
From: Merkel, Pete- FS 

Sent: Tue, 9 Nov 2021 19:27:52 +0000 

To: Nathan Barton; Timothy Hatch; Peck, Joshua -FS; Smith, Rebecca -FS; Jones, 

Cody -FS 

Subject: RE: [External Email]Re: Traffic generation and related information needed for 

the Road 738 Pit 

I can't speak for Tim but here is what I'm thinking, see answers below. 

Pete Merkel 
Roads Manager 

Forest Service 
San Juan National Forest 

p: 970-385-1323 
pete.merkelusda.gov  

15 Burnett Court 
Durango, CO 81301 
www.fs.fed.us 

Caring

 

—

 

Caring for the land and serving people 

From: Nathan Barton <wasteline.81321@gmail.com> 

Sent: Tuesday, November 9, 2021 10:49 AM 

To: Timothy Hatch <THatch@archuletacounty.org>; Peck, Joshua -FS <joshua.p.peck@usda.gov>; Smith, 

Rebecca -FS <rebecca.smith@usda.gov>; Jones, Cody -FS <cody.j.jones@usda.gov>; Merkel, Pete- FS 

<Peter.Merkel@usda.gov> 

Subject: [External Email]Re: Traffic generation and related information needed for the Road 738 Pit 

[External Email] 
If this message comes from an unexpected sender or references a vague/unexpected topic; 
Use caution before clicking links or opening attachments. 
Please send any concerns or suspicious messages to: Spam.Abuse@usda.gov 

Just following up. 

On Thu, Nov 4, 2021 at 3:04 PM Nathan Barton <wasteline.81321@gmail.com> wrote: 

As we are waiting for lab results, here are some questions which I hope everyone can answer or help 

point us in the right direction, that are needed for the traffic impact study and permit applications: 

1. What do we expect to produce from the pit, per year? tonnage 

a. For County Use 15,000 tons b. For USFS Use 10% of what the County crushes 

2. What will be our normal hauling season? April 1 —Oct 31 Assuming five days per week? Yes, no 

hauling on weekends 
(Tim has already told me that the county does not haul in the wintertime, even from other 

locations lower in elevation) But a ballpark is needed. 



3. What kind of materials do we need to produce? (Know obviously that we need road base, relatively 

close to CDOT Class 6 - 1"-minus, but what else? road deicing sand? backfill? other?) As of now the FS is 
only interested ir 

4. What is the normal County road department work schedules for crews and hauling? Ditto for USFS in-

house? f-S road crew works 4 10-hour days M-Th 

5. What limits on haul hours and days would be imposed if either the County or USFS contracts for 

either production (crushing and screening) and/or hauling? No working on weekends or holidays 

6. Does the County and USFS have depots where material would be stored after hauling from this Pit so 
that the material is available for use seasonally? Has that been considered? Or will all material from this 

Pit always be hauled directly to a project site? If you have them, can you provide location and estimate 

the percent going there versus directly to a job site Nr 

7. Any estimate from either USFS or County on how much material might need to be hauled to the north 

(left) towards Wolf Creek Pass? Or do we have to assume that everything will go towards Pagosa? There 

is a chance we would resurface Turkey Springs and West Fork which would be left turns. 5.49 total miles 

x 2,376 tons/mile = 13,000 tons Will any material NOT go onto Highway 160 but instead on the USFS 

roads in that area? Jackson Mtn. road 11,000 tons 

8. Which agency will maintain the road between the pit and the highway? Joint maintenance 

9. Does the County to get a separate road use permit for county materials hauls? Or will any contractors 

for the County have to get a USFS road use permit? Contractors would need a cornme;cial road us::, 

permit 

I realize this is a lot of questions and will require some sorting out of things, but the more we can 

quantify - even if rough estimates - the easier it is for WASTELINE and CDOT to get things going. 

Please call with any ideas or questions! 

Thanks, Nathan 

WASTELINE, Inc. 970-564-1380 PO Box 88 Cortez, CO 81321-0088 

WASTELINE, Inc. 970-564-1380 PO Box 88 Cortez, CO 81321-0088 



From: Timothy Hatch 

Sent: Wed, 4 Aug 2021 18:40:04 +0000 

To: Smith, Rebecca -FS 

Subject: RE: [External EmaillFW: McKee Chimney Rock proposal and info on WASTELINE, 

Inc. 

Hi Rebecca, 

The three pits he is referring to are not Archuleta County pits. They are private pits. The Chimney Rock 

Pit is on CR 175 West of town. Texer Dancing Winds Ranch from what I understand is one mile or less 

from the county line In Hinsdale County off of Piedra and I do not know where the Dutton Ranch pit is. 

Most content of the conversation pertains to the Jackson Mountain pit. The only content that does not 

pertain to Jackson is the FYI statement, "FYI, We just submitted a formal letter to Pamela on the internal 

excavation and processing of construction materials at the Dutton Ranch, to begin as soon as the 

equipment can be deployed there. We've also been given the go ahead on the Texer Dancing Winds 

Ranch in Hinsdale (on Piedra Road) and the Chimney Rock Pit at the McKee ranch on CR475." 

Thank you, 

Tim Hatch 

Archuleta County Road and Bridge Manager 

970-264-8403 

From: Smith, Rebecca -FS [mailto:rebecca.smith@usda.gov] 

Sent: Wednesday, August 4, 2021 9:39 AM 

To: Timothy Hatch; Brown, Walter -FS; Merkel, Pete- FS 

Subject: RE: [External Email]FW: McKee Chimney Rock proposal and info on WASTELINE, Inc. 

Hi Tim, 
I'm a little confused from this email string about which pits are where in the process. This email refers 

to three different potential pits — Chimney Rock (which we would prefer a different name), Dutton 
Ranch (where is that exactly?), and the Texer Dancing Winds Ranch in Hinsdale. This email doesn't seem 

to be referring to the Jackson Mtn pit? Can you tell me where in the process each of these pits are and 
is Archuleta County pursuing all three that are in Archuleta County (Chimney Rock, Dutton, and 

Jackson)? 

Thanks, 

Becca 

  

 

USDA Becca Smith 
Lands Specialist 

Forest Service 

  



Pagosa Ranger District, San Juan National Forest 

p: 970-264-1521 
c: 970-799-1187 
f: 970-264-1538 
rebecca.smith@usdamov  

P.O. Box 310 
Pagosa Springs, CO 81147 
www.fs.fed.us  

Win 
Caring for the land and serving people 

From: Timothy Hatch <tHatch@archuletacounty.org> 

Sent: Wednesday, August 4, 2021 7:26 AM 

To: Smith, Rebecca -FS <rebecca.smith@usda.gov>; Brown, Walter -FS <walter.brown@usda.gov>; 

Merkel, Pete- FS <Peter.Merkel@usda.gov> 

Subject: [External Email]FW: McKee Chimney Rock proposal and info on WASTELINE, Inc. 

[External Email] 
If this message comes from an unexpected sender or references a vague/unexpected topic; 
Use caution before clicking links or opening attachments. 
Please send any concerns or suspicious messages to: Spam.Abuse@usda.gov  

From: Nathan Barton [mailto:wasteline.81321@gmail.com] 

Sent: Tuesday, August 3, 2021 4:54 PM 

To: Timothy Hatch 

Subject: Re: McKee Chimney Rock proposal and info on WASTELINE, Inc. 

Thank you for the good news! 
Already got a call from Bill Hudson's reporter at the Sun wanting to know what WASTELINE 
was doing and told him we'd submitted a proposal, and that I was sure that IF we were selected, 
that I was sure that the County would be willing to let WASTELINE provide the paper 
information about what was being proposed. I did confirm that WASTELINE was NOT seeking 
a permit FROM the County on this. He wanted to know what WASTELINE would do after 
obtaining the permits FOR the County and I told him that was something to be determined later; 
that we usually assisted with reporting and other permits and such. I did emphasize that the 
County intended to follow its own permitting procedures, as did the Forest Service. 

Now to questions: 

On Mon, Aug 2, 2021 at 8:42 AM Timothy Hatch  <tHatch@archuletacounty.org>  wrote: 
Hello Nathan, 

That is all good news! The proposal looked great. I am almost certain we will be moving forward soon 

with your services. It is being reviewed by our legal staff. 



A question for you. Have you talked with any aggregate companies that may be interested in the 

operations of the pit for the County? I am thinking around 24K yards per year. 

1. I have spoken with the following stating that the County was proposing a contract operation: 

Crossfire Aggregate Services (Perry Neil), C&J Gravel Products (John Gilleland), Four States Aggregates 

(Casey McClellan), Stone Sand & Gravel (Darin Stone), O'Rourke Excavating (Tom O'Rourke), and even 

Canyon Sand & Gravel (Teresa and Robert Scott out at Snow Angel Ranch). All of them expressed some 

interest, and I told them that WASTELINE would at least get them a preliminary RFQ even if we didn't 

get the project from the County. I also did talk to Colorado Crushing over in Alamosa, but they said that 
they do not come over Wolf Creek Pass between about September and April - they got caught on the 

wrong side once, I guess. Still, it might be good to keep them in mind. 

What would be the duration of time needed per year to produce 24k yards? 

Assuming a good small crushing and screening train with an average capacity of 200 TPH, that 24,000 

yards (30,000 tons more or less, though the volcanic material might be a bit lighter) would take 120 

plant hours. Assuming summer or fall conditions, and 10 hours per day, that was be 12 days - or 2-3 

weeks with setup and depending on how they are ramrodding their crew. 

Can you give me a ball park cost on the operations? We need to know before we jump into this. 

A rough figure is that (not counting royalty or fees or such), production cost is $5 to $6/ton, and the 

standard scale price is pretty much about $10/ton. I would guess that the contractor would want at 

least a buck a ton as overhead/profit, but since they don't have to worry about sales or hauling, it would 

still be a good savings over the pit price from commercial producers for that end of the County. Keep in 

mind all the commercial pits must pay between $1.50 and $2.00 per ton royalty to the landowner, but 

USFS won't charge that to themselves or you. 

Thank you, 

And thank you! 

Tim Hatch 

Archuleta County Road and Bridge Manager 

970-264-8403 

From: Nathan Barton [mailto:wasteline.81321Pgmail.com] 

Sent: Friday, July 30, 2021 9:16 PM 

To: Timothy Hatch 

Subject: Re: McKee Chimney Rock proposal and info on WASTELINE, Inc. 

Tim, just following up on the proposal. 
FYI, We just submitted a formal letter to Pamela on the internal excavation and processing of 
construction materials at the Dutton Ranch, to begin as soon as the equipment can be deployed 



there. We've also been given the go ahead on the Texer Dancing Winds Ranch in Hinsdale (on 
Piedra Road) and the Chimney Rock Pit at the McKee ranch on CR-175. 

On Mon, Jul 19, 2021 at 9:07 AM Nathan Barton <wasteline.81321@gmail.com> wrote: 
Tim, thank you for meeting with us on Friday. We are preparing and will send a proposal and 
estimates. 
We did not get to go up to the site - probably best as we are not in our usual truck (in the shop) 
but in a little Tucson. But did have a chance to look in detail at the site from the satellite photos 
and get a better feel for the terrain and access. Will include our thoughts in the proposal. 
I will be following up with Josh, Pete, and Cody at USFS, to make sure we know the NEPA 
requirements and can include that in the task list. 
Again, thanks for your time, and everyone else's - it was great to meet you in person. 
Nathan 

On Fri, Jul 9,2021 at 12:10 PM Nathan Barton <wasteline.81321Agmai1.com> wrote: 
Perhaps 1300(1 PM) on Friday the 16th? At your shop? Or in the building with Planning or in 
town? 

On Fri, Jul 9, 2021 at 11:59 AM Timothy Hatch <tHatch@archuletacountv.org> wrote: 
Friday works 

Tim 

From: Nathan Barton [mailto:wasteline.81321@gmail.coml 

Sent: Friday, July 9, 2021 10:12 AM 

To: Timothy Hatch 

Subject: Re: McKee Chimney Rock proposal and info on WASTELINE, Inc. 

You are on a four-day week and therefore not available on Friday? 

On Fri, Jul 9, 2021 at 9:38 AM Timothy Hatch <tHatch@archuletacountv.org> wrote: 
Nathan, 

Sounds good. I will probably get Admin and possibly planning in on the meeting. Tuesdays are typically a 

bad to schedule anything due to BOCC meetings. Wednesday or Thursday would be best. Let me know. 

Tim Hatch 

Archuleta County Road and Bridge Manager 

970-264-8403 

From: Nathan Barton (mailto:wasteline.81321@gmail.com] 

Sent: Thursday, July 8, 2021 12:37 PM 



To: Timothy Hatch 
Subject: Re: McKee Chimney Rock proposal and info on WASTELINE, Inc. 

Dear Tim, we are scheduled to be in the Four Corners the end of next week, but we can start 
working on some of this immediately. 
We definitely can help give you ideas on budget and planning schedule. A lot of the initial costs 
depends on the location, of course, but we can give you ballpark ideas, and a list of the tasks 
and decisions needed. 
Pamela and I were able to finally link up yesterday and we brought her up-to-date on various 
plans by all and sundry. 

On Thu, Jul 8, 2021 at 9:34 AM Timothy Hatch <tHatch(cOrchuletacounty.org> wrote: 
Hello Nathon, 

Thank you for the information. I would like to meet when you get a chance. I am hopeful you could help 
us out with the county pit. By chance, can you help with setting up a budget for establishing the pit and 
annual costs? 

Thank you, 

Tim Hatch 

Archuleta County Road and Bridge Manager 

970-264-8403 

From: Nathan Barton [mailto:wasteline.81321@gmail.com] 

Sent: Tuesday, June 29, 2021 11:52 PM 

To: Timothy Hatch 

Subject: McKee Chimney Rock proposal and info on WASTELINE, Inc. 

Dear Tim: 
Thank you very much for sharing your time with me today. 
Here is a (still draft) concept of the operation with info on traffic, and the map we discussed. As 
mentioned, we had discussed this with Jo Heinlein last fall, and recently with the USFS 
engineers (Alan in particular, and the new District Ranger, Josh Peck, because of impact on 
Chimney Rock Natl. Mon.) I've got a call into Ms. Flowers right now. 

I am attaching a document regarding permitting of sand and gravel operations in Colorado. The 
major items which are different would be that the County may not have to pay an application fee 
to DRMS and almost certainly will NOT have to post a financial warranty with ARMS. I do not 
recall whether USFS requires that. As I may have mentioned, we have been working with Pete 
Merkel and Cody Jones on various things, and with other BLM and USFS people out of Durango 
on various pits and other projects. 



Am providing some information on WASTELINE. As you can see, we have been permitting and 
managing/assisting dozens of mining operations in CO and other states, for about 30 years, for 
both government agencies and private firms. We have worked for Archuleta County in the past 
(doing emissions monitoring for the Sheriff), and have been involved in seven mining operations 
in the County. We understand the situation the County finds itself in. 
We look forward to meeting with you in the next couple of weeks! Again, thanks for your time. 

WASTELINE, Inc. 970-564-1380 PO Box 88 Cortez, CO 81321-0088 

WASTELINE, Inc. 970-564-1380 PO Box 88 Cortez, CO 81321-0088 

WASTELINE, Inc. 970-564-1380 PO Box 88 Cortez, CO 81321-0088 

WASTELINE, Inc. 970-564-1380 PO Box 88 Cortez, CO 81321-0088 

WASTELINE, Inc. 970-564-1380 PO Box 88 Cortez, CO 81321-0088 

WASTELINE, Inc. 970-564-1380 PO Box 88 Cortez, CO 81321-0088 

WASTELINE, Inc. 970-564-1380 PO Box 88 Cortez, CO 81321-0088 



This electronic message contains information generated by the USDA solely for the intended 
recipients. Any unauthorized interception of this message or the use or disclosure of the 
information it contains may violate the law and subject the violator to civil or criminal penalties. 
If you believe you have received this message in error, please notify the sender and delete the 
email immediately. 



From: Blair, James J 

Sent: Wed, 24 Nov 2021 17:12:01 +0000 

To: Brinton, Sara -FS 

Cc: Smith, Rebecca -FS 

Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Jackson Mt. gravel pit - Need notes from you 

I've transcribed my chicken-scratch for you below. 

11/17/21 Jackson Mountain Gravel 

Brandy - Wildlife Biology 
Lindsay Smith - Archeology 
Tim - Columbine Forester 
Rebecca - Lands 
Sara - Nepa 

• Lots of material 
• Lots of timber. 
• Keep in trees if possible not in talus 
• Slope may unravel if excavated from bottom. Visual 
• Polygon larger than area needed. Phased? 
• Segregate from mining claims 
• Spring(s) in road 
• lots of mixed timber 
• lots of ground water 
• major recharge zone 
• Avg. static water table. Drought now. Pond after done? 
• Check for wells in nearby neighborhood 
• Infiltration Protection 
• Access bottom only, no top. 
• Lidar Contours 
• Loop Traffic 
• Maybe smaller pit one phase smaller to keep out of trees and above water. 
• FMV [fair market value] - use 2021 BLM appraisal. No adjustment needed. 
• Crushing/hauling campaigns. Stockpile at site or elsewhere? County Vs FS. 

James Blair 

Geologist 

Tres Rios Field Office 



Bureau of Land Management 

29211 Highway 184 

Dolores, CO 81323 

(970) 882-1135 (desk) 

(970) 749-6714 (cell) 

From: Brinton, Sara -FS <sara.brinton@usda.gov> 

Sent: Wednesday, November 24, 2021 9:43 AM 

To: Blair, James J <jblair@b1m.gov> 

Cc: Smith, Rebecca -FS <rebecca.smith@usda.gov> 

Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Jackson Mt. gravel pit - Need notes from you 

See attached 

From: Blair, James J <jblair@b1m.gov> 

Sent: Wednesday, November 24, 2021 9:41 AM 

To: Brinton, Sara -FS <sara.brinton@usda.gov> 

Cc: Smith, Rebecca -FS <rebecca.smith@usda.gov> 

Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Jackson Mt. gravel pit - Need notes from you 

Thank you for the reminder. I have not been able to get a FS profile yet, to look up the manual 

sections. Could you send me FSM 2850? I want to make sure I do this correctly. I tried looking 

it up online and could only find an old HTML document that doesn't load correctly. 

James Blair 

Geologist 

Tres Rios Field Office 

Bureau of Land Management 

29211 Highway 184 

Dolores, CO 81323 

(970) 882-1135 (desk) 

(970) 749-6714 (cell) 

From: Brinton, Sara -FS <sara.brinton@usda.gov> 

Sent: Wednesday, November 24, 2021 8:58 AM 

To: Blair, James J <jblair@b1m.gov> 

Cc: Smith, Rebecca -FS <rebecca.smith@usda.gov> 

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Jackson Mt. gravel pit - Need notes from you 

This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, 

opening attachments, or responding. 



Hi James, 

I'm following up on our discussion at the gravel pit ID Team meeting in Pagosa on Nov. 17. 

Could you please send Becca and I an email related to your recommendations to the Ranger about 

potential mining claims. I would like to send out some notes to the IDI by the end of the month and 

would like to have that in the notes. 

Also please send me any other notes or information that you discussed at the ID Team meeting so I can 

include that in the notes. 

Thanks, Sara 

Sara W. Brinton 
NEPA Coordinator 

Forest Service 
San Juan National Forest, Pagosa Ranger District 

p: 970-264-1532 
f: 970-264-1538 
sbrinton@ls.fed.us  

180 Pagosa Street, PO Box 310 
Pagosa Springs, CO 81147 
www.fs.fed.us 

LJ iLd 1.2d 

Caring for the land and serving people 

This electronic message contains information generated by the USDA solely for the intended recipients. 

Any unauthorized interception of this message or the use or disclosure of the information it contains 

may violate the law and subject the violator to civil or criminal penalties. If you believe you have 

received this message in error, please notify the sender and delete the email immediately. 



From: Blair, James 

Sent: Mon, 13 Dec 2021 15:18:25 +0000 

To: Nathan Barton; Timothy Hatch 

Cc: Smith, Rebecca -FS; Merkel, Pete- FS; Alvin Schaaf; Blair, James - FS, DURANGO, 

CO 

Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Re: [External Email]FW: Forrest Service test results 

Thank you Nathan, 

I think it would be good for me and you to get together on the phone and dial in the proposal a 
little bot, and then have a TEAMS or Zoom style conference call with the wider team where we 
can share screens and talk about what you are envisioning for an operation now that we have 
results back, and based on that discussion, you can develop a proposal that will form the basis of 
our proposed NEPA action at the site. I agree with you about calling the pit the 738 Pit from 
now on. 

Please note that I have a forest service email now - James.Blair2@usda.gov - which I have CC'd 
above. Please use this address for future correspondence pertaining to Forest Service matter. 

James Blair 

Geologist 

Tres Rios Field Office 

Bureau of Land Management 

29211 Highway 184 

Dolores, CO 81323 

(970) 882-1135 (desk) 

(970) 749-6714 (cell) 

From: Nathan Barton <wasteline.81321@gmail.com> 

Sent: Friday, December 10, 2021 3:58 PM 

To: Timothy Hatch <tHatch@archuletacounty.org> 

Cc: Blair, James J <jblair@b1m.gov>; Smith, Rebecca -FS <rebecca.smith@usda.gov>; Merkel, Pete- FS 

<Peter.Merkel@usda.gov>; Alvin Schaaf <aschaaf@archuletacounty.org> 

Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Re: [External Email]FW: Forrest Service test results 

Dear Timothy, James, and everyone else: 
My apologies for getting back to you so late - we've been out in the field on emergency work for 
several days and going from 0600 to 2300 most days. I've not had a chance to digest this 
completely yet. 
And doubly apologize for sending this out late Friday on a snowy day at that. (Though I am 
thankful for ANY precip.) 
Some quick items. 



1.As I understand it, the sample that was not tested because it is shale should be tested with 
basic crushing and screening to see what we get since that may be an option we want 
("manufactured clay" so to speak). 
2. The original concept was that we would stay as far away (uphill) from the road as possible, 
and have processing and mining as close to the talus slope as possible. Even if we need to 
excavate 10 feet of rock to get to clay, in the long term that saves us money and time, as we have 
less impact on the existing forested area - less cost to reclaim, and we can use every bit of that 10 
feet of rock. We will have to calculate the ratio of clay we need to rock to meet spec, but 
remember we only need 3-12% minus #200 material to meet spec for Class 6 ABC - so that is 
only about 1 ton of clay in 10 tons of 3/4" crushed rock - and the crushing will produce a fair 
amount of fines by itself 
3. Establishing the plant sites at the ends and immediately below the talus slope minimizes 
access development, impact on the primary vegetative (and therefore animal) community AND 
visual impacts for patrons of the forest, as well as internal haul. And as the new map shows, 
minimizes impact on those springs. 
4. I do very respectfully request that we continue to use Road 738 Pit or Operation and NOT 
Jackson Mountain Pit as the name, as we are 2+ miles from Jackson Mountain and the public 
perception will focus on Jackson Mountain making it more difficult to explain to the public - In 
30 years of doing this sort of work, we've found that poor naming can create insurmountable 
problems in state and county permitting. We do not want anyone to jump to an unwarranted 
conclusion that we are changing or threatening a treasured local landmark - or even impacting 
the viewshed of that landmark. 
5. We at WASTELINE will need some time to digest this and run out some calcs to see what we 
would suggest as the best course of action. For the environmental assessment, we do need to 
consider the entire area down to the road (and perhaps a bit to the South of the road near the 
south end of the talus slope, since the road is so close at that point). But we also need to consider 
at least a couple hundred feet to the west/north of the talus slope - we must consider and analyze 
potential for geotechnical stability of removing the talus slope as well as material (including the 
clay) downslope. As well as visual impacts especially from the West and South. 

I realize this does not address all the issues but wanted to get this out during business hours for 
you all. 
More soon, 
Nathan 

On Tue, Dec 7, 2021 at 1:20 PM Timothy Hatch <tHatch@archuletacounty.org> wrote: 
Hello James, 

Thank you for reaching out. We did get the results back from Trautner and they indicated it is good 

material for cohesion/binder. Before completing a report on the testing, I was hoping to hear from 

Wasteline and what they thought of the results for the clay testing. He may have been waiting for my 

report? I have not heard back from him unless I missed the email. 

Your questions are in line with some of the questions I have as well and I think they are questions for the 

team 

1. What is the next step? 

2. Where are we at on the traffic study for CDOT 



3. Do we need a survey and to what extent? Do we need to include the road and entire proposed site 

according to Walt's map? 

4. Engineering is required for the road, to what extent? Is the engineering for the road something the 

FS can provide? 

5. Is there anything the Forest Service can start working on as far as permits or studies? 

6. Are there permits we can get going on? 

I will forward the test results for the clay and provide a report of the locations tested. Some of the test 
hole samples were not tested by Trautner, deemed not worth testing. 

Thank you, 

Tim Hatch 

Archuleta County Road and Bridge Manager 

thatch@archuletacounty.org 
970-264-8403 

From: Blair, James 1<jblair@b1m.gov> 

Sent: Tuesday, December 7, 2021 11:16 AM 

To: Timothy Hatch <tHatch@archuletacounty.org> 

Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Re: [External Email]FW: Forrest Service test results 

Hello Tim, 

I was just checking up on the status of the report you were going to prepare for us for the 
proposed 738 Pit (what we are now officially calling the Jackson Mountain Pit), and ask about 
the status of an actual plan that we can use as the basis of a proposed action. If 1 recall 
correctly that you had Nate Barton from Wasteline Engineering working on the pit design, but I 
haven't heard anything official. Should I be in communication directly with them about a 
proposed action? Is there anything you need from the Forest Service to help move things along? 

Thanks, 

James Blair 
Geologist 

Tres Rios Field Office 

Bureau of Land Management 

29211 Highway 184 

Dolores, CO 81323 

(970) 882-1135 (desk) 

(970) 749-6714 (cell) 



From: Timothy Hatch <tHatch@archuletacounty.org> 

Sent: Wednesday, November 17, 2021 5:48 PM 

To: Smith, Rebecca -FS <rebecca.smith@usda.gov>; Timothy Hatch <tHatch@archuletacounty.org>; 

Blair, James J <iblair@b1m.gov>; Merkel, Pete- FS <Peter.Merkel@usda.gov>; Nathan Barton 

<wasteline.81321@gmail.com> 

Cc: Alvin Schaaf <aschaaf@archuletacounty.org>; Peck, Joshua -FS <joshua.p.peck@usda.gov> 

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: [External Email]FW: Forrest Service test results 

This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, 
opening attachments, or responding.  

The holes were dug, samples and pictures taken in 5 locations. The holes are filled. 

Nothing but clay below 12" of rocky top soil in 3 of them. I will have it tested for plasticity but I 
am confident we can move forward. Hopefully, CDOT requirements are reasonable. 

I will create a report with pictures and hole test locations ASAP. I believe, we can get the site 
plan going with the report. 

So far so GREAT! 

Tim Hatch 
Archuleta County Road and Bridge 

Get Outlook for Android 

From: Smith, Rebecca -FS <rebecca.smith@usda.gov> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021, 2:09 PM 
To: Timothy Hatch; jblair@b1m.gov; Merkel, Pete- FS; Nathan Barton 
Cc: Alvin Schaaf; Peck, Joshua -FS 
Subject: RE: [External Ernail]FW: Forrest Service test results 

Hi Tim, 
It's fine to do the test holes this week as long as they are done in accordance with the email Walt 
sent on 9/14/21. Would be good to get them done before the weather changes (assuming it is 
going to snow sometime this winter!). 

   

USDA Becca Smith 
Lands Specialist 

Forest Service 
Pagosa Ranger District, San Juan National Forest 

p: 970-264-1521 
c: 970-799-1187 
f: 970-264-1538 
rebecca.smith@usda.gov  

  

  



P.O. Box 310 
Pagosa Springs, CO 81147 
www.fs.fed.us  

Caring for the land and serving people 

From: Timothy Hatch <tHatch@archuletacounty.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 9:58 AM 
To: Smith, Rebecca -FS <rebecca.smith@usda.gov>; jblair@b1m.gov; Merkel, Pete- FS 
<Peter.Merkel(&,usda.gov>; Nathan Barton <wasteline.81321(&,gmail.com> 
Cc: Alvin Schaaf <aschaaf@archuletacounty.org> 
Subject: [External Email]FW: Forrest Service test results 

[External Email) 
If this message comes from an unexpected sender or references a vague/unexpected topic; 
Use caution before clicking links or opening attachments. 
Please send any concerns or suspicious messages to:  Spam.AbuseAusda.gov  

Good news, 

The test came back and indicate very hard rock! 

I would like to get the excavator in there this week to dig some holes for clay this week. Does the 
work for the Forest Service? 

Thank you, 
Tim Hatch 
Archuleta County Road and Bridge Manager 
thatch@archuletacounty.org 
970-264-8403 

From: Don Manchester <dmanchester@trautnergeotech.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 15, 2021 7:48 AM 
To: Timothy Hatch <tHatch@archuletacounty.org> 
Subject: Forrest Service test results 

Tim, 

The test results for the proposed Forrest Service Pit are attached. The tests indicate a very hard 
durable rock. 



Thank you, 

Don Manchester 

1RAUTNER4ffillkth= 
Durango Materials Manager 
649 Tech Center Drive 
Durango, Colorado 81301 
Office 970-259-5095 
Mobile 970-749-3468 
FAX 970-382-2515 
http://www.trautnergeotech.com 

This electronic message contains information generated by the USDA solely for the intended 
recipients. Any unauthorized interception of this message or the use or disclosure of the 
information it contains may violate the law and subject the violator to civil or criminal penalties. 
If you believe you have received this message in error, please notify the sender and delete the 
email immediately. 

WASTELINE, Inc. 970-564-1380 PO Box 88 Cortez, CO 81321-0088 



From: Brinton, Sara -FS 

Sent: Mon, 29 Nov 2021 20:37:13 +0000 

To: jblair@b1m.gov; Smith, Rebecca -FS; Richardson, Brandy -FS; Leishman, Timothy 

-FS; Emde, Kevin - FS, PAGOSA SPGS, CO; Smith, Lindsey -FS; Vanderbilt, Jonina -FS; Merkel, Pete- FS; 

Blackman, Paul -FS 

Cc: Peck, Joshua -FS 

Subject: RE: Notes from gravel pit IDT meeting on Nov. 17, 2021 

Attachments: 20211117 IDT Field Trip to Archuleta County Proposed Gravel Pit.docx 

I updated the notes to include some bullet statements about rangeland management and the Jackson 

Mountain CFLRP project 

From: Brinton, Sara -FS <sara.brinton@usda.gov> 

Sent: Wednesday, November 24, 2021 1:50 PM 

To: jblair@b1m.gov; Smith, Rebecca -FS <rebecca.smith@usda.gov>; Richardson, Brandy -FS 

<brandysichardson@usda.gov>; Leishman, Timothy -FS <timothy.leishman@usda.gov>; Emde, Kevin - 

FS, PAGOSA SPGS, CO <kevin.emde@usda.gov>; Brinton, Sara -FS <sara.brinton@usda.gov>; Smith, 

Lindsey -FS <lindsey.smith@usda.gov>; Vanderbilt, Jonina -FS <jonina.vanderbilt@usda.gov>; Merkel, 

Pete- FS <Peter.Merkel@usda.gov>; Blackman, Paul -FS <paul.blackman@usda.gov> 

Cc: Peck, Joshua -FS <joshua.p.peck@usda.gov> 

Subject: Notes from gravel pit IDT meeting on Nov. 17, 2021 

Attached are the notes from our November 17, 2021 field trip to the proposed Archuleta County gravel 

pit. Let me know if you have any edits to the notes. I still need to get some info from Joni related to 

hydrology. 

We are still waiting on the County to submit a proposal to us. Once they do, James and I will let 

everyone know what the next steps are and we can schedule the NEPA. 

Thanks, Sara 

Sara W. Brinton 
NEPA Coordinator 

Forest Service 
San Juan National Forest, Pagosa Ranger District 

p: 970-264-1532 
f: 970-264-1538 
sbrintonAfs.fed.us 

180 Pagosa Street, PO Box 310 
Pagosa Springs, CO 81147 
www.fs.fed.us 

   

Caring for for the land and serving people 



IDT Field Trip to Archuleta County Proposed Gravel Pit 

November 11, 2021 

(also referred to as Jackson Mt. gravel pit or the 738 gravel pit) 

ID Team: 

In Attendance: James Blair, Becca Smith, Tim Leishman, Kevin Emde, Lindsey Smith, Brandy Richardson, 

Sara Brinton 

Not in Attendance: Paul Blackman, Joni Vanderbilt, Pete Merkel, Anthony Garcia (?) 

General Discussion: 

• Waiting for project proposal from County, then will schedule NEPA for the project 

• The County had some rock samples tested. The tests found it to be "very hard durable rock" which 

is apparently good for the purposes of a gravel pit 

• Archuleta County was headed out to the site the day of the field trip to complete the test pits 

Resource Specific Notes: 

Minerals (James Blair) 

• Lots of material available for gravel production 

• Polygon larger than area needed. May consider a phased approach. Options include: 

o 1st Choice: Keep pit in the trees and out of talus area. Reclamation would be easier and 

there would be good access to clay-rich binder. Would also cause fewer visual impacts. 

o 2nd Choice: If groundwater is too shallow in the trees, then the talus may be best option. 

• Slope may unravel if excavated from bottom. What will visual impacts be? 

• Segregate from mining claims (will send info to Becca and Sara about this) 

• Access from bottom only is preferred. Would prefer not to access from top for several reasons. 

• Get lidar contour data from GIS shop. This will help provide accurate volume calculations and 

elevations for where we might put the actual pit boundaries 

• Loop Traffic [1 way] may be an option to reduce potential traffic conflicts 

• FMV [fair market value] - use 2021 BLM appraisal. No adjustment needed. 

• Crushing/hauling campaigns. Stockpile at site or elsewhere? County Vs FS. 

Timber Contracting (Tim Leishman and Kevin Emde) 

• Active/Awarded Contracts - This proposal directly effects an awarded task order as part of the 

PALTSC. Little Jackson I task order will need to be modified to potentially drop acres. (Josh Merrill-

Exton). 

• Research/Monitoring: The overall footprint of this proposed site would directly effect control plots 

that are a part of the Adapted Silviculture for Climate Change (ASCC) project (Little Jackson II), 

delineation of the disturbance zone would need to be adjusted to avoid these research plots. If 

there is a need to find a new control plot we must work with Mike Battaglia to potentially identify 

another site. With on-going veg planning in the area it may be difficult to find other representative 

sites for control plots. 

• Inventory/Cruise: Depending on the proposal from Archuleta County. We will need to develop a 

defensible timber cruise (sample tree protocol) across the potential disturbance zone. This would 

likely take 2-3 days total to design and implement. 



• Mechanism for Timber Disposal: We would likely utilize a deck sale and/or commercial permit 

process depending on the amount of volume identified in the timber cruise. This would require 7-

10 days of a GS-9's time to write the contract form and appraise for timber value. 

• Traffic Congestion/Road Maintenance: There are 3 task orders and potentially future conventional 

sales that will be on-going in the Jackson landscape. An increase in log truck/gravel truck traffic 

could become an issue. 

• Road Re-construction: The 738 and 037 roads will require reconstruction, clearing, and widening to 

handle the increase in log/gravel truck traffic. 

• Conflicts with use of 037.A Road: This area is in the middle of the ASCC project and would have 

significant impacts to the long-term research and the treatments we have planned in those 

areas. There are also conflicts with the IMBA trail design. Headwaters Timber Zone strongly 

disagrees with the use of this road and adjacent forest area for the development of the pit on the 

uphill side. 

Wildlife (Brandy Richardson) 

• Raptor surveys need to be completed prior to tree removal, 

• Need to have tree removal quantified (how much and when if we stagger the development of the 

gravel pit) and we should also make sure Doug Purcell is tied in. He is probably aware since it has 

been made public via the BOC, but always good to reach out to CPW. 

• The gravel pit is within a mapped elk migration corridor; we don't have any hard and fast timing 

restrictions for those, but have a guideline to minimize impacts to those mapped areas. 

Recreation/Jackson Mt. CFLRP project (Brandy Richardson) 

• Need to consider impact of gravel truck traffic on other user of roads and potential new users of 

bike trails, as well as impacts of noise and gravel truck traffic on potential new campground. 

Cultural (Lindsey Smith) 

• Cultural surveys have already been done as part of the various Jackson Mountain veg. mgmt. 

projects but some additional survey may still be needed once we get details of the project (such as 

any new road locations). 

Hydrology (Joni Vanderbilt) 

• Need to get notes from Joni's field visit 

• Hydrology questions/considerations from James notes: Spring(s) in/near road? lots of ground 

water? major recharge zone? Avg. static water table? Drought now/pond after done? Check for 

wells in nearby neighborhood (San Juan River Village), Infiltration Protection 

Botany (Sara Brinton) 

• No T&E plant habitat so no T&E concerns. Some sensitive plant habitat but no concerns 

Range (IDT observations) 

• There's an old fence in disrepair between the talus slope and the lower road that will probably have 

to be removed when gravel pit activity begins in the lower area. 

• There's an old spring development below the road. Is it being used? Consider impacts from pit. 



Archuleta County input about test holes (Tim Hatch-Archuleta County Road and Bridge) 

• The holes were dug, samples and pictures taken in 5 locations. The holes are filled. 

• Nothing but clay below 12" of rocky top soil in 3 of them. I will have it tested for plasticity but I am 

confident we can move forward. Hopefully, CDOT requirements are reasonable. 

• I will create a report with pictures and hole test locations ASAP. I believe, we can get the site plan 

going with the report. 

• So far so GREAT! 



From: Richardson, Brandy -FS 

Sent: Wed, 17 Nov 2021 22:58:41 +0000 

To: Smith, Rebecca -FS 

Subject: Wildlife concerns/considerations for the gravel pit near Jackson Mountain 

Hi Becca, 

Some considerations for wildlife would be the need for raptor surveys prior to tree removal, need to 

quantify tree removal (how much and when if we stagger the development of the gravel pit) and we 

should also make sure Doug Purcell is tied in. I'm sure he is aware as you mentioned it has been made 

public via the BOC, but always good to reach out to CPW. The gravel pit is within a mapped elk migration 

corridor; we don't have and hard and fast timing restrictions for those, but have a guideline to minimize 

impacts to those mapped areas. 

That's all I can think of for now. 

Great seeing you today, hope you are feeling better! 0 

Brandy 

Brandy Richardson 
Wildlife Biologist 

Forest Service 
San Juan National Forest 

p: 970-264-1530 
f: 970-264-1538 
brandv.richardsonAusda.uov 

180 Pagosa Street 
Pagosa Springs, CO 81147 
www.fs.fed.us 

 

 

Caring for for the land and serving people 
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