Executive Summary

VEGETATION

Table ES-1:

&

Summary of Direct and Indirect Environmental Consequences

Issue: Ground disturbing activities may affect Forest Service Sensitive Plant Species

Since this alternative does not include any construction
or modification of facilities, no impacts to vegetation,
including Region 2 Forest Service Sensitive Species or
habitats within DMR’s SUP area would occur.
Individual plants may be impacted due to ongoing resort
operations including maintenance.

H#

[ A totgli of approximately 116 acres of vegetation '

| removal on NFS lands would occyg Although potential
habitats for ten Region 2 Forest Service Sensitive Plant
Species are present within DMR’s SUP area, no
sensitive plant species have been documented or are
known or suspected of occurring in habitats similar to
those present on the DMR project area. Therefore, the
Proposed Action would not have any adverse impact on
Forest Service Sensitive Plant Species.

Similar to the Proposed Action, Alterative 3 would have
no impact on Forest Service Sensitive Plant Species
since none are known to occur within DMR’s SUP
boundary. The primary difference between the two
Action Alternatives is that Alternative 3 would total
approximately 82.3 acres of vegetation removal on NFS
lands.

WILDLIFE

Issue #1: Ground disturbing activities may affect Threatened and Endangered (T&E) species through direct impacts to habitat and/or increased human activity.

Aside from on-going operational and management
activities, no additional direct or indirect impacts or
benefits to the animals and their habitats would occur in
the analysis area.

Colorado pikeminnow and razorback sucker: (LAA)
The net effect of Alternative 2 would be 9.4 acre feet of

water use beyond that previously considered in Section
7 consultations. Under alternatives 2 and 3, DMR’s
total consumptive water use would be 166.18 acre feet,
96.18 acre feet for domestic uses and 70.0 acre feet for
recreational uses.

Bald eagle:a (No Effect) Identical to Alternative 1.

Southwestern willow flycatcher (SWWTF): (No Effect) 0
acres would be disturbed - SWWFs and suitable

breeding habitat are not present in Alternative 2 impact
areas on NFS lands in the existing SUP area or in the
proposed Nordic SUP area. It is possible that willow
stands in and beyond proposed Alternative 2
improvement areas (i.e., Transfer lifts T2, T2', and T3)
in Hermosa Park could be used by the SWWF as
migratory stopover habitat. However, the effectiveness
of that habitat would not be degraded by the Proposed
Action.

Colorado pikeminnow and razorback sucker: Identical
to Alternative 2.

Bald eagle: Identical to Alternative 1.

Southwestern willow flycatcher: Identical to
Alternative 2.

Canada lynx:® (LAA) Alternative 3 would affect 208.1
acres of lynx habitat, depending on how septic systems
are upgraded at Powderhouse and Dante’s Restaurants,
including 186.9 acres on NFS lands and 21.2 acres on
private lands. On NFS lands, disturbances would affect
120.85 acres of “winter foraging habitat”, 12.25 acres
of “other” habitat, and 54.0 acres of “non-habitat”. On
private lands, disturbances would affect 6.6 acres of
“other” habitat and 14.6 acres of “non-habitat”.
Alternative 3 would affect 34.65 fewer acres of lynx
habitat than Alternative 2, all on NFS lands.
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DURANGO MOUNTAIN RESORT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
PROJECT UPDATE

USDA — FOREST SERVICE

SAN JuaN NATIONAL FOREST

CopLUuMBINE RANGER DISTRICT

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT TO BE PREPARED

The Durango Mountain Resort Master Develop-
ment Plan (DMR MDP) project was originally
available for a 30-day public comment period
subsequent to the Notice of Intent (NOI) being
published in the Federal Register on February
17, 2004. In addition, a public meeting was held
on March 3, 2004, Scoping comments from the
initial Environmental lmpact Statement (EIS)
scoping period will be incorporated into the EIS
process, but due o the inclusion of additional
project components discussed on page 3 of this
update, the Forest Service is conducting a sup-
plemental scoping comment period.

Additional scoping comments should be post-
marked within 30 calendar days of the NOI being
published in the Federal Register, which should
occur on approximately October 20, 2005. Com

ments can be sent to Richard Speegle, San Juan
Public Lands Center, 15 Bumett Court, Du-
range, CO 81301 or (970) 375-2073 {fax), or via
email at richard_speeglei@blm.gov.

Project Activity

Over the previous two summer and winter field
seasons, all of the remaining fieldwork for each
resource area has been completed, This in-
cludes: Vegetation and Wildlife, Archeaology,
Geo-technical Engineering, Hydrology and
Stream Surveys; and Wetlands. Each resource
area included extensive surveys to contribute
analysis to the forthcoming EIS and to comply
with Federal law such as, Endangered Species
Act, Clean Water Act, and Historic Preservation
Act.

Original Project Purpose and Need

The Forest Service and Durango Mountain Re-
sort (DMR) cooperatively identified a need to en-
hance the facilities and recreation experience at
DME by balancing facilities and amenities with
visitation and utilization. The specific needs
were identified from a comparison of desired con-

AnTiICiPATED NEPA SCHEDULE
November 2005

End of Supplemental Scoping
Comment Period

Draft Environmental lmpact February 2006

Statement
Final EIS'and ROD July 2006
Project Implementation June 2007

ditions with the ¢urrent situation. The purpose and
need for action is detailed as follows:

Purpose

To upgrade and expand DMR within the existing
SUP area to achieve a balance of guest service facili-
ties and amenities, thereby enhancing the gquality of
the recreation experience.

Need #1

To upgrade existing lift network with modern tech-
nology and to provide higher capacity lifts in the
hase area to facilitate skier circulation during mormn-
ing access periods, Additignally, to reconfigure the
lift layout with proposed lifts to better service the
available terrain; this would help minimize lift lines
and improve skier circulation across the mountain
Need #2

To enhance snowmaking capabilities in order to
provide more durable and consistent skiing condi-
tions during periods of reduced snowfall. Also, to
provide snowmaking on integral connector trails:
this would enable more of the mountain to be util-
ized earlier in the season.

Need #3

To provide additional parking to accommodate day
skiers and create a functional transportation center
for buses and vans servicing the area.

Continued on Page 2
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Need #4

To provide additional terrain to accommodate a
range of ability levels (particularly beginner and
low intermediate] skier demands.,

Need #5

To create a viable allernative route {or snowmo-
bile to access adjacent National Forest System
(NFS) lands that does not conflict with skiers on
developed sk terrain within the SUP area.

Original Proposed Action

Under the Proposed Action, DMR intends to im-
prove the overall recreational eéxperience and
safety on the mountain through increased uphill
[Le., lift) and downhill (i.e., tefrain} capacities,
upgrading /constructing on-mountain guest fa-
cilities, implementing additional snowmaking
coverage, and re-routing the existing Pinkerton
Toll Road {traal #2%) snowmobile access trail.

Lifts

Durango Mountain Hesort (DME] proposes to
modify three existing lifts and install ten new
lifts. Existing liftis 2 and 8 would be replaced
with higher capacity lifts along their existing
aligninents, and Lifl 6 would be shortened -along
its same alignment while utilizing the same lift
equipment, The new lilt installations would in-
clude one six-person lift [Lift 11) and five three or
four-person chairlifts (lifts 12, 13, 14, 16 and
17}, one surface beginner lift (Lift 15), and three
lateral surface lifts {transfer lifts - T1, T2, T2' and
T3).

Terrain

DME proposes unprovements to four trails within
the existing trail network, the addition of 17 new
trails; and the development of two gladed areas.
Full implementaticn of these terrain modifica-
tions would increase the formal trail network
from approximately 542.5 to 8914 acres of
skigble terrain (an increase ol approximately

148.9 acres or 22 percent), ...‘_____

New trails would be construcled in the vicinity of
new lifts 8, 11, 14 and 16 to improve the overall
terrain distribution by skier ahbility level and to
betier meet the skier market demand. One
gladed area would be developed to the west of Lift
4 to provide addinonal advanced intermediate
terrain.  The other gladed area would be devel-
oped as part of a children's play and adventure
ared near proposed Lift 16.

Snowmobiling

In order to betteér accommodate existing snowmobile

use within the area, DME proposes several changes
to both the developed and dispersed activities. The
existing snowmobile access route, which originates
in the base area and follows the Forest Service road
to Hermosa Park, would be re-routed just before its
intersection with the Pirnkerton Toll Road ski trail
This would reduce potential skier/snowmaohbile con-
flicts within the existing ski arca and circumvent
the proposed lee Creck ski expansion area. To en-
sure the viabibty of the snowmebile re-route, DME
proposes to install snowmaking infrastructure and
lo make snow on the first 400 feet of the preposad
re-route. DMR would also periodically groom the
re-ronite to create a gmooth rideable surface for
snowmaobile riders of all ability levels.

DMR also proposes to relocate the existing snowmo-
bile outfitter and guide service to the top of the Twi-
light Lift (Chair 4). Guests would ride the lift to the
top, wallz across the snow to the maintenance shop,
and start their gpuided tour from this staging area,

Lastly, DMR proposes to develop a snowmaobile
parking/staging area along Hermosa Park Road,
north of Purgalory Village on the east side ol High-
way 350, which would accormmodate cgrs, brucks,
and mailers.

Snowmaking

Existing snowmaking currently covers approxi-
mately 202 acres; previcusly approved snowmaking
coverage would provide an additional 13 acres of
coverage. DMR proposes to expand snowmaking
coverage on 14 existing ftrails and two proposed
frails by approximately 149 acres for a resort fotal
of 364 acres. The following trails are proposed for

additional snowmaking coverage: ‘\

Styx, The Bank, Dunnily, Dead Spike, Lower Ha-
des Upper Hermosa, Finkerton Toll Road, Leg-
ends, Lower Catharsis, Angel's Tread, Nivana,
FProposed Run, Mercy, Columbine, Peace, Proposed
Srnowmobile Re-route

The proposed upprades would require additinnal water
lo operate the expanded snowmaking system. Based
upon the upgraded snowmalking coverage rTeoguire-
ments, the production capacity of the snowmaking
syslem at DMR would have to be doubled to a peak
produciion capacity of approxmately 3,000 gallons per
minute (gpm). DMR is currently invesligafing two op-
tions for increasing its water supply for snowmaking,
The frst gption is to develop a portion of the extensive
water rights currently owned by the resori on the
mountain and for on private land to the east of High-
way 330,

Continued on Page 3

Detpber 17, 2005

Durango Mountain 1, 5



DURANGO

MOUNTAIN RESORT
MASTER DEVELOPMENT PLAN
JULY 2003




Durango Mountain 1

A new surface lift (Lift 15) would be installed to service the beginner terrain near Lift 16. This
will provide additional beginner and teaching terrain, to complement the Columbine Beginner
Area.

A new chairlift (Lift 16) would be mstalled to access the excellént beginner terrain north of the
Twilight Lift top terminal area. The installation of Lift 16 would serve much of the beginner
terrain that is currently serviced by the mid-load of Lift 4; this would reduce skier congestion at
Lift 4.

A new access 1ift (Lift 17) would be installed from the Gelande Parking lot to the current top

terminal of Purgatory Village Express. This triple chair would provide out-of-base access for
skiers parking at the Gelande lot, and for future residential accommodations in this area, thus
reducing moming #ccess congestion in the main base area.

Three transfer lifis would be installed at DMR to improve skier circulation across the north face
of the ski area. Transfer lift T1 would extend from the intersection of Lower BD and M, Legends
and Boogie trails to Dante's Restaurant. This two-way lift would provide direct access between
service facilities at Dante's and the front side of the ski area.

Transfer lLift T2 would connect the base terminals of lifts 3 and 14. This two-way lift would
allow skiers to transfer directly between lift terminals. Additionally, T2 would facilitate
evacuations in the event of Lift failure at Lift 8 or Lift 14. T2 would also reduce the potential for
momning lift lines at Hermosa Park Express by allowing skiers to transfer quickly to Lift 14, and
in conjunction with T3, on to Lift 8.

Transfer lift T3 connects the base terminals of lifis 14 and 8. This two-way lift would allow
skiers to transfer directly between lift terminals, as well as providing lift access from the steep
slopes below Legends trail and between Bull Run and Siegele Street

2. Ski Terrain

Improvements to the existing ski trail system, coupled with the addition of new trails would
increase the formal trail network from 542.5 to 691.4 acres, for a gain of 148.9 acres, This
represents an increase of approximately twenty-two percent. Table V-2 identifies the terrain
specifications for the upgraded trail network,

DURANGO MOUNTAIN RESORT JuLy 2003
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Durango Mountain 1

MaASTER DEVELOPMENT PLAN

TABLE V-2
SKI TERRAIN SPECIFICATIONS — UPGRADING
Map Trail / Area Top | Botiom | Vert | Plan | Slope | Avg, | Slope | Avg [ Max.
Ref Name Elev. Elev. | Drop | Length | Length | Width | Area | Grade | Grade Ability Level
(f) (ft) (f) {ft) () (f) (ac) | (%) | (%)
i1 Harris Hill Run 9971 0,682 280 1,492 1,58 54 29 19% 3% | Intermediate
2 Path to Peace 10,489 10,148 341 1,633 1,671 190 73 21% 3G Low Intermediate
&3 Snag 10,337 9.517 8220 3,577 3,705 g0 1.5 23% s4% | Adv. Intermediate
«ip | Soag Cuteff 8,830 9.580 270 GE2 1,029 70 1.7 2855 45% | Adv. Intermmediate
44 | Old Snag Q9819 0,308 421 1,346 1,432 59 2.0 319 | 53% | Adv. Intermediate
45 | Gunsight 9,600 9,378 222 8268 911 73 1.6 26% | 55% | Adv. Iniermediate
46 | Dead Spike 10.491 9379 | 1,112 | 4,634 4,800 196 216 | 24% | 45% Intermediate
47 Legends 10,541 9,445 1,080 8,454 4,562 98 192 13% 33% Low Intermiediate
47a | Legends Cutoff 10,084 | 9801 282 1,430 1.471 94 3.2 20% | 34% | Low lntermoediate
L 48 Wapiti 10,453 9350 | 1,103 | 3,992 4,197 145 14.3 28%% 67%% Expent
454 | Upper Bull Run 10,496 10,186 310 1,343 1,387 145 4.6 23% 46% | Adv. Intermediate
- 409] Lower Bull Run 10,093 9,350 T43 2,749 2909 1259 8.6 27% 69% Expert
S | Upper BD&M 10,806 10,529 278 3,370 3,288 68 53 3% 23% Imermediate
501 | Lower BDE&M 10,581 10,312 263 4,194 4,208 6% 6.6 6% 18% Maovice
3| Joan's Tubilee 10,644 | 10,507 | 137 1,974 1,981 61 2.8 7% 14% | Low Intermediate
52 Cathedeal 10,120 0852 267 1,420 L 460 fid 22 19%; 32% Intermediate
5 Vincent's 10,589 §,741 540 3482 2,508 136 11.3 2454 0% Intermediate
54 Sally's Run 10,3596 G742 854 3.650 3,774 127 110 23% 38% Intermediate
55 Chet's 10,658 G609 1,030 | 4.241 4,283 129 120 4% 41% Intermediate
56 | Paul's Park 10,785 | 10,052 | 733 | 1460 2,994 163 8.7 0% | 62% Expert
57 Blackburn Bash 10,793 9,332 1.461 4 B335 5,112 202 23.7 30% Hl% Expert
54 Sigpele Streel 9,758 8,331 427 LTG0 1,554 101 4.3 24% G6%% Expert
5% | Botom Chote 9,695 9,358 338 o911 GRS 72 1.6 3% G4 % Expert
] Boudreaux's 10,583 10,330 253 672 T20 162 2.7 38% 43% | Adv, Intermediate
6] | Ray's Ridge 10,796 | 9333 | 1464 | 5,164 5.401 119 1438 | 28% | 35% | Adv. Intermediate
62 | Elliot's 10,498 | 9.870 628 | 2,020 2,131 128 6.3 31% | 33% | Adv. Intermediate
63 | Flock™s Juncticm B.806 G677 128 459 308 B9 1.0 26% | 37% | Adv. Inrenmediate
0l Skiway 8,814 8,800 14 164 165 110 0.4 0% 9% Beorinner
65 | Apprentice 2949 | 8797 | 153 | 1391 | 1407 76 35 | 11% | 22% Novice
] Grraduate 8,563 8,800 63 S04 500 &6 1.0 12% 17% Novice
67 | Professor 8,860 8,791 6o 773 782 1M 1.8 03 12% Bepginner
L Ph.l. 5,881 2,790 71 308 514 140 1.7 D% 12% Beginner
i3 | Proposed run g.989 863 124 779 796 53 1.0 16% | 22% Movice
| Proposed run 10,090 9,547 543 2,269 2,369 161 8.8 24% 024 | Adv. Infermedinte
|71 Proposed run 2,940 9912 28 437 438 39 0.4 [ 1% Beginner
172 Proposed run 9.911 9,754 137 b33 1.346 74 23 12% 25% Maovics
713 | Proposed run 5.519 GElG 102 1,324 1,232 a5 25 B 21% Movice
14 | Proposed run 9,747 0,725 72 150 151 115 0.4 15% 15% Novice
1% | Proposed run 0858 9,410 473 3662 3,710 162 138 134 | 33% | Low Intermediate
T | Proposed run 0313 9422 301 2,278 2307 132 7.0 13% 26% | Low Intermediale
71 | Proposed run G626 0418 218 2026 2,047 112 513 11% 25% | Low Intermediate
| Proposed run 5,892 0416 476 4,581 4,624 172 18.3 10% | 25% | Low Intermediate
7 | Proposed run 10,536 | 10,102 | 433 1,676 1,747 140 5.6 26% 30% | Adv Intermediate
§0 | Proposed run 10,567 10,076 497 1,740 1821 175 73 28% 45% Intermediate
DURANGO MOUNTAIN RESORT JuLy 2003
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TABLE V-2
SKI TERRAIN SPECIFICATIONS — UPGRADING
Map Trail/ Area Top | Bottom | Vert | Plan Slope | Avg, | Slope | Avg. | Max,
Ref Name Elev. Elev. | Drop | Length | Length | Width | Area | Grade | Grade Ability Level
(fi) (f) (ft) (f) (ft) () | () | (%) | (%)
g1 Proposed run 9.985 9. 364 G2l 1,726 1,866 182 TR Ja% | BS% Expert
82 | Proposed run 9,351 9,357 195 004 933 32 0.7 23% | 46% | Adv, Intermediatc
B3 Proposed run 0719 9,353 366 1,875 1,654 116 4.4 23% 6% Expert
&4 | Proposed run 9.577 G4.425 153 1,002 1,107 29 0.7 14% | 25% | Low Intermediate
] Proposed run 10,287 | 10060 | 526 2,201 2,272 131 6.3 4% | 4% Intermediate
86 | Proposed run 10,419 | 10,085 | 334 1,462 1,506 69 2.4 23% | 3T Intermediare
87 | Proposed run 10,732 | 10,530 | 202 1,003 1,029 107 2.5 20% | 45% | Adv. Intermediate
88 | Proposed riin 10,541 | 10285 | 256 652 704 107 1.7 39% | 30% | Adv. Intermedigte
89 | Proposed run 10,355 | 10,219 | |36 312 341 129 1.0 dd% | 45% | Adv. Intermediate
ol Proposed run 10,522 0.366 1,136 | 4.831 3,037 218 367 24% 62% Expert
Totals 1\* 242,092 691.4

Source: SE Grour
Note: New and uperaded trails in bold.

Ski Terrain Discussion

With a few exceptions, the upgraded trail system respects the natural fall-line, resulting in the
development of trails that would be more enjoyable to ski, less expensive to construct, and create
muinimal impact on the environment. One component of the trail upgrading consists of widening
trails to satisfy skier circulation flows resulting from the reconfigured hft layout and to eliminate
existing bottlenecks. New trails would be constructed in the viemity of new lifis 8, 11, 14 and 16
to improve the overall terrain distribution by skier abilily level,

As a means of providing a smooth surface on which to build snow cover, much of the new trail
work should include the removal and burial of stumps and rocks, followed by fine grading,
fertilizing, seeding, and mulching. All trail work would utilize natural and existing manmade
clearings to the greatest extent possible, thus minimizing the amount of tree removal. Where tree
removal is required to create a safe skier experience, efforts would be made to avoid visually
hard edges or lines, and manmade openings would be interspersed to simulate the natural
surroundings and to encourage naturally occurring forbs, erasses and shrubs. Trail layout would
incorporate management of the existing tree stands for diversity in species and age classes as

well as for resistance to wind, insect infestation, diszase and fire.

There are many opportunities on the mountain to improve the visual quality of the resort
development, both by modifying existing trails and through creative design of new trails and lift

DURANGO MOUNTAIN RESORT JuULY 2003
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