIT K - Climate - Adequate as submitted. 

 

6.4.12 EXHIBIT L - Reclamation Costs 

15. A reclamation cost estimate was submitted with the application as required by Rule 6.4.12.  

The Division will do a cost estimate to verify Fremont Paving’s cost after all adequacy 

questions have been resolved. 

6.4.13 EXHIBIT M - List of Other Permits and Licenses Required - Adequate as submitted. 
 

6.4.14 EXHIBIT N - Source of Legal Right-to-Enter - Adequate as submitted. 

 

6.4.15 EXHIBIT O Owner(s) of Record of Affected Land and Substance to be Mined –  

16. The Map in Exhibit O shows that the land in section 30 is owned by Blythe Lane and 

Marion A. McKeever.  This is inconsistent with Exhibit A/B.  Please clarify the 

landowners. 

6.4.16 EXHIBIT P - Municipalities Within a Two-Mile Radius:  Adequate as submitted. 

 

6.4.17 EXHIBIT Q - Proof of Mailing of Notices to Board of County - Adequate as submitted. 

 

6.4.18 EXHIBIT R - Proof of Filing with County Clerk and Recorder - 

17. Proof that the application was filed with the County Clerk and Recorder was not included 

with the application. 

6.4.19 EXHIBIT S - Permanent Man-made Structures 

 

 

The Division received additional comments from the Division of Water Resources and History 

Colorado (attached).  Please address any additional comments raise by these two agencies. 

 

The decision date for this application is October 12, 2021.  If you are unable to provide satisfactory 

responses to any inadequacies prior to this date, it will be your responsibility to request an extension 
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of time to allow for continued review of this application.  Also, the comment period for this 

application is still open and any comments or objections received may initiate new adequacy 

questions.   

 

All corrected pages must also be provided to Cheyenne County Clerk & Recorder. 

 

If you have any questions, please contact me at (720) 774-0040 or brock.bowles@state.co.us. 

 

Sincerely, 

 
Brock Bowles 

Environmental Protection Specialist 

 

Enclosures: CPW comments, 7/26/2021 

  DWR comments, 7/23/2021 

  History Colorado comments, 8/4/2021 

 

CC: Michael Cunningham, DRMS 

 Tim Cazier, DRMS 
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Brock F. Bowles  
Division of Reclamation, Mining and Safety 
1313 Sherman St., Room 215 
Denver, Colorado 80203 
 
Re: Mattics Pit, File No. M-2021-044 (HC# 80174) 
 
Dear Mr. Bowles: 
 
We received your letter dated July 14, 2021 initiating consultation with our office on the subject action pursuant to 
the Colorado State Register Act – Colorado Revised Statute (CRS) 24-80-1 et. seq. 
 
A search of our database indicates that no properties of historical significance included or nominated for inclusion 
in the state register have been recorded within the proposed permit area. Please note, as most of Colorado has not 
been inventoried for cultural resources, our files contain incomplete information. Consequently, there is the 
possibility that as yet unidentified cultural resources exist within the proposed permit area. The requirements 
under CRS 24-80 part 13 apply and must be followed if human remains are discovered during ground disturbing 
activities.  
 
Please note that if the fill or disposal site location is associated with a Federal undertaking, it is the responsibility of 
the federal agency to meet the requirements of Section 106 as set forth in 36 CFR Part 800 titled “Protection of 
Historic Properties”. This includes not only reasonable and good faith identification efforts of any historic 
properties located within the area of potential effects, but determining whether the undertaking will have an effect 
upon such properties. The State Historic Preservation Office, Native American tribes, representatives of local 
governments, and applicants for federal permits are entitled to consultative roles in this process.  
 
We thank you for the opportunity to comment.  If we may be of further assistance, please contact Holly McKee-
Huth, Cultural Resource Information/Section 106 Compliance at (303) 866-4670/holly.mckee@state.co.us.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Steve Turner, AIA 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
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