
From:                                 "Blair, James - FS, DURANGO, CO" <James.Blair2@usda.gov>
Sent:                                  Wednesday, April 06, 2022 9:20 PM
To:                                      "Peck, Joshua -FS" <joshua.p.peck@usda.gov>
Cc:                                      "Brinton, Sara -FS" <sara.brinton@usda.gov>; "Nathan Barton" 
<wasteline.81321@gmail.com>; "Lambert, Mark -FS" <mark.b.lambert@usda.gov>
Subject:                             738 Pit (Jackson Mountain Update)

Hello Josh and Sara, 
 
I wanted to update you on the status of the 738 Pit (the Pit formerly known as Jackson Mountain).  I just 
spoke with Nathan Barton, the contractor working for Archuleta County on the 738 pit. I have CC’d him 
on this email.  The project has been in a holding pattern while a controversial private pit nearby was 
being debated.  It seems that that private pit is now dead.  Apparently the person who owned the 
private pit area was bought out by one of the opponents for like 9 million dollars for 40 acres around the 
pit, when they originally payed 10 million for hundreds of acres a few years earlier.  More profitable 
than a gravel pit! 
 
Nathan said that Tim Barton from the county was going out to the site later this week or early next week 
to look at some of the proposed access routes. There are a couple of different access options, three 
from the north and 1 from the south.  After he gets back and talks to Nathan, Nathan will put together a 
draft Plan of operations for us to discuss. This should be done by April 20th.   After we get the draft 
proposed action, we can set up an ID team trip to the site to nail down access and any other details we 
need to settle from the initial draft plan.  If we can get our initial input back to him fairly promptly, we 
should be on track to get a proposed action and possibly alternatives suitable for the basis of a scoping 
notice back by mid-May.   
 
Presently we are looking at approximately 3 development phases of about 5 years each across the talus 
slope, at an estimated 50k cubic yards per year production.  There are access option on the north side 
(A)  and the south side (B) of the pit area.  If we access from the north, then it would progress from 
north to south  (1,2,3) , and if we access from the south, it would progress from south to north (3,2,1).   
So far the north access looks the most appealing, because it gets us out of the existing road, which has 
some springs along it towards the south end.  There are ~3 access options on the north, but A looks the 
best.  It would however have about an acre of trees cut to fit the road disturbance corridor.  The initial 
staging area in the north would also remove about an acre of trees (X).  In the south, there would be 
about a half-acre of disturbance (B) for the road, and the staging area would go in the bare talus (Z).  
Having said that, wherever we begin,  we may need to cheat excavation into the trees in order to be 
able to get enough clay and fines to bind the aggregate (“clean” crushed rock doesn’t compact/bind well 
for road base).   
 
When we go out on the IDT trip, I think we should look for springs along the road.  I have identified the 
approximate location of ones I observed last fall, but that was at the end of a very dry year, and I expect 
there will be more springs and a lot more flow in the spring that would become issues on the road that 
runs south of the pit.  I would also like to look along the top edge (NW) of the talus slope area to see if 
there are any signs of slumping or tension fracturs that could indicate slope stability issues with the high 
wall.   
 



Please share this email with any specialists who will be involved with this project. Let me know if you 
have any questions.  Nathan, if you have any clarifications or additions from our conversation earlier 
today, please chime in.   
 
 
  

 
 
James Blair 
San Juan National Forest 
Acting Minerals and Geology Program Lead 
Dolores Public Lands Office 
29211 Hwy 184 
Dolores, CO 81323 
(970) 749-6714 
 


