
 
 
 

WESTERN BIONOMICS INC. 
   Natural Resource Management Services 
 

31040 Willow Lane 
Steamboat Springs, CO   80487 

kscolfer@westernbionomics.com  
Ph/Mobile 970-846-8223 

December 14, 2022 

Mr. Tucker Feyder, Project Manager 
US Army Corps of Engineers, Grand Junction Field Office 
400 Rood Ave., Room 224 
Grand Junction, CO 81501 
 

RE: SPK-2007-1323 – The Astrid – Pre-Construction Notification  
 

Dear Tucker: 
 

This Pre-Construction Notification has been prepared at the request of the Steamboat Esquiar LP to receive 
written verification that the proposed project, The Astrid development, is consistent with regulations 
implementing Section 404 of the Clean Water Act.  The landowner/proponent’s contact information is 
included below: 

Landowner/Proponent: Steamboat Esquiar LP 
ATTN: W. Brodie Sherman 
4265 San Felipe, Ste #970 
Houston, TX 77027  
brodie@fusefv.com  
713-854-6221 

Primary Contact: Kelly Colfer 

This parcel has prior history with the Corps of Engineers (SPK-2007-1323) culminating with an October 
31, 2007, letter signed by Jason Gipson, Acting Chief, Intermountain Regulatory Section.  Mr Gipson’s 
letter stated that wetlands on the site, “are not regulated under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, or 
Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act, since they are isolated interstate, non-navigable wetlands and do 
not have a significant nexus to Traditional Navigable Waters.”    

Due to the site’s prior regulatory history, this PCN is configured somewhat differently than normal.  I re-
delineated aquatic resources on the site this year and have included the results of that delineation.  Then I 
will summarize the results of the prior consultation, so that you can verify that these wetlands are still not 
regulated if you so choose.  I will also include enough information so that if you determine that onsite 
wetlands are jurisdictional, you can permit the project under the Nationwide Permit program. 

I’ll look forward to your response to this submittal. 

Sincerely, 
Western Bionomics Inc. 

 
Kelly Colfer 
President 
 
Enclosure:   The Astrid – Pre-Construction Notification 

cc:  Mike Beurskens, Baseline Engineering Corp. 

mailto:kscolfer@westernbionomics.com
mailto:brodie@fusefv.com
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
Steamboat Esquiar LP intends to develop a condominium complex on Lots 9 & 10 of the Ski Trail 
Subdivision Filing 3, in Steamboat Springs, CO. Total site area is about 4.25 acres.  To facilitate the 
project’s compliance with the Clean Water Act, Western Bionomics is submitting this PCN.  The site was 
previously subject of an Approved Jurisdictional Determination (AJD) conducted in 2006/07.  On October 
31, 2007, Jason Gipson, Acting Chief, Intermountain Regulatory Section, provided an AJD verification 
letter, stating that wetlands on the site, “are not regulated under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, or 
Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act, since they are isolated interstate, non-navigable wetlands and do 
not have a significant nexus to Traditional Navigable Waters.” 

I anticipate that the Corps will uphold this 2007 determination; however, in the event that the regulatory 
environment has changed since 2007, requiring the Corps to make a different jurisdictional determination, 
this PCN is formatted in such a manner that the Corps can verify that the project complies with regulations 
that implement the Nationwide Permit Program.  This document establishes the current limits of aquatic 
resources that appear to meet the definition of wetlands based solely on site-specific conditions. 

A total of 4,368 square feet (0.10) acres of palustrine emergent herbaceous wetlands were delineated in 2 
polygons within the Project Assessment Area.  The proposed project would result in total disturbance to 
wetland of 2,326 square feet.  Mitigation is not proposed since the total impact is less than 1/10 acre.  
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ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS 
 

BMP  Best Management Practice 

OHWM Ordinary High Water Mark 

PEM Palustrine Emergent Wetland Vegetation 

PFO Palustrine Forested Wetland Vegetation 

PSS Palustrine Scrub-Shrub Wetland Vegetation 

COE US Army Corps of Engineers  

FWS US Fish and Wildlife Service 

UTM Universal Transverse Mercator coordinate system 

AA Water Resource Assessment Area 
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  INTRODUCTION 
Steamboat Esquiar LP intends to develop a condominium complex on Lots 9 & 10 of the Ski Trail 
Subdivision Filing 3, in Steamboat Springs, CO. Part of the property ownership includes the adjoining 
Outlot, and a small triangle of property at the intersection of Gondola Lane and Ski Trail Lane between 
Gondola Lana and the Ski Trail Condominiums.  Total site area is about 4.25 acres.  To facilitate the 
project’s compliance with the Clean Water Act, Western Bionomics is submitting this PCN.  The project 
proponent and primary contacts are listed below. 

Landowner/Proponent: Steamboat Esquiar LP 
ATTN: W. Brodie Sherman 
4265 San Felipe, Ste #970 
Houston, TX 77027  
brodie@fusefv.com  
713-854-6221 

Primary Contact: Kelly Colfer 

The site was previously subject of an Approved Jurisdictional Determination (AJD) conducted in 2006/07.  
On October 31, 2007, Jason Gipson, Acting Chief, Intermountain Regulatory Section, provided an AJD 
verification letter, stating that wetlands on the site, “are not regulated under Section 404 of the Clean Water 
Act, or Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act, since they are isolated interstate, non-navigable wetlands 
and do not have a significant nexus to Traditional Navigable Waters.” 

I anticipate that the Corps will uphold this 2007 determination; however, in the event that the regulatory 
environment has changed since 2007, requiring the Corps to make a different jurisdictional determination, 
this PCN is formatted in such a manner that the Corps can verify that the project complies with regulations 
that implement the Nationwide Permit Program.  This document establishes the current limits of aquatic 
resources that appear to meet the definition of wetlands based solely on site-specific conditions.  I will not 
further attempt to define adjacency or federal nexus since this information was adequately provided in 2007; 
rather I will provide, in the Appendices, the 2007 AJD submittal and Corps’ verification letter. 

The following narrative presents the methods used to delineate aquatic resources, the results of my 
investigation, a description of the proposed project, and a listing of aquatic resource impacts.  
Representative drawings are included in Appendix A & B.  Representative photographs are in Appendix C.  
A plant list is in Appendix D.  The NRCS Soil Map is in Appendix E.  Field data sheets are in Appendix F.  
The list of threatened and endangered species retrieved from IPaC is in Appendix G, and the OAHP file 
search results are in Appendix H. 

 LOCATION 
The project assessment area is located in the Mountain Resort area within the City of Steamboat Springs, 
Routt County, Colorado (See Vicinity Map, Appendix B).  The assessment area can be found on the USGS 
Steamboat Springs 7.5’ series topographic quadrangle, where it occupies 4.25± acres in T6N, R84W, 
Section 27, at 40. 456839°, -106. 800083° (WGS 84).  Plant communities on the property include upland 
grassland, mountain shrubland, aspen woodland, and PEM wetland. 
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The project assessment area has been defined to encompass all areas that could potentially be affected by 
the proposed project.  The project area can be reached from the Routt County Courthouse by traveling east 
on Lincoln Ave / Highway 40 for 1.5 miles to the Mount Werner exit.  Turn left onto Mount Werner Road 
and travel 1.1 miles.  At the roundabout continue straight onto Après Ski Way, travel for 0.3 mile to Ski 
Trail Lane.  Turn left onto Ski Trail Lane, travel 0.3 mile to the Ski Inn parking lot, which is the most 
convenient point from which to currently access the parcel. 

 AQUATIC RESOURCE DELINEATION 
METHODS 

This site was first delineated by David Johnson, Western Ecological Resource, Inc., in 2007, and assigned 
COE File Number SPK-2007-1323.  The 2007 project was never built.  In 2019, I was asked to delineate 
and permit a newly proposed project on the site.  The 2019 client provided me with documents from the 
2007 delineation, including a 2007 draft letter from David Johnson, addressed to Nathan Green, the Corps 
Project Manager at that time for Routt County and an October 31, 2007, letter signed by Jason Gipson, 
Acting Chief, Intermountain Regulatory Section.  Mr Gipson’s letter stated that wetlands on the site, “are 
not regulated under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, or Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act, since 
they are isolated interstate, non-navigable wetlands and do not have a significant nexus to Traditional 
Navigable Waters” (Mr. Gipson’s letter is located in Appendix I). 

Upon seeing this information in 2019, I prepared a Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) request to obtain 
all information pertaining to the 2007 project.  Information received from the 2019 FOIA is included in 
Appendix J.  The FOIA information includes the final request for an AJD dated July 2007.  Based on the 
2007 documentation and the information received from the FOIA request, it is apparent that the Corps’ 
determined in 2007 that wetlands on the site are not jurisdictional.  The 2019 project was also abandoned 
and not implemented.  I will not reiterate in detail all of the information provided in the FOIA request; that 
information is presented in Appendix J 

While I anticipate that the Corps will uphold the 2007 determination of non-jurisdiction, I re-visited the site 
on October 14, 2022, and performed a new wetland delineation to document any changes that may have 
occurred since 2007.  Since that time, one Edgemont Condominium Building was built along with a 
swimming pool and access road.  Drainage associated with the Edgemont building appears to have 
supplemented hydrology on the site, as wetlands that were not present in 2007 are apparent currently.  Both 
wetlands occur at the terminus of drainage structures originating from the Edgemont and adjacent Bear 
Claw condominiums, as will be explained in Section 4. 

Sample plots were established near the edge of each change in plant community type in order to ascertain 
whether the site was a wetland or upland.  Each sample plot was numbered and designated with pink 
flagging.  Ecosystem parameters (vegetation, soils, and hydrology) were characterized and recorded on 
field data forms (Appendix F) at each observation point, as per Army Corps guidelines (US Army Corps of 
Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual, 1987; Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers Wetland 
Delineation Manual: Western Mountains, Valleys, and Coast Region, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 
2010).  The location of sample plots was mapped and is displayed on the drawing located in Appendix A. 

Based on observations of all three wetland parameters at each sample plot, wetland boundaries were 
designated with fluorescent pink flagging.  Boundary markers were individually numbered by Western 
Bionomics personnel and recorded by the surveyor to provide reference.   

A point-to-point survey of the delineated boundaries of each wetland was conducted by Landmark 
Consultants and mapped relative to the Colorado State Plane datum.  The surveyed aquatic resource 
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boundaries were overlaid on a 2019 geo-referenced aerial photograph registered on the Colorado State 
Plane datum.   

The characteristics of vegetation, soils, and hydrology within wetlands and uplands on the parcel are 
presented in Section 4 of this report.   

 AQUATIC RESOURCE DELINEATION 
RESULTS 

The Astrid parcel is located adjacent to the Steamboat Ski Area on a hillslope descending from the 
Stampede ski trail.  The bottom of the slope terminates in an ephemeral draw that carries water during 
snowmelt, and I assume, during extreme precipitation events.  While shallow, narrow channels are present 
in the bottom of the draw, none are contiguous and either originate from sites upgradient in the draw that 
carry overland flow, with no bed and bank, or else terminate and flow overland with no apparent bed and 
bank.  Several culverts are present on the parcel.  Most of these culverts are placed in locations that are used 
as condominium access ski trails crossing the bottom of the draw during the winter.   

The 2007 delineation presented a map of aquatic resources (Figure 2. Revised Wetland Map, Lots 9&10 
and Adjacent Outlot, Ski Trail Subdivision) on the site.  That map presents the bottom of the ephemeral 
draw as containing “Jurisdictional Ditches” and “Upland Swales.”  These sites correspond to locations in 
the draw where bed and bank exists, i.e. a “Jurisdictional Ditch,” and sites where no bed and bank exists, 
i.e. “Upland Swales.”  Despite the terminology used in Figure 2 of the 2007 Delineation Report, Jason 
Gibson’s letter made it apparent that none of the aquatic resources on the site were deemed jurisdictional. 

My 2022 wetland sample plots revealed the boundary between sites which exhibited all 3 wetland 
parameters and sites which were lacking one or more wetland parameters.  Based on the presence or absence 
of parameters, 2 wetland polygons were designated.  A total of 4,368 square feet (0.10) acres of palustrine 
emergent herbaceous wetlands were delineated in 2 polygons within the Project Assessment Area. 

4.1 THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES 
A US Fish & Wildlife Service (USFWS) “resource list” was retrieved from the Information for Planning 
and Consultation (IPaC) website1 (Appendix G).  The resource list describes species and other resources 
such as critical habitat under the USFWS’s jurisdiction that are known or expected to occur on or near the 
project area. The list may also include trust resources that occur outside of the project area, but that could 
potentially be directly or indirectly affected by activities in the project area.  Species on the IPaC list 
included Canada lynx (Lynx canadensis), Gray Wolf (Canis lupus), Mexican spotted owl (Strix occidentalis 
lucida), yellow-billed cuckoo (Coccyzus americanus), Bonytail Chub (Gila elegans), Colorado 
Pikeminnow (Ptychocheilus lucius), Humpback Chub (Gila cypha), Razorback Sucker (Xyrauchen 
texanus).  The resource list further disclosed that, “there are no critical habitats at this location.” 

Canada lynx – Lynx are temperate forest dwelling carnivores. They are mostly dependent upon snowshoe 
hare for prey; red squirrels are probably secondary in importance.  They also have been documented preying 
upon other mammals, grouse, and ptarmigan during the summer months. Hares not only determine where 
lynx are found, but also influence how many lynx may occupy an area.  In the southern Rocky Mountains, 
lynx are predominately found above 8,000 feet in Engelmann spruce, subalpine fir, and lodgepole pine 
forests.  They typically utilize areas during winter where low topographic relief creates continuous forest 
communities of varying stand ages and provides moist forest floor conditions to support hares.  Lynx require 

 
1 https://ecos.fws.gov/ipac  

https://ecos.fws.gov/ipac
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a mosaic of generally forested habitats in which to den, forage, rest, and travel.  There is no habitat as 
described above for Canada lynx in the project AA. 

Gray Wolf –The gray wolf is a highly adaptable species that can thrive in a wide range of habitats including 
temperate forests, mountains, tundra, taiga, and grasslands.  At one time extirpated from the state, wolves 
have recently returned to Colorado; one pack has taken up residence in Moffat County and another in 
Jackson County.  To date, there have been no observations of wolves in Routt County, therefore, wolves 
are not expected within the project AA. 

Mexican spotted owl – The Mexican spotted owl occupies a variety of steep, rocky-canyon habitats with 
complex tributary canyons, a variety of desert scrub and riparian vegetation communities, and prominent 
vertical cliffs. Within these canyons, owls nest in protected caves and roost in caves and on rocky ledges 
as well as in trees; Douglas-fir is the most common nest tree in many areas.  The project area does not 
provide habitat for Mexican spotted owl.  Since habitat for this species is absent in the project area, there 
will be no direct, indirect, or cumulative effects on this species. 

Yellow-billed Cuckoo - Yellow-billed Cuckoos use wooded habitat with dense cover and water nearby, 
including woodlands with low, scrubby, vegetation, overgrown orchards, abandoned farmland, and dense 
thickets along streams and marshes.  There is no habitat meeting this description in the project area, which 
is located outside mapped critical habitat for this species (IPaC report).   

Colorado River Basin Endangered Fish – The Bonytail Chub, Colorado Pikeminnow, Humpback Chub, 
and Razorback Sucker are known colloquially as the “Colorado River Basin endangered fish.”  Habitat for 
these fish exists far downstream of the project area.  The USFWS has determined that water depletions, 
water quality degradation, and regulated flows are the current activities with the greatest impact on all of 
the endangered Colorado River fishes.  The USFWS has further determined that activities resulting in water 
depletion in the Upper Colorado River Basin may jeopardize the continued existence of the four endangered 
fish.   

4.2 CULTURAL RESOURCES 
A search of the Colorado Inventory of Cultural Resources was conducted by the Colorado Office of 
Archaeology and Historic Preservation.  The search results (Appendix H) indicate SEARCH RESULTS 
NOT RECEIVED YET.  Furthermore, there were no structures or other anthropogenic artifacts observed 
within the project area while conducting the wetland delineation for the project. 

The following subsections present the results of the field examinations with respect to soil parameters, 
vegetation composition, and hydrological indicators. Sample plot data sheets are located in Appendix E. 

No evidence of threatened or endangered animal or plant species was observed or has been documented 
anywhere within or adjacent to the proposed project area. 

4.3 LANDSCAPE SETTING 
Acreage of Aquatic Resource Assessment Area: 4.25 acres 

Total Acreage of Wetland: 0.10 acre 

Topography: Hillslope and ephemeral drainage 

Geologic Features: Mount Werner, Park Range 

Major Water Bodies: None 

Surface Water Flow: Towards the storm sewer system draining to the Yampa River 

Plant Community Types: Palustrine emergent herbaceous 
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Existing Vegetation: Sedges, rushes, grasses 

Current Land Use: Vacant 

Major Recent or historical disturbances: Located in urban condominium area, multiple drainage features 
constructed to drain this and adjacent sites 

Season During Site Visit: Fall 

Flood/Drought Conditions: No 

Irrigation Practices: None 

Modifications to the Site: Multiple drainage features constructed to drain this and adjacent 
sites 

Atypical Characteristics: None 

Entire Assessment Area Field Verified? Yes 

4.4 AQUATIC RESOURCES 

4.4.1 Overview 
Aquatic resources mapped within the assessment area exhibit the characteristics set forth in Environmental 
Laboratory (1987) and U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (2010).  Wetlands within the Assessment Area (AA) 
are PEM wetlands dominated by sedges, rushes, and grasses.  Sites mapped as wetland exhibit the presence 
of all 3 wetland parameters (hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soil, and wetland hydrology).  Wetland 
boundaries were delineated where one or more wetland parameters were not observed in wetland sample 
plots.  Table 1, below, provides a summary of aquatic resources mapped on the parcel. 

Table 1. AQUATIC RESOURCES WITHIN THE SURVEY AREA 

Aquatic Resource Name 
Aquatic Resources Classification Aquatic Resource 

Size (sqft) 
Aquatic Resource 
Size (linear feet) Cowardin Location (lat/long) 

Wetland A PEM 40.456382°, -106.800605° 4,202 123 

Wetland B PEM 40.457042°, -106.798997° 166 24 

Total   4,368  

 
The following sections provide details relative to physical characteristics present within the 
assessment area. 

4.4.2 Physical Characteristics 

4.4.2.1 Soils 
Soil survey information compiled by the Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) identifies 1 
mapping unit within the limits of the project area – 50F, Routt loam, 25 to 65 percent slopes, very stony.  
This soil is included on the NRCS list of hydric soils.  An NRCS Custom Soil Report, including the Soil 
Map, is included in Appendix E. 
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4.4.2.2 Vegetation 
Within the boundaries of the assessment area, hydrophytic vegetation was dominant within delineated 
wetlands.  Reed canarygrass was occasionally dominant outside the wetland boundary within the ephemeral 
channel.  Willows, cattails, spreading bentgrass, and several rush species (all hydrophytes) were present in 
the ditch filled by the Edgemont foundation drain.  Neither hydric soil nor wetland hydrology were present, 
and the preamble to the Clean Water Act specifically such sites from federal jurisdiction. The dominant 
plant associations can be broadly characterized as follows:  

• Upland grasslands dominated by smooth brome,  

• Mountain shrublands dominated by chokecherry, serviceberry, aspen, snowberry, and Woods rose, 

• PEM wetlands in the ephemeral drainage bottom dominated by reed canarygrass, 

• Foundation drain outflow dominated by hydrophytic shrubs, forbs, and grasses 

A list of vegetation found in the assessment area and its wetland indicator status can be found in Appendix 
D.  Vegetation on the assessment area is characteristic of that which is found on similar landscapes in the 
Yampa Valley. 

4.4.2.3 Hydrology 
The ephemeral swale on the parcel drains to Burgess Creek, then to Walton Creek, then to the Yampa River, 
which is a traditionally navigable waterway.  While some segments of the swale do exhibit a narrow channel 
with bed and bank, the channel is not continuous as shown in the wetland delineation map in Appendix A.  
There is no continuous channel anywhere in the swale that suggests a jurisdictional non-wetland water of 
the US.  Hydrology in the swale is supplemented by a ditch that drains snowmelt from the ski area and the 
condominium access ski trail to a culvert that spills into the swale.  It is further altered by the ditch draining 
the foundation of the Edgemont Condo that also spills into the swale.  Finally, the small wetland in the 
upper portion of the swale is located at the outlet of a culvert draining the Bear Claw condominium, so it is 
likely not jurisdictional either. 

The 100-year floodplain at the location of the project area has been mapped by FEMA.  The project area is 
not located within the limits of the 100-year floodplain. The conclusion of the 2007 request for an AJD 
was, “based on the guidance produced by the Corps following the Rapanos v. United States and Carabell 
v. United States decision, the small wetland, ditch segments, and swale on the project site are not 
jurisdictional because they do not significantly alter the chemical, physical, and biological integrity of the 
downstream traditionally navigable water (TNW) of the Yampa River.”  Apparently, the Corps agreed with 
this conclusion as they relinquished jurisdiction in 2007. 

Saturation within the root zone, inundation of the sample site, presence of one primary or 2 or more 
secondary hydrological indicators was confirmed in all sample plots located in areas mapped as wetland. 

4.4.3 Interstate or Foreign Commerce 
No interstate or foreign commerce was observed to be associated with aquatic resources found on the site, 
specifically recreation or other use by interstate or foreign travelers, sale of fish or shellfish in interstate or 
foreign commerce or use by industries operating in interstate or foreign commerce, was observed or 
documented. 
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 AQUATIC RESOURCE DELINEATION 
SUMMARY 

A total of 4,368 square feet (0.10) acres of palustrine emergent herbaceous wetlands were delineated in 2 
polygons within the Project Assessment Area.  The 100-year floodplain at the location of the project area 
has been mapped by FEMA.  The project area is not located within the limits of the 100-year floodplain.  

 PROPOSED PROJECT 

6.1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
The proposed project is located on Lots 9 & 10 Ski Trail Subdivision Filing 3. Part of the property 
ownership includes the adjoining Outlot, and a small triangle of property at the intersection of Gondola 
Lane and Ski Trail Lane between Gondola Lane and Ski Trail Condominiums. Total site area is 4.25± acres. 

The previously approved Edgemont project contained two large Condominium buildings. One of which 
was built and another was to be constructed as Edgemont Phase 2 but was never built. The existing 
Edgemont condominium building accesses from the upper shared Bear Claw driveway off Ski Trail Lane. 
The Gondola Lane Road extension from the lower part of Ski Trail Lane, (although approved with the 
original Edgemont approval), was never constructed. This Gondola Lane Road access will be constructed 
in the existing Gondola Lane City ROW that is part of the original subdivision plat and will provide public 
access to the Astrid site for construction of buildings 1 through building 6 and also the pool amenity 
building. 

The current plan contains seven proposed condominium buildings and a pool amenity building with exterior 
swimming pool, hot tub, and surrounding heated patios. A general description of these proposed buildings 
is as follows: 

• Building 1 will be located slope side and adjacent to and downhill from the existing Edgemont 
Condominium Building.  This building is planned to include about 40 condominium units, common 
amenity areas, ski storage, ski club, fitness room, and management offices constructed within 7 
levels and above 2 levels of underground parking stepped up the hillside with the existing ski slope 
grade. This structure will be built in concrete and steel with a flat “green roof” with exterior 
landscaped rooftop patio living areas. 

• Building 2-4 will be located on the North and East, (uphill), side of the Gondola Lane access road 
and are planned to include 6 condominium units in each building with 4 stories of wood framing 
over a concrete underground single level parking structure. These building will have a conventional 
sloped roof and their amenities will be located in Building 1 and the pool building. Each of these 
buildings will have driveway access from Gondola Lane directly to the underground parking level. 

• Building 5-6 will be located on the south and west side of the Gondola Lane access road and will 
include 6 condominium units in each building with 4 stories of wood framing over a concrete 
underground single level parking structure. These buildings will have a conventional sloped roof 
and their amenities will be located in Building 1 and the pool building. Building 5 will have 
driveway access from Gondola Lane and Building 6 vehicle access will come thru Building 5. 

• The Pool Building will be located between Building 1 and Building 6 and includes a general 
common lounge area as well as pool restrooms. The mechanical room areas will be in the interior 
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with a large exterior snow melted patio surrounding an exterior pool and spa facility for the owners 
and guests of Building 1 thru Building 7. 

• Building 7 will be located on the South side of the Edgemont access drive and is designed to include 
4 condominium units with attached 2 car garages for each unit, and 4 stories of wood framing. This 
building will have a conventional sloped roof and their amenities will be located in Building 1 and 
the Pool Building. This building was designed and previously approved thru an earlier 
Development Plan which has now expired. The proposed plans today for Building 7 are essentially 
the same as the plans from the previous Development Plan application and approval. 

There have been significant changes in the resort real estate market since the original Edgemont 
Development Plan approvals, which have driven the current project design changes to multiple smaller 
buildings that provide for the ability to phase the vertical construction.  These smaller buildings also allow 
for better view opportunities between the buildings.   

A Private Road to be constructed within the existing Gondola Lane ROW will provide access to the 
buildings 1 thru building 6 and also the pool building. Construction of this road by the developer, will 
require removal of a portion of the Ski Inn parking lot which currently encroaches into the Gondola Lane 
Road ROW. The reconstruction of this parking lot is part of this application, and the design and construction 
will be paid for by The Astrid developer. The Private Road will have grades of 4% - 10 % with the steeper 
road grades located on the straight sections of the road.  A fire department emergency vehicle turnaround 
will be provided at the end of the road.  Ski access will be maintained in an easement along The Astrid’s 
Southwest property line for the neighboring properties. 

The Astrid buildings will enhance and complement the mix of resort multifamily structures and activities 
present in the immediate vicinity by providing new buildings with pedestrian circulation, skier access, and 
a newly landscaped area.  The site plan layout with smaller buildings spread out on the site and the resort 
multi-family use, will minimize the any adverse impacts on surrounding properties.  

6.2 AQUATIC RESOURCE IMPACTS 
The proposed project would result in total disturbance to wetland of 2,326 square feet.  As shown in the 
drawings (Appendix B) the disturbance will be a result of cut and fill to build the road providing access to 
the Astrid development.  The impact is unavoidable as it is the only practicable access to the site. 

6.3 MITIGATION 
The applicant is not proposing any mitigation since the Corps relinquished jurisdiction on these wetlands 
in 2007, and also since the total wetland impact is less than 1/10 acre.  
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APPENDIX C – PHOTOGRAPHS 
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Plot 1      Plot 2 

 

           
Plot 3      Plot 4 
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Photograph from drainage bottom facing uphill towards Edgemont Condominium and Plot 5, which is located in the 

rock-lined foundation drain outfall visible starting from Edgemont and traveling downhill. 

           
    Plot 6      Plot 7  
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Table 2.  List of Plants on the Property, including Western Mountains, Valleys, and Coast 
wetland indicator status A 

Accepted 
Symbol Scientific Name Common Name 

Wetland Indicator 
Status 
WMVC 
Region 

AW 
Region 

AGST2 Agrostis stolonifera Spreading Bent FAC FACW 
ALPR3 Alopecurus pratensis Field Meadow-Foxtail FAC FACW 
AMAL2 Amelanchier alnifolia Saskatoon Serviceberry FACU FACU 
BRIN2 Bromus inermis Smooth Brome FAC FACU 
CIAR4 Cirsium arvense Canadian Thistle FAC FACU 
ELPA3 Eleocharis palustris Common Spike-Rush OBL OBL 
EPCI Epilobium ciliatum Fringed Willowherb FACW FACW 
JUCO2 Juncus confusus Colorado Rush FAC FAC 
JUEN Juncus ensifolius Three Stamen Rush FACW FACW 
PHAR3 Phalaris arundinacea Reed Canary Grass FACW FACW 
POCO Poa compressa Flat-Stem Blue Grass FACU FACU 
POTR5 Populus tremuloides Quaking Aspen FACU FACU 
PRVI Prunus virginiana Chokecherry FACU FAC 
PTAQ Pteridium aquilinum Northern Bracken Fern FACU FACU 
ROWO Rosa woodsii Woods' Rose FACU FACU 
RUCR Rumex crispus Curly Dock FAC FAC 
SAEX Salix exigua Sandbar Willow FACW FACW 
SALUL Salix lasiandra Whiplash Willow FACW FACW 
SOSC2 Sorbus scopulina Mountain Ash FACU FACU 
SYAL Symphoricarpos albus Common Snowberry FACU UPL 
TYLA Typha latifolia Broad-Leaf Cat-Tail OBL FACU 
A U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 2021. National Wetland Plant List, version 3.5. http://wetland-plants.usace.army.mil/   
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Preface
Soil surveys contain information that affects land use planning in survey areas. 
They highlight soil limitations that affect various land uses and provide information 
about the properties of the soils in the survey areas. Soil surveys are designed for 
many different users, including farmers, ranchers, foresters, agronomists, urban 
planners, community officials, engineers, developers, builders, and home buyers. 
Also, conservationists, teachers, students, and specialists in recreation, waste 
disposal, and pollution control can use the surveys to help them understand, 
protect, or enhance the environment.

Various land use regulations of Federal, State, and local governments may impose 
special restrictions on land use or land treatment. Soil surveys identify soil 
properties that are used in making various land use or land treatment decisions. 
The information is intended to help the land users identify and reduce the effects of 
soil limitations on various land uses. The landowner or user is responsible for 
identifying and complying with existing laws and regulations.

Although soil survey information can be used for general farm, local, and wider area 
planning, onsite investigation is needed to supplement this information in some 
cases. Examples include soil quality assessments (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/
portal/nrcs/main/soils/health/) and certain conservation and engineering 
applications. For more detailed information, contact your local USDA Service Center 
(https://offices.sc.egov.usda.gov/locator/app?agency=nrcs) or your NRCS State Soil 
Scientist (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/detail/soils/contactus/?
cid=nrcs142p2_053951).

Great differences in soil properties can occur within short distances. Some soils are 
seasonally wet or subject to flooding. Some are too unstable to be used as a 
foundation for buildings or roads. Clayey or wet soils are poorly suited to use as 
septic tank absorption fields. A high water table makes a soil poorly suited to 
basements or underground installations.

The National Cooperative Soil Survey is a joint effort of the United States 
Department of Agriculture and other Federal agencies, State agencies including the 
Agricultural Experiment Stations, and local agencies. The Natural Resources 
Conservation Service (NRCS) has leadership for the Federal part of the National 
Cooperative Soil Survey.

Information about soils is updated periodically. Updated information is available 
through the NRCS Web Soil Survey, the site for official soil survey information.

The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) prohibits discrimination in all its 
programs and activities on the basis of race, color, national origin, age, disability, 
and where applicable, sex, marital status, familial status, parental status, religion, 
sexual orientation, genetic information, political beliefs, reprisal, or because all or a 
part of an individual's income is derived from any public assistance program. (Not 
all prohibited bases apply to all programs.) Persons with disabilities who require 
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alternative means for communication of program information (Braille, large print, 
audiotape, etc.) should contact USDA's TARGET Center at (202) 720-2600 (voice 
and TDD). To file a complaint of discrimination, write to USDA, Director, Office of 
Civil Rights, 1400 Independence Avenue, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20250-9410 or 
call (800) 795-3272 (voice) or (202) 720-6382 (TDD). USDA is an equal opportunity 
provider and employer.
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How Soil Surveys Are Made
Soil surveys are made to provide information about the soils and miscellaneous 
areas in a specific area. They include a description of the soils and miscellaneous 
areas and their location on the landscape and tables that show soil properties and 
limitations affecting various uses. Soil scientists observed the steepness, length, 
and shape of the slopes; the general pattern of drainage; the kinds of crops and 
native plants; and the kinds of bedrock. They observed and described many soil 
profiles. A soil profile is the sequence of natural layers, or horizons, in a soil. The 
profile extends from the surface down into the unconsolidated material in which the 
soil formed or from the surface down to bedrock. The unconsolidated material is 
devoid of roots and other living organisms and has not been changed by other 
biological activity.

Currently, soils are mapped according to the boundaries of major land resource 
areas (MLRAs). MLRAs are geographically associated land resource units that 
share common characteristics related to physiography, geology, climate, water 
resources, soils, biological resources, and land uses (USDA, 2006). Soil survey 
areas typically consist of parts of one or more MLRA.

The soils and miscellaneous areas in a survey area occur in an orderly pattern that 
is related to the geology, landforms, relief, climate, and natural vegetation of the 
area. Each kind of soil and miscellaneous area is associated with a particular kind 
of landform or with a segment of the landform. By observing the soils and 
miscellaneous areas in the survey area and relating their position to specific 
segments of the landform, a soil scientist develops a concept, or model, of how they 
were formed. Thus, during mapping, this model enables the soil scientist to predict 
with a considerable degree of accuracy the kind of soil or miscellaneous area at a 
specific location on the landscape.

Commonly, individual soils on the landscape merge into one another as their 
characteristics gradually change. To construct an accurate soil map, however, soil 
scientists must determine the boundaries between the soils. They can observe only 
a limited number of soil profiles. Nevertheless, these observations, supplemented 
by an understanding of the soil-vegetation-landscape relationship, are sufficient to 
verify predictions of the kinds of soil in an area and to determine the boundaries.

Soil scientists recorded the characteristics of the soil profiles that they studied. They 
noted soil color, texture, size and shape of soil aggregates, kind and amount of rock 
fragments, distribution of plant roots, reaction, and other features that enable them 
to identify soils. After describing the soils in the survey area and determining their 
properties, the soil scientists assigned the soils to taxonomic classes (units). 
Taxonomic classes are concepts. Each taxonomic class has a set of soil 
characteristics with precisely defined limits. The classes are used as a basis for 
comparison to classify soils systematically. Soil taxonomy, the system of taxonomic 
classification used in the United States, is based mainly on the kind and character 
of soil properties and the arrangement of horizons within the profile. After the soil 
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scientists classified and named the soils in the survey area, they compared the 
individual soils with similar soils in the same taxonomic class in other areas so that 
they could confirm data and assemble additional data based on experience and 
research.

The objective of soil mapping is not to delineate pure map unit components; the 
objective is to separate the landscape into landforms or landform segments that 
have similar use and management requirements. Each map unit is defined by a 
unique combination of soil components and/or miscellaneous areas in predictable 
proportions. Some components may be highly contrasting to the other components 
of the map unit. The presence of minor components in a map unit in no way 
diminishes the usefulness or accuracy of the data. The delineation of such 
landforms and landform segments on the map provides sufficient information for the 
development of resource plans. If intensive use of small areas is planned, onsite 
investigation is needed to define and locate the soils and miscellaneous areas.

Soil scientists make many field observations in the process of producing a soil map. 
The frequency of observation is dependent upon several factors, including scale of 
mapping, intensity of mapping, design of map units, complexity of the landscape, 
and experience of the soil scientist. Observations are made to test and refine the 
soil-landscape model and predictions and to verify the classification of the soils at 
specific locations. Once the soil-landscape model is refined, a significantly smaller 
number of measurements of individual soil properties are made and recorded. 
These measurements may include field measurements, such as those for color, 
depth to bedrock, and texture, and laboratory measurements, such as those for 
content of sand, silt, clay, salt, and other components. Properties of each soil 
typically vary from one point to another across the landscape.

Observations for map unit components are aggregated to develop ranges of 
characteristics for the components. The aggregated values are presented. Direct 
measurements do not exist for every property presented for every map unit 
component. Values for some properties are estimated from combinations of other 
properties.

While a soil survey is in progress, samples of some of the soils in the area generally 
are collected for laboratory analyses and for engineering tests. Soil scientists 
interpret the data from these analyses and tests as well as the field-observed 
characteristics and the soil properties to determine the expected behavior of the 
soils under different uses. Interpretations for all of the soils are field tested through 
observation of the soils in different uses and under different levels of management. 
Some interpretations are modified to fit local conditions, and some new 
interpretations are developed to meet local needs. Data are assembled from other 
sources, such as research information, production records, and field experience of 
specialists. For example, data on crop yields under defined levels of management 
are assembled from farm records and from field or plot experiments on the same 
kinds of soil.

Predictions about soil behavior are based not only on soil properties but also on 
such variables as climate and biological activity. Soil conditions are predictable over 
long periods of time, but they are not predictable from year to year. For example, 
soil scientists can predict with a fairly high degree of accuracy that a given soil will 
have a high water table within certain depths in most years, but they cannot predict 
that a high water table will always be at a specific level in the soil on a specific date.

After soil scientists located and identified the significant natural bodies of soil in the 
survey area, they drew the boundaries of these bodies on aerial photographs and 

Custom Soil Resource Report
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identified each as a specific map unit. Aerial photographs show trees, buildings, 
fields, roads, and rivers, all of which help in locating boundaries accurately.

Custom Soil Resource Report
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Soil Map
The soil map section includes the soil map for the defined area of interest, a list of 
soil map units on the map and extent of each map unit, and cartographic symbols 
displayed on the map. Also presented are various metadata about data used to 
produce the map, and a description of each soil map unit.
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Area of Interest (AOI)
Area of Interest (AOI)

Soils
Soil Map Unit Polygons

Soil Map Unit Lines

Soil Map Unit Points

Special Point Features
Blowout

Borrow Pit

Clay Spot

Closed Depression

Gravel Pit

Gravelly Spot

Landfill

Lava Flow

Marsh or swamp

Mine or Quarry

Miscellaneous Water

Perennial Water
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Spoil Area
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Very Stony Spot

Wet Spot

Other

Special Line Features

Water Features
Streams and Canals

Transportation
Rails

Interstate Highways

US Routes

Major Roads

Local Roads

Background
Aerial Photography

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:24,000.

Warning: Soil Map may not be valid at this scale.

Enlargement of maps beyond the scale of mapping can cause 
misunderstanding of the detail of mapping and accuracy of soil 
line placement. The maps do not show the small areas of 
contrasting soils that could have been shown at a more detailed 
scale.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Routt Area, Colorado, Parts of Rio Blanco and 
Routt Counties
Survey Area Data: Version 12, Sep 7, 2022

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: Jul 2, 2021—Aug 25, 
2021

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
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MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION

imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Map Unit Legend (The Astrid)

Map Unit Symbol Map Unit Name Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

50F Routt loam, 25 to 65 percent 
slopes, very stony

4.7 100.0%

Totals for Area of Interest 4.7 100.0%

Map Unit Descriptions (The Astrid)
The map units delineated on the detailed soil maps in a soil survey represent the 
soils or miscellaneous areas in the survey area. The map unit descriptions, along 
with the maps, can be used to determine the composition and properties of a unit.

A map unit delineation on a soil map represents an area dominated by one or more 
major kinds of soil or miscellaneous areas. A map unit is identified and named 
according to the taxonomic classification of the dominant soils. Within a taxonomic 
class there are precisely defined limits for the properties of the soils. On the 
landscape, however, the soils are natural phenomena, and they have the 
characteristic variability of all natural phenomena. Thus, the range of some 
observed properties may extend beyond the limits defined for a taxonomic class. 
Areas of soils of a single taxonomic class rarely, if ever, can be mapped without 
including areas of other taxonomic classes. Consequently, every map unit is made 
up of the soils or miscellaneous areas for which it is named and some minor 
components that belong to taxonomic classes other than those of the major soils.

Most minor soils have properties similar to those of the dominant soil or soils in the 
map unit, and thus they do not affect use and management. These are called 
noncontrasting, or similar, components. They may or may not be mentioned in a 
particular map unit description. Other minor components, however, have properties 
and behavioral characteristics divergent enough to affect use or to require different 
management. These are called contrasting, or dissimilar, components. They 
generally are in small areas and could not be mapped separately because of the 
scale used. Some small areas of strongly contrasting soils or miscellaneous areas 
are identified by a special symbol on the maps. If included in the database for a 
given area, the contrasting minor components are identified in the map unit 
descriptions along with some characteristics of each. A few areas of minor 
components may not have been observed, and consequently they are not 
mentioned in the descriptions, especially where the pattern was so complex that it 
was impractical to make enough observations to identify all the soils and 
miscellaneous areas on the landscape.

The presence of minor components in a map unit in no way diminishes the 
usefulness or accuracy of the data. The objective of mapping is not to delineate 
pure taxonomic classes but rather to separate the landscape into landforms or 
landform segments that have similar use and management requirements. The 
delineation of such segments on the map provides sufficient information for the 
development of resource plans. If intensive use of small areas is planned, however, 
onsite investigation is needed to define and locate the soils and miscellaneous 
areas.

Custom Soil Resource Report
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An identifying symbol precedes the map unit name in the map unit descriptions. 
Each description includes general facts about the unit and gives important soil 
properties and qualities.

Soils that have profiles that are almost alike make up a soil series. Except for 
differences in texture of the surface layer, all the soils of a series have major 
horizons that are similar in composition, thickness, and arrangement.

Soils of one series can differ in texture of the surface layer, slope, stoniness, 
salinity, degree of erosion, and other characteristics that affect their use. On the 
basis of such differences, a soil series is divided into soil phases. Most of the areas 
shown on the detailed soil maps are phases of soil series. The name of a soil phase 
commonly indicates a feature that affects use or management. For example, Alpha 
silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes, is a phase of the Alpha series.

Some map units are made up of two or more major soils or miscellaneous areas. 
These map units are complexes, associations, or undifferentiated groups.

A complex consists of two or more soils or miscellaneous areas in such an intricate 
pattern or in such small areas that they cannot be shown separately on the maps. 
The pattern and proportion of the soils or miscellaneous areas are somewhat similar 
in all areas. Alpha-Beta complex, 0 to 6 percent slopes, is an example.

An association is made up of two or more geographically associated soils or 
miscellaneous areas that are shown as one unit on the maps. Because of present 
or anticipated uses of the map units in the survey area, it was not considered 
practical or necessary to map the soils or miscellaneous areas separately. The 
pattern and relative proportion of the soils or miscellaneous areas are somewhat 
similar. Alpha-Beta association, 0 to 2 percent slopes, is an example.

An undifferentiated group is made up of two or more soils or miscellaneous areas 
that could be mapped individually but are mapped as one unit because similar 
interpretations can be made for use and management. The pattern and proportion 
of the soils or miscellaneous areas in a mapped area are not uniform. An area can 
be made up of only one of the major soils or miscellaneous areas, or it can be made 
up of all of them. Alpha and Beta soils, 0 to 2 percent slopes, is an example.

Some surveys include miscellaneous areas. Such areas have little or no soil 
material and support little or no vegetation. Rock outcrop is an example.

Custom Soil Resource Report
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Routt Area, Colorado, Parts of Rio Blanco and Routt Counties

50F—Routt loam, 25 to 65 percent slopes, very stony

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: k0gc
Elevation: 6,890 to 8,200 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 20 to 24 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 38 to 41 degrees F
Frost-free period: 30 to 70 days
Farmland classification: Not prime farmland

Map Unit Composition
Routt, very stony, and similar soils: 85 percent
Minor components: 15 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Routt, Very Stony

Setting
Landform: Hills
Landform position (two-dimensional): Backslope
Landform position (three-dimensional): Side slope
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear
Parent material: Colluvium derived from sandstone and shale

Typical profile
Oi - 0 to 1 inches: slightly decomposed plant material
A1 - 1 to 12 inches: loam
A2 - 12 to 22 inches: loam
A3 - 22 to 27 inches: loam
B/E - 27 to 29 inches: clay loam
B/E - 29 to 31 inches: loam
Bt1 - 31 to 46 inches: clay
Bt2 - 46 to 65 inches: clay

Properties and qualities
Slope: 25 to 65 percent
Surface area covered with cobbles, stones or boulders: 1.0 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches
Drainage class: Well drained
Runoff class: Very high
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately low to 

moderately high (0.07 to 0.21 in/hr)
Depth to water table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Maximum salinity: Nonsaline to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 mmhos/cm)
Available water supply, 0 to 60 inches: High (about 10.6 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): 7e
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 7e
Hydrologic Soil Group: C

Custom Soil Resource Report
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Ecological site: F048AY449CO - Aspen Woodland
Hydric soil rating: No

Minor Components

Slater
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Landform: Hills
Landform position (two-dimensional): Footslope
Landform position (three-dimensional): Side slope
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Concave
Ecological site: F048AY449CO - Aspen Woodland
Other vegetative classification: ASPEN (null_3)
Hydric soil rating: No

Impass
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Landform: Hills
Landform position (two-dimensional): Backslope
Landform position (three-dimensional): Side slope
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear
Ecological site: R048BY296CO - Claypan
Hydric soil rating: No

Venable
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Landform: Drainageways
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Concave
Ecological site: R048AY241CO - Mountain Meadow
Hydric soil rating: Yes

Custom Soil Resource Report
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December 14, 2022

United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Western Colorado Ecological Services Field Office
445 West Gunnison Avenue, Suite 240

Grand Junction, CO 81501-5711
Phone: (970) 628-7180 Fax: (970) 245-6933

In Reply Refer To: 
Project Code: 2023-0025474 
Project Name: Astrid
 
Subject: List of threatened and endangered species that may occur in your proposed project 

location or may be affected by your proposed project

To Whom It May Concern:

The enclosed species list identifies threatened, endangered, proposed and candidate species, as 
well as proposed and final designated critical habitat, that may occur within the boundary of your 
proposed project and/or may be affected by your proposed project. The species list fulfills the 
requirements of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) under section 7(c) of the 
Endangered Species Act (Act) of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.).

New information based on updated surveys, changes in the abundance and distribution of 
species, changed habitat conditions, or other factors could change this list. Please feel free to 
contact us if you need more current information or assistance regarding the potential impacts to 
federally proposed, listed, and candidate species and federally designated and proposed critical 
habitat. Please note that under 50 CFR 402.12(e) of the regulations implementing section 7 of the 
Act, the accuracy of this species list should be verified after 90 days. This verification can be 
completed formally or informally as desired. The Service recommends that verification be 
completed by visiting the ECOS-IPaC website at regular intervals during project planning and 
implementation for updates to species lists and information. An updated list may be requested 
through the ECOS-IPaC system by completing the same process used to receive the enclosed list.

The purpose of the Act is to provide a means whereby threatened and endangered species and the 
ecosystems upon which they depend may be conserved. Under sections 7(a)(1) and 7(a)(2) of the 
Act and its implementing regulations (50 CFR 402 et seq.), Federal agencies are required to 
utilize their authorities to carry out programs for the conservation of threatened and endangered 
species and to determine whether projects may affect threatened and endangered species and/or 
designated critical habitat.

A Biological Assessment is required for construction projects (or other undertakings having 
similar physical impacts) that are major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment as defined in the National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4332(2) 
(c)). For projects other than major construction activities, the Service suggests that a biological 
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evaluation similar to a Biological Assessment be prepared to determine whether the project may 
affect listed or proposed species and/or designated or proposed critical habitat. Recommended 
contents of a Biological Assessment are described at 50 CFR 402.12.

If a Federal agency determines, based on the Biological Assessment or biological evaluation, that 
listed species and/or designated critical habitat may be affected by the proposed project, the 
agency is required to consult with the Service pursuant to 50 CFR 402. In addition, the Service 
recommends that candidate species, proposed species and proposed critical habitat be addressed 
within the consultation. More information on the regulations and procedures for section 7 
consultation, including the role of permit or license applicants, can be found in the "Endangered 
Species Consultation Handbook" at:

http://www.fws.gov/endangered/esa-library/pdf/TOC-GLOS.PDF

Migratory Birds: In addition to responsibilities to protect threatened and endangered species 
under the Endangered Species Act (ESA), there are additional responsibilities under the 
Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (BGEPA) to 
protect native birds from project-related impacts. Any activity, intentional or unintentional, 
resulting in take of migratory birds, including eagles, is prohibited unless otherwise permitted by 
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (50 C.F.R. Sec. 10.12 and 16 U.S.C. Sec. 668(a)). For more 
information regarding these Acts see https://www.fws.gov/birds/policies-and-regulations.php.

The MBTA has no provision for allowing take of migratory birds that may be unintentionally 
killed or injured by otherwise lawful activities. It is the responsibility of the project proponent to 
comply with these Acts by identifying potential impacts to migratory birds and eagles within 
applicable NEPA documents (when there is a federal nexus) or a Bird/Eagle Conservation Plan 
(when there is no federal nexus). Proponents should implement conservation measures to avoid 
or minimize the production of project-related stressors or minimize the exposure of birds and 
their resources to the project-related stressors. For more information on avian stressors and 
recommended conservation measures see https://www.fws.gov/birds/bird-enthusiasts/threats-to- 
birds.php.

In addition to MBTA and BGEPA, Executive Order 13186: Responsibilities of Federal Agencies 
to Protect Migratory Birds, obligates all Federal agencies that engage in or authorize activities 
that might affect migratory birds, to minimize those effects and encourage conservation measures 
that will improve bird populations. Executive Order 13186 provides for the protection of both 
migratory birds and migratory bird habitat. For information regarding the implementation of 
Executive Order 13186, please visit https://www.fws.gov/birds/policies-and-regulations/ 
executive-orders/e0-13186.php.

We appreciate your concern for threatened and endangered species. The Service encourages 
Federal agencies to include conservation of threatened and endangered species into their project 
planning to further the purposes of the Act. Please include the Consultation Code in the header of 
this letter with any request for consultation or correspondence about your project that you submit 
to our office.
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Attachment(s):

Official Species List
USFWS National Wildlife Refuges and Fish Hatcheries
Migratory Birds
Wetlands
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Official Species List
This list is provided pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act, and fulfills the 
requirement for Federal agencies to "request of the Secretary of the Interior information whether 
any species which is listed or proposed to be listed may be present in the area of a proposed 
action".

This species list is provided by:

Western Colorado Ecological Services Field Office
445 West Gunnison Avenue, Suite 240
Grand Junction, CO 81501-5711
(970) 628-7180
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Project Summary
Project Code: 2023-0025474
Project Name: Astrid
Project Type: New Constr - Above Ground
Project Description: Condominium construction
Project Location:

Approximate location of the project can be viewed in Google Maps: https:// 
www.google.com/maps/@40.45694445,-106.7999924436063,14z

Counties: Routt County, Colorado

https://www.google.com/maps/@40.45694445,-106.7999924436063,14z
https://www.google.com/maps/@40.45694445,-106.7999924436063,14z
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1.

▪

Endangered Species Act Species
There is a total of 9 threatened, endangered, or candidate species on this species list.

Species on this list should be considered in an effects analysis for your project and could include 
species that exist in another geographic area. For example, certain fish may appear on the species 
list because a project could affect downstream species. Note that 2 of these species should be 
considered only under certain conditions.

IPaC does not display listed species or critical habitats under the sole jurisdiction of NOAA 
Fisheries , as USFWS does not have the authority to speak on behalf of NOAA and the 
Department of Commerce.

See the "Critical habitats" section below for those critical habitats that lie wholly or partially 
within your project area under this office's jurisdiction. Please contact the designated FWS office 
if you have questions.

NOAA Fisheries, also known as the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), is an 
office of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration within the Department of 
Commerce.

Mammals
NAME STATUS

Canada Lynx Lynx canadensis
Population: Wherever Found in Contiguous U.S.
There is final critical habitat for this species. Your location does not overlap the critical habitat.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3652

Threatened

Gray Wolf Canis lupus
Population: U.S.A.: All of AL, AR, CA, CO, CT, DE, FL, GA, IA, IN, IL, KS, KY, LA, MA, 
MD, ME, MI, MO, MS, NC, ND, NE, NH, NJ, NV, NY, OH, OK, PA, RI, SC, SD, TN, TX, VA, 
VT, WI, and WV; and portions of AZ, NM, OR, UT, and WA. Mexico.
There is final critical habitat for this species.
This species only needs to be considered under the following conditions:

Lone, dispersing gray wolves may be present throughout the state of Colorado. If your 
activity includes a predator management program, please consider this species in your 
environmental review.

Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/4488

Endangered

1

https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3652
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/4488
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Birds
NAME STATUS

Mexican Spotted Owl Strix occidentalis lucida
There is final critical habitat for this species. Your location does not overlap the critical habitat.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8196

Threatened

Yellow-billed Cuckoo Coccyzus americanus
Population: Western U.S. DPS
There is final critical habitat for this species. Your location does not overlap the critical habitat.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3911

Threatened

Fishes
NAME STATUS

Bonytail Gila elegans
There is final critical habitat for this species. Your location does not overlap the critical habitat.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1377

Endangered

Colorado Pikeminnow Ptychocheilus lucius
Population: Wherever found, except where listed as an experimental population
There is final critical habitat for this species. Your location does not overlap the critical habitat.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3531

Endangered

Humpback Chub Gila cypha
There is final critical habitat for this species. Your location does not overlap the critical habitat.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3930

Threatened

Razorback Sucker Xyrauchen texanus
There is final critical habitat for this species. Your location does not overlap the critical habitat.
This species only needs to be considered under the following conditions:

Water depletions in the upper Colorado River basin adversely affect this species and its 
critical habitat. Effects of water depletions must be considered even outside of occupied 
range.

Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/530

Endangered

Insects
NAME STATUS

Monarch Butterfly Danaus plexippus
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9743

Candidate

Critical habitats
THERE ARE NO CRITICAL HABITATS WITHIN YOUR PROJECT AREA UNDER THIS OFFICE'S 
JURISDICTION.

https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8196
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3911
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1377
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3531
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3930
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/530
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9743
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USFWS National Wildlife Refuge Lands And Fish 
Hatcheries
Any activity proposed on lands managed by the National Wildlife Refuge system must undergo a 
'Compatibility Determination' conducted by the Refuge. Please contact the individual Refuges to 
discuss any questions or concerns.

THERE ARE NO REFUGE LANDS OR FISH HATCHERIES WITHIN YOUR PROJECT AREA.

http://www.fws.gov/refuges/
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1.
2.
3.

Migratory Birds
Certain birds are protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act  and the Bald and Golden Eagle 
Protection Act .

Any person or organization who plans or conducts activities that may result in impacts to 
migratory birds, eagles, and their habitats should follow appropriate regulations and consider 
implementing appropriate conservation measures, as described below.

The Migratory Birds Treaty Act of 1918.
The Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act of 1940.
50 C.F.R. Sec. 10.12 and 16 U.S.C. Sec. 668(a)

The birds listed below are birds of particular concern either because they occur on the 
USFWS Birds of Conservation Concern (BCC) list or warrant special attention in your 
project location. To learn more about the levels of concern for birds on your list and how this 
list is generated, see the FAQ below. This is not a list of every bird you may find in this location, 
nor a guarantee that every bird on this list will be found in your project area. To see exact 
locations of where birders and the general public have sighted birds in and around your project 
area, visit the E-bird data mapping tool (Tip: enter your location, desired date range and a species 
on your list). For projects that occur off the Atlantic Coast, additional maps and models detailing 
the relative occurrence and abundance of bird species on your list are available. Links to 
additional information about Atlantic Coast birds, and other important information about your 
migratory bird list, including how to properly interpret and use your migratory bird report, can be 
found below.

For guidance on when to schedule activities or implement avoidance and minimization measures 
to reduce impacts to migratory birds on your list, click on the PROBABILITY OF PRESENCE 
SUMMARY at the top of your list to see when these birds are most likely to be present and 
breeding in your project area.

NAME
BREEDING 
SEASON

Bald Eagle Haliaeetus leucocephalus
This is not a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) in this area, but warrants attention because 
of the Eagle Act or for potential susceptibilities in offshore areas from certain types of 
development or activities.

Breeds Dec 1 
to Aug 31

Black Rosy-finch Leucosticte atrata
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA 
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9460

Breeds Jun 15 
to Aug 31

1
2

https://www.fws.gov/birds/policies-and-regulations/laws-legislations/migratory-bird-treaty-act.php
https://www.fws.gov/birds/policies-and-regulations/laws-legislations/bald-and-golden-eagle-protection-act.php
https://www.fws.gov/program/migratory-birds/species
http://ebird.org/ebird/map/
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9460
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NAME
BREEDING 
SEASON

Black Swift Cypseloides niger
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA 
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8878

Breeds Jun 15 
to Sep 10

Brown-capped Rosy-finch Leucosticte australis
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA 
and Alaska.

Breeds Jun 15 
to Sep 15

California Gull Larus californicus
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA 
and Alaska.

Breeds Mar 1 
to Jul 31

Cassin's Finch Carpodacus cassinii
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA 
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9462

Breeds May 15 
to Jul 15

Clark's Nutcracker Nucifraga columbiana
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) only in particular Bird Conservation Regions 
(BCRs) in the continental USA

Breeds Jan 15 
to Jul 15

Evening Grosbeak Coccothraustes vespertinus
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA 
and Alaska.

Breeds May 15 
to Aug 10

Olive-sided Flycatcher Contopus cooperi
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA 
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3914

Breeds May 20 
to Aug 31

Pinyon Jay Gymnorhinus cyanocephalus
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA 
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9420

Breeds Feb 15 
to Jul 15

Virginia's Warbler Vermivora virginiae
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA 
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9441

Breeds May 1 
to Jul 31

Western Grebe aechmophorus occidentalis
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA 
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6743

Breeds Jun 1 to 
Aug 31

Probability Of Presence Summary
The graphs below provide our best understanding of when birds of concern are most likely to be 
present in your project area. This information can be used to tailor and schedule your project 
activities to avoid or minimize impacts to birds. Please make sure you read and understand the 

https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8878
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9462
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3914
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9420
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9441
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6743
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1.

2.

3.

 no data survey effort breeding season probability of presence

FAQ "Proper Interpretation and Use of Your Migratory Bird Report" before using or attempting 
to interpret this report.

Probability of Presence ( )

Each green bar represents the bird's relative probability of presence in the 10km grid cell(s) your 
project overlaps during a particular week of the year. (A year is represented as 12 4-week 
months.) A taller bar indicates a higher probability of species presence. The survey effort (see 
below) can be used to establish a level of confidence in the presence score. One can have higher 
confidence in the presence score if the corresponding survey effort is also high.

How is the probability of presence score calculated? The calculation is done in three steps:

The probability of presence for each week is calculated as the number of survey events in 
the week where the species was detected divided by the total number of survey events for 
that week. For example, if in week 12 there were 20 survey events and the Spotted Towhee 
was found in 5 of them, the probability of presence of the Spotted Towhee in week 12 is 
0.25.
To properly present the pattern of presence across the year, the relative probability of 
presence is calculated. This is the probability of presence divided by the maximum 
probability of presence across all weeks. For example, imagine the probability of presence 
in week 20 for the Spotted Towhee is 0.05, and that the probability of presence at week 12 
(0.25) is the maximum of any week of the year. The relative probability of presence on 
week 12 is 0.25/0.25 = 1; at week 20 it is 0.05/0.25 = 0.2.
The relative probability of presence calculated in the previous step undergoes a statistical 
conversion so that all possible values fall between 0 and 10, inclusive. This is the 
probability of presence score.

Breeding Season ( )
Yellow bars denote a very liberal estimate of the time-frame inside which the bird breeds across 
its entire range. If there are no yellow bars shown for a bird, it does not breed in your project 
area.

Survey Effort ( )
Vertical black lines superimposed on probability of presence bars indicate the number of surveys 
performed for that species in the 10km grid cell(s) your project area overlaps. The number of 
surveys is expressed as a range, for example, 33 to 64 surveys.

No Data ( )
A week is marked as having no data if there were no survey events for that week.

Survey Timeframe
Surveys from only the last 10 years are used in order to ensure delivery of currently relevant 
information. The exception to this is areas off the Atlantic coast, where bird returns are based on 
all years of available data, since data in these areas is currently much more sparse.
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▪
▪

▪

SPECIES JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC
Bald Eagle
Non-BCC 
Vulnerable

Black Rosy-finch
BCC Rangewide 
(CON)

Black Swift
BCC Rangewide 
(CON)

Brown-capped 
Rosy-finch
BCC Rangewide 
(CON)

California Gull
BCC Rangewide 
(CON)

Cassin's Finch
BCC Rangewide 
(CON)

Clark's Nutcracker
BCC - BCR

Evening Grosbeak
BCC Rangewide 
(CON)

Olive-sided 
Flycatcher
BCC Rangewide 
(CON)

Pinyon Jay
BCC Rangewide 
(CON)

Virginia's Warbler
BCC Rangewide 
(CON)

Western Grebe
BCC Rangewide 
(CON)

Additional information can be found using the following links:

Birds of Conservation Concern https://www.fws.gov/program/migratory-birds/species
Measures for avoiding and minimizing impacts to birds https://www.fws.gov/library/ 
collections/avoiding-and-minimizing-incidental-take-migratory-birds
Nationwide conservation measures for birds https://www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/ 
documents/nationwide-standard-conservation-measures.pdf

https://www.fws.gov/program/migratory-birds/species
https://www.fws.gov/library/collections/avoiding-and-minimizing-incidental-take-migratory-birds
https://www.fws.gov/library/collections/avoiding-and-minimizing-incidental-take-migratory-birds
https://www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/documents/nationwide-standard-conservation-measures.pdf
https://www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/documents/nationwide-standard-conservation-measures.pdf
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Migratory Birds FAQ
Tell me more about conservation measures I can implement to avoid or minimize impacts 
to migratory birds. 
Nationwide Conservation Measures describes measures that can help avoid and minimize 
impacts to all birds at any location year round. Implementation of these measures is particularly 
important when birds are most likely to occur in the project area. When birds may be breeding in 
the area, identifying the locations of any active nests and avoiding their destruction is a very 
helpful impact minimization measure. To see when birds are most likely to occur and be breeding 
in your project area, view the Probability of Presence Summary. Additional measures or permits 
may be advisable depending on the type of activity you are conducting and the type of 
infrastructure or bird species present on your project site.

What does IPaC use to generate the list of migratory birds that potentially occur in my 
specified location? 
The Migratory Bird Resource List is comprised of USFWS Birds of Conservation Concern 
(BCC) and other species that may warrant special attention in your project location.

The migratory bird list generated for your project is derived from data provided by the Avian 
Knowledge Network (AKN). The AKN data is based on a growing collection of survey, banding, 
and citizen science datasets and is queried and filtered to return a list of those birds reported as 
occurring in the 10km grid cell(s) which your project intersects, and that have been identified as 
warranting special attention because they are a BCC species in that area, an eagle (Eagle Act 
requirements may apply), or a species that has a particular vulnerability to offshore activities or 
development.

Again, the Migratory Bird Resource list includes only a subset of birds that may occur in your 
project area. It is not representative of all birds that may occur in your project area. To get a list 
of all birds potentially present in your project area, please visit the Rapid Avian Information 
Locator (RAIL) Tool.

What does IPaC use to generate the probability of presence graphs for the migratory birds 
potentially occurring in my specified location? 
The probability of presence graphs associated with your migratory bird list are based on data 
provided by the Avian Knowledge Network (AKN). This data is derived from a growing 
collection of survey, banding, and citizen science datasets.

Probability of presence data is continuously being updated as new and better information 
becomes available. To learn more about how the probability of presence graphs are produced and 
how to interpret them, go the Probability of Presence Summary and then click on the "Tell me 
about these graphs" link.

How do I know if a bird is breeding, wintering or migrating in my area? 
To see what part of a particular bird's range your project area falls within (i.e. breeding, 
wintering, migrating or year-round), you may query your location using the RAIL Tool and look 
at the range maps provided for birds in your area at the bottom of the profiles provided for each 
bird in your results. If a bird on your migratory bird species list has a breeding season associated 
with it, if that bird does occur in your project area, there may be nests present at some point 

https://www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/documents/nationwide-standard-conservation-measures.pdf
https://avianknowledge.net/index.php/beneficial-practices/
https://www.fws.gov/birds/policies-and-regulations/permits.php
https://www.fws.gov/program/migratory-birds/species
https://www.fws.gov/program/migratory-birds/species
http://www.avianknowledge.net/
http://www.avianknowledge.net/
https://data.pointblue.org/api/v3/annual-summaries-about-data-types.html
https://data.pointblue.org/api/v3/annual-summaries-about-data-types.html
https://www.fws.gov/program/eagle-management
https://data.pointblue.org/apps/rail/
https://data.pointblue.org/apps/rail/
https://avianknowledge.net/
https://data.pointblue.org/api/v3/annual-summaries-about-data-types.html
https://data.pointblue.org/apps/rail/
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1.

2.

3.

within the timeframe specified. If "Breeds elsewhere" is indicated, then the bird likely does not 
breed in your project area.

What are the levels of concern for migratory birds? 
Migratory birds delivered through IPaC fall into the following distinct categories of concern:

"BCC Rangewide" birds are Birds of Conservation Concern (BCC) that are of concern 
throughout their range anywhere within the USA (including Hawaii, the Pacific Islands, 
Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Islands);
"BCC - BCR" birds are BCCs that are of concern only in particular Bird Conservation 
Regions (BCRs) in the continental USA; and
"Non-BCC - Vulnerable" birds are not BCC species in your project area, but appear on 
your list either because of the Eagle Act requirements (for eagles) or (for non-eagles) 
potential susceptibilities in offshore areas from certain types of development or activities 
(e.g. offshore energy development or longline fishing).

Although it is important to try to avoid and minimize impacts to all birds, efforts should be made, 
in particular, to avoid and minimize impacts to the birds on this list, especially eagles and BCC 
species of rangewide concern. For more information on conservation measures you can 
implement to help avoid and minimize migratory bird impacts and requirements for eagles, 
please see the FAQs for these topics.

Details about birds that are potentially affected by offshore projects 
For additional details about the relative occurrence and abundance of both individual bird species 
and groups of bird species within your project area off the Atlantic Coast, please visit the 
Northeast Ocean Data Portal. The Portal also offers data and information about other taxa besides 
birds that may be helpful to you in your project review. Alternately, you may download the bird 
model results files underlying the portal maps through the NOAA NCCOS Integrative Statistical 
Modeling and Predictive Mapping of Marine Bird Distributions and Abundance on the Atlantic 
Outer Continental Shelf project webpage.

Bird tracking data can also provide additional details about occurrence and habitat use 
throughout the year, including migration. Models relying on survey data may not include this 
information. For additional information on marine bird tracking data, see the Diving Bird Study 
and the nanotag studies or contact Caleb Spiegel or Pam Loring.

What if I have eagles on my list? 
If your project has the potential to disturb or kill eagles, you may need to obtain a permit to avoid 
violating the Eagle Act should such impacts occur.

Proper Interpretation and Use of Your Migratory Bird Report 
The migratory bird list generated is not a list of all birds in your project area, only a subset of 
birds of priority concern. To learn more about how your list is generated, and see options for 
identifying what other birds may be in your project area, please see the FAQ "What does IPaC 
use to generate the migratory birds potentially occurring in my specified location". Please be 
aware this report provides the "probability of presence" of birds within the 10 km grid cell(s) that 
overlap your project; not your exact project footprint. On the graphs provided, please also look 
carefully at the survey effort (indicated by the black vertical bar) and for the existence of the "no 

https://www.fws.gov/program/migratory-birds/species
https://www.fws.gov/birds/management/managed-species/bald-and-golden-eagle-information.php
http://www.northeastoceandata.org/data-explorer/?birds
https://coastalscience.noaa.gov/project/statistical-modeling-marine-bird-distributions/
https://coastalscience.noaa.gov/project/statistical-modeling-marine-bird-distributions/
https://coastalscience.noaa.gov/project/statistical-modeling-marine-bird-distributions/
http://www.boem.gov/AT-12-02/
http://www.boem.gov/AT-13-01/
mailto:Caleb_Spiegel@fws.gov
mailto:Pamela_Loring@fws.gov
https://fwsepermits.servicenowservices.com/fws
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data" indicator (a red horizontal bar). A high survey effort is the key component. If the survey 
effort is high, then the probability of presence score can be viewed as more dependable. In 
contrast, a low survey effort bar or no data bar means a lack of data and, therefore, a lack of 
certainty about presence of the species. This list is not perfect; it is simply a starting point for 
identifying what birds of concern have the potential to be in your project area, when they might 
be there, and if they might be breeding (which means nests might be present). The list helps you 
know what to look for to confirm presence, and helps guide you in knowing when to implement 
conservation measures to avoid or minimize potential impacts from your project activities, 
should presence be confirmed. To learn more about conservation measures, visit the FAQ "Tell 
me about conservation measures I can implement to avoid or minimize impacts to migratory 
birds" at the bottom of your migratory bird trust resources page.
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Wetlands
Impacts to NWI wetlands and other aquatic habitats may be subject to regulation under Section 
404 of the Clean Water Act, or other State/Federal statutes.

For more information please contact the Regulatory Program of the local U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers District.

Please note that the NWI data being shown may be out of date. We are currently working to 
update our NWI data set. We recommend you verify these results with a site visit to determine 
the actual extent of wetlands on site.

THERE ARE NO WETLANDS WITHIN YOUR PROJECT AREA.

http://www.fws.gov/wetlands/
http://www.usace.army.mil/Missions/CivilWorks/RegulatoryProgramandPermits.aspx
http://www.usace.army.mil/Missions/CivilWorks/RegulatoryProgramandPermits.aspx
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IPaC User Contact Information
Agency: Army Corps of Engineers
Name: Kelly Colfer
Address: 31040 Willow Lane
City: Steamboat Springs
State: CO
Zip: 80487
Email kscolfer@westernbionomics.com
Phone: 9708468223
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

South Pacific Division
Nationwide Permit Pre-Construction Notification (PCN)
This form integrates requirements of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) Nationwide Permit Program within the South 
Pacific Division (SPD).  Boxes 1-10 must be completed to include all information required by General Condition 32.  Box 11 (or 
other sufficient information to show compliance with all General Conditions) must be completed for activities in Arizona, 
California, Nevada, and Utah, and is recommended for activities in Colorado and New Mexico.  If additional space is needed, 
please provide as a separate attachment.  Please refer to the Instructions for the South Pacific Division Nationwide Permit Pre-
Construction Notification (PCN) (Instructions) for instructions for completing the PCN, as well as additional information on the 
attachments and tables included with this PCN that may be used. 

0. To be filled by the Corps
Application Number: Date Received: Date Complete: 

1. Prospective Permittee and Agent Name and Addresses (see Instructions) 

a. Prospective Permittee

First -                                                        Middle -                                            Last -                                                                     

Company -                                                                           Email Address -                                                                                  

Address -                                                                               City -                                          State -                    Zip -                  

Phone (Residence/Mobile) -                                                                  Phone (Business) -                                                           

b. Agent (if applicable)

First -                                                        Middle -                                            Last -                                                                     

Company -                                                                           Email Address -                                                                                  

Address -                                                                               City -                                          State -                    Zip -                  

Phone (Residence/Mobile) -                                                                  Phone (Business) -                                                           

c. Statement of Authorization: I hereby authorize                                                                      , to act in my behalf as my 
agent for the proposed activity. (Optional, see instructions)

                                                                                                                                                                              
                        Signature of Applicant                                                                                           Date             



Page 2 of 11 

2. Name and Location of the Proposed Activity (see Instructions)

  The proposed work would involve multiple-single and complete projects.  See attachment for the information required in 
Boxes 2 through 10, and 11, if applicable.

a. Project Name or Title: b. County, State:

c. Name of Waterbody:

d. Coordinates:

  Unknown (please provide other location descriptions below)

Latitude -                                Longitude -    

e. Other Location Description (optional, see instructions):

f. Driving Directions to the site (optional, see instructions):

3. Specific NWP(s) you want to use to authorize the proposed activity (see Instructions)

4. Description of the Proposed Activity (see Instructions)

a. Complete description of the Proposed Activity:

b. Purpose of the Proposed Activity:
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c.  Direct and indirect adverse environmental effects the activity would cause, including the anticipated amount of 
loss of wetlands and other waters of the U.S. expected to result from the NWP(s) activity:

      

d.  Description of any proposed mitigation measures intended to reduce the adverse environmental effects caused 
by the proposed activity:       

e. Any other NWP(s), Regional/Programmatic General Permit(s) or Individual Permit(s) used or intended to be used to 
authorize any part of the proposed activity or any related activity:        

f. Have sketches been provided containing sufficient detail to provide an illustrative description of the proposed 
activity?

 Yes, Attached     No

 N/A; The activity is located in the Los Angeles District boundaries of Arizona and California, See Attachment 1     

 N/A, The activity is located in the San Francisco District boundaries of California, See Attachment 2     

 N/A, The activity is located in the Sacramento District boundaries of California, Nevada, or Utah, See Attachment 3

5. Aquatic Resource Delineation (see Instructions) 

a. Has a delineation of aquatic resources been conducted in accordance with the current method required by the 
Corps?  Yes  No

If yes, please attach a copy of the delineation 

Note:  If no, your PCN is not complete.  In accordance with General Condition 32, you may request the Corps delineate the special aquatic sites and other 
waters on the project site, but there may be a delay.  In addition, the PCN will not be considered complete until the delineation has either been submitted to or 
completed by the Corps, as appropriate.

b.  If a delineation has been submitted, would you like the Corps to conduct a jurisdictional determination 
(preliminary or approved)?   Yes     No

If yes, please complete, sign and return the attached Appendix 1 – Request for Corps Jurisdictional Determination (JD) sheet 
or provide a separate attachment with the information identified in Appendix 1.
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6.  Compensatory Mitigation (see Instructions)

a. Will the proposed activity result in the loss of greater than 1/10-acre of wetlands?   Yes     No

If yes, describe how you propose to compensate for the loss of each type of wetland:   

     

Note:  for the loss of less than 1/10 acre of wetlands, or if no compensatory mitigation is proposed, the Corps may determine on a case-by-case basis that 
compensatory mitigation is required to ensure that the activity results in only minimal adverse environmental effects. 

b.  Will the proposed activity result in the loss of streams or other open waters of the U.S.?  Yes     No

If yes, provide a description of any proposed compensatory mitigation for the loss of each type of stream or other open water: 

     

Note:  if no compensatory mitigation is proposed, the Corps may determine on a case-by-case basis that compensatory mitigation is required to ensure that 
the activity results in no more than minimal adverse environmental effects.

7.  Endangered Species Act (ESA) Compliance (see Instructions)

a. For non-Federal permittees (if Federal permittee, check N/A and skip to 7(d)):  N/A    

(1)  Is there any Federally-listed endangered or threatened species or critical habitat that might be affected or is in the vicinity
of the activity?  Yes     No    

(2)  Is the activity located in designated critical habitat for Federally-listed endangered or threatened species?   Yes     No

If yes to either (1) or (2), include the name(s) of those endangered or threatened species that might be affected by the 
proposed activity or might utilize the designated critical habitat that might be affected by the proposed activity: 

1.        2.       

3.        4.  

5.        6.       

If no to both (1) and (2), proceed to Box 8. 

Note:  If yes to either (1) or (2), note per General Condition 18(c), you shall not begin work on the activity until notified by the Corps that the requirements of 
the ESA have been satisfied and that the activity is authorized.  
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b. Has information sufficient to initiate consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service/National Marine Fisheries 
Service for compliance with Section 7 of the ESA been prepared?  Yes     No

If yes, please attach a copy of the information.

c. Additional information you wish to provide regarding compliance with the ESA, if applicable:      

d.  For Federal permittees, you must provide documentation demonstrating compliance with ESA as a separate 
attachment. 

8.  Historic Properties (see Instructions) 

a. For non-Federal permittees (if Federal permittee, check N/A and skip to 7(d)):  N/A    

(1) Is there a known historic property listed on, determined to be eligible for listing on, or potentially eligible for listing on, the 
National Register of Historic Places that the NWP may have the potential to affect?   Yes     No

If yes to (1), state which historic property may have the potential to be affected by the proposed activity: 

1.        2.       

3.        4.  

5.        6.       

OR

 A vicinity map indicating the location of the historic property is enclosed 

(2) If no to (1), describe the potential for the proposed work to affect a previously unidentified historic property: 

Note:  If yes to (1), note per General Condition 20(c), you shall not begin the activity until notified by the Corps that the activity has no potential to cause 
effects or that consultation under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) has been completed.

b. Has information sufficient to initiate consultation with the State Historic Preservation Officer/Tribal Preservation 
Officer for compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) been prepared?

 Yes     No

If yes, please attach a copy of the information.
c. Additional information you wish to provide regarding compliance with the NHPA, if applicable:      

d. For Federal permittees, you must provide documentation demonstrating compliance with NHPA in a separate 
attachment. 
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9.  National Wild and Scenic Rivers (see Instructions)

a.  Will the proposed activity(s) occur in a component of the National Wild and Scenic River System or a river 
officially designated by Congress as a “Study River” for possible inclusion in the system while the river is in an 
official study status?  

    Yes, in a component of a National Wild and Scenic River System;  Yes, in a “study” river   No   

If yes, identify the Wild and Scenic River or the “study river”       

Note:  per General Condition 16(b), you shall not begin the NWP activity until notified by the Corps that the Federal agency with direct management 
responsibility for that river has determined in writing that the proposed NWP activity will not adversely affect the Wild and Scenic River designation or study 
status.  If you have received written notification from the Federal agency, please attach the correspondence.

10.  Section 408 Permissions (see Instructions)
a.  Will the NWP also require permissions from the Corps pursuant to 33 U.S.C. 408 because it will alter or 
temporarily or permanently occupy or use a Corps federally authorized Civil Works project?   Yes   No   

If yes, have you received Section 408 permission to alter, occupy, or use the Corps project?   Yes   No   

If yes, please attach the Section 408 permission

If yes, note per General Condition 31, an activity that requires Section 408 permission is not authorized by NWP until the Corps issues the Section 408 
permission to alter, occupy, or use the Corps project, and the Corps issues a written NWP verification.
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11.  Compliance with NWP General Conditions (see Instructions)

Check General Condition Rationale for Compliance with General Condition 

1. Navigation 

2. Aquatic Life Movements       

3. Spawning Areas       

4. Migratory Bird Breeding Areas       

5. Shellfish Beds       

6. Suitable Material       
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7. Water Supply Intakes       

8. Adverse Effects from 
Impoundments 

      

9. Management of Water Flows       

10. Fills Within 100-Year 
Floodplains 

      

11. Equipment       

12. Soil Erosion and Sediment 
Controls
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13. Removal of Temporary Fills       

14. Proper Maintenance       

15. Single and Complete Project       

16. Wild and Scenic Rivers       

17. Tribal Rights       

18. Endangered Species See Box 7 above. 

19. Migratory Bird and Bald and 
Golden Eagle Permits 
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20. Historic Properties See Box 8 above. 

21. Discovery of Previously 
Unknown Remains and Artifacts 

      

22. Designated Critical Resource 
Waters 

      

23. Mitigation See Boxes 4(d) and 6 above. 

24. Safety of Impoundment 
Structures 

      

25. Water Quality, including status 
of Section 401 Water Quality 
Certification

      

26. Coastal Zone Management, 
including status of CZM 
Consistency Certification from the 
State of California (for projects in or 
affecting the Coastal Zone) 
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27. Regional and Case-by-Case
Conditions

28. Use of Multiple Nationwide
Permits

29. Transfer of Nationwide Permit
Verifications 

30. Compliance Certification

3 . Activities Affecting Structures or
Works Built by the United States 

See Box 10 above. 

32. Pre-Construction Notification
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