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APPENDIX A. DOCUMENTED CATEX 

Airport sponsors may use this form for projects eligible for a categorical exclusion (CATEX) that 

have greater potential for extraordinary circumstances or that otherwise require additional 

documentation, as described in the Environmental Orders (FAA Order 1050.1F and FAA Order 

5050.4B).  

To request a CATEX determination from the FAA, the sponsor should review potentially affected 

environmental resources, review the requirements of the applicable special purpose laws, and 

consult with the Airports District Office or Regional Airports Division Office staff about the 

type of information needed. The form and supporting documentation should be completed in 

accordance with the provisions of FAA Order 5050.4B, paragraph 302b, and submitted to the 

appropriate FAA Airports District/Division Office. The CATEX cannot be approved until all 

information/documentation is received and all requirements have been fulfilled. 

________________________________________________________________________________ 

Name of Airport, LOC ID, and location: 

Meadow Lake Airport, FLY, Peyton, CO 

Project Title:  

Construction of Snow Removal Equipment Building 

Give a brief, but complete description of the proposed project, including all project components, 

justification, estimated start date, and duration of the project. Include connected actions necessary to 

implement the proposed project (including but not limited to moving NAVAIDs, change in flight 

procedures, haul routes, new material or expanded material sources, staging or disposal areas). 

Attach a sketch or plan of the proposed project. Photos can also be helpful. 

The proposed project is the construction of a new snow removal equipment (SRE) building. The 
project would include site preparation, installation of utilities, and construction of the building 
itself. The project is needed to house snow removal equipment and extend their useful life.  

It is anticipated that the project would be constructed during the summer of 2022 and last 
approximately five months.  

See Appendix A for project location. 

Give a brief, but complete, description of the proposed project area. Include any unique or natural 

features within or surrounding airport property.  

The proposed project would occur on airport owned property that has been disturbed by 
previous development. No other unique or natural features occur within the project area.  
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Identify the appropriate CATEX paragraph(s) from Order 1050.1F (paragraph 5-6.1 through 5-6.6) 

or 5050.4B (Tables 6-1 and 6-2) that apply to the project. Describe if the project differs in any way 

from the specific language of the CATEX or examples given as described in the Order. 

FAA Order 1050.1F: 5-6.4f “Federal financial assistance, licensing, Airport Layout Plan (ALP) 
approval, or FAA construction or limited expansion of accessory on-site structures, including 
storage buildings, garages, hangars, t-hangars, small parking areas, signs, fences, and other 
essentially similar minor development items.” 

The circumstances one must consider when documenting a CATEX are listed below along with each 

of the impact categories related to the circumstance. Use FAA Environmental Orders 1050.1F, 

5050.4B, and the Desk Reference for Airports Actions, as well as other guidance documents to assist 

you in determining what information needs to be provided about these resource topics to address 

potential impacts. Keep in mind that both construction and operational impacts must be included. 

Indicate whether or not there would be any effects under the particular resource topic and, if needed, 

cite available references to support these conclusions. Additional analyses and inventories can be 

attached or cited as needed. 

5-2.b(1) National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) resources 

Checkpoint YES NO 

Are there historic/cultural resources listed (or eligible for listing) on the National 
Register of Historic Places located in the Area of Potential Effect? If yes, provide a 
record of the historic and/or cultural resources located therein and check with your 
local Airports Division/District Office to determine if a Section 106 finding is required. 

The National Register of Historic Places lists 1 property within the vicinity of the 
Airport. The closest property to the proposed project area is the Black Squirrel Creek 
Bridge which is located approximately 4.7 miles northeast of the Airport. The 
proposed projects would occur on previously disturbed land currently owned by the 
Airport.  

  

Does the project have the potential to cause effects? If yes, describe the nature and 
extent of the effects. 

No historic properties are located in or near the proposed project area. Further, all 
project activities would occur within areas previously disturbed; therefore, the project 
does not have the potential to cause effects to historic properties. The FAA will 
coordinate the proposed project with SHPO as needed.     

  

Is the project area undisturbed? If not, provide information on the prior disturbance 
(including type and depth of disturbance, if available) 

 The entire project area has been disturbed by previous airport development.  
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Checkpoint YES NO 

Will the project impact tribal land or land of interest to tribes? If yes, describe the 
nature and extent of the effects and provide information on the tribe affected. 
Consultation with their THPO or a tribal representative along with the SHPO may be 
required. 

The project would occur on airport owned property that is currently used for Airport 
activities and no known tribal land or land of interest to tribes exist within the 
proposed project area.     

  

5-2.b(2) Department of Transportation Act Section 4(f) and 6(f) resources 

Checkpoint YES NO 

Are there any properties protected under Section 4(f) (as defined by FAA Order 
1050.1F) in or near the project area? This includes publicly owned parks, recreation 
areas, and wildlife or waterfowl refuges of national, state or local significance or land 
from a historic site of national, state or local significance. 

 The nearest Section 4(f) resource is the Horseshoe Park located one mile west of the 
Airport.  

  

Will project construction or operation physically or constructively “use” any Section 
4(f) resource? If yes, describe the nature and extent of the use and/or impacts, and 
why there are no prudent and feasible alternatives. See 5050.4B Desk Reference 
Chapter 7. 

As no properties protected under Section 4(f) are located within or near the proposed 
project area, the project would not use any Section 4(f) resources.  

  

Will the project affect any recreational or park land purchased with Section 6(f) Land 
and Water Conservation Funds? If so, please explain, if there will be impacts to those 
properties.  

No recreational or park land purchased with Section 6(f) Land and Water Conservation 
Funds are located within or near the proposed project area. Therefore, no impacts to 
Section 6(f) land would result from the proposed project.     
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5-2.b(3) Threatened or Endangered Species 

Checkpoint YES NO 

Are there any federal or state listed endangered, threatened, or candidate species or 
designated critical habitat in or near the project area? This includes species protected 
by individual statute, such as the Bald Eagle. 

According to the USFWS Information, Planning, and Conservation (IPaC) System there 
are eight federally listed threatened and endangered species with the potential to 
occur in the project area (see Appendix B). None of the species have potential to occur 
in the project area: 

• Eastern Black Rail – prefers salt and brackish marshes; none of which are 
present 

• Piping Plover – no impacts to N. Platte, S. Platte, and Laramie River Basins 

• Whooping Crane - no impacts to N. Platte, S. Platte, and Laramie River 
Basins 

• Greenback Cutthroat Trout – no water resource in project area 

• Pallid Sturgeon - no impacts to N. Platte, S. Platte, and Laramie River Basins 

• Monarch butterfly – flowering plants preferred; the area is short grass that 
is maintained; unlikely habitat is present 

• Ute Ladies-tresses – prefers sandy areas near wet meadows, streams or 
lakes; none of which are present 

• Western Prairie Fringed Orchid - no impacts to N. Platte, S. Platte, and 
Laramie River Basins 

The Airport’s well waters come from Denver basin aquifers (Dawson, Denver, Arapaho, 
& Laramie Fox-Hills).  The Airport has a Determination of Water Rights for Denver, 
Arapaho, & Laramie Fox-Hills aquifers.  Ground water is under the jurisdiction of the 
Upper Black Squirrel Creek Ground Water Management District and all water flows 
south to the Arkansas, not north to the Platte(s).   

  

Does the project affect or have the potential to affect, directly or indirectly, any federal 
or state-listed, threatened, endangered or candidate species, or designated habitat 
under the Endangered Species Act? If yes, Section 7 consultation between the FAA and 
the US Fish & Wildlife Service, National Marine Fisheries Service, and/or the 
appropriate state agency will be necessary. Provide a description of the impacts and 
how impacts will be avoided, minimized, or mitigated. Provide the Biological 
Assessment and Biological Opinion, if required.  

As no threatened and endangered species are known at the Airport, it is unlikely that 
the proposed project would effect, directly or indirectly, and threatened, endangered 
or candidate species.      
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Checkpoint YES NO 

Does the project have the potential to take birds protected by the Migratory Bird 
Treaty Act? Describe steps to avoid, minimize, or mitigate impacts (such as timing 
windows determined in consultation with the US Fish & Wildlife Service). 

According to the USFWS IPaC, migratory birds of conservation concern are not 
expected to occur within the project area (see Appendix B).     
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5-2.b (4) Other Resources 

Items to consider include: 

a. Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act YES NO 

Does the project area contain resources protected by the Fish and Wildlife 
Coordination Act? If yes, describe any impacts and steps taken to avoid, minimize, or 
mitigate impacts. 

The proposed project area does not contain any resources protected by the Fish and 
Wildlife Coordination Act.     

  

b. Wetlands and Other Waters of the U.S. YES NO 

Are there any wetlands or other waters of the U.S. in or near the project area? 

According to the National Wetland Inventory (NWI), no wetlands or other waters of 
the U.S. are present within the proposed project area (see Appendix C).   

  

Has wetland delineation been completed within the proposed project area? If yes, 
please provide U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) correspondence and 
jurisdictional determination. If delineation was not completed, was a field check done 
to confirm the presence/absence of wetlands or other waters of the U.S.? If no to 
both, please explain what methods were used to determine the presence/absence of 
wetlands. 

A wetland delineation has not been completed as there is no indication from the NWI 
or site visits that the project area contains wetlands or other waters of the U.S.     

  

If wetlands are present, will the project result in impacts, directly or indirectly 
(including tree clearing)? Describe any steps taken to avoid, minimize or mitigate the 
impact. 

 No wetlands are present.    

  

Is a USACE Clean Water Act Section 404 permit required? If yes, does the project fall 
within the parameters of a general permit? If so, which general permit? 

As no wetlands or waters of the U.S. exist in the project area, no impacts would occur; 
therefore, a USACE Clean Water Act Section 404 permit is not required.    

  

c. Floodplains YES NO 

Will the project be located in, encroach upon or otherwise impact a floodplain? If yes, 
describe impacts and any agency coordination or public review completed including 
coordination with the local floodplain administrator. Attach the FEMA map if 
applicable and any documentation. 
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The Flood Insurance Rate Maps (map number 08041C0554G, with an effective date of 
12/7/2018) for the project area were examined and found the project area is within 
an area of minimal flood hazard (see Appendix D). The proposed project would not 
change the existing drainage pattern of the area.    

d. Coastal Resources YES NO 

Will the project occur in or impact a coastal zone as defined by the State’s Coastal 
Zone Management Plan? If yes, discuss the project’s consistency with the State’s 
CZMP. Attach the consistency determination if applicable. 

 The proposed project is not located in a coastal zone.    

  

Will the project occur in or impact the Coastal Barrier Resource System as defined by 
the US Fish and Wildlife Service? 

The proposed project is not located in a coastal zone.     

  

e. National Marine Sanctuaries YES NO 

Is a National Marine Sanctuary located in the project area? If yes, discuss the potential 
for the project to impact that resource. 

A National Marine Sanctuary is not located in the project area.     

  

f. Wilderness Areas YES NO 

Is a Wilderness Area located in the project area? If yes, discuss the potential for the 
project to impact that resource. 

A Wilderness Area is not located in the project area.  

  

g. Farmland YES NO 

Is there prime, unique, state, or locally important farmland in/near the project area? 
Describe any significant impacts from the project. 

According to the U.S. Department of Agriculture and Natural Resource Conservation 
Service’s Web Soil Survey, the entire project area is designated as “not prime 
farmland” (see Appendix E).  

  

Does the project include the acquisition and conversion of farmland? If farmland will 
be converted, describe coordination with the US Natural Resources Conservation and 
attach the completed Form AD-1006. 

The proposed project does not include the acquisition of any land.    
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h. Energy Supply and Natural Resources YES NO 

Will the project change energy requirements or use consumable natural resources 
either during construction or during operations? 

 The proposed project would consume water, fuel, asphalt, and aggregate during 
construction; the increase in consumption during construction will be short-term, 
temporary, and would not result in a shortage in resources in the area. Once the 
project is complete, the SRE building would consume gas and electricity; however, the 
building would be constructed with an energy efficient design. The project would not 
result in any changes to aircraft operations. 

  

Will the project change aircraft/vehicle traffic patterns that could alter fuel usage 
either during construction or operations? 

The project would not change aircraft or vehicle traffic patterns.    

  

i. Wild and Scenic Rivers YES NO 

Is there a river on the Nationwide Rivers Inventory, a designated river in the National 
System, or river under State jurisdiction (including study or eligible segments) near the 
project? 

 There is one designated Wild and Scenic River located in Colorado, the Cache la 
Poudre River. The Cache la Poudre River is located approximately 100 miles north of 
the Airport. As such, no impacts to Wild and Scenic Rivers would result from the 
proposed project. 

  

Will the project directly or indirectly affect the river or an area within ¼ mile of its 
ordinary high water mark? 

As no Wild and Scenic Rivers are present in or near the proposed project area, the 
project would not directly or indirectly affect any designated rivers.         

  

j. Solid Waste Management YES NO 

Does the project (either the construction activity or the completed, operational 
facility) have the potential to generate significant levels of solid waste? If so, discuss 
how these will be managed. 

The proposed project will produce minimal construction related solid waste that will 
be hauled offsite. Once complete, all waste generated would be handled in the same 
manner that current waste is handled; through a waste removal contract.     
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5-2.b(5) Disruption of an Established Community 

Checkpoint YES NO 

Will the project disrupt a community, planned development or be inconsistent with 
plans or goals of the community? 

The project would be constructed on airport property and does not change the use 
of the property or surrounding properties.       

  

Are residents or businesses being relocated as part of the project? 

 No residents or businesses would be relocated as part of the project.     

  

5-2.b(6) Environmental Justice 

Checkpoint YES NO 

Are there minority and/or low-income populations in/near the project area? 

The proposed project would occur on Airport property that does not include any 
residential areas.     

  

Will the project cause any disproportionately high and adverse impacts to minority 
and/or low-income populations? Attach census data if warranted. 

 The proposed project would not result in impacts to any populations; specifically, 
minority or low income populations.   

  

5-2.b(7) Surface Transportation 

Checkpoint YES NO 

Will the project cause a significant increase in surface traffic congestion or cause a 
degradation of level of service provided? 

The proposed project would not result in any changes to existing surface traffic.      

  

Will the project require a permanent road relocation or closure? If yes, describe the 
nature and extent of the relocation or closure and indicate if coordination with the 
agency responsible for the road and emergency services has occurred. 

 The proposed project would not require changes to any existing roads. 
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5-2.b(8) Noise 

Checkpoint YES NO 

Will the project result in an increase in aircraft operations, nighttime operations, or 
change aircraft fleet mix? 

The proposed project would not result in increased aircraft operations, nighttime 
operations, or a change in fleet mix.     

  

Will the project cause a change in airfield configuration, runway use, or flight 
patterns either during construction or after the project is implemented? 

The proposed project would not result in any changes to the existing airfield 
configuration, runway use, or flight patterns during construction or once the project 
is implemented.      

  

Does the forecast exceed 90,000 annual propeller operations, 700 annual jet 
operations or 10 daily helicopter operations or a combination of the above? If yes, a 
noise analysis may be required if the project would result in a change in operations. 

   

  

Has a noise analysis been conducted, including but not limited to generated noise 
contours, a specific point analysis, area equivalent method analysis, or other 
screening method. If yes, provide that documentation. 

 A noise analysis has not been conducted as the proposed project would not result 
in an increase in aircraft operations.    

  

Could the project have a significant impact (DNL 1.5 dB or greater increase) on noise 
levels over noise sensitive areas within the 65+ DNL noise contour? 

 The project would not result in a change to the airport operations; therefore, no 
changes to noise would occur.     

  

5-2.b(9) Air Quality 

Checkpoint YES NO 

Is the project located in a Clean Air Act non-attainment or maintenance area? 
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Checkpoint YES NO 

If yes, is it listed as exempt, presumed to conform or will emissions (including 
construction emissions) from the project be below de minimis levels (provide the 
paragraph citation for the exemption or presumed to conform list below, if 
applicable) Is the project accounted for in the State Implementation Plan or 
specifically exempted? Attach documentation.  

  

  

Does the project have the potential to increase landside or airside capacity, 
including an increase of surface vehicles? 

 The proposed project would not increase landside or airside capacity or result in an 
increase in surface vehicles as it would house existing equipment stored at the 
Airport.     

  

Could the project impact air quality or violate local, State, Tribal or Federal air 
quality standards under the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990 either during 
construction or operations? 

The proposed project would not change airport operational emissions but would 
generate emissions to construct the project. The emissions would be short-term, 
temporary, and localized to airport property.     

  

5-2.b (10) Water Quality 

Checkpoint YES NO 

Are there water resources within or near the project area? These include groundwater, 
surface water (lakes, rivers, etc.), sole source aquifers, and public water supply. If yes, 
provide a description of the resource, including the location (distance from project 
site, etc.). 

No water resources are located within or near the project area. The Airport’s well 
waters come from Denver basin aquifers (Dawson, Denver, Arapaho, & Laramie Fox-
Hills).  The Airport has a Determination of Water Rights for Denver, Arapaho, & 
Laramie Fox-Hills aquifers.  Ground water is under the jurisdiction of the Upper Black 
Squirrel Creek Ground Water Management District and all water flows south to the 
Arkansas, not north to the Platte(s).    

  

Will the project impact any of the identified water resources either during construction 
or operations? Describe any steps that will be taken to protect water resources during 
and after construction. 

The proposed project would maintain the existing flow of water at the Airport and 
design elements will be utilized to ensure water quality is maintained.     
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Checkpoint YES NO 

Will the project increase the amount or rate of stormwater runoff either during 
construction or during operations? Describe any steps that will be taken to ensure it 
will not impact water quality. 

The new SRE building will increase the amount of impervious surface at the Airport; 
however, it would be minimal when considering the Airport as a whole. The proposed 
project would maintain the existing flow of water at the Airport and design elements 
will be utilized to ensure water quality is maintained.     

  

Does the project have the potential to violate federal, state, tribal or local water 
quality standards established under the Clean Water and Safe Drinking Water Acts? 

The proposed project would follow all applicable federal, state, tribal, and local water 
quality standards. As such, the project does not have the potential to violate any water 
quality standards.     

  

Are any water quality related permits required? If yes, list the appropriate permits. 

No water quality related permits are required.   

  

5-2.b(11) Highly Controversial on Environmental Grounds 

Checkpoint YES NO 

Is the project highly controversial? The term “highly controversial” means a 
substantial dispute exists as to the size, nature, or effect of a proposed federal action. 
The effects of an action are considered highly controversial when reasonable 
disagreement exists over the project’s risks of causing environmental harm. Mere 
opposition to a project is not sufficient to be considered highly controversial on 
environmental grounds. Opposition on environmental grounds by a federal, state, or 
local government agency or by a tribe or a substantial number of the persons affected 
by the action should be considered in determining whether or not reasonable 
disagreement exists regarding the effects of a proposed action. 

There is no known opposition to the project, specifically on environmental grounds by 
a Federal, state, or local government, or by any substantial number of persons 
affected by the proposed project.      
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5-2.b(12) Inconsistent with Federal, State, Tribal or Local Law 

Checkpoint YES NO 

Will the project be inconsistent with plans, goals, policy, zoning, or local controls 
that have been adopted for the area in which the airport is located? 

The proposed project does not change the use of the property.     

  

Is the project incompatible with surrounding land uses?  

The proposed project does not change the use of the property.     

  

5-2 .b (13) Light Emissions, Visual Effects, and Hazardous Materials  

a. Light Emissions and Visual Effects YES NO 

Will the proposed project produce light emission impacts? 

The new SRE building would include basic exterior lighting. The lighting would be 
pointed downward to reduce light emissions; it is not anticipated that the minor 
increase in lighting would result in any significant increase in the Airport’s overall 
light emissions.    

  

Will there be visual or aesthetic impacts as a result of the proposed project and/or 
have there been concerns expressed about visual/aesthetic impacts? 

The SRE building will change the visual setting of the area; however, other similar 
industrial buildings are located in the area and no homes are adjacent to the project 
area. No concerns regarding visual impacts have been expressed.   

  

b. Hazardous Materials YES NO 

Does the project involve or affect hazardous materials?  

The project does not involve or affect known hazardous materials.   

  

Will construction take place in an area that contains or previously contained 
hazardous materials?  

No known hazardous materials are located in the project area.    

  

If the project involves land acquisition, is there a potential for this land to contain 
hazardous materials or contaminants? 

The project does not involve the acquisition of any land.      
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Will the proposed project produce hazardous and/or solid waste either during 
construction or after? If yes, how will the additional waste be handled? 

The proposed project would produce minimal construction related solid waste 
which would be hauled offsite. Once complete, all waste generated would be 
handled in the same manner that current waste is handled; through a waste 
removal contract.         

  

5-2 .b (14) Public Involvement 

Checkpoint YES NO 

Was there any public notification or involvement? If yes, provide documentation. 

 No public notification or involvement was completed as part of the proposed 
project as no opposition was known. 

  

5-2 .b (15) Indirect/Secondary/Induced Impacts  

Checkpoint YES NO 

Will the project result in indirect/secondary/induced impacts? 

It is not expected that the proposed project would result in indirect, secondary, or 
induced impacts.     

  

When considered with other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future 
projects, on or off airport property and regardless of funding source, would the 
proposed project result in a significant cumulative impact?  

The proposed project would not result in a significant impact. Thus, the proposed 
project would not result in any significant cumulative impacts when considered with 
past, present, and future actions.    
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Permits 

List any permits required for the proposed project that have not been previously discussed. Provide 

details on the status of permits. 

 Local building permits will be obtained by the contractor. No other permits are anticipated.  

Environmental Commitments 

List all measures and commitments made to avoid, minimize, mitigate, and compensate for impacts 

on the environment, which are needed for this project to qualify for a CATEX. 

 No environmental impacts found as a result of the proposed project; however, the following 
commitments have been made in the above paragraphs: 

1. Solid waste will be hauled off-site. 
2. The proposed project would follow all applicable federal, state, tribal, and local water 

quality standards. 
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FAA Decision 

Having reviewed the above information, it is the FAA’s decision that the proposed project (s) or 

development warrants environmental processing as indicated below. 

Name of Airport, LOC ID, and location: Meadow Lake Airport, FLY, Peyton, CO

Project Title: Construction of SRE Building

  No further NEPA review required. Project is categorically excluded per (cite applicable 

1050.1.F CATEX that applies): 5-6.4f      

..An Environmental Assessment (EA) is required. 

..An Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is required. 

..The following additional documentation is necessary for FAA to perform a complete 

environmental evaluation of the proposed project. 

Name: Title: 

Responsible FAA Official 

Signature: Date: 

X

Kandice Krull Environmental Protection Specialist

February 16, 2022



 
 

HISTORY COLORADO | 1200 BROADWAY | DENVER, CO 80203 | 303-447-8679 | HISTORYCOLORADO.ORG 

 

Kandice Krull 
Environmental Protection Specialist 
Denver Airports District Office 
Northwest Mountain Region  
Federal Aviation Administration 
26805 E. 68th Ave., Suite 224 
Denver, CO 80249 
 
RE: Documentation of Section 106 Finding of No Historic Properties Affected (36 CFR § 800.4(d)(1)) 
for the Meadow Lake Airport, Peyton, CO (HC# 80855)  
 
Dear Ms. Krull, 
 
We appreciate your correspondence dated and received by our office on January 10, 2022 requesting 
review of the above referenced undertaking under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act 
(NHPA) and its implementing regulations 36 CFR 800.   
 
The provided documentation and a review of orthoimagery show that the project location was heavily 
disturbed in 2013 as a result of construction activities.  Based on the documentation provided, we concur 
that your finding of no historic properties affected [36 CFR 800.4(d)(1)] is appropriate for the subject 
undertaking.   
 
Should unidentified archaeological resources be discovered in the course of the project, work must be 
interrupted until the resources have been evaluated in terms of the National Register eligibility criteria (36 
CFR 60.4) in consultation with our office pursuant to 36 CFR 800.13.  Also, should the consulted-upon 
scope of the work change, please contact our office for continued consultation under Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act.   
 
We request being involved in the consultation process with the local government, which as stipulated in 
36 CFR 800.3 is required to be notified of the undertaking, and with other consulting parties.  Additional 
information provided by the local government or consulting parties might cause our office to re-evaluate 
our eligibility and potential effect findings.  Please note that our compliance letter does not end the 30-day 
review period provided to other consulting parties. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment.  If you have any questions, please contact Matthew Marques, 
Section 106 Compliance Manager, at (303) 866-4678, or matthew.marques@state.co.us. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Dawn DiPrince 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
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Appendix B: USFWS IPaC Report 
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Appendix C: National Wetlands Inventory 



FLY_NWI

Source: Esri, Maxar, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus DS,
USDA, USGS, AeroGRID, IGN, and the GIS User Community
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Appendix D: FEMA Flood Map 
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MAP LEGEND
Area of Interest (AOI)

Area of Interest (AOI)

Soils
Soil Rating Polygons

Not prime farmland

All areas are prime 
farmland
Prime farmland if drained

Prime farmland if 
protected from flooding or 
not frequently flooded 
during the growing 
season
Prime farmland if irrigated

Prime farmland if drained 
and either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season
Prime farmland if irrigated 
and drained
Prime farmland if irrigated 
and either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season

Prime farmland if 
subsoiled, completely 
removing the root 
inhibiting soil layer
Prime farmland if irrigated 
and the product of I (soil 
erodibility) x C (climate 
factor) does not exceed 
60
Prime farmland if irrigated 
and reclaimed of excess 
salts and sodium
Farmland of statewide 
importance
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if drained
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if protected 
from flooding or not 
frequently flooded during 
the growing season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated

Farmland of statewide 
importance, if drained and 
either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated 
and drained
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated 
and either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if subsoiled, 
completely removing the 
root inhibiting soil layer
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated 
and the product of I (soil 
erodibility) x C (climate 
factor) does not exceed 
60

Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated 
and reclaimed of excess 
salts and sodium
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if drained or 
either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if warm 
enough, and either 
drained or either 
protected from flooding or 
not frequently flooded 
during the growing 
season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if warm 
enough
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if thawed
Farmland of local 
importance
Farmland of local 
importance, if irrigated

Farmland of unique 
importance
Not rated or not 
available

Soil Rating Lines
Not prime farmland

All areas are prime 
farmland
Prime farmland if 
drained
Prime farmland if 
protected from flooding 
or not frequently flooded 
during the growing 
season
Prime farmland if 
irrigated
Prime farmland if 
drained and either 
protected from flooding 
or not frequently flooded 
during the growing 
season
Prime farmland if 
irrigated and drained
Prime farmland if 
irrigated and either 
protected from flooding 
or not frequently flooded 
during the growing 
season
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Prime farmland if 
subsoiled, completely 
removing the root 
inhibiting soil layer
Prime farmland if irrigated 
and the product of I (soil 
erodibility) x C (climate 
factor) does not exceed 
60
Prime farmland if irrigated 
and reclaimed of excess 
salts and sodium
Farmland of statewide 
importance
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if drained
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if protected 
from flooding or not 
frequently flooded during 
the growing season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated

Farmland of statewide 
importance, if drained and 
either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated 
and drained
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated 
and either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if subsoiled, 
completely removing the 
root inhibiting soil layer
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated 
and the product of I (soil 
erodibility) x C (climate 
factor) does not exceed 
60

Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated 
and reclaimed of excess 
salts and sodium
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if drained or 
either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if warm 
enough, and either 
drained or either 
protected from flooding or 
not frequently flooded 
during the growing 
season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if warm 
enough
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if thawed
Farmland of local 
importance
Farmland of local 
importance, if irrigated

Farmland of unique 
importance
Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Points
Not prime farmland

All areas are prime 
farmland
Prime farmland if drained

Prime farmland if 
protected from flooding or 
not frequently flooded 
during the growing 
season
Prime farmland if irrigated

Prime farmland if drained 
and either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season
Prime farmland if irrigated 
and drained
Prime farmland if irrigated 
and either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season

Prime farmland if 
subsoiled, completely 
removing the root 
inhibiting soil layer
Prime farmland if 
irrigated and the product 
of I (soil erodibility) x C 
(climate factor) does not 
exceed 60
Prime farmland if 
irrigated and reclaimed 
of excess salts and 
sodium
Farmland of statewide 
importance
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if drained
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if protected 
from flooding or not 
frequently flooded during 
the growing season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated

Farmland Classification—El Paso County Area, Colorado
(FLY Soil Map)

Natural Resources
Conservation Service

Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey

11/29/2021
Page 3 of 5



Farmland of statewide 
importance, if drained and 
either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated 
and drained
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated 
and either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if subsoiled, 
completely removing the 
root inhibiting soil layer
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated 
and the product of I (soil 
erodibility) x C (climate 
factor) does not exceed 
60

Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated 
and reclaimed of excess 
salts and sodium
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if drained or 
either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if warm 
enough, and either 
drained or either 
protected from flooding or 
not frequently flooded 
during the growing 
season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if warm 
enough
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if thawed
Farmland of local 
importance
Farmland of local 
importance, if irrigated

Farmland of unique 
importance
Not rated or not available

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: El Paso County Area, Colorado
Survey Area Data: Version 19, Aug 31, 2021

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

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: Sep 11, 2018—Oct 
20, 2018

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Farmland Classification

Map unit symbol Map unit name Rating Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

19 Columbine gravelly 
sandy loam, 0 to 3 
percent slopes

Not prime farmland 4.5 100.0%

Totals for Area of Interest 4.5 100.0%

Description

Farmland classification identifies map units as prime farmland, farmland of 
statewide importance, farmland of local importance, or unique farmland. It 
identifies the location and extent of the soils that are best suited to food, feed, 
fiber, forage, and oilseed crops. NRCS policy and procedures on prime and 
unique farmlands are published in the "Federal Register," Vol. 43, No. 21, 
January 31, 1978.

Rating Options

Aggregation Method: No Aggregation Necessary

Tie-break Rule: Lower
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