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Hi there,  
I would like to submit this document for the final plat latigo trails filing no 9. SF2136 please.  
 
My name is Amanda Campbell  
Phone Number: 719-651-9064 
FIle name: Latigo Trailing Filing No. 9  
 
I am planning on attending in person; if possible, I would like to speak.  
 
Thank you,  
Amanda  



Traffic – Our por on of the community has been a dead-end road since 1992 when the first 
home on the street was built (Find A Property, n.d.). We know our neighbors and have a ght knit 
community who look out for one another. Our children play on the street and our neighbors walk the 
street daily as we do not have sidewalks in our “country” community.  

By taking this road from a “temporary” 31-year-old dead-end-road to a thoroughfare, the 
developers will alter the nature of this por on of the neighborhood significantly. Three decades is a long 

me for homes to be established on a dead-end road to all of a sudden being altered into one of two 
main north-south roads in Falcon. If you are going to approve this development, would you please take 
into considera on, having the developer leave Conestoga Trail South a cul-du-sac, like it has been for 
three decades. The developer can s ll con nue with their development without completely altering the 
nature of this part of the neighborhood.  

Addi onally, the Traffic Impact study states that “the 2041 background traffic volumes assume 
buildout of the La go Preserve, Meridian Ranch, Grandview Reserve, and Waterbury developments,” 
however, it fails to incorporate proposed future buildout in La go Trails (Kirs n D. Ferrin, 2022).  The 
impact study is only taking into effect filing No. 9 and 39 homes, while filing Nos. 10, 11, 12, and 13 have 
already been applied for.  These combined filings total approximately 200 plus homes. All of these filings 
will impact our roads, especially Eastonville. Eastonville is currently a dirt road. As we have seen in the 
last couple of weeks, it washes out during heavy rains, it is heavily ru ed and needs more regular, 
a en ve maintenance throughout the year OR needs to be paved. The developer has pushed back, via a 
lawyer in a le er to Mr. Hodges at El Paso County (Kirs n D. Ferrin, 2022), to stop improvement on 
exis ng Eastonville and to only have to pay the traffic impact fee (instead of paving, adding side-walks, 
ect.).  While these infrastructure improvements may seem unreasonable for only 39 homes, the 
addi onal impact from 200 new homes is not trivial.  As someone who drives this road daily to take my 
child to school, the road already needs substan al improvement.  The impact from these addi onal 
vehicles is harmful to the current infrastructure and is a significant safety concern moving forward. 

 



 
 
 

 
 



 
 
 
 
Wildlife – Although pronghorns are not currently threatened or endangered, their homes are 

being destroyed. Pronghorns currently run free on the plains including the land wan ng to be developed 
but are constantly being pushed out of their homes by these new developments. Eventually, humans will 
leave them no place to go.  

Pronghorns aren’t the only wildlife being pushed from their homes as you are already aware of 
the Preble’s meadow jumping mouse, but are you aware there is another animal on the State of 
Colorado Threatened and Endangered List that resides in the area under considera on for development 
and is federally protected? 

 A bald eagle resides in the area of developmental considera on. Although, Bald eagles are no 
longer protected under the Endangered Species Act, they are protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle 
Protec on Act and the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (BGEPA). Addi onally, they are part of the State of 
Colorado Threatened and Endangered List (Protect Bald Eagle Nests & Habitats, 2021) (Eagle 
Management , n.d.).  

Originally passed in 1940, the BGEPA law provides for the protection of the bald eagle by 
prohibiting the TAKE, possession, sale, purchase, barter, offer to sell, transport, export, or import, of any 
bald or golden eagle, alive or dead, including any part, nest, or egg, unless allowed by permit (Eagle 
Management , n.d.) (Wisch, 2002).  



The definition of take according to this law includes: pursue, shoot, shoot at, poison, wound, kill, 
capture, trap, collect, destroy, molest, or DISTURB. Activities that directly or indirectly lead to taking are 
prohibited without a permit. To further break down this law, “Disturb” is defined by regula on 50 CFR§ 
22.3 as “to agitate or bother a bald eagle to a degree that causes, or is likely to cause, based on the best 
scien fic informa on available: 

• Injury to an eagle, 
• Decrease in its productivity, by substantially interfering with normal breeding, feeding, 
or sheltering behavior, or 
• Nest abandonment, by substantially interfering with normal breeding, feeding, or 
sheltering behavior 

“Disturb” includes immediate impacts such as loud noises around the nest that may cause 
eagles to abandon their eggs or young chicks. A disturbance may also happen if humans change the 
landscape around the eagle nest. Even if these changes happen outside of the eagle nesting season, the 
eagle may have future decreased nest success or may abandon the nest if these changes are significant. 
Eagles are unlikely to be disturbed by routine use of roads, homes, or other facilities where such use was 
present before an eagle pair nested in a given area. For instance, if eagles were to build a nest near an 
existing home, cabin, or place of business, it would not likely affect the nest or eaglets. However, 
intentional development where bald eagles are already nesting, roosting, wintering, or foraging can 
negatively affect the bald eagle population and bald eagles’ safety/health in that area. This is when 
action should be taken according to eagles.org (Protect Bald Eagle Nests & Habitats, 2021) (Eagle 
Management , n.d.). 

The Impact Iden fica on Report (Impact Iden fica on Report Summary of Impacts La go Trails 
Filling No. 9 Development ) submi ed by the developers does not address the nega ve impacts or any 
mi ga on a empts taken to protect the animals on the Colorado State Threatened and Endangered Act, 
the Endangered Species Act, or the BGEPA.  These include the bald eagle and the Preble’s meadow 
jumping mouse. Further development could cause irreparable harm to the local eagle popula on and 
could cause displacement of these federally protected birds.   

According to the US Fish and Wildlife, a Habitat Conserva on Plan is needed to assess the impact 
of federally protected species on development (Eagle Conserva on Plan Guidance, n.d.).  If the Habitat 
Conserva on Plan is accepted, a permit is issued to authorize incidental taking of these animals.  
Addi onally, Project Manager Kari Parsons, via the EA Number EA20184 EA audio, said that a Block 
Clearance le er, or similar documenta on, is needed addressing the Preble’s meadow jumping mouse  
(Preble's Meadow Jumping Mouse, n.d.) (Protect Bald Eagle Nests & Habitats, 2021) (Parsons, 2021).  
However, the developer has failed to provide a Habitat Conserva on Plan regarding the impact on 
protected, threatened, and endangered species, or permit informa on authorizing the incidental taking 
of these animals.  In fact, the Impact Iden fica on Report submi ed by the developer states that “the 
overall project impact to wildlife communi es would be posi ve” (Impact Iden fica on Report Summary 
of Impacts La go Trails Filling No. 9 Development ).  This boilerplate language is negligent in addressing 
the true impacts on wildlife, especially to those that are federally protected. 
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