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STATE OF COLORADO  
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Region 3 
222 South Sixth Street, Room 317 
Grand Junction, CO  81501-2769 

 
 
November 4, 2011 

Mark Wolfe or Ms. Amy Pallante 
Colorado Historical Society 
Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservation 
1200 Broadway  
Denver, CO  80203 
 
 
Re: Colorado Department of Transportation, Region 3 
 SH 82 Grand Avenue Bridge Project 
 Agency Scoping Meeting 
 
Dear Mr. Wolfe or Ms. Pallante: 
 
The Colorado Department of Transportation in conjunction with the Federal Highway Administration, is 
preparing an Environmental Assessment to study transportation improvements to address the functionally 
obsolete Grand Avenue Bridge on SH 82 that connects Glenwood Springs across the Colorado River. 
 
We have scheduled a resource agency scoping meeting on November 15, 2010, from 1:00 p.m. until 
3:00 p.m. to be held at the Glenwood Community Center on 100 Wulfsohn Road (see map below). At 
the meeting, we will provide information on the project purpose and need, a preliminary assessment of 
environmental issues present within the study area, and a project schedule. We would like to hear from 
you about any issues of concern or areas of analysis you believe will require special consideration as we 
move forward with this project. We will also ask for your help in identifying the resources that should be 
evaluated for cumulative effects. 
 
Please respond to Jim Clarke at 303-820-5218 or jim.clarke@jacobs.com about your availability. If you 
are unable to attend, please designate another person from your agency to attend. Alternately, you are 
invited to submit written scoping comments by December 1, 2010, to Mr. Clarke at Jacobs, 707 17th 
Street, Suite 2300, Denver, CO 80202. 
 
We look forward to seeing you or your representative on November 15, 2010. If you have any questions, 
please feel free to call Jim Clarke at 303-820-5218. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
 
Josh Cullen  
CDOT Project Manager 
 
cc: Eva LaDow, FHWA 
 Tammie Smith, CDOT – Region 3 
 C. Gaskill, Jacobs 
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STATE OF COLORADO  
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Region 3 
222 South Sixth Street, Room 317 
Grand Junction, CO  81501-2769 

 
 
November 4, 2011 

Cindy Hines 
Frontier Historical Society 
1001 Colorado Avenue  
Glenwood Springs, CO  81601 
 
 
Re: Colorado Department of Transportation, Region 3 
 SH 82 Grand Avenue Bridge Project 
 Agency Scoping Meeting 
 
Dear Ms. Hines: 
 
The Colorado Department of Transportation in conjunction with the Federal Highway Administration, is 
preparing an Environmental Assessment to study transportation improvements to address the functionally 
obsolete Grand Avenue Bridge on SH 82 that connects Glenwood Springs across the Colorado River. 
 
We have scheduled a resource agency scoping meeting on November 15, 2010, from 1:00 p.m. until 
3:00 p.m. to be held at the Glenwood Community Center on 100 Wulfsohn Road (see map below). At 
the meeting, we will provide information on the project purpose and need, a preliminary assessment of 
environmental issues present within the study area, and a project schedule. We would like to hear from 
you about any issues of concern or areas of analysis you believe will require special consideration as we 
move forward with this project. We will also ask for your help in identifying the resources that should be 
evaluated for cumulative effects. 
 
Please respond to Jim Clarke at 303-820-5218 or jim.clarke@jacobs.com about your availability. If you 
are unable to attend, please designate another person from your agency to attend. Alternately, you are 
invited to submit written scoping comments by December 1, 2010, to Mr. Clarke at Jacobs, 707 17th 
Street, Suite 2300, Denver, CO 80202. 
 
We look forward to seeing you or your representative on November 15, 2010. If you have any questions, 
please feel free to call Jim Clarke at 303-820-5218. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
 
Josh Cullen  
CDOT Project Manager 
 
cc: Eva LaDow, FHWA 
 Tammie Smith, CDOT – Region 3 
 C. Gaskill, Jacobs 
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Meeting Minutes 
 
Project: CDOT Region 3—SH 82 Grand Avenue Bridge 
 
Purpose: Define the APE and discuss Survey Needs 
 
Date Held: February 7, 2012 
 
Location: CHS, Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservation, 1200 Broadway, Denver 
 
Attendees:  
 CDOT: Lisa Schoch 
 CHS: Amy Pallante 
 Hermsen Consultants: Gail Keeley 
 Jacobs: Jim Clarke 
 
Copies: File 
 
 

SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION: 
 
The purpose of the meeting was to define the APE and discuss survey needs.  Jim provided a 
general overview of the project.  Gail briefly descried the historic properties within the APE.   
 
 
1. There are two field eligible historic districts in the study area - - the Hot Springs District and 

the Downtown district.   Neither of them have had an official determination of eligibility.  
Lisa and Amy both felt that this project would provide a good opportunity to look at the 
boundaries of those potential districts.  The Hot Springs District boundaries currently 
include the Hotel Colorado, the Hot Springs Lodge and the D & RG Railroad station on the 
south side of the river.  The bridge is within this district.  However, the bridge was built in 
1953 and is not within the period of significance for the Hot Springs.   

2. Gail said that the properties along Grand Ave. were most intact in the 700 block and that 
there were many buildings of varying ages and architectural styles in the 800 and 900 blocks 
of Grand Ave.  The City has never designated any historic districts.   Amy said that for the 
purposes of Section 106 review, we could consider a commercial downtown district even 
though the city hasn’t designated one.  That way we could assess impacts to the district. 

3. A discussion ensued on survey needs.  Gail described how most of the properties on Grand 
Ave. had previously been surveyed.  Some surveys were prepared in 1981 on the pink and 
green survey forms and other surveys were prepared in the late 1990’s.  The 1981 surveys 

3



Meeting Minutes 
SH 82 Grand Avenue Bridge— APE Meeting 
February 7, 2012 
Page 2 of 2 

 
 

 

did not include much information whereas the late 1990’s surveys were very complete.  
Amy felt that new survey forms should be prepared for all of the 1981 surveys and that re-
visitation forms could be prepared for the more complete surveys that had been prepared in 
the late 1990’s.  It was agreed the main survey effort would be in the 700 block of Grand 
Ave. since the bridge touchdown would be within that block.  Surveys would also be 
prepared on the north side of the Colorado River along 6th St. to the west of the Hot Springs 
Pool.    

4. A discussion followed on boundaries for the Area of Potential Effects (APE).  Since there are 
two potential historic districts in the area, it was agreed that the boundary for the APE 
should generally follow the boundaries of those districts.  There is the possibility that the 
bridge structure may curve to the west on the north side of the river in order to make a 
better connection to I-70.  A potential APE line was drawn to include the area to the west of 
the hot springs district.  The parking lot for the hot springs is included within the APE.  The 
APE line may be revised depending on the actual definition of the boundaries for the 
historic districts.  

5. Current options under consideration include one-way couplets on Grand Ave. and 
Colorado Ave. or on Grand Ave. and Cooper Ave.  It is likely that the new bridge will span 
the entire river. Level II and Level III screening of alternatives will take place in the 
upcoming months.   The preferred alternative will be selected by August 2012.  Amy would 
like all the alternatives considered described in CDOT’s letter to the SHPO requesting their 
determination of eligibility and effects. 
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From: Rachel Parris <rparris@coloradopreservation.org> 
Date: Mon, Sep 15, 2014 at 1:29 PM 
Subject: Re: Additional Information Project FBR 0821-094 
To: lisa.schoch@state.co.us 
 

Lisa, 

  

Thank you for the additional information/update regarding the pedestrian bridge and effects to 
one of the historic railroad segments associated with the Grand Avenue Bridge Replacement 
Project Environmental Assessment, Glenwood Springs. 

  

After review of the materials CPI is comfortable with the determinations outlined in the report 
and has no additional comment. 

  

Best, 

  

Rachel Parris 

Projects Manager, Colorado Preservation, Inc.  

1420 Ogden Street, Suite 104 

Denver, CO 80218 

Phone: 303-893-4260, Ext. 236 

Visit us at www.ColoradoPreservation.org 

  

Become a member today and help us build a future with historic places! 
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FINAL Meeting Minutes 
 
Project: CDOT Region 3—SH 82 Grand Avenue Bridge 
 
Purpose: Wildlife and Aquatic Species Construction Recommendations 
 
Date Held: October 25, 2012 
 
Location: Teleconference 
 
Attendees: 
 CPW: Dan Cacho, Kendall Bakich 
 Jacobs: Sandy Beazley, Samantha Clark 
 
 
Copies: Attendees, File  
 
 

SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION: 

INTRODUCTIONS 
Attendees introduced themselves. 

PROJECT OVERVIEW 
Sandy Beazley provided an overview of the project.  The existing Grand Avenue bridge on State 
Highway 82 in Glenwood Springs across the Colorado River is in poor condition. CDOT R3 has 
initiated an Environmental Assessment (EA) to study improvements to the bridge. 
 
The purpose of this teleconference was to obtain input from Colorado Parks and Wildlife (CPW) 
and recommendations regarding construction timing in regard to wildlife fisheries.  

SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION 
Kendall Bakich aquatic species in the segment of the Colorado River that present concerns in 
regards to spawning in the Colorado River include the following: 
 

 Rainbow trout, which spawn in the spring 
 Brown trout, which spawn in late fall 

 
Fine sediment is the primary threat to spawning from construction. Fine sediment can cover 
redds and substrate, thereby smothering eggs and/or fry.  Based on the spawning habits of both 
of these fish August through mid-October is the primary time that construction can occur 
without threatening redds and/or fry.  
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There is flexibility in this construction window, but modifying construction timing will require 
sediment BMPs to be used to minimize impacts. One advantage of a spring construction is the 
high flow rates which provide a naturally elevated sediment load. As a result, additional 
sediment produced by construction is less likely to stress fish. 
 
The use of a clear span bridge minimizes the potential for sediment release. The demolition of 
the existing bridge, including removal of the pier located in the river, have the potential to 
introduce sediment to the river.  The use of pads for crane and any other elements for 
construction staging are encouraged since it keeps equipment out of the riverbed and 
minimizes sediment/substrate disturbance. 
 
The project will mitigate any impacts to riparian vegetation. Any increase in vegetation cover is 
encouraged and other creative measures, such as improving fringe wetlands or removing 
tamarisk and Russian olive, is favorable. In addition, if there are extra materials, specifically 
boulders, these could be used to enhance fish habitat in the river channel, as was done on a 
project at the 27th Street Bridge. 
 
CPW is interested in additional access to the river, but acknowledge the challenges in the 
project area due to the constraints posed by the proximity of the railroad and I-70 to the river.  
We did discuss the potential for pedestrian and cyclists improvements at the intersection of US 
6 and SH 82, which would improve connectivity between 6th Street and Two Rivers Park. 
 
In addition to fish, Dan Cacho noted that river otters do occur in the Colorado River, including 
areas immediately north of the project.  The river otter is a species of state concern. CPW has 
requested that while future monitoring for the river otter is planned, it would be appreciated if 
we complete monitoring for the river otter in the vicinity of the project.  
 
Bighorn sheep wintering ground is located north of the project area and would not be impacted 
by the project. 
 
Bear are found in town so bear-specific BMPs should be used during construction. This includes 
bear proof trashcans and education of contractor staff to properly dispose of food waste or any 
other bear attractants.  
 
 CPW has requested that pier design on the banks not effect channel mechanics, which is 
something the USACE will also require.  
 

ACTION ITEMS 
Jacobs to request a species list from CPW by letter.  
 
J:\_Transportation\WVXX1306_GrandAve\meetings\CDOT\Scoping Meeting_110311\SH 82 Grand Ave_CDOT EPB Scoping FINAL Meeting 
Minutes_110311.doc 
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Meeting Minutes 
 
Project: CDOT Region 3—SH 82 Grand Avenue Bridge 
 
Purpose: Wildlife and Aquatic Species Construction Recommendations 
 
Date Held: March 6, 2013 
 
Location: Colorado Parks and Wildlife Offices: West Glenwood 
 
Attendees: CPW: Dan Cacho 
 CDOT: Mike Vanderhoof 
 Jacobs: Jim Clarke 
 TSH: Clint Krajnik 
 
 
Copies: Attendees, File 
 
 

SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION: 

INTRODUCTIONS 
Attendees introduced themselves. 

OVERVIEW 
1. Mike and Jim updated Dan on the project status and reviewed highlights of the 

teleconference held in October 2012 with Colorado Parks and Wildlife (CPW).   This meeting 
continued the discussions with CPW on construction activities, potential effects to wildlife 
and fisheries, and other related items. 

SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION 
1. Clint provided a graphic showing approximate locations of causeways that would be placed 

in the river to allow for bridge demolition and construction.  Causeways on both sides of the 
river would be linked with temporary bridges. Causeways would be sized and placed to 
allow adequate hydraulic passage. August to September is the optimal time for in-stream 
construction, so Dan recommended construction and removal of the causeways during this 
time.  

2. Dan asked about construction duration and when construction might start.  A construction 
start of Fall 2014 is possible.  Construction likely will occur over two years.   During Spring 
high flows, Dan recommended armoring the causeways for protection and removing all 
equipment, but keeping the causeways in-place over the course of construction. However, 
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the causeways (or part of causeways) might need to be removed prior to the Spring high 
water, depending on the results of the hydraulic analysis the Study team will conduct.  

3. All construction activities need to seek to minimize sediment/substrate disturbance. CDOT 
is in the process of hiring a contractor so more construction details will be forthcoming. 

4. Jim provided construction specifications from the Dotsero Bridge project to minimize effects 
to fish species (see appendix). Dan is familiar with this project since it falls within his 
territory, and indicated the same or very similar specs would apply to the Grand Avenue 
Bridge project.  

5. Jim mentioned that, for the I-70 Twin Tunnels project, CPW conducted pre-construction 
monitoring to determine if trout were spawning in the project area.  Don will check with 
Kendall Bakick, CPW aquatic biologist, about monitoring.  (Note:  After the meeting, Dan 
emailed indicating that CPW has not done any spawning fish surveys in the Grand Ave. 
Bridge construction area recently but plan to survey that stretch in a few weeks.  CPW will 
provide the results.)  

6. Dan asked about rafters and kayakers during construction.  The Study team would 
coordinate with the rafting companies about construction activities and develop a plan for 
individual or private boaters.    

7. Mike confirmed the river will be clear spanned and the existing in-stream pier removed.  

8. Since construction may require moving boulders in the river, some in-stream habitat 
improvements could occur as part of the project.  Dan will get input from Kendall on this 
matter.   

9. Dan recommended removing invasive species such as tamarisk during construction.  This is 
common practice, and the Study team will coordinate with CPW on the revegetation plan.  

10. Jim followed up on a previous CPW comment about possible presence of river otters, a 
species of state concern.  CPW is unsure about otter activity. The Study team will survey for 
possible otter presence while conducting its field work.  

11. Migratory Birds:  The Study team will conduct a nesting survey and coordinate with CPW. 
Dan can’t envision any nests that would require buffer restrictions since any nesting birds 
would be acclimated to the urban environment.   

12. Jim mentioned Utes Ladies Tress Orchid was located near the confluence area and the Study 
team plans to survey for this species.  He will provide more details (e.g. location, size, etc.) 

13. Dan asked about opportunities to improve river access and recreation opportunities on the 
south side.  Although this is challenging due to the railroad’s location and property 
ownership, Dan would like to broach the subject with the UPRR.   The Study team has been 
in contact with the railroad regarding the project and Jim will provide Dan with UPRR 
contact information. 
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ACTION ITEMS 
1. Dan to get input from Kendall on potential for in-stream habitat improvements. 

2. Jim to provide details on Utes Ladies Tress Orchid community located near the confluence 
area. 

3. Jim to provide Dan with UPRR contact information. 
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Appendix A: Dotsero Bridge Spawning Season Specifications 

 
From Commencement and Completion of Work Spec: 
 
Temporary river access shall not be constructed or remain in the river during anticipated high 
water from March 1 until water elevation drops below the normal high water elevation of 6138 
or as approved by the Engineer. 
 
Construction activities or equipment shall not work in flowing water or disturb sediment 
during recognized spawning seasons as follows: 

                Rainbow Trout March 1 – May 31 
                                Brown Trout Oct. 1 – Nov. 30 
 
 
REVISION OF SECTION 208  - WATER CONTROL SPEC 
 
SEDIMENT CONTROL 
The Contractor shall minimize sediment entrainment within the river flow and the diversion 
channels through use of protected control structures.  Such protection shall consist of, but not 
necessarily be limited to, geotextiles fabrics, riprap, and conduits. 
 
In no instance shall construction activities or equipment be allowed to work in flowing water 
during recognized spawning seasons or any other time not approved by the Engineer.  See 
commencement and completion of work for additional information. 
 
MEASUREMENT AND PAYMENT 
Payment will be full compensation for all work necessary to complete the temporary access into 
the river, including all measures implemented to protect the work and minimize sediment 
entrainment in the river, including but not limited to temporary shoring, diversion berms 
(earthen, sheet pile or other), earthwork, temporary low flow crossings, geotextile fabrics, 
riprap, dewatering wells, pumps, associated grading, and all work associated with temporary 
wetland vegetation protection and cleanup. 
 
The cost of temporary access and cofferdams in the river shall be based on an average water 
surface elevation of 6136 feet between the new and existing bridges.  Actual water elevations in 
excess of 6136 feet will require additional costs to construct higher access roads and 
cofferdams.  Scheduling around the fall 2013 spawning season for bridge demolition may 
require additional costs for remobilization to construct access and demolish the bridge.The 
following risk pool (Access Risk Pool) has been established to allow compensation for these 
additional costs. 
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Ms. Alison Dean‐Michael  
US Fish and Wildlife Service 
PO Box 25486, DFC (MS 65412) 
Denver, CO 80225 
Attn: Alison 
 
RE:  Federally Listed Species Assessment for Informal Section 7 Consultation for the Grand Avenue 

Bridge Replacement Project 
 
Dear Ms. Dean‐Michael: 
 
This letter contains the list and analysis of federally threatened, endangered, and candidate species that 
may occur in the Grand Avenue Bridge Replacement study area. This list, which is attached and shows 
the study area, was determined using the USFWS ECOS‐IPaC website on April 17, 2013. 
 
The Grand Avenue Bridge serves as a vital link of State Highway 82 (SH 82) across the Colorado River, 
Interstate 70 (I‐70), and the Union Pacific Railroad.  It connects downtown Glenwood Springs and the 
Roaring Fork Valley with the historic Hot Springs, iconic Hotel Colorado, and I‐70.  The purpose of the 
project is to provide a safe, secure, and effective connection, thereby maintaining this route. To achieve 
this, the existing vehicle and pedestrian bridges will be replaced and connectivity to these bridges will be 
improved (see attached map).  
 
Per the USFWS ECOS system, ten federally listed species were identified with the potential to occur in 
the study area.  The study team conducted surveys in May and November 2013 to evaluate the presence 
or absence of suitable habitat for the below‐listed species within the study area. The results of this 
survey are shown in Table 1. 
 

Table 1. Federally Listed Species Potentially Found in the Study Area 
Species Status Potential to Occur in the Study Area  

Mammals 
Canada lynx 
Lynx canadensis 

FT No—Lack of suitable habitat and prey species, as well as the proximity 
of residential and commercial development indicate that Canada lynx 
would not be present in the study area. 

North American wolverine 
Gulo gulo luscus  

FC No— Lack of suitable habitat and prey species, as well as the proximity 
of residential and commercial development indicate that wolverine 
would not be present in the study area. 

Birds 
Greater Sage-Grouse 
Centrocercus urophasianus 

FC No—Lack of suitable in habitat, as there are no sagebrush flats or rolling 
sagebrush hills present in the study area.  

Mexican Spotted Owl 
Strix occidentalis lucida 

FT No—Lack of suitable habitat, as there are no mixed conifer forests and 
rocky canyons within the study area. 

Western Yellow-Billed Cuckoo 
Coccyzus americanus 

FC No— The narrow, steep banks between the Colorado River and I-70 are 
steep with “rip-rap” for soil stabilization and river channelization. Both 
hydrology and vegetation are highly altered in the riparian corridor 
adjacent to the study area. Native vegetation is largely absent with 
Siberian elm, tamarisk, and ash composing the majority of the study 
area’s canopy. No mature cottonwood or willows are present. 

                     Fish 
Bonytail chub 
Gila elegans 

FE Unlikely-Bonytail chub is historically known to the Colorado River Basin 
though considered “functionally extinct” by the USFWS. According to the 
species’ ECOS profile, bonytail chub may occur in Mesa, Moffat, and 
Saguache Counties, Colorado though not Garfield County where the 

193



Table 1. Federally Listed Species Potentially Found in the Study Area 
Species Status Potential to Occur in the Study Area  

study area is located.  
Colorado pikeminnow 
Ptychocheilus lucius 

FE Unlikely-Colorado pikeminnow are historically known to the Colorado 
River in Garfield County where the study area is located. However, this 
fish requires muddy, slower-flowing riverine habitat. The Colorado River 
in the study area is a high-gradient, relatively clear stretch.  

Humpback chub 
Gila cypha 

FE Unlikely-According to the species’ ECOS profile, humpback chub may 
occur in Mesa, Moffat, and Saguache Counties, Colorado though not 
Garfield County where the study area is located.  

Razorback sucker 
Xyrauchen texanus 

FE Unlikely-According to the species’ ECOS profile, razorback sucker is 
historically known to the Colorado River in Garfield County, where the 
study area is located. However, the nearest currently known population 
lies roughly 90 river miles downstream of the study area in an off-
channel pond near Grand Junction, Colorado.  

Plants 
Ute ladies’-tresses orchid 
Spiranthes diluvialis 

FT No—The long-altered hydrology found in the study area does not 
provide Spiranthes habitat.  This stretch of the Colorado River is 
channelized with steep, “rip-rap” covered banks. CDOT is aware of a 
Spiranthes population located west of the study area downstream from 
the confluence of the Colorado and Roaring Fork River. 

Source: USFWES ECOS 
FE = Federally Endangered, FT = Federally Threatened, FC = Federal Candidate 
  
 
As shown in Table 1, there are no federally listed terrestrial species anticipated to occur in the study 
area.  The combination of unsuitable habitat and historical population records indicate that the four fish 
species mentioned above are unlikely to occur in the Colorado River near the study area.  Therefore, it is 
our opinion that the project will have no effect on any species protected by the Endangered Species Act. 
As such, we hereby request USFWS concurrence of this determination, and the need for no additional 
consultation.  
 
If USFWS requires further information or has questions pertaining to our determinations, please do not 
hesitate to contact me at (303) 512‐4959 or jeff.peterson@state.co.us. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Jeff Peterson 
CDOT Wildlife Program Manager 
 
 
 
Cc. Mike Vanderhoof, CDOT 
      Jim Clarke, Jacobs 
 
 
Attachment 
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Knowledge to Go Places 

May 9, 2013 
 
Dan Soucy 
Biologist/Environmental Scientist 
JACOBS 
707 17th St. 
Denver, CO 80202 
 
Dear Dan: 
 
The Colorado Natural Heritage Program (CNHP) is in receipt of your request for information regarding the 
Grand Avenue Bridge located in Glenwood Springs, Colorado. In response, I have searched our Biodiversity 
Tracking and Conservation System (BIOTICS) for natural heritage elements (occurrences of significant 
natural communities and rare, threatened or endangered plants and animals) documented from the vicinity of 
the area specified in your request, specifically within a two-mile radius of the bridge footprint.  
 
The enclosed report describes natural heritage resources known from this area and gives location (by 
Township, Range, and Section), precision information, and the date of last observation of the element at that 
location.  This report includes elements known to occur within the specified project site, as well as elements 
known from similar landscapes near the site.  Please note that “precision” reflects the resolution of original 
data.  For example, an herbarium record from “4 miles east of Colorado Springs” provides much less spatial 
information than a topographic map showing the exact location of the occurrence.  “Precision” codes of 
Seconds, Minutes, and General are defined in the footer of the enclosed report. 
 
The report also outlines the status of known elements.  We have included status according to Natural Heritage 
Program methodology and legal status under state and federal statutes.  Natural Heritage ranks are 
standardized across the Heritage Program network, and are assigned for global and state levels of rarity.  They 
range from “1” for critically imperiled or extremely rare elements, to “5” for those that are demonstrably 
secure.  
 
You may notice that some occurrences do not have sections listed.  Those species have been designated as 
“sensitive” due to their rarity and threats by human activity.  Peregrine falcons, for example, are susceptible to 
human breeders removing falcon eggs from their nests.  For these species, CNHP does not normally provide 
location information beyond township and range.  Please contact us should you require more detailed 
information for sensitive occurrences. 
 
There is one CNHP designated Potential Conservation Area (PCA) and no Network of Conservation Areas 
(NCA) that overlap with the search area (see enclosed PDF site report and ArcGIS shapefile).  In order to 
successfully protect populations or occurrences, it is necessary to delineate conservation areas.  These 
conservation areas focus on capturing the ecological processes that are necessary to support the continued 
existence of a particular element of natural heritage significance.  Conservation areas may include a single 
occurrence of a rare element or a suite of rare elements or significant features. 
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The goal of the process is to identify a land area that can provide the habitat and ecological processes upon 
which a particular element or suite of elements depends for their continued existence.  The best available 
knowledge of each species' life history is used in conjunction with information about topographic, geomorphic, 
and hydrologic features, vegetative cover, as well as current and potential land uses.  The proposed boundary 
does not automatically exclude all activity.  It is hypothesized that some activities will cause degradation to the 
element or the process on which they depend, while others will not.  Consideration of specific activities or land 
use changes proposed within or adjacent to the preliminary conservation planning boundary should be 
carefully considered and evaluated for their consequences to the element on which the conservation unit is 
based. 
 
The Colorado Division of Wildlife has legal authority over wildlife in the state.  CDOW would therefore be 
responsible for the evaluation of and final decisions regarding any potential effects a proposed project may 
have on wildlife.  If you would like more specific information regarding these or other vertebrate species in the 
vicinity of the area of interest, please contact the Colorado Division of Wildlife. 
 
The information contained herein represents the results of a search of Colorado Natural Heritage Program's 
(CNHP) Biodiversity Tracking and Conservation System (BIOTICS), and can be used as notice to anticipate 
possible impacts or identify areas of interest.  Care should be taken in interpreting these data.  Sensitive 
elements are currently known from within the vicinity of the project area, and as always, other undocumented 
elements may also exist (see enclosed species PDF report).  We also searched our watch-listed species 
observation database and found additional records for the Colorado Springs site (see enclosed PDF 
observations report).  Please note that the absence of data for a particular area, species, or habitat does not 
necessarily mean that these natural heritage resources do not occur on or adjacent to the project site, rather that 
our files do not currently contain information to document their presence.  CNHP information should not 
replace field studies necessary for more localized planning efforts, especially if impacts to wildlife habitat are 
possible.   
 
Although every attempt is made to provide the most current and precise information possible, please be aware 
that some of our sources provide a higher level of accuracy than others, and some interpretation may be 
required.  CNHP's data system is constantly updated and revised.  Please contact CNHP for an update or 
assistance with interpretation of this natural heritage information. 
 
The data contained in the report is the product and property of the Colorado Natural Heritage Program 
(CNHP), a sponsored program at Colorado State University (CSU).  The data contained herein are provided on 
an as is, as available basis without warranties of any kind, expressed or implied, including (but not limited to) 
warranties of merchantability, fitness for a particular purpose, and non-infringement.  CNHP, CSU and the 
state of Colorado further expressly disclaim any warranty that the data are error free or current as of the date 
supplied. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Michael Menefee 
Environmental Review Coordinator 
 
Enc. 
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CNHP Observation Report

Source Feature ID: Shape ID: 2,733  31,145

Element Global ID:AFCJC02110Elcode:  6,250 Element Subnational ID:  23,002

Global Scientific Name: Catostomus latipinnis

G3G4Global Imperilment Rank:

Subnational Scientific Name: Catostomus latipinnis

Subnational Imperilement Rank: S3

State Common Name: Flannelmouth Sucker

Element Protection Status

CNHP Sensitive Element:State Prot Status:Fed ESA Status:

 - No - 

Sensitive Status on:

USFS managed lands

BLM managed lands

EO Information
Source Feature Identifiers

Source Feature Descriptor:  -

Source Feature Locator:  -

Conceptual Source Feature Type:  Point

Locational Uncertainty Type:  Negligible Locational Uncertainty Distance Class:  -

Locational Uncertainty Distance:  -

Mapping 
Digitizing Base:  1:24,000 Quad - Digital

Digitizing Comments:  -

Mapping Comments:  -

Observations

Observer Obs Date Observation Data
Green, Larry 1983-04-13 70% of suckers sited were flannelmouths.

Copyright © 2013.  Colorado State University.  Colorado Natural Heritage Program.  All Rights Reserved.

5/9/2013 1Print Date: Page:
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Level 2 Potential Conservation Area (PCA) Report
No Name CreekName Site Code S.USCOHP*21717

IDENTIFIERS

Site ID  121 Site Class PCA

Site Alias None

Network of Conservation Areas (NCA)

NCA Site ID NCA Site NameNCA Site Code

 - No Data

Site Relations No Data

LOCATORS

United StatesNation 393721NLatitude

ColoradoState Longitude 1071742W

Quad NameQuad Code

Glenwood Springs39107-E3

Carbonate39107-F3

County

Garfield (CO)

Watershed Code Watershed Name

14010001 Colorado headwaters

14010005 Colorado headwaters-Plateau

SITE DESCRIPTION

 1,829.00 6,000.00 MetersFeetMinimum Elevation

Maximum Elevation Feet Meters 10,700.00  3,261.00

Site Description

This is a very large site that encompasses the entire watershed for No Name Creek, which is used by the City 

of Glenwood Springs for their city water supply. The lower reach of the creek is dominated by a dense and 

diverse overstory of trees and shrubs including narrowleaf cottonwood ( Populus angustifolia), Douglas-fir 

(Pseudotsuga menziesii), river birch (Betula occidentalis), red-osier dogwood (Cornus sericea), black 

twinberry (Lonicera involucrata), Rocky Mountain maple (Acer glabrum), and thimbleberry (Rubus 

parviflorum). Upland slopes along the lower reach are very steep and mainly covered with scattered 

Douglas-fir. A globally imperiled community consisting of aspen (Populus tremuloides) and sticky-laurel 

(Ceanothus velutinus) is found near the top of the ridge on the east-facing slopes. Non-native species such 

as orchard grass (Dactylis glomerata) and Kentucky bluegrass (Poa pratensis) are fairly abundant in this 

area. Upstream, above the narrow limestone canyon (approx. 6 miles), the vegetation changes to a riparian 

system more typical of subalpine environments. These subalpine areas have gentler upland slopes 

dominated by Engelmann spruce (Picea engelmannii) and aspen (Populus tremuloides). The riparian areas 

are dominated by Drummond's willow (Salix drummondiana), planeleaf willow (S. planifolia), and a variety of 

herbaceous species. About 3 miles upstream from the mouth of No Name Creek, an aqueduct dumps water 

from nearby Grizzly Creek to the east, into No Name Creek to supplement Glenwood Springs' city water 

supply. Soils are not mapped by the county soil survey. The U.S. Forest Service in Glenwood Springs may 

have soil maps for this area. This site contains a long and extensive riparian area with a high cover of woody 

vegetation plus numerous subalpine meadows and ponds, thus the capacity of this wetland to perform flood 

attenuation and bank stabilization may be good. The diversity of habitats, including scrub-shrub, forested, and 

emergent wetlands, provide excellent habitat for avian species and large and small mammals. Excellent 

vegetation structure along the creek provides shade and woody debris and thus excellent fish habitat.

Key Environmental Factors

No Data

Climate Description

No Data

Land Use History

No Data

Cultural Features

No Data

Copyright © 2013.  Colorado State University.  Colorado Natural Heritage Program.  All Rights Reserved.

Print Date 5/8/2013 1
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Level 2 Potential Conservation Area (PCA) Report
No Name CreekName Site Code S.USCOHP*21717

SITE DESIGN

Y - Yes 01/15/2001Mapped DateSite Map

Designer Rocchio, F.J.

Boundary Justification

The boundary encompasses the entire No Name Creek watershed and thus, ensures continued hydrological 

flow and allows natural fluvial processes to dynamically maintain the riparian plant communities.

Primary Area  7,880.15 Acres  3,189.00 Hectares

SITE SIGNIFICANCE

Biodiversity Significance Rank B2: Very High Biodiversity Significance

Biodiversity Significance Comments

This site supports one good (B-ranked) occurrence of the globally imperiled (G2/S2) aspen / sticky-laurel 

(Populus tremuloides / Ceanothus velutinus) forest, one good (B-ranked) occurrence of the state rare 

(G4/S3) narrowleaf cottonwood / red-osier dogwood (Populus angustifolia / Cornus sericea) riparian forest 

and two good (B-ranked) occurrences of the common (G4/S4) Drummond's willow / mesic forb ( Salix 

drummondiana / mesic forb) deciduous alluvial shrubland. There is also a poor (D-ranked) occurrence of the 

globally vulnerable (G3T3/S3) hanging garden sullivantia (Sullivantia hapemanii var. purpusii).

Other Values Rank No Data

Other Values Comments

No Data

LAND MANAGMENT ISSUES

No Data
Land Use Comments

Natural Hazard Comments

No Data

Exotics Comments

Non-native species such as orchard grass (Dactylis glomerata) and Kentucky bluegrass (Poa pratensis) are 

fairly abundant.

Offsite

No Data

Information Needs

No Data

ASSOCIATED ELEMENTS OF BIODIVERSITY

State Common Name

Global 

Rank

State 

Rank

Element

 State ID State Scientific Name

Driving 

Site Rank

Drummonds Willow/Mesic Forb G4 S4 24961 NoSalix drummondiana / Mesic Forbs Shrubland

Hanging Garden sullivantia G3T3 S3 22214 NoSullivantia hapemanii var. purpusii

Drummonds Willow/Mesic Forb G4 S4 24961 NoSalix drummondiana / Mesic Forbs Shrubland

Cottonwood Riparian Forest G4 S3 24860 NoPopulus angustifolia / Cornus sericea Woodland

Aspen Forests G2 S2 24822 YesPopulus tremuloides / Ceanothus velutinus Forest

REFERENCES

Reference ID Full Citation

 160919 Lyon, P. 2000. Colorado Natural Heritage Program Biological Assessment of Garfield 

County.

 160810 Rocchio, J. 2000. Colorado Natural Heritage Program Wetland 

Inventory/Assessment of Garfield County.

                                                                           ADDITIONAL TOPICS

No Data

Additional Topics

VERSION

01/15/2001Version Date

Version Author Rocchio, F.J.

Copyright © 2013.  Colorado State University.  Colorado Natural Heritage Program.  All Rights Reserved.

Print Date 5/8/2013 2
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Level 2 Potential Conservation Area (PCA) Report
No Name CreekName Site Code S.USCOHP*21717

Copyright © 2013.  Colorado State University.  Colorado Natural Heritage Program.  All Rights Reserved.

Print Date 5/8/2013 3
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8 May 2013

Locations and Status of Rare and/or Imperiled Species and Natural Communities known from or likely to occur within a 

two-mile radius of the Grand Avenue Bridge in Glenwood Springs, CO

Report generated:

Copyright © 2013.  Colorado State University.  Colorado Natural Heritage Program.  All Rights Reserved.

last obs Sec grank srank ESA fed statPrec TRS Notemajor group scientific name common nameEO_ID
Town/

Range st stat
eo-

rank

Birds Melanerpes lewis Lewis's Woodpecker M 2002-05-20 G4 S4 C12,642 005S089W 34

006S089W 06

006S089W 09

USFS-

Fish Gila robusta Roundtail Chub M 1983-99-99 G3 S2 SCH4,396 006S089W 09 BLM
USFS

-

Mammals Corynorhinus 

townsendii pallescens

Townsend's 

Big-eared Bat Subsp

S 2001-09-25 G3G4T

3T4

S2 SCE13,253 006S089W BLM
USFS

-

1page

precision codes: S = "seconds", location known within 100m; M = "minutes", location known within 1 mile; G = "general", location kn 201
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Robyn Kullas

From: Robyn Kullas <Kullas@pinyon-env.com>
Sent: Wednesday, April 17, 2013 11:37 AM
To: Crouse, Anne (Anne.Crouse@dphe.state.co.us)
Subject: Request for Files

Hi Anne, 
 
I’m performing an environmental site assessment in Glenwood Springs.   Do you have any files for the following 
addresses/facilities? 
 

1. 106 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (AMOCO/Shell) 
2. 116 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Shell) 
3. 810 Grand Avenue, Glenwood Springs, CO (Corky’s gas) 
4. 115 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Sunlight Motors) 
5. 210 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Red Mountain Texaco) 
6. 105 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Kum + Go/Gilcomart) 
7. 216 W. 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Red Mountain Texaco) 
8. 331 5th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (cleaners) 
9. 101 W. 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Swallow Oil) 

 
Thanks! 
 
Robyn 
 
 
 
Robyn Kullas 
Environmental Scientist 
Cell:  303.601.6131 
Email:  kullas@pinyon‐env.com 
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Robyn Kullas

From: Crouse - CDPHE, Anne <anne.crouse@state.co.us>
Sent: Wednesday, April 17, 2013 1:51 PM
To: Robyn Kullas
Subject: Re: Request for Files
Attachments: 216 W 6th.pdf; 105 6th Street.pdf; 045-0104-1  045-0104-001 APEN 2008-11-25.pdf

I have attached the only information I was able to find for your request. 
106 6th Street is closed and there are no outstanding enforcement actions. 
 
Please let me know if I can be of any further assistance.  Anne 
 

On Wed, Apr 17, 2013 at 11:36 AM, Robyn Kullas <Kullas@pinyon-env.com> wrote: 

Hi Anne, 

  

I’m performing an environmental site assessment in Glenwood Springs.   Do you have any files for the 
following addresses/facilities? 

  

1. 106 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (AMOCO/Shell) 
2. 116 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Shell) 
3. 810 Grand Avenue, Glenwood Springs, CO (Corky’s gas) 
4. 115 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Sunlight Motors) 
5. 210 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Red Mountain Texaco) 
6. 105 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Kum + Go/Gilcomart) 
7. 216 W. 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Red Mountain Texaco) 
8. 331 5th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (cleaners) 
9. 101 W. 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Swallow Oil) 

  

Thanks! 

  

Robyn 
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Robyn Kullas 

Environmental Scientist 

Cell:  303.601.6131 

Email:  kullas@pinyon-env.com 

 

  

 
 
 
 
--  

Anne Crouse 
Records Coordinator 
Department of Public Health and Environment 
4300 Cherry Creek Drive So 
office: 303.692‐3129  
emai: anne.crouse@state.co.us 
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Criteria: Internal Plant ID = "9787"

Co-Located Point Summary Report

Permit Tracking SystemWednesday, April 17, 2013 1:34 PM Page 1 of 2
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AIRSID Bogus Plant Name/Description/Plant Owner Address1/Address2/Contact

045-0143 N WESTERN PETROLEUM -RED MOUNTAIN TEXACO
RETAIL GASOLINE STATION                                                    
     
8405979320 WESTERN PETROLEUM

216 6TH ST
GLENWOOD SPRINGS, CO, 81601-3034
STEVEN ROBINSON (970)945-6214

Customer#: 8405979320 Point Owner: WESTERN PETROLEUM

Point# Point Type Active CP Permit GP Package GP Permit O.P.# Inv Yr

001 SER   SERVICE STATION 
GASOLINE      

Y 03GA0042S   2007

ONE 10,000 GAL UST: GASOLINE
ONE 6,000 GAL UST: GASOLINE
ONE 6,000 GAL UST: DIESEL

Co-Located Point Summary Report

Permit Tracking SystemWednesday, April 17, 2013 1:34 PM Page 2 of 2
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Criteria: Internal Plant ID = "4013"

Co-Located Point Summary Report

Permit Tracking SystemWednesday, April 17, 2013 1:36 PM Page 1 of 2
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AIRSID Bogus Plant Name/Description/Plant Owner Address1/Address2/Contact

045-0104 N GILCO INC.
GAS STATION                                                                     
9999991263 GILCO INC.

105 6TH ST
GLENWOOD SPRINGS, CO, 81601-2937
JENNY CARPENTER (515)261-7750

Customer#: 9999991263 Point Owner: GILCO INC.

Point# Point Type Active CP Permit GP Package GP Permit O.P.# Inv Yr

001 SER   SERVICE STATION 
GASOLINE      

Y 92GA1540S.XP 2008

ONE 10,000 GAL UST: GASOLINE
ONE 8000 GAL UST: GASOLINE
ONE 6000 GAL UST: DIESEL

Co-Located Point Summary Report

Permit Tracking SystemWednesday, April 17, 2013 1:36 PM Page 2 of 2
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1

Robyn Kullas

From: Robyn Kullas <Kullas@pinyon-env.com>
Sent: Wednesday, April 17, 2013 11:30 AM
To: Huber, Diana (diana.huber@state.co.us)
Subject: Request for Files

Hi Diana, 
 
How are things?  I have a site in Glenwood Springs I’m performing an enviro assessment on.  Do you have any files for 
the following addresses/facilities? 
 

1. 106 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (AMOCO/Shell) 
2. 116 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Shell) 
3. 810 Grand Avenue, Glenwood Springs, CO (Corky’s gas) 
4. 115 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Sunlight Motors) 
5. 210 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Red Mountain Texaco) 
6. 105 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Kum + Go/Gilcomart) 
7. 216 W. 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Red Mountain Texaco) 
8. 331 5th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (cleaners) 
9. 101 W. 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Swallow Oil) 

 
Thanks! 
 
Robyn 
 
 
Robyn Kullas 
Environmental Scientist 
Cell:  303.601.6131 
Email:  kullas@pinyon‐env.com 
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Robyn Kullas

From: Huber - CDPHE, Diana <diana.huber@state.co.us>
Sent: Wednesday, April 17, 2013 3:05 PM
To: Robyn Kullas
Subject: Re: Request for Files

Robyn, 
Hope you are staying dry. The only address that has information is the first one @ 106 6th Street, Glenwood 
S[prings. There was a inspection at Amoco June 17, 2003. Amoco was found to be in compliance. The latest 
info for that address shows it as a waste tire hauler. The registered name is Classical Gas, Inc.  
 

On Wed, Apr 17, 2013 at 11:30 AM, Robyn Kullas <Kullas@pinyon-env.com> wrote: 

Hi Diana, 

  

How are things?  I have a site in Glenwood Springs I’m performing an enviro assessment on.  Do you have any 
files for the following addresses/facilities? 

  

1.       106 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (AMOCO/Shell) 

2.       116 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Shell) 

3.       810 Grand Avenue, Glenwood Springs, CO (Corky’s gas) 

4.       115 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Sunlight Motors) 

5.       210 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Red Mountain Texaco) 

6.       105 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Kum + Go/Gilcomart) 

7.       216 W. 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Red Mountain Texaco) 

8.       331 5th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (cleaners) 

9.       101 W. 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Swallow Oil) 

  

Thanks! 

  

Robyn 
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Robyn Kullas 

Environmental Scientist 

Cell:  303.601.6131 

Email:  kullas@pinyon-env.com 

 

  

 
 
 
 
--  
Diana Huber 
Public Records Search Specialist 
Administration Program Unit 
Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment 
4300 Cherry Creek Drive South 
Denver, CO 80246-1530 
Phone: 303-692-3331 | Fax: 303-759-5355 
diana.huber@state.co.us 
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Robyn Kullas

From: Robyn Kullas <Kullas@pinyon-env.com>
Sent: Wednesday, April 17, 2013 11:34 AM
To: CDPHE - Water Quality Control (cdphe.wqrecordscenter@state.co.us)
Subject: Request for Files

Hello,  
 
I’m performing an environmental assessment for a site in Glenwood Springs.   Do you have any files for the following 
addresses/facilities? 
 

1. 106 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (AMOCO/Shell) 
2. 116 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Shell) 
3. 810 Grand Avenue, Glenwood Springs, CO (Corky’s gas) 
4. 115 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Sunlight Motors) 
5. 210 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Red Mountain Texaco) 
6. 105 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Kum + Go/Gilcomart) 
7. 216 W. 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Red Mountain Texaco) 
8. 331 5th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (cleaners) 
9. 101 W. 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Swallow Oil) 

 
Thanks! 
 
Robyn 
 
 
 
Robyn Kullas 
Environmental Scientist 
Cell:  303.601.6131 
Email:  kullas@pinyon‐env.com 
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Robyn Kullas

From: WQRecordsCenter, cdphe <cdphe.wqrecordscenter@state.co.us>
Sent: Thursday, April 18, 2013 2:25 PM
To: Robyn Kullas
Subject: Re: Request for Files

Hello Robyn, 
 
I have not located any responsive documents, to the addresses provided, within the Water Quality Control 
Division databases. 
 
Thanks, 
 
Frank 
 
 
Frank Dale 
Records Manager 
Water Quality Control Division 
Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment 
4300 Cherry Creek Drive South 
Denver, CO 80246-1530 
303-692-3565 | CDPHE.WQRecordsCenter@state.co.us 
 
 
 
 
 

On Wed, Apr 17, 2013 at 11:34 AM, Robyn Kullas <Kullas@pinyon-env.com> wrote: 

Hello,  

  

I’m performing an environmental assessment for a site in Glenwood Springs.   Do you have any files for the 
following addresses/facilities? 

  

1. 106 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (AMOCO/Shell) 
2. 116 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Shell) 
3. 810 Grand Avenue, Glenwood Springs, CO (Corky’s gas) 
4. 115 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Sunlight Motors) 
5. 210 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Red Mountain Texaco) 
6. 105 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Kum + Go/Gilcomart) 
7. 216 W. 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Red Mountain Texaco) 
8. 331 5th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (cleaners) 
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9. 101 W. 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Swallow Oil) 

  

Thanks! 

  

Robyn 

  

  

  

Robyn Kullas 

Environmental Scientist 

Cell:  303.601.6131 

Email:  kullas@pinyon-env.com 
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Robyn Kullas

From: Robyn Kullas <Kullas@pinyon-env.com>
Sent: Monday, April 22, 2013 4:03 PM
To: 'barbara.morris@cogs.us'
Subject: Records Request

Hi Barbara, 
 
I am performing an environmental assessment for a few properties in Glenwood Springs.  Do you have any records 
regarding spills, releases, or underground storage tanks at the following locations? 

1.       106 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (AMOCO/Shell) 

2.       116 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Shell) 

3.       810 Grand Avenue, Glenwood Springs, CO (Corky’s gas) 

4.       115 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Sunlight Motors) 

5.       210 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Red Mountain Texaco) 

6.       105 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Kum + Go/Gilcomart) 

7.       216 W. 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Red Mountain Texaco) 

8.       331 5th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (cleaners) 

9.       101 W. 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Swallow Oil) 

Thanks! 
 
Robyn 
 
Robyn Kullas 
Environmental Scientist 
Cell:  303.601.6131 
Email:  kullas@pinyon‐env.com 
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Robyn Kullas

From: Barbara Morris <barbara.morris@cogs.us>
Sent: Wednesday, April 24, 2013 3:29 PM
To: Robyn Kullas
Subject: RE: Records Request

Hi Robyn, 
 
I just completed a search on these addresses. 
None of the addresses have had any kind of incident related to hazardous materials or any sort of environmental impact 
from 1982 to today that I am able to verify. 
 
 

Barbara Morris 
Administrative Assistant ‐ Glenwood Springs Fire Department 
101 W. 8th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO 81601 
970‐384‐6436 Phone    ‐    970‐945‐8506 Fax 
 

 
 
 
 
 

From: Robyn Kullas [mailto:Kullas@pinyon-env.com]  
Sent: Monday, April 22, 2013 4:03 PM 
To: Barbara Morris 
Subject: Records Request 
 
Hi Barbara, 
 
I am performing an environmental assessment for a few properties in Glenwood Springs.  Do you have any records 
regarding spills, releases, or underground storage tanks at the following locations? 

1.       106 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (AMOCO/Shell) 

2.       116 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Shell) 

3.       810 Grand Avenue, Glenwood Springs, CO (Corky’s gas) 

4.       115 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Sunlight Motors) 

5.       210 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Red Mountain Texaco) 
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6.       105 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Kum + Go/Gilcomart) 

7.       216 W. 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Red Mountain Texaco) 

8.       331 5th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (cleaners) 

9.       101 W. 6th Street, Glenwood Springs, CO (Swallow Oil) 

Thanks! 
 
Robyn 
 
Robyn Kullas 
Environmental Scientist 
Cell:  303.601.6131 
Email:  kullas@pinyon‐env.com 
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DEPARTMENT OF LABOR AND EMPLOYMENT 

Division of Oil and Public Safety 
633 17th Street, Suite 500 
Denver CO 80202-3610 

(303) 318-8525; Fax (303) 318-8529 
ops.filereview@state.co.us   

 
Public Records Center 

File Review Request Form 
 

Please note the day, date, and time when you wish to view the selected files.  Send this completed 
form via email, fax, or postal mail to the address above.  We will call to confirm your visit. 
 
NAME: 

 
Robyn Kullas 

 
COMPANY: 

 
Pinyon Environmental 

 
ADDRESS: 

 
9100 W. Jewell Avenue 

 
CITY: 

 
Lakewood STATE: CO ZIP: 

 
80232 

PHONE:  E-MAIL  

Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday  Date: Time: 

X     04-22-13 1:30pm 
 

SITE INFORMATION 
 
SITE NAME: Glenwood Shell FAC # 10444 

ADDRESS:106 6th Street EVENT # 

CITY: Glenwood Springs 

SITE INFORMATION? Multiple Event Id’s  

SITE NAME: Sunlight Motors  FAC # 11467 

ADDRESS:  115 6th Street EVENT #   

CITY:  Glenwood Springs 

SITE INFORMATION? 

SITE NAME: Kum & Go  FAC #8906 

ADDRESS:105 6th Street EVENT # 

CITY:  Glenwood Springs 

SITE INFORMATION?  Multiple Event Id’s  

SITE NAME:  Red Mountain Texaco  FAC #  1652 

ADDRESS:W 6th Street  EVENT # 

CITY:  Glenwood Springs 

SITE INFORMATION?  Multiple Event Id’s  

SITE NAME: Swallow Oil FAC #  3879 

ADDRESS:  101 W 6th Street EVENT # 

CITY:  Glenwood Springs  

SITE INFORMATION: 

SITE NAME: Way Station FAC #  11576 
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ADDRESS:  6th and Pine  EVENT # 

CITY:  Glenwood Springs  

SITE INFORMATION: 

 
** If known, please enter FAC (Facility) # , Event # and/or  SARDONYX Code. 
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Water Resources 
 





 
 
 

TELEPHONE LOG 
 
 

Date: April 18, 2013    Time:  12:50 p.m. 
 
Person Making Call:   Amanda Cushing  Representing:  Pinyon 
 
Person Being Called:  Eddie Rubin 
Representing:  Division of Natural Resources  
 
Subject:  Water resources within the study area  
 
Discussion: 
 
Mr. Rubin stated that no public water supply sources and no water supply 
protection areas are present within the study area.  Mr. Rubin suggested that I 
consult the water well maps maintained by the Colorado Division of Water 
Resources for water wells within the study area.  In addition, Mr. Rubin stated 
that the drinking water within the Glenwood Springs area is collected from 
Grizzly Creek and No Name Creek.   
 

Signature:    Date:  April 18, 2013 
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Relocation/Right-of-Way Impacts 
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Other Resources — Archaeological 
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Wetlands and Waters of the United States 
 





 

  

 
Meeting Minutes 

 
Project: CDOT Region 3—SH 82 Grand Avenue Bridge 
 
Purpose: Waters of the United States Impacts/Section 404 Issues 
 
Date Held: February 21, 2014  
 
Location: Conference Call  
 
Attendees: USACE: Nathan Greene, Susan Nall 
 CDOT: Mike Vanderhoof, Paula Durkin 
 TSH: Clint Krajnik 
 Jacobs: Jim Clarke, Ben Eddy 
 
Copies: Attendees, File. 
 
 

SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION: 

 
1. Re-opened project-related communication with USACE Grand Junction Regulatory Office 

staff. 

2. CDOT/Jacobs provided USACE with project background including Purpose and Need, 
scoping, and stakeholder coordination. Project team underwent a detailed alternatives 
process that resulted in the Preferred Alternative.  Described elements of this alternative.    

3. Project would provide much stormwater management and treatment, so should improve 
water quality in river.  Currently, stormwater generally drains from bridge deck to river.   

4. Summarized SHPO and Section 7 consultations and agency-coordination history.  Have 
received a “Not Likely to Adversely Affect” from USFWS.  

5. CDOT has met several times with CO Parks and Wildlife regarding impacts, including trout 
spawning and related seasonal restrictions.  Dan Cacho is primary contact.  

6. Discussed latest design plans and waters of the US (WUS) impacts associated with proposed 
project. 

7. CDOT/Jacobs provided USACE with scale of permanent impacts associated with bridge 
piers and stormwater outfalls; provided scale of temporary impacts associated with 
cofferdams.  
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Meeting Minutes—SH 82 Grand Avenue: USACE Debrief 
February 21, 2014 
Page 2 of 2 

 
 

 

8. CDOT/Jacobs provided USACE with environmental setting information including the 
vegetative and hydrologically disturbed nature of Colorado River adjacent to proposed 
project area. Explained absence of wetlands adjacent to proposed project area.   

9. CDOT/Jacobs described riparian impacts and future need for a restoration plan in 
compliance with SB requirements. Riparian corridor mostly comprised of invasives, so 
project provides an opportunity for improving corridor.  

10. Sue and Nathan discussed potential permit options: Even though impacts are below 
thresholds for Nationwide permit(s), Corps can opt to elevate to an Individual Permit. If 
Nationwide Permit issued, potentially NWP 14, 3 combined with 33, or some combination 
of the three types.  

 

ACTION ITEMS: 
Task Responsible 

Assess project and provide information re potential permit type(s). USACE 
Consult with hydraulic engineers; try to minimize cofferdam impacts. Jacobs 
Determine exact square footage for fill associated with outfalls, cofferdams, 
and bridge piers within WUS. 

Jacobs 

 
 
J:\_Transportation\WVXX1306_GrandAve\meetings\CDOT\Grand Ave Bridge_USACE_2.21.14_ DRAFT Mtg Min.doc 
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From: Halouska - CDOT, Troy <troy.halouska@state.co.us> 
Date: Wed, Sep 17, 2014 at 9:43 AM 
Subject: Section 6(f) Question and Boundary Concurrence 
To: Thomas Morrissey - DNR <Thomas.Morrissey@state.co.us>, "Gose, Melanie" 
<Melanie.Gose@state.co.us> 
 

Hello Tom and Melanie, 
 
I have a project in Glenwood Springs that is near a 6(f) park.  We were going to meet 
about it months ago, but the meeting got canceled because the project team was still 
deciding impacts. Anyway, we now know that the project will not impact the park 
directly and therefore there will not be a conversion. However, one of the access 
roads to the park will be temporarily regraded. This impact is temporary and there 
are other access points to the park.  I do not believe we need to do anything for 6(f), 
but wanted to just run this by you to make sure. 
 
Also, the project team created a graphic showing their interpretation of the project 
boundary. I want to verify with you that their boundary interpretation is accurate. 
 
Attached are the two boundary maps that Melanie sent me, and a pdf of the 
appropriate pages from the NEPA document that discuss Section 6(f). On the second 
page of the pdf you will see Figure 3-27 that shows the area of the roadway and 
access point that will be regraded, and the 6(f) boundary.  The highlighted area on 
the third page discusses the impacts. 
 
Please let me know if you have any comments or concerns, and that you agree with 
the boundary shown in Figure 3-27. 
 
Feel free to give me a call if you would like to discuss further. 
 
Thanks much, 
 
 
Troy Halouska 
Planning and Environmental Linkages Program Manager, 4(f)/6(f) Specialist 

 

Phone 303.757.9794 
4201 E. Arkansas Ave., Shumate Building, Denver, CO 80222 
troy.halouska@state.co.us  |  www.coloradodot.info 
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From: Morrissey - DNR, Thomas <thomas.morrissey@state.co.us> 
Date: Wed, Oct 8, 2014 at 11:16 AM 
Subject: Fwd: Section 6(f) Question and Boundary Concurrence 
To: Troy Halouska <troy.halouska@state.co.us> 
Cc: Melanie Gose <Melanie.Gose@state.co.us>, Eric Drummond <eric.drummond@state.co.us> 
 

Troy, 
 
CPW has reviewed CODOT's boundary delineation for the Glenwood Springs Park with CPW's 
project files and we are in complete agreement on the project boundaries.   
 
Given that our assessments of the project boundaries are in agreement and the only direct impact 
the bridge replacement project on the area are CODOT's plans to regrade one of a number of 
access roads into the park, the bridge replacement project as proposed by CODOT will not have 
a direct impact on the park nor will the project involve the Section 6(f) protections afforded to 
that park by the prior LWCF investment. 
 
Please keep CPW informed as this project proceeds and please be aware that should the project 
be modified in a manner that will have a direct impact on the subject park this determination will 
be null and void. 
 
Thank you for your attention to this matter. 
 
Thomas Morrissey, PE 
Colorado's LWCF Program State Liaison Officer  
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