
Delta County Land Use Codes—CAFO COMMENTS SUMMARY & OVERVIEW OF PROPOSED 
REGULATIONS 

 
 

As part of the land use code review, we have received numerous comments regarding the 
definitions, standards, and processes for confined animal feeding operations, or Intensive 
Agriculture.  
 
Background 
In the summer of 2018, the County convened a working group to assist with developing a 
regulatory framework for CAFOs. This group included broad representation on the issue 
including proponents and opponents. The goal was to work toward consensus. After six months 
of work, the group was not able to reach consensus on an entire framework, but the group did 
reach consensus on a critical component of a regulatory framework—the definition of what is 
considered a regulated CAFO in Delta County.  
 
The group did not reach consensus on setbacks. Instead, each members proposed a final set of 
standards and setbacks. Recommendations from four of the participants were very similar in 
terms of setbacks, required information (review process requirements, water quality 
management plan, odor management plat, etc). One member felt setbacks needed to be 
significantly larger, and the other member felt the County should not regulate CAFOs. A copy of 
the final report from the CAFO working group is attached. 
 
As Delta County began writing the land use codes, the recommendations from the four CAFO 
working group members that developed similar recommendations were used as a starting point 
and largely incorporated into the draft land use codes.  
 
Comments Received 
 
The CAFO regulations in the land use code are complex. This write up is intended to provide 
more context to the regulations to help deepen the public’s understanding. Comments received 
were either that the land use regulations are insufficient and do not go far enough to regulate 
CAFOs, and that the regulations will result in a chicken barn lining every roadway. The other 
comments received are that the regulations go too far and that the County should leave 
regulation to the State.  
 
Review of Regulations 
 
Rancher and farm operations that are moving cattle between winter and summer ranges are 
completely exempt from the definition of Intensive Agriculture, even if they confine animals 
during the fall, winter, and spring. This includes confinement of breeding stock.  Any property 
where forage is grown and fed is also excluded from the definition of Intensive Agriculture.  
 
MAFO (Minor Animal Feeding Operation—small) 



 

 MAFOs require county approval for any operation that is confining 50-149 animal 
units. This would mean 50-150 cattle; 2,500-7,450 chickens, etc.  

 MAFOs are allowed with a permit approval in the A35 & A20 zone districts. This 
means the operator has to demonstrate they meet the minimum requirements. The 
CAFO working group’s work concluded that a small operation on a larger piece of 
property would have less impact, and therefore the regulatory burden should be less 
too. They require a limited use approval in the A5 and RI/C zones. 

 The limited use approval process requires notice to adjacent land owners. Referrals 
to review agencies are also sent (engineering, public health, ditch companies, etc). 
Permitted uses do not require notice to adjacent property owners or referral 
agencies. On smaller acreage, there is a greater chance for conflict with adjacent 
property—thus the limited use approval process in the A5 zone. 

 To get a permit, the operator has to submit: 
o A sketch plan showing they meet the minimum setbacks 
o Water quality plan 
o Odor management plan 
o Dust management plan 
o Pest management plan 
o Noise management plan 
o Trucking plan 

 Chapter 2 Section 5.B.c includes critical language. The setbacks in Table 2d are 
minimum setbacks, however; additional setbacks could be required if there is 
something identified in the water, odor, dust, pest, or noise plan that would make a 
larger setback necessary.  

 The minimum property line setback is 100’. However, the setback could be up to 
150’ if the adjacent property has a nearby residence.  

 In order to use the minimum setbacks from all types of water ways, the applicant 
would have to have storm water management controls in place that will ensure 
protection of water quality such as stormwater detention ponds. If there is limited 
storm water management planned, greater setbacks would be required.  

o If carcasses were to be composted, for example, the composting site could 
be within 200’ of a stream IF the area sis designed to incorporate 
ventilation, aeration, treatment, and/or filtration technologies to reduce 
odors and pathogens. The 200’ foot setback does not mean an operator 
can just dump carcasses within 200’ of the river.  

 It’s important to note that the setbacks from all types of waterways are consistent 
with the State of Colorado setbacks. 

 
IAFO (Intense Animal Feeding Operation—medium) 
 

 IAFOs require county approval for any operation that is confining 150-999 animal 
units. This would mean 150-999 cattle; 7500-49,950 chickens, etc.  



 IAFOs are allowed with a limited approval in the A35, A20, A5, and RI/C zone 
districts.  

 HOWEVER, an IAFO must have a minimum of 35 acres. Any property zoned A20 or 
A5 would have to have at least 35 acres. This will significantly limit where IAFOs can 
locate. 

 To get a approval, the operator has to submit: 
o A sketch plan showing they meet the minimum setbacks 
o Water quality plan 
o Odor management plan 
o Dust management plan 
o Pest management plan 
o Noise management plan 
o Trucking plan 

 Chapter 2 Section 5.B.c includes critical language. The setbacks in Table 2d are 
minimum setbacks, however; additional setbacks could be required if there is 
something identified in the water, odor, dust, pest, or noise plan that would make a 
larger setback necessary.  

 The minimum property line setback is 100’. However, the setback is 300’ for 150 
animal units and 999’ if there are 999 animal units from residential uses.  

 In order to use the minimum setbacks from all types of water ways, the applicant 
would have to have storm water management controls in place that will ensure 
protection of water quality such as stormwater detention ponds. If there is limited 
storm water management planned, greater setbacks would be required.  

 It’s important to note that the setbacks from all types of waterways are consistent 
with the State of Colorado setbacks. 

 All setbacks could be required to be increased based on the applicant’s management 
plans. If they don’t intend to use state of the art ventilation; setbacks could be 
larger. If they don’t have a manure management plan that will keep odor down; 
setbacks could be larger.  
 

CAFO (Concentrated Animal Feeding Operation—large) 
 
 

 CAFOs require county approval for any operation that is confining 1000+ animal 
units. This would be 1000+ cattle, 50,000+ chickens, etc.  

 CAFOs are allowed with a limited approval in the A35 and A20 districts. They are not 
allowed in any other zone districts.  

 AND, a CAFO must have a minimum of 35 acres.  

 To get a approval, the operator has to submit: 
o A sketch plan showing they meet the minimum setbacks 
o Water quality plan 
o Odor management plan 
o Dust management plan 



o Pest management plan 
o Noise management plan 
o Trucking plan 

 Chapter 2 Section 5.B.c includes critical language. The setbacks in Table 2d are 
minimum setbacks, however; additional setbacks could be required if there is 
something identified in the water, odor, dust, pest, or noise plan that would make a 
larger setback necessary.  

 The minimum property line setback is 100’. However, the setback is 1000’ from 
residential uses.  

 In order to use the minimum setbacks from all types of water ways, the applicant 
would have to have storm water management controls in place that will ensure 
protection of water quality such as stormwater detention ponds. If there is limited 
storm water management planned, greater setbacks would be required.  

 It’s important to note that the setbacks from all types of waterways are consistent 
with the State of Colorado setbacks. A facility of this size would also be permitted 
and regulated by the State.  

 All setbacks could be required to be increased based on the applicant’s management 
plans. If they don’t intend to use state of the art ventilation; setbacks could be 
larger. If they don’t have a manure management plan that will keep odor down; 
setbacks could be larger.  

 
 

 
 


