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Jeff.Dankenbring 

From: Jeanne Shreve [JShreve@co.adams.co.us]
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2008 9:10 AM
To: Mike Bedell; Jeff.Dankenbring; Wayne Howard
Cc: Besharah Najjar; John Wolken; Craig Tessmer
Subject: FW: Tucson Road Alignment
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10/15/2008

Good morning fellow X-Roaders, 
  
Below are the responses I received from Mike Sheahan of Front Range Aggregate.  The proverbial -- as well as literal -- pond has 
not been lined, so there is a glimmer of hope to acquire the necessary ROW on the east side of the pond, although it sounds 
complicated and costly. 
  
After you review his responses, send feedback to everyone on this discussion list and if we all agree to proceed, I'll be happy to 
facilitate a meeting with Mike to discuss options. 
  
As Mike indicates in his email, the pond is suppose to be lined this fall, so our decision needs to be made soon whether or not we 
want to pursue Alternative 1, or settle for a no-build option for this intersection. 
  
  
Best Regards, 
  

@@]xtÇÇx 
-------------------------------------- 
Jeanne M. Shreve 
Adams County Transportation Coordinator 
12200 N. Pecos Street, 3rd Floor 
Westminster, CO 80234 
  
TEL:   303.453.8809 
FAX:  303.453.8829 
  
"We are truly free only when we understand the rules." 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Mike Sheahan [mailto:MSheahan@frontrangeaggregates.com]  
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2008 1:36 PM 
To: Jeanne Shreve 
Subject: RE: Tucson Road Alignment 
 
Ms Shreve, 
Thank you for the thorough update regarding the Tucson Road Alignment.  There are some straight forward answers to some of your 
questions.  Others are not so straight forward.  I will attempt to answer as specifically as possible.  
  
1. Does your reclamation plan include permanent water storage, and if yes, has it been sold or is it under contract?; 
Our reclamation plan does call for permanent water storage and is permitted as such.  Mining has proceeded and some work toward 
reclaiming as water storage has already been done but it is not lined as yet.  We are in discussions but we are not currently under 
contract to deliver the storage.    
 2. Is it possible at this point in the progression of your operations to revise the reclamation plan to reflect the area needed for ROW 
and any unusable area east of the ROW;  
Technically, it is possible to revise the reclamation plan at this stage of operations.   
3.If it is possible to revise the reclamation plan, how much would it cost to buy the necessary ROW/water storage area to preserve 
the alignment for Alternative 1; 
The cost would have to include a re-engineering of the site and an amendment to our reclamation plan that would have to be 
approved by the Colorado Division of Reclamation Mining and Safety.  As for purchasing the portion of land necessary to install the 
ROW, this is where the answers become less straight forward.  One concern about reducing the size of the storage facility is that it 
may make the site less attractive, perhaps unusable by the prospective purchasers of water storage. The anticipated storage may be 
less than they would be willing to acquire thereby eliminating the value of all the storage as opposed to just the portion necessary to 
build the ROW.   



 and  4. In your opinion, is the area east of the ROW shown on Alternative 1 large enough to realistically mine out the existing 
Tucson ROW and line for water storage?  
It would probably not be worth while to line such a small portion as would remain on the east side of the ROW as shown in 
Alternative 1.  Mining in that area has already begun.  
 Finally, if all of this were possible, would the mining company be interested in pursuing some kind of arrangement if it was financially 
with the counties' means? 
As you see, the answers are not as cut and dried as we may have hoped.  However, although engineering and permitting are already 
in place to line the pit, the majority of the cost of lining has not been incurred.  Therefore it seems that there may be room for further 
discussions about how we may proceed.  However, current planning calls for lining of the reservoir to begin sometime this fall.  If we 
are able to alter our reclamation strategy, it would need to be done before we begin this work.   
  
Perhaps we could schedule a time to meet to discuss if you still believe that this is the best alternative.  We would certainly entertain 
alternatives that would allow my company and Adams County to be mutually successful in this effort. 
  
Thanks. 
  
Michael Sheahan 
President  
Front Range Aggregates, LLC 
3655 Outwest Drive 
Colorado Springs, CO 80910 
  
Office – 719-955-0077 
Cell    – 303-591-6725 
  
From: Jeanne Shreve [mailto:JShreve@co.adams.co.us]  
Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2008 3:50 PM 
To: Mike Sheahan 
Cc: Craig Tessmer 
Subject: RE: Tucson Road Alignment 
  
Mr. Sheahan, 
  
As a follow up to my previous email back in April, and the subsequent 2nd open house to show the public the preferred alternative 
alignments for our Crossroads study, the only feasible alternative for realigning Tucson in the future appears to be Alternative 1, 
which is the alignment that runs completely through your pit. Just in case you do not have the alternatives anymore, I've attached 
them for your reference.   
  
This situation is because Hall-Irwin on the northeast corner of Tucson and 168th is currently constructing slurry walls and the water 
storage has already been sold to Aurora, so there aren't any financial incentives or really any feasible way to build any of the 
Alternatives that are east of the existing WCR 23.5 in Weld County.  I know very little about reclamation plans or how difficult it is to 
revise them, let alone how feasible it really is to plan for a realignment of Tucson through your pit.   It is also my understanding your 
pit has not been lined. So having said all of this, I have the following questions for you: 
  
1. Does your reclamation plan include permanent water storage, and if yes, has it been sold or is it under contract?; 2. Is it possible 
at this point in the progression of your operations to revise the reclamation plan to reflect the area needed for ROW and any 
unusable area east of the ROW; 3.If it is possible to revise the reclamation plan, how much would it cost to buy the necessary 
ROW/water storage area to preserve the alignment for Alternative 1; and  4. In your opinion, is the area east of the ROW shown on 
Alternative 1 large enough to realistically mine out the existing Tucson ROW and line for water storage?  Finally, if all of this were 
possible, would the mining company be interested in pursuing some kind of arrangement if it was financially with the counties' 
means? 

I appreciate your time on this and look forward to your response.  If there isn't a feasible way to preserve, and eventually build the 
realignment through your pit, this particular intersection may have a 'No-Build Alternative'. 

Again, than you for your time, and please let me know if you have any questions. 
  
Best Regards, 
  

@@]xtÇÇx 
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Jeff.Dankenbring 

From: Jacobucci, Jeff [Jeff.Jacobucci@McKesson.com]
Sent: Friday, April 25, 2008 4:38 PM
To: Jeff.Dankenbring
Subject: Weld/Adams County line crossroads alignment study

Page 1 of 1

10/15/2008

Jeff, 
I'm a land owner in Weld County right near the re-alignment off of Quebec and 168th avenue intersection.  I was out of the country 
when the open house was held on the 16th at Fire Station number 5 on Havana.  Odd, since I'm a firefighter with Brighton and that is 
the station that I work out of.  Anyhow, I called one of my buddy's to pick up some of the paperwork, but he only picked up the picture 
of the realignment off of Quebec.  Can you send me via e-mail the pictures of the other intersections?  If not, can you please 
mail those to me?  I'm mostly concerned with the Holly re-alignment.  My cousin lives in the Farm House which is directly north of 
that intersection.  That particular home is a large brick home which is still in great condition for being over 100 years old.  That home 
is being considered to be a historical home due to it's age and condition.  There have been six generations of my family living in that 
home now.  So obviously I would prefer the alignment which moves to the west on the Adams county side before it aligns onto Road 
15.  There would also be no homes effected by that alignment. 
  
Now the intersection at Quebec and 168th would make much more sense with the Alternative 1 alignment which makes the transition 
on the Weld County side since there are all the new homes already constructed in the Eagle Shadow development which would be 
effected by Alternative 2. 
  
Please contact me if I can help in any way.  I try to keep very active in the community and am always very interested in the growth 
around the Brighton (or where every my home will be someday) area.  It looks like I am in the future Thornton Growth/Expansion 
Plan. 
  
Thank You! 
  
Jeff Jacobucci 
479 County Road 17 
Brighton, CO  80603 
303-654-0092 Home 
303-887-7284 Cell 
  



303.721.1440
fax 303.721.0832

6300 South Syracuse Way, Suite 600
Centennial, CO  80111
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