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Forest Plan direction und all applicable Forest Plan standards and guidelines'' with respeet to
elk. The USFS will continue implementing the ¢lk monitoring protocol, in cooperation with the
CDOW, to monitor population and habitats trends across the WRNFE.,

Region 2 Sensitive Species

-
White-tailed Ptarmigan (Lagopnys leucuris) B rec ke n rld g e 3

Ptarmigan use of the ski area and adjacent habitats for summer and hreeding uses would be
unaffected by the Proposed Action. There would be no measurable effects to alpine willow
stands beyond the direct impaets on a small acreage (less than 3 acres) resuling from
infrastructure installation, altered skier use pattemns, or adjusted ski area management. Al
skiable terrain within and adjacent to the ski arca (i.e., accessed via backcountry gates and hike-
to skiing) 1s now being used to some extent. Most ski terram 1s mutually exclusive with
plarmigan wmler runge because of the poor sking conditions assoctated with wind scoured
slopes and willow stands where ptarmigan winter. Plarmigan wintering along the exposed
ridgelines of Peak 8 mught éxperience more frequent displacement as a greater number of skiers
use the mdgehnes to access routes m Imperial and Peak 7 bowls. However the snow-covered ski
traverse routes and rocky, wind scoured Alpme zrasslands that ptarmigan are actually using are
nearly mutually exclusive, Similarly, it 1s possible that ptarmigan wintering in the exposed
willows stand within the ski area, below the saddle between Peaks 8 and 9, and those wintering on
wind scoured slopes on the east side of Peak 7 and the basin below Peak 6%, could experience
mereased displacement if these areas recerve increased use by hike-to skiers. displaced from
current hike-to areas. However, these areas are presently used by skiers to some extent
(primarily for access and egress, rather than skung per se) and the poor skiing conditions (wi
scoured rocky slopes and low gradient slopes) in these areas are generally avoided by skie
Regarding white-tailed ptarmigan, the proposed action may adversely impact individuals, hut
is not likely to result in @ loss of viability on the planning area, nor cause a trend to federal
listing or a loss of species viability rangewide,

Threatencd, Endungered, and Proposed Fish and Wild!ife

The one remaining species carried forward in this document and warranting additional
discussion, Canada lynx, is addresscd below.

Canada Lynx

The Proposed Action would result in no moedifications to the LAU 27 habitat parameters shown
in Table 3G-5. The existing 6 Chair and proposed Peak & hit corndors occur within the
developed intenior of BSR, which represents. in its cn‘r!irch'. active, existing sk terram. For the
purposes of the Colorado Lynx Project Decision Screens, ' there is no “lightly impacted areas”
withm the ski terrain served by the existing 6 Chair and proposed Peak 8 lift corridors. The

existing 6 Chair comdor occurs mn naturally. highly dissected ski terrain at the upper elevations

"TUSDA Forest Service, 20021, as amended in 2005; see the Forest Plan Consistency Analysis comamed in the
Admmistrative Record 3t the DRD
"USFWS and USFS, 2004, Sereen 3
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have no effect on any federally listed plant species and would have no hmpacts on any
other R2 plant species.

Threatened, Endangered, and Proposed Plants

Penland alpine fen mustard and other listed species were dropped from analysis because
their range distributions are outside the project area, habitats necessary for their life
requiremnents are nol found within the project area, and project area affects would not
extend to eccupied or potential habitats. Allermative 2 would thersfore have no impact on
any federally listed plant specics. No impacts to designated cnitical plant habitat would
occur under Alternative 2.

Region 2 Sensitive Plants
[ ]
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Under Alternative 2, a small percentage of the individual plants (3 percent) and
aggregations (6 percent) of reflected moonwort located along and adjacent to proposed
disturbance areas at BSR could be potentially affected by Alternative 2. Five
aggregations containing |18 plants could be affected. One aggregation contains 12 plants:
the remainder contain 1-2 plants each. As a worst-case scenario regarding reflected
moonworl. Altermanve 2 may adversely impact individuals, bat 15 not likely to result m a
loss of viability on the planning area. nor cause a trend to federal Histing or a loss of
species viability rangewide.

Pale Moonwort

The Independence Superchair mid-station unload would result in a permanent loss of
potential, but unoccupied pale moonwort habitat. Unlity line installaton in existing ski
trails would result in temporary disturbances to potential, bul unoccupied habitat, leaving
similar potential habitat available for future colonization. Although Alternative 2 would
not impact any plants, because of the loss of potential, but unoccupied pale moonwort
habitat, Alternative 2 may adversely impact individuals, but is not likely to result in a loss
of viability on the planning area, nor cause a trend to federal listing or a loss of species
viability rangewide.

Slender Moonwort

The Independence Superchair mid-station unload would result in a permanent loss of
potential, but unoccupied slender moonworl habitar. Utility Hine installalion in existing ski
trails would result in temporary disturbances to potential, but unoccupied habitat, leaving
similar potential habitat available lor future colonization. Although Alternative 2 would
riot impact any plants, because of the loss of potential, but unoccupied slender moonwort
habitat, as a worst case scenano, Alternative 2 may adversely impact individuals, but 1s
not likely to result in a loss of viability on the planming area, nor cause a trend to federal
listing or a loss of species viability rangewide.
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below 0.45 by Data Analysis Unit (DALY or further reduce the effective habitat in DAL s that are
already at or below (.40 on NFS lands.” These effective habitat values correspond to the
summer habitat HABCAP model value for elk. The Forest Plan indicates that the index of elk
habitat effectiveness 1s 0.45 for DAL E-13, which covers the project area, as well as all of
Summit County and a southern part of Grand County, DAU E-13 HABCAP modeling is part of
the project file. HABCAP meodel results for DAU E-13 that inelude Alternatives 2 and 3 effects
(1.e. the Peak 7 Restaurant at the approved site) are diluted far beyond the limits of detectability
a5 the proposed .93 acres of additional forest madifications and no new roads are considered in
the 315,685-acre analysis area; Furthermore. modeling and results of field surveys comparing
the two restaurant sites indicate that elk would benefit by building the restaurant at Alternative
2's proposed site. Alternative 2 would not reduce elk habitat capability values. Thercfore,
Alternative 2 is consistent with this standard of the Forest Plan.

-
Region 2 Sensitive Fish and Wildlife B re c ke n rl d g e 3

Regarding tiger salamanders, boreal toads, goshawks, golden-crowned kinglets, dwarf and pygmy
shrews, and marten, Alternative 2 may adversely impact individnals, bat is pot likely to result ina
loss of viability on the planning area, nor cause a trend to federal listing or a loss of species
viability rangewide. These species are addressed specifically below. With the exception of
potential construchon-related dwart and pyamy shrew mortality, direct impacts lo these R2 species
would be confined to a refatively small area of permnanent habitat medifications and soil
disturbance on NFS lands within the occupied and/or potential habitat these species. For the above
species that are not present on disturbance areas at the time of construction, reduced potential
habitat availability should have no discemable affect on local population viability. For those
species even occasionally present in disturbance areas, the additional habitat fragmentation and
perforation, increased edge effects, reduced block size, reduced habitat connectivity, reduced
forage/prey availabality, increased human disturbance, and/or other ccological effects may displace
individuals from impact areas and adjacent zones of influence and reduce local habitat
effectiveness. For species with larger home ranges, project effects may influence foragmg.
breeding, and/or travel use of habitals beyond the project area, although such species have already
adapted to these same types of disturbances on the existing ski area. The area affected by
Alternative 2 contains an insignificant proportion of the total population and potential range of
each of the above species on the Planning Area. Furthermore, Alternative 2 would have no
discernable effect on the reproductive potential of these species. Alternative 2 would have no
impact on any other (other than those listed above) sensitive wildlife species known 10 occur on
the WRNF or in Region 2 because their habitats are not found within the NFS portion of the
affected project area, they have no affinities to projéct area habitats, they have distnbutional ranges
excluding the project area, and activities on NFS lands related to the proposed alternatives would
naot affect the species:

Tiger Salamander

As a worst-case scenario regarding tiger salamanders, Alternative 2 may adversely impact
individuals, butis not likely to result in a loss of viability on the planning area, nor cause a trend
to federal histing or a loss of spacies viability rangewide.
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Breckenridge 3

While Alternative 2 project compeonernts would have no affect on the breeding habital or
surrounding terrestrial habitats that could be expected to be used post breeding and for
hibernacula, it 15 possible, though unlikely, that extreme female home range or dispersing
maovements could extend from the Cucumber Gulch breeding complex to the proposed Peak 7
Restaurant site. As such, loss of forest cover associated with the restaurant could individually or
collectively adversely affect habitat connectivity or hibernacula. Although no effect on boreal
toads is expected. because potential habital would be affected somewhat near an extant breeding
population, Alernative 2 may adversely impact individuals, but is not likely to result in a loss of
viability on the planning area, nor cause a trend 1o federal listing or a loss of species viability
rangewide, This determination covers potential direct. indirect, and cuomulative (i.e., Peak 7 and
8 base areas, etc.) Alternative 2 impacts.

Boreal Western Toad

Northern Goshawk

Alternative 2 would have insignificant and discountable effects on home range viability and
reproductive potential of any local pair large range overlapping BSR. Regarding goshawks,
Alternative 2 “may adversely impact individuals, but is not likely to result in a loss of viability
on the planning ar¢a, nor cause a trend to federal listing or a loss of species viability rangewide.”

Golden-crowned Kinglet

Alternative 2 would not affect structurally suitable, nesung or summer foraging habitat potentially
uscd by golden-crowned kinglets. The (1.93 acres of doghair lodgepole pine habitat that would be
removed for the Peak 7 Restaurani represents potential, but unlikely winter foraging habitat. As
a worst-case scenano regarding golden-crowned kinglets, Alternative 2 may adversely impact
individuals, but 18 not likely to result in a loss of viability on the planning area, nor cause a trend
to federal listing or a loss of species viability rangewide.

Dwarf and Pyvzmy Shrews

Based on the broad habitat affimities of these species, the 0.93 acres of doghair lodgepole pine
habitat that would ke removed for the Peak 7 Restaurant represents potential, but in all
likelihood, unoccupied habitat. While the Propesed Action could impact individuazl dwarf and
pygmy shrews through direct mortality and/or loss of potential habitat, the probability that these
species would be impacted by .93 acres of ground disturbing activities in a doghair lodgepole
stand within the developed interior of BSR when they have never be located on the WENF 18
discountable. The project area represents an insignificant proportion of the total potential range
and habitat available to this species on the Forest. As a worst-case scenarno regarding dwarl and
pyemy shrews, Alternative 2 may adversely impact individuals, but is not likely to result ina
loss of viability on the planning area, nor cause a trend to federal listing or a loss of species
viahility rangawide.

American Marten

Repgarding martens, Altemative 2 may adversely impact individuals, but is not likely to result  a
loss of viability un the planning area, nor cause a trend to federal Tisting or a loss of species
viability rangewide.
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