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This Supplemental Information Report (SIR) will become part of the project record and is not a stand-alone analysis or 
decision. Rather, it documents whether the original decision and analysis is still valid and applicable given the new or 
changed information as it relates to the effects. 

The Keystone Resort Bergman Bowl Enhancement Projects Environmental Assessment on the Dillon Ranger District was 
originally signed on February 18, 2021 by Lisa Stoeffler, Acting Forest Supervisor for the White River National Forest. A 
SIR is being prepared at this time to document changed conditions from what was previously analyzed and approved 
that have occurred during project implementation. It is important to note that parts of the project implementation are 
ongoing and a number of project components were implemented in accordance with the Decision. The following 
departures from what was previously approved were discovered during construction, at which time construction was 
hatted. As a result, there are a number of project components that are not yet implemented and/or are incomplete. 

Specific changes from the Selected Alternative include the following project components, which are also depicted on the 
attached figure: 

• Unauthorized access route grading from the existing Outpost restaurant to the approved top terminal site has 
occurred totaling 2.5 acres, 1.5 acres of which occurred in the alpine. 

o This is inconsistent with the 2021 Decision Notice (2021 ON) which states, "A minimal construction route 
will facilitate construction of the top lift terminal and ski patrol facility using low impact machinery such 
as spider hoes, and utility task vehicles. The minimal construction route will not require grading." (2021 
ON, page 7). 

• A mid slope access route was entirely cleared and graded (0.7 acres) without communication about changes 
to plans. 

o This is inconsistent with the 2021 ON, which states, "Temporary construction routes will facilitate the 
construction of project components uphill of the bottom terminal (e.g., lift towers, skier bridge, and 
timber removal for ski terrain). The temporary construction routes will be located within the disturbance 
footprint of approved ski trails and will not require earthwork, with the exception of one approximately 
1,830- foot route segment which will cross Bergman Bowl uphill of the approved bottom lift terminal. 
This segment will require spot grading and incidental tree removal, resulting in approximately 0.5 acre 
of temporary ground disturbance." (2021 DN, page 6) 

• A delineated wetland creek was filled with logs and graded over to create road crossing. 
o This is inconsistent with the 2021 DN, which states, "the project avoids all direct impacts to wetlands, 

including impacts to wetland fens or wetlands directly adjacent to fens. This precludes the need for an 
individual wetland permit from the United States Army Corps of Engineers or any in kind wetland 
mitigation or replacement. In addition, the selected alternative reduces indirect impacts to wetlands by 
eliminating tree removal over wetlands in several locations." (2021 DN, page 2) 



o This is also inconsistent with the following General Design Criteria (GDC) that were included in the 
Selected Alternative: 

• GDC W8 Equipment Restrictions - Keep heavy equipment out of streams except to cross at 
locations designated by the USFS. Do not add or remove rocks, wood, or other material to or 
from streams unless approved by the USFS. 

■ GDC WlO Construction near Wetlands - Before project implementation, wetland boundaries 
shall be delineated within the vicinity of any ground disturbing activities. Equipment and ground 
vehicles shall be kept out of wetlands unless a temporary wetlands crossing is approved by the 
Forest Service Responsible Official. For approved temporary crossings, construction mats or 
other physical barriers shall be employed to protect against soil displacement and minimize the 
number of passes. Water supply or drainage patterns into wetlands shall not be interrupted. 

• GDC W13 Activities near Streams -Within the Water Influence Zone (WIZ) -- generally all 
ground within 100 feet of the edge of streams-- all ground disturbing activities and vegetation 
removal shall be prohibited unless specifically approved by the Forest Service Responsible 
Official. Permanent infrastructure and temporary disturbance areas should be located outside of 
the WIZ. Implementation plans should minimize the number of stream crossings. 

• Topsoil was not salvaged prior to road construction. 
o This is inconsistent with Project Design Criteria associated with the Selected Alternative that included a 

revegetation plan that in part directed topsoil to be salvaged (2021 DN, page 3). 
o Additionally, GDC W4 Topsoil Storage stating the following was not adhered to, "topsoil shall be 

conserved by removing and stockpiling the O horizon and A horizon of the soil profile before bulk 
grading occurs. Topsoil should be separated and protected while rough grading occurs, then reapplied to 
establish final elevations. Topsoil should be amended as necessary to achieve pre-treatment levels of 
soil organic matter." 

• Vegetation was not salvaged above treeline. 
o A Revegetation Plan (2021 Revegetation Plan) was prepared for the project. This lack of action is 

inconsistent with the plan, which states, "To the greatest extend possible, sod mats or plant plugs 
should be salvaged and stockpiled from all grading areas including areas that are slated for fill." (2021 
Revegetation Plan, page 3) 

o Further, this is inconsistent with the direction that, "In alpine areas, salvage as much plant material as 
possible in order to both enhance natural successional processes as well as maintain genetic integrity of 
existing plant species. This phase should occur prior to the Soil Salvage phase." (2021 Revegetation Plan, 
page 4) 

• Heavy equipment was operated on wet soils. 
o , GDC W14 Soil Moisture Considerations stating the following was not adhered to, "Ground-disturbing 

activities during periods of heavy precipitation or when soils are excessively wet or muddy and prone to 
rutting and compaction shall be avoided." 

• Heli logging of lift line changed to mechanical extraction without communicating the change. 
o This is inconsistent with the Construction Implementation Plan, which in the Timber Removal Project 

Sheet 1 of 2 -- 16-06, states "Bergman lift line logging area planned for helicopter extraction." 

Construction techniques and practices were identified that were not consistent with Forest Service expectations. These 
have been addressed through communication with the Keystone Resort and were addressed prior to the creation of 

additional impacts. 



Consideration of Effects 

Based upon Forest Service Handbook 1909.15 (Chapter 10 Section 18- "Review and Documentation of New Information 
Received After Decision Has Been Made"), if new information or changed circumstances relating to the environmental 
impacts of a proposed action come to the attention of the responsible official after a decision has been made and prior 
to completion of the approved program or project, the responsible official should review the information carefully to 
determine its importance. Consideration should be given to whether or not the new information or changed 
circumstances are within the scope and range of effects considered in the original analysis and decision. 

This SIR does not constitute a National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) decision nor does it intend to fulfill the 
requirements for a revised or supplemental NEPA analysis. This SIR does not intend to correct deficiencies in the 
original environmental documentation nor change a decision. (See FSH 1909.15 Chapter 10, Section 18.1) 

Interdisciplinary Team Review, Findings and Summary are provided in the attached form. 

Decision 
Based upon the findings presented to me, I have determined that the analysis and decision for the project is not 
sufficient and therefore supplemental NEPA needs to be initiated. The focus of the supplemental NEPA will be to 
analyze and disclose effects related to the unauthorized construction activity. Project components that are independent 
of the unauthorized construction activity may continue as long as all work complies with the February, 2021 Decision 
Notic pproved Construction Implementation Plan (CIP) and approved Restoration Plan 

+ ~ o2o~;;,-

Responsible Official signature Date 



FSH 1909.15 - SECTION 18 PROJECT REVIEW 
Supplemental Information Report (SIR) 

PROJECT NAME: Keystone Resort Bergman Bowl Enhancement Projects 

DECISION DATE: February 18, 2021 REVIEW DATE: July 29, 2022 

This comparison of potentially changed conditions by resource is based on information gathered from the field that 
characterizes the unauthorized actions taken and a review against the previous environmental analysis and decision 

document. The discussion under each resource is intended to provide guidance as to whether a revised or 

supplemental NEPA analysis is or is not needed. 

Sections are based on the issues analyzed in the EA and whether there is any changed conditions and whether those 
changes change the conclusions for the analysis, and if so is there a need to change the decision. 

1) Soil Condition 
Comments: 

An unauthorized access route was constructed along the ridge that runs from the Outpost restaurant to the 

approved top terminal location. In total, this road resulted in 2.5 acres of unauthorized ground disturbance and 

spans soils with moderate to severe erosion ratings (2020 Soils Specialist Report). Portions of this unauthorized 

route crossed areas previously approved for vegetation removal and grading (1.1 acres overlap areas approved 

for ground disturbance); however, a developed access route was not approved in this area and has implications 

for runoff, erosion, and sedimentation and has implications for other soil functions. 

A portion of this route was constructed in the alpine. This section that has resulted in approximately 1.5 acres of 

ground disturbance. Based on the 2020 Soils Specialist Report that was prepared for the Keystone Bergman 

Bowl EA, this unauthorized disturbance occurred in soils with moderate erosion hazard that have severe 

revegetation limitations due to the short growing season, low available water capacity and low fertility, and 

rubble land composition. Impacts associated with the road that was constructed were not anticipated and the 

soils analysis states, "To minimize impacts on soil resources in the alpine, the construction ofthe top lift 

terminal, upper lift towers, graded ski terrain, and the proposed ski patrol facility would be facilitated by low 

impact equipment such as helicopter and spider hoe as much as possible."( 2020 Soils Specialist Report, page 

13). 

Additionally, a mid-slope access route was cleared and graded that was not authorized in the 2021 DN. This has 

resulted in 0.7 acre of unauthorized ground disturbance that was not approved. The 2021 DN approved, "The 

temporary construction routes will be located within the disturbance footprint of approved ski trails and will not 

require earthwork, with the exception of one approximately 1,830- foot route segment which will cross 

Bergman Bowl uphill of the approved bottom lift terminal. This segment will require spot grading and incidental 

tree removal, resulting in approximately 0.5 acre of temporary ground disturbance." The additional disturbance 

occurs in soils that have severe erosion hazard and severe revegetation limitations due to slope, low available 

water capacity and low fertility (2020 Soils Specialist report). 

The 2020 Soils Specialist Report describes potential for the proposed action to, "increase in erosion and 

sedimentation, soil compaction, changes to soil physical and chemical characteristics reducing soil productivity, 

potential increase in slope instability, and permanent loss of soil resources." The potential for all of these 

consequences has increased based on the additional disturbance that has occurred during project construction. 

Due to mixing of soil horizons, soil profile characteristics and soil productivity would be drastically changed over 



pre-construction conditions, even if remediation is to occur in the area disturbed for the unauthorized route. 

The 2020 Soils Specialist Report notes that, "decreases in soil productivity would be long-term in all reclaimed 

areas and would likely require many years for soil productivity to return to pre-disturbance conditions." 

Construction techniques and lack of design criteria implementation have likely further exacerbated the potential 

consequences described in the previous paragraphs and resulted in soil conditions that are further departed 

from those anticipated in the 2021 approval. Specifically, topsoil was not salvaged prior to construction and 

heavy equipment has been operated on wet soils as well as other areas that were not previously considered in 

the analysis. Additionally, mechanical timber extraction and skidding has occurred in areas that were intended 

for heli-logging. All of these construction activities are inconsistent with the Selected Alternative and associated 

design criteria and have resulted in greater impacts to the soil resource than was previously approved. This 

includes a loss in soil organic matter, soil compaction, increased erosion potential, and a decrease in soil 

functionality that was not anticipated at the time of project approval. 

2) Streams and Watershed Conditions 
Comments: 

Changed stream and watershed conditions from those previously authorized may arise from the additional 

impacts to soils described under the previous resource section. Keystone has been instructed to prepare a 

drainage management plan for changed disturbance conditions that occurred during construction. This plan is 

intended to minimize impacts to stream and watershed conditions associated with the additional ground 

disturbance. 

During construction a delineated wetland creek was filled with logs and graded over to create road crossing. This 

impact was not analyzed or authorized in the 2021 EA/DN and is inconsistent with design criteria associated with 

the Decision. Specifically, this includes the following statement from the 2021 DN, "the project avoids all direct 

impacts to wetlands, including impacts to wetland fens or wetlands directly adjacent to fens. This precludes the 

need for an individual wetland permit from the United States Army Corps of Engineers or any inkind wetland 

mitigation or replacement. In addition, the selected alternative reduces indirect impacts to wetlands by 

eliminating tree removal over wetlands in several locations." Additionally, the following GDC were not followed 

based on actions that have been taken during construction: 

"GDC W8 Equipment Restrictions - Keep heavy equipment out of streams except to cross at locations designated 

by the USFS. Do not add or remove rocks, wood, or other material to or from streams unless approved by the 

USFS. 

GDC W10 Construction near Wetlands - Before project implementation, wetland boundaries shall be delineated 

within the vicinity of any ground disturbing activities. Equipment and ground vehicles shall be kept out of 

wetlands unless a temporary wetlands crossing is approved by the Forest Service Responsible Official. For 

approved temporary crossings, construction mats or other physical barriers shall be employed to protect against 

soil displacement and minimize the number of passes. Water supply or drainage patterns into wetlands shall not 

be interrupted. 

GDC W13 Activities near Streams - Within the Water Influence Zone (WIZ) -- generally all ground within 100 feet 

of the edge of streams-- all ground disturbing activities and vegetation removal shall be prohibited unless 

specifically approved by the Forest Service Responsible Official. Permanent infrastructure and temporary 



disturbance areas should be located outside of the WIZ. Implementation plans should minimize the number of 

stream crossings." 

3) Transportation System 

Comments: 

Although unauthorized disturbances have resulted in additions to Keystone's mountain road network, there are 

no changes that would result in long-term alterations to transportation systems as the project has been halted 

and unauthorized routes are not being utilized by construction vehicles any longer. As it relates to the public, or 

more broadly traffic and parking resources, none of the unauthorized change affect these resources as public 

access would not be permitted on the unauthorized roadways. 

There are no changed conditions or new information that would require changes to an existing environmental 

analysis. 

4) Wildlife 
Comments: 

Unauthorized disturbances that occurred during construction did occur in primary and secondary lynx habitat; 

therefore, increasing the amount of tree clearing and grading in these habitat types and increasing the impacted 

acreage of habitat. Specifically, the unauthorized actions are believed to have resulted in an additional 1.5 acres 

of impact within primary habitat and 0.07 acre within secondary habitat in the form of grading and/or tree 

clearing that was not previously analyzed. Based on the following rationale provided in the Biological 

Assessment it is not anticipated that these additional impacts to lynx habitat would change the determination 

beyond, may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect. 

"In large part because lynx are known to remain on the periphery of the operational boundary of ski areas 

during the winter, and do not utilize habitat within Colorado ski area operational boundaries, but also because 

tree skiing reduces the effectiveness of snowshoe hare habitat, the effectiveness of habitat within the current 

Keystone operational boundary, which includes the Bergman Bowl project area, has been compromised. The 

proposed projects on their own would have mostly insignificant and/or discountable 

effects on lynx. However, when considered with cumulative effects within the South Summit LAU, these projects 

would contribute directly to the reduced effectiveness of lynx habitat in the South Summit LAU, and would 

continue to indirectly impair lynx habitat that would not be directly impacted. However, the projects would not 

compromise the ability of the South Summit LAU to support traveling lynx. As a consequence, implementation of 

Alternative 3 MAY AFFECT, BUT IS NOT LIKELY TO ADVERSELY AFFECT, the Canada lynx. 

Further, different vegetation removal techniques have been deployed from what was authorized (e.g., 

mechanical timber removal rather than heli-logging); however, vegetation has been cleared in areas that were 

analyzed for vegetation removal. As a result, there is not a change in resource conditions for the majority of 

wildlife species, as impacts to species' habitat affinities have already been analyzed and disclosed. This assumes 

that boreal owl and Northern goshawk (both Region 2 sensitive species) surveys were completed, as tree 

removal was done prior to July 31 (e.g., nesting season). 

The only species considered in the 2021 analysis that had potential to be affected by additional grading 

specifically was the Western bumblebee. The Western bumblebee is a Region 2 sensitive species that thrives in 

high latitude and high elevation locations and is common throughout the region. Additional grading in subalpine 

and alpine grasslands and forblands would have greater potential to destroy individual bee colonies; however, 



the previous analysis had reached a determination of may 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 range wide. 

There are no changed conditions or new information that would require changes to an existing environmental 

analysis. 

5) Rare Plants 

Comments: 

The 2021 analysis associated with the EA determined that, "either action alternative may adversely impact 
individuals, but not likely to result in a loss of viability in the planning area, nor cause a trend toward federal 
listing for the two species of sensitive moonworts, Upswept moonwort (Botrychium ascendens) and Paradox 

moonwort (Botrychium paradoxum) with potential to be present within the project area. 

Direct impacts could potentially result from trampling, breaking, crushing, or uprooting of individuals as caused 

by machinery during the construction process. Individuals could also be directly impacted by smothering with 

slash, chips or soil, or could have trees fall on them during tree removal. Individuals impacted may die or 

experience reduced growth and development as well as reduced or eliminated reproduction. If direct impacts 

are large enough, the reduced population size may potentially affect species viability on the planning unit or 

range wide. 

Indirect effects to the sensitive moonworts could also occur as a result of the action alternatives, including 

noxious weed invasion, altered hydrologic patterns, erosion, sedimentation, or increased dust from vehicular 

construction traffic. Impacted individuals may die or show reduced growth and reproduction. GDC and PDC 

identified in Table 2-1 ofthis EA would be employed to ensure that disturbances are adequately revegetated, 

noxious weeds are controlled. If Region 2 sensitive species are found, then coordination with the WRNF would 

occur to ensure there is no loss of viability of the species within the planning area or cause a trend toward 

federal listing. Potential effects of implementing the action alternatives were analyzed with these GDC and PDC 

considered as requirements." (2021 EA, p.28 ) 

It would seem that additional disturbance, as well as, failure to follow GDC and authorized construction 

techniques would exacerbate the impacts disclosed in the 2021 EA and Botanical BA/BE; however, this is likely 

within the impact determination of may adversely impact individuals, but not likely to result in a loss of viability 
in the planning area, nor cause a trend toward federal listing for the two species of sensitive moonworts, 

Upswept moonwort (Botrychium ascendens) and Paradox moonwort (Botrychium paradoxum) with potential to 

be present within the project area. 

6} Fish and Aquatic Species 

Comments: 

The only aquatic species considered in the analysis were the four endangered Upper Colorado River Fish and the 

Region 2 sensitive bluehead sucker, flannelmouth sucker, mountain sucker, and roundtail chub. Impacts to these 

species were all associated with increase consumptive water use at Keystone that could create additional 

depletions to the Upper Colorado River basin. Consumptive water use has not been altered by the unauthorized 

project components that have been constructed. 

There are no changed conditions or new information that would require changes to an existing environmental 

analysis. 



7) Recreational Uses 

Comments: 

Unauthorized project elements that have been implemented are related to facilitating construction. They have 
not resulted in changes to recreational uses, nor would they in the future. 

There are no changed conditions or new information that would require changes to an existing environmental 
analysis. 

8) Forest Scenery 
Comments: 

The portion of the unauthorized road that was constructed in the alpine has created additional scenic impacts in 

the Keystone SUP area and added incrementally to the developed character of the surrounding landscape of 

Summit County, beyond what was analyzed in the 2021 EA. 

Portions of the CONST/CT have critical viewpoints of the project area. However, it was determined that 

proposed lift infrastructure in Bergman Bowl would be obstructed by terrain in South Bowl off Wapiti Peak. This 

statement is likely true for the unauthorized access route that was constructed. Due to the existing developed 

visual character of the landscape, the additional disturbance associated with the unauthorized road would 

represent an incremental and inconsequential change to the scenic quality of the Keystone SUP from the 

CONST/CT. 

9) Heritage and Cultural Resources 
Comments: 

Unauthorized disturbances and construction techniques have occurred in areas that were previously surveyed 

for cultural resources as a part of the 2021 EA. The Cultural Resource Report for the project recommended that, 

"None of the cultural resources in either the survey area or direct APE are recommended eligible for the 

National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). Based on the results of the preliminary inventory, a finding of"no 

historic properties affected" is recommended for the proposed developments within the direct APE." There are 

no changed conditions or new information that would require changes to an existing environmental analysis. 

10) Other Laws, Regulations, Forest Plan 
Comments: 

The unauthorized access route was constructed in the alpine is inconsistent with forest-wide Forest Plan 

standards for Alpine areas. Specifically, this includes Standard 1 for Alpine, which states, "Prohibit new structural 

facilities in alpine wetlands, streams, and riparian areas except when needed to reduce existing resource 

impacts." (2002 Forest Plan, page 2-2). Past planning and analysis would indicate that constructing this road was 

avoidable; therefore, making it unnecessary. For the same reasons, the project is also inconsistent with 

Guideline 2 - 4, which state, "2. Minimize new roads, trails, and livestock driveways in alpine ecosystems. 3. 

Minimize soil excavation and disturbance in alpine ecosystems. 4. Minimize the size and number of structures in 

alpine ecosystems." (2002 Forest Plan, page 2-2) 

Additionally, guideline 3 for Management Area 8.25 was not met. Guideline 3 states, "Roads are designed to 

minimize visual and resource impacts. They are constructed and maintained with good alignments and grades 

that minimize erosion" (2002 Forest Plan, page 3-81). Road disturbance was not authorized in the location it was 

constructed (refer to attached figure) so as to "minimize visual and resource impacts." This was not followed. 



Further, actions that were taken violated direction contained within the Region 2 Watershed Conservation 

Practices Handbook. Specifically this includes, but may not be limited to: 

"MM-3. In the water influence zone (WIZ) next to perennial and intermittent streams, lakes, and wetlands, allow 

only those actions that maintain or improve long-term stream health and riparian ecosystem condition. 

MM-4. Design and construct all stream crossings and other instream structures to provide for passage of flows 

and sediment, withstand expected flood flows, and allow free movement of resident aquatic life. 

MM-5. Conduct actions so that stream pattern, geometry, and habitats maintain or improve long-term stream 

health. 

MM-9. Limit roads and other disturbed sites to the minimum feasible number, width, and total length consistent 

with the purpose of specific operations, local topography, and climate. 

MM-10. Construct roads and other disturbed sites to minimize sediment discharge into streams, lakes, and 

wetlands." 



HERITAGE RESOURCES 
Are effects on Native American religious or cultural sites, archaeological sites or historic properties generally the same as 
predicted in the existing NEPA document? 
.X.Yes _No 

Explain: 
Unauthorized disturbances and construction techniques have occurred in areas that were previously surveyed for cultural resources 
as a part of the 2021 EA. The Cultural Resource Report for the project recommended that, "None of the cultural resources in either 
the survey area or direct APE are recommended eligible for the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). Based on the results 
of the preliminary inventory, a finding of"no historic properties affected" is recommended for the proposed developments within 
the direct APE." There are no changed conditions or new information that would require changes to an existing environmental 
analysis. 
T&E FISH/WILDLIFE and PLANTS 
Are effects on threatened, endangered, proposed, sensitive species or critical habitat generally the same as predicted in the 
NEPA document? 
.X.Yes _No 

Explain: 
The only T&E species with potential to be affected by the projects (as approved in 2021) were Canada Lynx and the four Upper 
Colorado Fish. Unauthorized disturbances that occurred during construction did occur in primary and secondary lynx habitat; 
therefore, increasing the amount of tree clearing and grading in these habitat types and increasing the impacted acreage of habitat. 
Specifically, the unauthorized actions are believed to have resulted in an additional 1.5 acres of impact within primary habitat and 
0.07 acre within secondary habitat in the form of grading and/or tree clearing that was not previously analyzed. Based on the 
following rationale provided in the Biological Assessment it is not anticipated that these additional impacts to lynx habitat would 
change the determination beyond, may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect 

"In large part because lynx are known to remain on the periphery of the operational boundary of ski areas during the winter, and do 
not utilize habitat within Colorado ski area operational boundaries, but also because tree skiing reduces the effectiveness of 
snowshoe hare habitat, the effectiveness of habitat within the current Keystone operational boundary, which includes the Bergman 
Bowl project area, has been compromised. The proposed projects on their own would have mostly insignificant and/or discountable 
effects on lynx. However, when considered with cumulative effects within the South Summit LAU, these projects would contribute 
directly to the reduced effectiveness oflynx habitat in the South Summit LAU, and would continue to indirectly impair lynx habitat 
that would not be directly impacted. However, the projects would not compromise the ability of the South Summit LAU to support 
traveling lynx. As a consequence, implementation of Alternative 3 MAY AFFECT, BUT IS NOT LIKELY TO 
ADVERSELY AFFECT, the Canada lynx." 

As it relates to the four Upper Colorado Fish, the unauthorized actions did not create additional depletions to the Upper Colorado 
River basin; therefore, effects to these species would be the same as was included in the past analysis. 

The 2021 analysis determined that no TEP botanical species are present or potentially occur within the analysis area. 
PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY 
Are effects on public health and safety generally the same as predicted in the NEPA document? 
....X.Yes _No 
Explain: 
Public health and safety was not a resource identified as being potentially affected by the proposed project at the time of the 2021 
analysis; therefore, there are no changed conditions or new information that would require changes to an existing environmental 
analysis. 
UNCERTAINTY OF EFFECTS 
Is the level of uncertainty or controversy over environmental effects of this action generally the same as predicted in the 
NEPA document? 
_Yes ...X.No 
Explain: 
As actions were taken and disturbances occurred that were previously unanalyzed, there is inherently an uncertainty in the effects 
that unauthorized project components may have. Without additional study, it is unclear if environmental effects associated with the 
action are the same as oredicted in the NEPA document. 



UNIQUE CHARACTERISTICS OF THE GEOGRAPHIC AREA 
Are the effects on unique characteristics of the geographic area generally the same as predicted in the NEPA document? 
Unique characteristics include but are not limited to park lands, prime farm lands, wetlands, wilderness, wild and scenic rivers, and 
ecologically critical areas. (If the NEPA document indicates that there are no unique characteristics in the geographic area, then no 
effects were predicted.) 
.X..Yes _No 
Explain: 
Unique characteristics of the geographic area were not identified at the time of the 2021 analysis; therefore, effects on unique 
characteristics of the geographic area are generally the same as oredicted in the NEPA document. 
ENVIRONMENTAL LAWS 
Is the action still consistent with Federal, State, and local laws or requirements for the protection of the environment? 
Consider any new laws, regulations, ordinances. Consider whether or not any actual effects have exceeded predicted thresholds to 
the point of threatening to violate any environmental requirements. 
JlYes _No 
Explain: 
There are no new laws, regulations, or ordinances that relate to actions that have occurred for this project post construction. 
Unauthorized effects have not exceeded predicted thresholds to the point of threatening to violate any environmental requirements. 
As previously mentioned, the United States Army Corps of Engineers has been notified of the change in conditions associated with 
the creek that was filled during construction. Their current direction is that due to the minimal temporary change, the project still 
aualifies for NWP 14 (oer June 6, 2022 verification letter) and a new verification letter is not required. 
NEPA COORDINATOR: 
Additional analvsis is necessarv? No X Yes 


