


























1-25/US 24/Cimarron Street Interchange Reconstruction— Section 404 Permit
Addendum

Box 6. Nature of Activity (Description of project, include all features)

The project involves the reconstruction of the existing 1-25 /US 24 interchange from a combined
cloverleaf and J ramp configuration to a “single point interchange” configuration as shown in
Appendix A. Generally, the interchange will be relocated about 70 feet west and 50 feet south of
its current configuration. The planned interchange configuration includes replacement of the 1-25
bridge over Upper Fountain Creek approximately 400 feet west of the confluence of Monument
Creek and Fountain Creek, replacement of the Cimarron Street bridge over Lower (south of the
confluence) Fountain Creek about 150 south of the confluence, replacement of the US 24 bridges
over Upper Fountain Creek about 1150 feet west of the confluence, and replacement of the Pikes
Peak Greenway Trail pedestrian bridge over upper Fountain Creek about 40 feet west of the
confluence. A new bridge over Upper Fountain Creek will be constructed about 700 feet west of
the confluence for the south-bound off ramp of the new interchange. A new pedestrian bridge
will be constructed about 50 feet north of the confluence over Monument Creek connecting the
regional trail along the west bank of the creek to the eastern trail system. The roadway bridge
construction will impact approximately 600 linear feet of the Upper Fountain Creek

In addition to the bridge improvements the project includes the reconstruction of approximately
1,500 linear feet of Upper Fountain Creek west of the confluence to the US 24 Bridge. Proposed
channel improvements include lowering the channel invert and redefining the channel section to
pass flood flows under the new bridge. The low flow channel is expected to require three small
grade control structures to raise the lowered channel invert to the existing invert elevation at the
downstream side of the US 24 Bridge. These grade control structures will be constructed out of
boulders. The boulders will be buried in the stream bank for stability. No grout will be used and
the structures will be configured to allow fish passage. The low flow channel will consist of a
substrate composed of 4 — 6 inch cobble. These areas are identified in the Appendix B “I-25 and
Cimarron Street Interchange Reconstruction 404 Permit: Creek Impacts”.

Widening and realignment of 1-25 along the west bank of Lower Fountain Creek will shift the
edge of the highway about 35 feet east toward lower Fountain Creek and about 40 feet west
toward Bear Creek (a tributary of Lower Fountain Creek).

A new concrete box culvert (CBC) will also be installed in Bear Creek as part of the roadway
improvements. This CBC will be enlarged by 30 feet on both the upstream and downstream sides
of the existing box culvert. This area is identified in Appendix C.

Reason(s) for Discharge into Waters of the United States

This section will discuss the discharge into Fountain Creek resulting from the stream stabilization
project (RGP 37) that will occur from the Cimarron Street Bridge over Fountain Creek to the
confluence with Monument Creek.

The reconstruction of Fountain Creek from the 8" Street Bridge, to the confluence with
Monument Creek will include the installation of three grade control structures to raise the
lowered channel invert to the existing invert elevation at the downstream side of the US 24
Bridge. These structures will be constructed with boulders that will be placed within the stream
channel. These boulders will be buried in the stream bottom substrate and on the channel edge



for stability. No grout will be used in the construction of these drop structures. In addition, 4-6”
rounded cobble will be placed within the existing ordinary high water mark of Fountain Creek
where the proposed low flow channel intersects with the existing stream channel. These areas are
identified on the Appendix B.

Box 9. Measures taken to Avoid and Minimize Impacts to Waters of the U.S.

The following mitigation measures will be implemented during construction to avoid impacts to
Fountain and Bear Creeks:

e Sediment control measures and best management practices will be installed to prevent
sediment releases into Fountain and Bear Creeks.

e Fertilizers and/or hydro-mulching will not be allowed within 50 feet of wetlands and
Fountain and Bear Creeks.

e Construction staging areas will be located at a distance greater than 50 feet from Fountain
and Bear Creeks to avoid disturbing vegetation, avoid point source discharges, and to
prevent spills from entering the aquatic ecosystem (including concrete washout).

e Equipment refueling will occur within a designated containment area away from
wetlands and Fountain and Bear Creeks.

o Disturbed areas will be revegetated with native grass and forb species. Seed, mulch, and
mulch tackifier will be applied in phases throughout construction.

o Where permanent seeding operations are not feasible because of seasonal constraints
(e.g., summer and winter months), disturbed areas will have mulch and mulch tackifier
applied to prevent erosion.

In addition, the RGP 37 Permit for Stream Stabilization general conditions will be implemented
for work occurring during the Fountain Creek rehabilitation from 8th Street Bridge to the
confluence with Monument Creek. In addition, the Fountain Creek Restoration/Reconstruction
Design Plans are included in Appendix D for your review. These plans include planting plans
and reconstruction profiles for the Fountain Creek channel and banks.

Box 11. Threatened and Endangered Species and Essential Fish Habitat

The following table identifies the federally listed threatened and endangered species in El Paso
County and the potential for these species to occur in the project area.

Federal Candidate, Threatened, and Endangered Species in El Paso County

Species Designation Potential to Occur in Project Area

Mexican Spotted Owl Threatened | No Effect. The project area is highly

(Strix occidentalis lucida) urbanized and does not contain the remote
conifer forest habitat required by the species

Greenback cutthroat trout Threatened | No Effect. The project area does not

(Oncorhynchus clarki spp. contain the coldwater streams required by

Stomia) this trout species.

Pawnee montane skipper Threatened | No Effect. This butterfly is only found in

(Hesperia leonardus diluvialis) the South Platte River Basin in montane
habitats.




Ute ladies’-tresses orchid Threatened | No Effect. The floodplains present in the
(Spiranthes diluvialis) project area do not contain the type of
habitat preferred by this plant. No known
populations have been identified in the
project area.

North American wolverine Candidate No Effect. No coniferous alpine forests
(Gulo gulo luscus) used by the wolverine occur within the
project area.

The project team will continue to work with Colorado Parks and Wildlife to ensure the ability of
fish and wildlife to move through the corridor.

Box 12. Historic Properties and Cultural Resources

The Colorado Department of Transportation is the lead agency for the project and is handling the
Section 106 consultation. The proposed improvements to the 1-25/US 24 interchange have been
examined twice for cultural resources, first in the March 2004 1-25 Improvements through the
Colorado Springs Urbanized Area EA (FONSI, September 2004) and then again as the eastern
terminus of the May 2012 US 24 West EA (no decision document issued to date). It has been
determined by CDOT, FHWA and SHPO that no cultural resources will be impacted by the I-
25/US 24 interchange project. Correspondence addressing the Section 106 Consultation for both
EAs are included in Appendix E to this permit application.
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I-25 AND CIMARRON ST INTERCHANGE RECONSTRUCTION
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FOUNTAIN CREEK RESTORATION/RECONSTRUCTION NOTES: REARIARL SEED

: BOTANICAL NAME* COMMON NAME | BS. PLS.
1. THESE NOTES AND DETAILS SHALL BE USED FOR THE STRETCH VEGETATION: ) LBS. PLS.
OF FOUNTAIN CREEK FROM THE CIMARRON BRIDGE OVER 1. ALL AREAS WITHIN THE 80'-0" TRAPEZOIDAL CHANNEL, BUT NOT Andropogon gerardi Big Bluestem Grass 0.90
FOUNTAIN CREEK (TO THE WEST OF 125) TO THE CONFLUENCE WITHIN THE 15'-0" LOW FLOW CHANNEL, SHALL BE VEGETATED Bouteloua curtipendula Amerioan Sloughgrass 2.52
WITH MONUMENT CREEK. THE AREA IS DEPICTED ON THE WITH RIPARIAN SEED AND WETLAND PLANTINGS AS OUTLINED Calamovilfa longifolia Prairie Sandreed 58
PLANTING PLANS (ATTACHED). BELOW. Flymys Janceolatus lanceolatus | Thickspike Wheatgrass [ 1.3
2. WHERE POSSIBLE, WETLAND PLANTING BENCHES SHALL BE Elymus lanceolatus Streombank Wheatgross | 5.4
PATH OF THE LOW FLOW CHANNEL: INSTALLED ON THE INSIDE OF CURVES OF THE LOW FLOW Psammophijilus ‘Sodar’
1. THE LOW FLOW CHANNEL SHALL BE A CONSTANT 15-0" WIDE. CHANNEL. WETLAND PLANTING BENCHES SHALL BE GRADED TO Clyceria striata j\‘:gt'ic“'/%"ofl‘ggr;issh 2.57
2. THE LOW FLOW CHANNEL SHALL UNDULATE WITHIN THE 80™-0" A SLOPE LESS THAN THAT OF THE LOW FLOW CHANNEL TO Nassella viridula "Lodorm’ Green’ Needlegrass 0.90
WIDE TRAPEZOIDAL CHANNEL TO MIMIC A NATURALLY ENCOURAGE RIPARIAN PLAN GROWTH. Panicum virgatum Switchgrass 2.16
OCCURRING ALLUVIAL STREAM BED. THE UNDULATIONS AND 3. THE OUTSIDE EDGES OF WETLAND PLANTING BENCHES SHALL o o Arribe Fonl Buogress ™ 54
PATH OF THE LOW FLOW CHANNEL SHALL ADHERE TO THE BE PLANTED WITH COYOTE WILLOW (salix exigua) STAKES TO Spartina pectinata Prairie Cordgrass 18
FOLLOWING CRITERIA: FRAME VIEWS OF THE PLANTING BENCH. PUSSY WILLOW (salix Sporcbolus giroides Alkali Sacaton 1.8
2.1.  CURVE FREQUENCY: THERE SHALL BE 3 FULL CURVES discolor) MAY BE USED IN AREAS THAT WILL REMAIN SHADIER, -
WITHIN EVERY 600-700 LINEAL FEET. SUCH AS AREAS CLOSER TO BRIDGE STRUCTURES.
2.2.  EACH CURVE SHALL HAVE A RADIUS THAT CAN RANGE FROM 4. POCKETS OF WILLOW STAKES MAY BE USED WITHIN THE MAIN O O T T oM O O COLomADs PGS DRANAGE CRTERA ANUAL
250-350'. AREA OF THE PLANTING BENCHES, AS LONG AS THEY ARE IN **RATES ARE FOR DRILLED; DOUBLE IF HAND—BROADCASTED
2.3.  EACH CURVE SHALL HAVE A CHORD LENGTH THAT CAN POCKETS AND DO NOT USE MORE THAN 30% OF THE PLANTING
RANGE FROM 200-350'. BENCH AREA.
24. ALL CURVES MUST CONNECT TANGENTIALLY TO CREATE A 5.  WILLOW STANDS SHALL NOT CONTINUE FOR MORE THAN £ OF
SMOOTH FLOWING CHANNEL. THE CHORD LENGTH OF ANY CURVE. WILLOW STANDS MAY BE
2.5.  CURVES CANNOT BE COMPRISED OF A SERIES OF STRAIGHT USED IN POCKETS OR LARGER STRETCHES (UP TO 2 THE GHORD
TANGENT LINES. LENGTH OF THE CURVE). THE INTENT IS TO CREATE AREAS OF
26.  THE EDGE OF THE LOW FLOW CHANNEL MUST REMAIN A VEGETATED WILLOW EDGES WHILE STILL ALLOWING PHYSICAL
MINIMUM OF 10'-0" FROM THE TOE OF THE TRAPEZOIDAL AND VISUAL ACCESS TO THE CREEK.
CHANNEL. 6. FOR AREAS UNDERNEATH THE BRIDGE STRUCTURES, LARGE
2.7.  THE GEOMETRY OF THE CURVES SHALL VARY TO AVOID SANDSTONE BOULDERS SHALL BE USED INSTEAD OF
REPITITION. VEGETATION WITHIN THE TRAPEZOIDAL CHANNEL.
DROP STRUCTURES:
LOW FLOW CHANNEL EDGE TREATMENTS:
1. THE EDGE OF THE LOW FLOW CHANNEL SHALL RECEIVE THE - g?EUPCR'I%jREE; SHALL INCLUDE THREE (3) ROCK DROP

FOLLOWING TREATMENTS: "
1.1. BOULDER EDGE: THIS TREATMENT SHALL BE USED ON 2 I\E/égl:lgz_og:gg.UCTURE SHALL INCORPORATE APPROX. 9-12" OF

APPROX. 80% OF THE CHANNEL.
1.2. WILLOW FACINES: THIS TREATMENT SHALL BE USED ON > $Elzlgétl_[)oliv'\l;f\'\llléSSO|_II:EE_-l|_§DROP STRUCTURES MAY BE FOUND ON
APPROX. 20% OF THE CHANNEL.
2. THE WILLOW FACINES TREATMENT SHALL BE USED PRIMARILY
ON THE EDGES OF THE INSIDE OF THE CURVES OF THE
CHANNEL.
3.  WILLOW STANDS/FACINES SHALL NOT CONTINUE FOR MORE
THAN £ OF THE CHORD LENGTH OF ANY CURVE. WILLOW
STANDS/FACINES MAY BE USED IN POCKETS OR LARGER

STRETCHES (UP TO 4 THE CHORD LENGTH OF THE CURVE). THE
INTENT IS TO CREATE AREAS OF VEGETATED WILLOW EDGES
WHILE STILL ALLOWING PHYSICAL AND VISUAL ACCESS TO THE

CREEK.
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PLANT 80%
OF STAKE
LENGTH INTO
THE GROUND.

_—

PATTERN.

RIPARIAN

WILLOW FACINE

WILLOW CUTTING DETAIL

/WATER TABLE

WILLOW STAKES
SHALL BE PLANTED
IN A TRIANGULAR

WILLOW STAKES
SHALL BE PLACED
6’ 0.C. ON THE

AREAS AS
INDICATED ON THE
PLANTING PLANS

DO NOT CUT APICAL TIP

SINGLE STEM WILLOW STAKE IN RIPARIAN BENCHES.
6’ O0.C. SPACING BETWEEN STAKES,
TOP SOIL COVER

BACKFILL WITH A THICK MUD /
WATER SLURRY TO PREVENT
FORMATION OF AIR POCKETS,

TRIM BRANCHES CLOSE

LANDSCAPE BOULDER (SEE

PLAN FOR SIZES) BURY % TO

% OF BOULDER ADDITIONAL LANDSCAPE
BOULDER, NOT REQUIRED
ALONG ENTIRE CHANNEL
LANDSCAPE AREA WITHIN
TRAPEZOIDAL CHANNEL

%’ - 3’ DIAMETER PLACED IN
HOLE BY USING DIBBLES.

MAKE ANGLED CUT AT
BUTT-END, PLANT BUTT-END
DOWN

EVERY 4.0' 0.C.
6" FREE DRAINING

LOW FLOW RAVEL SETTING BED

CHANNEL

) COBBLE BOTTOM OF

i|=||='|1|=||=||=| LOW FLOW CHANNEL;
ZlZIZIZIZ 18" LAYER OF 4-6"
ROUNDED COBBLE
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COBBLE LOW FLOW CHANNEL LOW FLOW CHANNEL

BOTTOM; 18" LAYER OF 4-6"
ROUNDED COBBLE

CREEK CHANNEL EDGE—BOULDERT ™2

BENCH

2"X2"X42" WOOD STAKES

CREEK CHANNEL EDGE—FACINES

18" 0 WILLOW FACINE. COLLECTED
CUTTINGS OF WILLOW SPECIES
(Salix spp. SEE PLANT LIST)

TIED AND STAKED INTO STREAM
BANK. SEE PLAN FOR LOGATIONS.

WILLOW STAKES
SEE DETAIL

COMPACTED SUBGRADE

18"DIA. WILLOW FACINES
BURY TO RETAIN GRADE

TED EVERY 18"

WITH ROPE / TWINE
BUTT FACINES END
TO END WITH MINIMUM
VOIDS.

FABRIC
RE: CIVIL PLANS
8" TOPSOIL LIFT

(2" OVER FABRIC,
6" UNDER FABRIC)

— FACINE STAKE 27X2"X42"
—— STAKE AT 4.0° CENTERS

—6”

3N

NOT TO SCALE U
N

NOT TO SCALE v

2’0" WIDE, 12—18" DEEP V—SHAPED THALWEG.
LOCATION OF THALWEG TO MEANDER
WITHIN LOW FLOW CHANNEL

[~ SLOPE OF TRAPEZOIDAL CHANNEL;
SEED WITH RIPARIAN SEED MIX.
SEE SHEET LPOO1 FOR SEED MIX
WETLAND PLANTING BENCH

CREEK CHANNEL EDGE-FACINES

NOT TO SCALE v

SLOPE OF TRAPEZOIDAL CHANNEL;
SEED WITH RIPARIAN SEED MIX.

15'—0" LOW FLOW CHANNEL; SEE SHEET LP201 FOR SEED MIX

SEE NOTES SHEET LP201 FOR

CRITERIA PERTAINING TO LOCATION

AND GEOMETRY OF LOW FLOW CHANNEL
WITHIN THE 80°-0" WIDE TRAPEZOIDAL
CHANNEL

CREEK CHANNEL EDGE—BOULDERS

15’—0" LOW FLOW CHANNEL

80’—0" TRAPEZOIDAL CHANNEL

DISTANCE VARIES

CREEK CHANNEL EDGE—FACINES

(B
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LOW FLOW CHANNEL BOULDERS

30" TO CHANNEL EDGE

RIFFLE BOULDERS (2'x3'x4")
PLACED AT % BANKFULL DEPTH
LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT TO FIELD
sec LOCATE
— ECTION 4
T CREEK ELEVATION
FLOW —=—
SLOPE STONES Ao5)
10-15" TOWARD
DOWNSTREAM (TYP.) 7.5

30" TO CHANNEL EDGE—
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INDIVIDUALLY PLACED ROCK BOULDERS
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= 3 SCOUR ZONE
INTO BANK %;,
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TYPICAL ROCK LOW FLOW CHECK STRUCTURE — PLAN SECTION /4D
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ROCK LOW FLOW STRUCTURE WINGS DESCEND FROM TOP OF LOW FLOW
/7 CHANNEL TOWARD CENTER OF LOW FLOW CHANNEL
L, 1 59_019 .
4—6" VOIDS BETWEEN
BOULDERS
1— FINISHED GRADE
RIFFLE BOULDERS
LOCATED BY LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT
LOW FLOW CHANNEL BOULDER
_f SEE PLAN FOR LOCATIONS
FACINE PLANTING
SEE PLAN FOR LOCAHV FOOTER ROCKS TO BE PLACED TIGHTLY
GRAVEL BED TOGETHER
TYPICAL ROCK LOW FLOW CHECK STRUCTURE — ELEVATION /2 RADIUS VARIES; 250'-350

NOT TO SCALE v 80'—0"

TYPICAL LOCATION FOR

”
RIPARIAN SEED MIX TOE OF TRAPEZOIDAL CHANNEL WLLOW STAKE PLANTINGS MIN. 10-0
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ON INSIDE OF CURVE
~ 0
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15,_011
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April 21,2603

Ms. Georgianina Contigugfia
State Histoeic Prescrvation Officer

Colorado Ilistosical Socioty

D00 Broadway

Benver, 0080203 CHSIQOANF

SURBIECT: Determinations of Eligibility and Effect for CDOF Project IM 0252-31G, 1-25 Corredor
EA, £1 Paso County

DearMs. Contiguglia:

Caclosed for your review i the archaeological survey repart and assuciated sile forms. for the Coov
project refecenced above. The imderiaking entails completion of an Envireamcntal Assesament {TA) for
anedrly 30-mile segment of Interstate 25 in ¥l Page County, extendiug from milepost 1319 south of
Colorado Springs to milepast 160.4, the Mormment interchange near the Ll Paso/Douglas Cousty Lie.
O prihistoric site within the cotridos (SEP21 1) fuitially evaliated py potentially cligible for listing on
{he National Register of Historic Places, and that carmol beavoided bythe'proposd highday:
InpeovemncnLs, was subjected to 4 test cxcavation prograin: thoyesilis of thal testingars #1586 intcluded in
tho accompanying report The ashacolagieal fictdiork ahd'riporl Wete chmpleted b7'Céatentiial
Archacology, Inc. under contract-to CH2M IR thetiigh' Wilson & Cortipariy, CRYE's prinurny
consaltant R (he NEPA: docunwumtion and pretniinary engindsiing: o

The smrvey resulted in the identification and cvaluation-of 34 Siley and isolated linds, of witich 29 were
peoviously recartled and 5 pewly documented. Three prehistoric Siles (SEP7SS, SEP2239, STLP2245) are
assesseddis potenitially <ligible for nomination to the National Register based on the peeceived potential
Bor imack cultural strata impoctant in regional prehistory, and ooe prehistorie site {(SEP211)s evelbated as
NRIIP eligibks beséd on the results ol ti=st excavatians, a3 referonced abowe, One histarie archscologicat
site (513946, the Mill Strect Duinp) was determincd NREP eligible in Scplember 2001, an assossment
which was carroborated by the field and srehival reseasch compleled for the prusent underaking. The
romsaizing 39 sies and dsolated finds ace recommendid a5 net eligible for inclusion o the National
Register, and no furlier work is reqaired for thes localities.

CDOT bas neviewed the results obiuiied by Centeunial Awchaedlogy and coacurs with Bie eligibility and
cltocts deteominations for the reseurces outlined hiervin and io the feport, Based on the cument Tevel of
design fir proposed improvemneats afong the 1-25 cocridor, enly site SEP211 witt bo disturbed during
construction, whereas (e romaining four eligible and potentially eligible sites (SEP755, SEI2239,
5EP2245, SIP3948) will be avoidad, and therefire 1o historic propedties affectud. SEP21E appears tabe
of impostanee chiefly becanse of what canbio feagnid theoiighddia recovery excavations, and has pjsfraal
vahde for priscivation in place. As such, enlrpfled Qila recovery will be ynittated prios thiconsleuclion,
aud will serve as mitigation of adverse effécts s nuiifiad tinder Sectio 106 o itie National Histérie
Presczusiion Actand the ‘Advisery Coumsil o Ilisioris Proservation’s regulatiors (36 CTR 8603
Congullution with Native. Atmedcan tribesiis Ci-puitig Tortlie profect; and the iaput of interesicd hibey
regarding SEP211 will-besolicited a3 the underialdng progresses.




Mg, Contignpliz
April 21, 2003 : v
Paye 2 ! f

It order to Tulfilf our obligations as ontiined in Scetion 106 and 1he Advisoty Coancil’s regulations, we
reqquest your coneurrence with the elipibility aid officts determinativns discussed hervin and detailed t

the anclased report. Shonld you bave questions og require adsditional inforuation in onier to cotnplete
your revicw, please confact ae at (303)757-9631 ’

Acting Environmental Peopgrams Manager
Eaclosurcs (ropamt and site forms)

el RIS et & 11 : T,
J. DeHaven (CIXOT Begion 2)
RE/CEF

§ concur ,-%,,,_ /4 C.m

Stato HlthIZLC Pregetvallon U’rf‘h,er

Date %«—f’ e 3

e —-




STATE OF COMQ

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Environmental Programs Branch
4201 East Arkansas Avenue.
Shumate Building

Denver, Colorado 80222

{303) 757-9281

November 6, 2008

Mr. Edward Nichols

State Historic Preservation Officer
Colorado Historical Society

1300 Broadway

Denver, CO 80203

Subject: Area of Potential Effects Consultation, CDOT Project NH 0242-040, US Highway 24
West Environmental Assessment, El Paso County :

Dear Mr. Nichols:

This letter and the attached parcel atlas constitute the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and
Colorado Department of Transportation's (CDOT) request for comment on the Area of Potential Effects
(APE) for the project referenced above. FHWA, in cooperation with CDOT, is coordinating an
Environmental Assessment (EA) for the US Highway 24 Corridor from Interstate 25 to Manitou Springs.
The Pikes Peak Area Council of Governments — consisting of representatives from various local
governments — identified this segment of US 24 as a regional priority and identified the need to address
cusrent and future traffic congestion. CDOT was asked to study both short- and long-term strategies to
address congestion on US 24. For the past four years, CDOT has been working with the local community
and interested groups to develop a proposed action to reduce traffic congestion on US 24. The proposed
‘action generally consists of widening US 24 to add a travel lane in each direction and modify
intersections to improve local and regional access and mobility.

FHWA and CDOT initiated consultation on the APE with Amy Paliante of your staff in March 2006 and
met with Ms. Pallante more recently on August 22, 2008, to discuss the proposed APE and historic
resources survey methodology. Agreement was reached regarding the APE boundary as depicted on the
attached maps, which encompasses the area within which there is the potential for direct and indirect
effects to historic properties. The attached atlas illustrates the following: 1) the footprint of the proposed
improvements, which encompasses the direct effects of the proposed action; 2) areas where the APE was
expanded to account for potential noise and visual changes to the historic setting of the area; and 3) the
distribution of properties greater than 40 years of age (as provided by El Paso County Assessor data).
Additionally, a reconnaissance survey and detailed historic context for the project area helped to refine
the APE based on the potential for the presence of historic properties.

We intend to request the participation as consulting parties of the following entities that may have ain
interest in historic resources within the project-corrider: Cities of Colorado Springs and Manitou Springs,
El Paso County, Old Colorado City Historical Society, Colorado Springs Pioneers Museum, the
Organization of Westside Neighbors, Colorado Preservation, Inic., and the National Trust for Historic
Preservation. Each will receive the APE maps included with this submittal. We will forward to your

office any responses we receive.
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We request your comments on the APE as outlined herein. Your response is necessary for the Federal
Highway Administration's compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, and the
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation's regulations. Thank you in advance for your prompt attention
to this matter. If you require additional information, please contact CDOT Senior Staff Historian Lisa

Schoch at (303) 512-4258.
Very truly yours,
D g

Bfad Beckham, Manager
Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosures: APE Parcel Atlas

cc: - Dick Annand/judy DeHaven, CDOT Regton 2
File
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Environmental Programs Branch
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Shumate Building

Denver, Colorado 80222

{303) 7579281

November 6, 2008

Timothy J. Scanlon, Senior Planner
Planning and Community Development
City of Colorado Springs

30 S. Nevada, Suite 302

Colorado Springs, CO 80901-1575

SUBJECT: Section 106 Consultation, CDOT Project NH 0242-040, US 24 West Environmental
Assessment, El Paso County

Dear Mr. Scanlon:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Colorado Department of
Transportation (CDOT), is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the US Highway 24
Corridor from Interstate 25 to Manitou Springs. The Pikes Peak Area Council of Governments — which,
as you are aware, consists of representatives from various local governments — identified this segment of
US 24 as a regional priority and identified the need to address current and future traffic congestion.
CDOT was asked to study both short- and long-term strategies to address congestion on US 24. For the
past four years, CDOT has been working with the local community and interested groups to develop a
proposed action to reduce traffic congestion. The proposed action generally consists of widening US 24
to add a travel lane in each direction and modify intersections to improve local and regional access and
mobility. As part of the EA evaluation process, a review of historic properties is being conducted within
the Area of Potential Effects (APE) depicted in the attached atlas.

The APE boundary encompasses the area within which there is the potential for direct and indirect effects
to historic properties. The attached atlas illustrates the following: 1) the footprint of the proposed
improvements, which encompasses the direct effects of the proposed action; 2) areas where the APE was
expanded to account for potential noise and visual changes to the historic setting of the area; and 3) the
distribution of properties greater than 40 years of age (as provided by El Paso County Assessor data).
Additionally, a reconnaissance survey and detailed historic context for the project area helped to refine
the APE based on the potential for the presence of historic properties. CDOT intends to conduct an
intensive survey of all properties within the APE that are 40 years of age or older. We have coordinated
with staff at the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) in the development of the proposed APE and
historic resources survey methodology.

We are contacting local historical organizations to help identify any historic buildings, districts, sites,
objects, or archacological sites of significance within the APE for this project. In accordance with 36
CFR 800.3(f), FHWA and CDOT would like to formally invite the City of Colorado Springs to
participate as a consulting party for the Section 106 compliance process. Any information you can
provide will help ensure that important historical resources are considered in the planning process.

If you are interested in participating as a consulting party for this EA under the Section 106 guidelines
and/or have comments on the attached APE, please respond in writing within 30 days of receipt of this



Page 2

Mr. Scanlon
November 6, 2008

' letter to Llsa Schoch, CDOT Senior Staff Historian, at the address on the letterhead or via email at

t.state.co.us. We request that your response include a statement of demonstrated interest
i hlstom properties associated with this EA. ‘

If you elect to become a consulting party, we will continue to keep you informed of our historic research
in the project area. You will receive copies of documentation related to the determination of National
Register of Historic Places (NRHP) eligibility for properties, documentation regarding any effects to
NRHP-eligible properties within the APE, and will be invited to participate in the development of
mitigation measures should any historic properties be adversely affected by the proposed US 24 project.

If you require additional information or have questions about the Section 106 process, please contact Ms.
Schoch at (303) 512-4258. For more information about the Section 106 process and regulations, please

- visit the Adv1sory Council on Historic Preservation web site at www.achp. go

Very truly yours,

e

Enclosures: APE Par.cél,Atlas‘
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November 6, 2008

Ms. Barbara Pahl, Director:
Mountains/Plains Regional Office
National Trust for Historic Preservation
535 16th Street, Suite 750

Denver, CO 80202

SUBJECT:  Section 106 Consultation, CDOT Project NH 0242-040, US 24 West Eavironmental
Assessment, El Paso County

Dear Ms. Pahl:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Colorado Departmest of
Transportation (CDOT), is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the US Highway 24
Corridor from Interstate 25 to Manitou Springs. The Pikes Peak Area Council of Governments — which,
as you are aware, consists of representatives from various local governments — identified this segment of
US 24 as a regional priority and identified the need to address current and future traffic congestion.
CDOT was asked to study both short- and long-term strategies to address congestion on US 24. For the
‘past four years, CDOT has been working with the local community and interested groups to developa
proposed action to reduce traffic congestion. The proposed action generally consists of widening US 24
to add a travel lane in each direction and modify intersections to improve local and regional access and
mobility. As part of the EA evaluation process, a review of historic properties is being conducted within
the Area of Potential Effects (APE) depicted in the attached atlas.

The APE boundary encompasses the area within which there is the potential for direct and indirect effects
to historic properties. The attached atlas illustrates the following: 1) the footprint of the proposed
improvements, which encompasses the direct effects of the proposed action; 2} areas where the APE was
expanded to account for potential noise and visual changes to the historic setting of the area; and 3) the
distribution of properties greater than 40 years of age (as provided by El Paso County Assessor data).
Additionally, a reconnaissance survey and detailed historic context for the project area helped to refine
the APE based on the potential for the presence of historic properties. CDOT intends to conduct an
intensive survey of all properties within the APE that are 40 years of age or older. We have coordinated
with staff at the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) in the development of the proposed APE and
historic resources survey methodology.

We are contacting local historical organizations to help identify any historic buildings, districts, sites,
objects, or archaeological sites of significance within the APE for this project. In accordance with 36
CFR 800.3(f), FHWA and CDOT wouid like to formally invite the National Trust for Historic
Preservation fo participate as a consulting party for the Section 106 compliance process. Any information
you can provide will help ensure that important historical resources are considered in the planning
process.



Ms. Pahl
November 6, 2008

Page 2

Hf you are interested in participating as a consulting party for this EA under the Section 106 guidelines

and/er have cotments on the attached APE, please respond in writing within 30 days of receipt of this -

letter to Lisa Schoch, CDOT Senior Staff Historian, at the address on the letterhead or via email at‘
Lisa.Schoch@dot.state.co.us. We request that your response include a statement of demonstrated interest
in historic properties associated with this EA.

If you elect to become a consulting party, we wilt continue to keep you informed of our historic research
in the project area. You will receive copies of documentation related to the determination of National
Register of Historic Places (NRHP) eligibility for properties, documentation regarding any effects to
NRHP-eligible properties within the APE, and will be invited to participate in the development of _
mitigation measures should any historic properties be adversely affected by the proposed US 24 project.

If you require additional information or have questions about the Section 106 process, please contact Ms,
Schoch at (303) 512-4258. For more information about the Section 106 process and regulations, please
visit the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation web site at www.achp.gov.

Very truly yours,

e

Brad Beckham, Manager
Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosures: APE Parcel Atlas-
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Environmental Programs Branch
4201 East Arkansas Avenue
Shumate Building

Denver, Colorado 80222

(303) 757-9281

November 6, 2008

Mr, Wellington Clark, Prestdent
Organization of Westside Neighbors
P.O. Box 6651

Colorado Springs, CO 80934

SUBJECT: Section 106 Consuitation, CDOT Project NH 0242-040, US 24 West Environmental
Assessment, El Paso County

Dear Mr. Clark:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Colorado Department of
Transportation (CDOT), is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the US Highway 24
Corridor from Interstate 25 to Manitou Springs. The Pikes Peak Area Council of Governments — which,
as you are aware, consists of representatives from various local governments — identified this segment of
US 24 as a regional priority and identified the need to address current and future traffic congestion.
CDOT was asked to study both short- and long-term strategies to address congestion on US 24. For the
past four years, CDOT has been working with the local community and interested groups to develop a
proposed action to reduce traffic congestion. The proposed action generally consists of widening US 24
to add a travel lane in each direction and modify intersections to improve local and regional access and
mobility. As part of the EA evaluation process, a review of historic properties is being conducted within
the Area of Potential Effects (APE) depicted in the attached atlas.

The APE boundary encompasses the area within which there is the potential for direct and indirect effects
to historic properties. The attached atlas illustrates the folowing: 1) the footprint of the proposed
improvements, which encompasses the direct effects of the proposed action; 2) areas where the APE was
expanded to account for potential noise and visual changes to the historic setting of the area; and 3) the
distribution of properties greater than 40 years of age (as provided by El Paso County Assessor data).
Additionally, a reconnaissance survey and detailed historic context for the project area helped to refine
the APE based on the potential for the presence of historic properties. CDOT intends to conduct an
intensive survey of all properties within the APE that are 40 years of age or older. We have coordinated
with staff at the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) in the development of the proposed APE and
historic resources survey methodology.

We are contacting local historical organizations to help identify any historic buildings, districts, sites,
objects, or archaeological sites of significance within the APE for this project. In accordance with 36
CFR 800.3(f), FHWA and CDOT would like to formally invite the Organization of Westside Neighbors
to participate as a consulting party for the Section 106 compliance process. Any information you can
provide will help ensure that important historical resources are considered in the planning process.

If you are interested in participating as a consulting party for this EA under the Section 106 guideline_s
and/or have comments on the attached APE, please respond in writing within 30 days of receipt of this
fetter to Lisa Schoch, CDOT Senior Staff Historian, at the address on the letterhead or via email at



Mr, Clark
November 6, 2008
Page 2

@dot.state.co.us. We request that your response include a statement of demonstrated interest
o i ) hl@tﬂﬂc m-cpertles associated with this EA.

If you elect to become a consultmg party, we will continue to keep you informed of our hlStOI'lc research
in the project area. You will receive copies of documentation related to the determination of National
Register of Historic Places (NRHP) eligibility for properties, documentation regarding any effects to
NRHP-eligible properties within the APE, and will be invited to patticipate in the development of
mitigation measures should any historic properties be adversely affected by the proposed US 24 project.

If you require additional information or have questions about the Section 106 process, please contact Ms.
Schoch at (303) 512-4258. For more information about the Section 106 process and regulatlons please
visit the Advnsory Council on Historic Preservation web site at www.achp.gov

Very truly OIS,

Brad Beckham, Manager
Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosures: " APE Parcel Atlas
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(303) 757-9281

November 6, 2008

Mr. Tim Wolken :
Director of Public Services
El Paso County

3275 Acres Drive

Colorado Springs, CO 80922

SUBJECT: Section 106 Consultation, CDOT Project NH 0242-040, US 24 West Environmental
Assessment, El Paso County

_Dear Mr. Wolken:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Colorado Departient of
Transportation (CDOT), is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the US Highway 24
Corridor from Interstate 25 to Manitou Springs. The Pikes Peak Area Council of Governments — which,
as you are aware, consists of representatives from various local governments — identified this segment of
US 24 as a regional priority and identified the need to address current and future traffic congestion.
CDOT was asked to study both short- and long-term strategies to address congestion on US 24. For the
past four years, CDOT has been working with the local community and interested groups to develop a
proposed action to reduce traffic congestion. The proposed action generally consists of widening US 24
to add a travel lane in each direction and modify intersections to improve local and regional access and
mobility. As part of the EA evaluation process, a review of historic properties is being conducted within
the Area of Potential Effects (APE) depicted in the attached atlas.

The APE boundary encompasses the area within which there is the potential for direct and indirect effects
to historic properties. The attached atlas illustrates the following: 1) the footprint of the proposed
improvements, which encompasses the direct effects of the proposed action; 2) areas where the APE was
expanded to account for potential noise and visual changes to the historic setting of the area; and 3) the
distribution of properties greater than 40 years of age (as provided by El Paso County Assessor data).
Additionally, a reconnaissance survey and detailed historic context for the project area helped to refine
the APE based on the potential for the presence of historic properties. CDOT intends to conduct an
intensive survey of all properties within the APE that are 40 years of age or older. We have coordinated
with staff at the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) in the development of the proposed APE and
historic resources survey methodology.

We are contacting local historical organizations to help identify any historic buildings, districts, sites,
objects, or archaeological sites of significance within the APE for this project. In accordance with 36
CFR 800.3(f), FHWA and CDOT would like to formally invite El Paso County to participate as a
consulting party for the Section 106 compliance process. Any information you can provide will help
ensure that important historical resources are considered in the planning process.

If you are interested in participating as a consulting party for this EA under the Section 106 guidelines
- and/or have comments on the attached APE, please respond in writing within 30 days of receipt of this



Mr. Wolken
November 6, 2008
Page 2

letter to Lisa Schoch, CDOT Senior Staff Historian, at the address on the letterhead or via email at
sa.bch Zdot state.co.us. We request that your response include a statement of demonstrated interest

inhistonc properties associated with this EA,

If you elect to become a consulting party, we will continue to keep you informed of our historic research
in the project area. You will receive copies of documentation related to the determination of National
Register of Historic Places (NRHP) eligibility for properties, documentation regarding any effects to
NRHP-el:g:blc properties within the APE, and will be invited to participate in the development of
mitigation measures should any historic properties be adversely affected by the proposed US 24 project.

If you require additional information or have questions about the Section 106 process, please contact Ms.
Schoch at (303) 512-4258. For more information about the Section 106 process and regulations, please
visit the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation web site at www.achp.gov

Very truly yours,

Brad Beckham, Manager .
Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosures: . APE Pafcel. Aﬂas
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Environmental Programs Branch
‘4201 East Arkansas Avenue
Shumate Building

Denver, Colorado 80222

(303) 757-9281

. November 6, 2008

Ms. Joanne Karlson, President

Old Colorado City Historical Society
One South 24th Street

Colorado Springs, CO 80904

SUBJECT: Section 106 Consultation, CDOT Project NH 0242-040, US 24 West Environmental
Assessment, El Paso County

Dear Ms. Karlson:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Colorado Department of
Transportation (CDOT), is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA).for the US Highway 24
Corridor from Interstate 25 to Manitou Springs. The Pikes Peak Area Council of Governments — which,
as you are aware, consists of representatives from various local govérnments — identified this segment of
US 24 as a regional priority and identified the need to address current and future traffic congestion.
CDOT was asked to study both short- and long-term strategies to address congestion on US 24. For the
past four years, CDOT has been working with the local community and interested groups to develop a
proposed action to reduce traffic congestion. The proposed action generally consists of widening US 24
to add a travel lane in each direction and modify intersections to improve local and regional access and
mobility. As part of the EA evaluation process, a review of histeric properties is being conducted within
the Area of Potential Effects (APE) depicted in the attached atlas.

The APE boundary encompasses the area within which there is the potential for direct and indirect effects
to historic properties. The attached atlas illustrates the following: 1) the footprint of the proposed
improvements, which encompasses the direct effects of the proposed action; 2) areas where the APE was
expanded to account for potential noise and visval changes to the historic setting of the area; and 3) the
distribution of properties greater than 40 years of age (as provided by El Paso County Assessor data).
Additionally, a reconnaissance survey and detailed historic context for the project area helped to refine
the APE based on the potential for the presence of historic properties. CDOT intends to conduct an
intensive survey of all properties within the APE that are 40 years of age or older. We have coordinated
with staff at the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) in the development of the proposed APE and
historic resources survey methodology.

We are contacting local historical organizations to help identify any historic buildings, districts, sites,
objects, or archaeological sites of significance within the APE for this project. In accordance with 36
CFR 800.3(f), FHWA and CDOT would tike to formally invite the Old Colorado City Historical Society
to participate as a consulting party for the Section 106 compliance process. Any information you can
provide will help ensure that important historical resources are considered in the planning process.

If you are interested in participating as a consulting party for this EA under the Section 106 g_uideline's
and/or have comments on the attached APE, please respond in writing within 30 days of receipt of this
letter to Lisa Schoch, CDOT Senior Staff Historian, at the address on the letterhead or via email at



Ms. Karlson
November 6, 2008
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Lisa Schoch@dot.state.co.us. We request that your response include a statement of demonstrated interest
in historic properties associated with this EA.

If you elect to become a consulting party, we will continue to keep you informed of our historic research
in the project area. You will receive copies of documentation related to the determination of National
Register of Historic Places (NRHP) eligibility for properties, documentation regarding any effects to
NRHP-¢ligible properties within the APE, and will be invited to participate in the development of
mitigation measures should any historic properties be adversely affected by the propesed US 24 project.

If you require additional information or have questions about the Section 106 process, please contact Ms.

Schoch at (303) 512-4258. For more information about the Section 106 process and regulations, please
visit the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation web site at www.achp.gov.

Very truly -yéurs,

Brad Beckham, Manager
Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosures: APE Parcel Atlas
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Environmental Programs Branch
4201 East Arkansas Avenue
Shumate Building

Denver, Colorado 80222

(303) 757-9281

November 6, 2008

Ms. Leah Davis Witherow
Colorado Springs Pioneers Museum
215 South Tejon Street

Colorado Springs, CO 80903

SUBJECT: Section 106 Consultation, CDOT Project NH 0242-040, US 24 West Environmental
Assessment, Ei Paso County

Dear Ms. Witherow:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Colorado Department of
Transportation (CDOT), is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the US Highway 24
Corridor from Interstate 25 to Manitou Springs. The Pikes Peak Area Council of Governments — which,
as you are aware, consists of representatives from various local governments — identified this segment of
US 24 as a regional priority and identified the need to address current and future traffic congestion.

- CDOT was asked to study both short- and long-term strategies to address congestion on US 24. For the
past four years, CDOT has been working with the local community and interested groups to develop a
proposed action to reduce traffic congestion. The proposed action generally consists of widening US 24
to add a travel lane in each direction and modify intersections to improve local and regional access and
mobility. As part of the EA evaluation process, a review of historic properties is being conducted within
the Area of Potential Effects (APE) depicted in the attached atlas.

The APE boundary encompasses the area within which there is the potential for direct and indirect effects
to historic properties. The attached atlas illustrates the following: 1) the footprint of the proposed
improvements, which encompasses the direct effects of the proposed action; 2) areas where the APE was
expanded to account for potential noise and visual changes to the historic setting of the area; and 3) the
distribution of properties greater than 40 years of age (as provided by El Paso County Assessor data).
Additionally, a reconnaissance survey and detailed historic context for the project area helped to refine
the APE based on the potential for the presence of historic properties. CDOT intends to conduct an
intensive survey of all properties within the APE that are 40 years of age or older. We have coordinated
with staff at the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) in the development of the proposed APE and
historic resources survey methodology.

We are contacting local historical organizations to heip identify any historic buildings, districts, sites,
objects, or archaeological sites of significance within the APE for this project. In accordance with 36
CFR 800.3(f), FHWA and CDOT would like to formally invite the Colorado Springs Pioneer Museum to
participate as a consulting party for the Section 106 compliance process. Any information you can
provide will help ensure that important historical resources are considered in the planning process.

H you are interested in participating as a consulting party for this EA under the Section 106 guidelines
and/or have comments on the attached APE, please respond in writing within 30 days of receipt of this
letter to Lisa Schoch, CDOT Senior Staff Historian, at the address on the letterhead or via email at
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| _Mg_g_gh@dot_stateﬂ We request that your response include a statement of demonstrated mterest
in-kistoric pxopertles associated with this EA. ‘

If you elect to become a consulting party, we wili continue to keep you informed of our historic research
in the project area. You will receive copies of documentation related to the determination of National
Register of Historic Places (NRHP) eligibility for properties, documentation regarding any effects to
NRHP-eligible properties within the APE, and will be invited to participate in the development of
mitigation measures should any historic properties be adversely affected by the proposed US 24 prq;ect

If you require additional information or have questions about the Section 106 process, please contact Ms,
Schoch at (303) 512-4258. For more information about the Section 106 process and regulations, please
visit the Advisory Council on Historic Preservatlon web site at www.achp.gov
Very truly yours,
Dnllgp
‘ }g-\Brad Beckham, Manager
Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosures: APE Parcel Atlas



DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Environmental Programs Branch
4201 East Arkansas Avenue
Shumate Building

Denver, Colorado 80222

(203) 757-9281

November 6, 2008

Ms. Mary Allman-Koernig
Executive Director
Colorado Preservation, Inc.
333 W. Colfax Ave.

Suite 300

Denver, CO 80204

SUBJECT: Section 106 Consultation, CDOT Project NH 0242-040, US 24 West Environmental
Assessment, El Paso County

Dear Ms. Allman-Koernig:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Colorado Department of
Transportation (CDOT), is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the US Highway 24
Corridor from Interstate 25 to Manitou Springs. The Pikes Peak Area Council of Governments — which,
as you are aware, consists of representatives from various local governments — identified this segment of
US 24 as a regional priority and identified the need to address current and future traffic congestion.
CDOT was asked to study both short- and long-term strategies to address congestion on US 24. For the
past four years, CDOT has been working with the local community and interested groups to develop a
proposed action to reduce traffic congestion. The proposed action generally consists of widening US 24
to add a travel lane in each direction and modify intersections to improve local and regional access and
mobility. As part of the EA evaluation process, a review of historic properties is being conducted within
the Area of Potential Effects (APE) depicted in the attached atlas.

The APE boundary encompasses the area within which there is the potential for direct and indirect effects
to historic properties. The attached atlas illustrates the following: 1) the footprint of the proposed
improvements, which encompasses the direct effects of the proposed action; 2) areas where the APE was
expanded to account for potential noise and visual changes to the historic setting of the area; and 3) the
distribution of properties greater than 40 years of age (as provided by El Paso County Assessor data).
Additionally, a reconnaissance survey and detailed historic context for the project area helped to refine
the APE based on the potential for the presence of historic properties. CDOT intends to conduct an
intensive survey of all properties within the APE that are 40 years of age or older. We have coordinated
with staff at the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) in the development of the proposed APE and
historic resources survey methodology. :

We are contacting local historical organizations to help identify any historic buildings, districts, sites,
objects, or archaeological sites of significance within the APE for this project. In accordance with 36
CFR 800.3(f), FHWA and CDOT would like to formally invite Colorado Preservation Incorporated to
participate as a consulting party for the Section 106 compliance process. Any information you can
provide will help ensure that important historical resources are considered in the planning process.



Ms. Allman-Koernig
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- ¥ you are interested in participating as a consulting party for this EA under the Section 106. guidelines
- aadfor have comments on the attached APE, please respond in writing within 30 days of receipt of this

- letterto Lisa Schoch, CDOT Senior Staff Historian, at the address on the letterhead or via email at

 Lisa, Schoch(@dot.state.co.us. We request that your response include a statement of demonstrated mterest
in historic properties associated with this EA,

If. you elect to become a consulting party, we will continue to keep you informed of our historic research
in the project area. You will receive copies of documentation related to the determination of National
Register of Historic Places (NRHP) eligibility for properties, documentation regarding any effects to -
NRHP-eligible properties within the APE, and will be invited to participate in the development of
mitigation measures should any historic properties be adversely affected by the proposed US 24 project.

~ If you require additional information or have questions about the Section 106 process, please contact Ms:
Schoch at (303) 512-4258. For more information about the Section 106 process and regulations, piease
visit the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation web site at &hp gov

Very truly yours,

rad Beckham, Manager |
Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosures:  APE Parcel Atlas
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Envircnmental Programs Branch
4201 Easi Arkansas Avenue
Shumate Building

Denver, Colorado 80222

(303) 767-9281

November 6, 2008

Ms. Michelle Anthony

Historic Preservation Commission
Manitou Springs Planning Department
606 Manitou Avenue

Manitou Springs CO 80829

SUBJECT: Section 106 Consultation, CDOT Project NH 0242-040, US 24 West Environmental
Assessment, El Paso County

Dear Ms. Anthony:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the Colorado Department of
Transportation (CDOT)), is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the US Highway 24
Corridor from Interstate 25 to Manitou Springs. The Pikes Peak Area Council of Governments — which,
as you are aware, consists of representatives from various local governments — identified this segment of
US 24 as a regional priority and identified the need to address current and future traffic congestion.
CDOT was asked to study both short- and long-term strategies to address congestion on US 24. For the
past four years, CDOT has been working with the local community and interested groups to develop a
proposed action to reduce traffic congestion. The proposed action generally consists of widening US 24
to add a travel lane in each direction and modify intersections to improve local and regional access and
mobility. As part of the EA evaluation process, a review of historic properties is being conducted within
the Area of Potential Effects (APE) depicted in the attached atlas.

The APE boundary encompasses the area within which there is the potential for direct and indirect effects
to historic properties. The attached atlas illustrates the following: 1) the footprint of the proposed
improvements, which encompasses the direct effects of the proposed action; 2) areas where the APE was
expanded to account for potential noise and visual changes to the historic setting of the area; and 3) the
distribution of properties greater than 40 years of age (as provided by El Paso County Assessor data).
Additionally, a reconnaissanee survey and detailed historic context for the project area helped to refine
the APE based on the potential for the presence of historic properties. CDOT intends to conductan
intensive survey of all properties within the APE that are 40 years of age or older. We have coordinated
with staff at the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) in the development of the proposed APE and
historic resources survey methodology.

We are contacting local historical organizations to help identify any historic buildings, districts, sites,
objects, or archaeological sites of significance within the APE for this project. In accordance with 36
CFR 800.3(f), FHWA and CDOT would like to formally invite the Manitou Springs Historic Preservation
Commission to participate as a consulting party for the Section 106 compliance process. Any information
you can provide will help ensure that important historical resources are considered in the planning
process.



Ms. Anthony
November 6, 2008
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If you are interested in participating as a consulting party for this EA under the Section 106 guidelines
and/or have comments on the attached APE, please respond in writing within 30 days of receipt of this
Tettorto Lisa Schoch, CDOT Senior Staff Historian, at the address on the letterhead or via email at

Lisa.Schoch@dot.state.co.us. We request that your response include a statement of demonstrated interest
in historic properties associated with this EA.

If you elect to become a consulting party, we will continue to keep you informed of our historic research
in the project area. You will receive copies of documentation related to the determination of National
Register of Historic Places (NRHP) eligibility for properties, documentation regarding any effects to
NRHP-eligible properties within the APE, and will be invited to participate in the development of
mitigation measures should any historic properties be adversely affected by the proposed US 24 project. .

Ifyou require additional information or have questions about the Section 106 proceés, please contact Ms.
Schoch at (303) 512-4258. For more information about the Section 106 process and regulations, please
visit the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation web site at www.achp.gov.

Very truly yours,

&
Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosures:. APE Parcel-Atlas












STA’

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Envirenmental Programs Branch
4201 East Arkansas Avenue
Shumate Building

Denver, Colorado 80222

(303) 757-9281

July 20, 2010

] e e
THFARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Mr. Edward Nichols

State Historic Preservation Officer
Colorado Historical Society

1560 Broadway, Ste. 400

Denver, CO 80202

Subject: Determinations of Eligibility and Effects and additional Area of Potential Effects
Consultation, CDOT Project NH 0242-040, US Highway 24 West Environmental

Assessment, El Paso County

Dear Mr. Nichols:

This letter and the attached materials constitute the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and
Colorado Department of Transportation's (CDOT) request for concurrence on the eligibility and effects
determinations for the project referenced above. Enclosed are separate reports for history and archaeology.
This submittal also includes additional information regarding the Area of Potential Effects (APE) for your

review.

Project Overview
FHWA and CDOT are coordinating an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the US Highway 24 Corridor

from I-25 to Manitou Springs. The Pikes Peak Area Council of Governments—consisting of
representatives from various Jocal governments—identified this segment of US 24 as a regional priority to
address cutrent and future traffic congestion. CDOT was asked to study both short- and long-term
strategies to address congestion on US 24. For the past four years, CDOT has been working with the local
community and interested groups to develop a proposed action t¢ reduce traffic congestion. The proposed
action consists of widening US 24 to add a travel lane in each direction, building two interchanges and one
overpass, and modifying intersections to improve local and regional access and mobility.

Area of Potential Effects Clarification

CDOT consulted with your staff in November 2008 regarding the project APE. Based on our original
correspondence to you dated November 6, 2008, you pointed out that several pages of the APE map we
provided showed project improvements outside of the APE boundary. Because the APE boundary did not
appear to encompass the entire project area, you were not able to agree with our proposed APE. The
mapping in that submission was in error and has now been corrected, as reflected in the attachment. The
original submission accurately depicted the area of proposed improvements that reflected a revised design
prepared in the fall of 2008. The error was in the depiction of the proposed right-of-way lines, which
reflected an earlier design with a larger footprint. We apologize for the confusion this caused.

The attached mapping reflects the currently proposed roadway design and APE. The APE was developed
in consultation with your office and based on the roadway design and the potential historic properties (age
of the structures) within the project area. Within the attached atlas, it is important to note that the proposed
roadway changes on the west side of the project (atlas pages 1 and 2) are within existing CDOT right-of-
way, which is why the APE does not encompass the surrounding properties.



Mr. Nichols
July 20, 2010
Page 2

Eligibility Determinations

History

A total of 146 resources were documented in the project APE, including eight previously surveyed
properties. Of the latter, one is listed on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), one is eligible to
the NRHP, and six properties are not eligible. The remaining 138 properties were newly documented. Of
that total, seventeen (17) were evaluated as eligible, 118 were determined not eligible, one is a potential
district, and two (2) could not be accessed and are being treated as eligible for the purposes of this project.
Please refer to Tables 4 and 5 on pp.118-20 of the enclosed Historic Resources Survey and Effects
Determination report for a summary of the documented properties; Sections 1.0-6.0 contain more

information about the eligibility of these properties.

Archaeology
The archaeological inventory resulted in the identification of one isolated find, which was assessed as not

eligible for the NRHP and therefore was not evaluated for effects. Please see the enclosed Class 111
Archaeological Inventory report for more information.

Effects Determinations
The enclosed Historic Resources Survey and Effects Determination report includes effects determinations

for twenty-two (22) properties, including one NRHP-listed property, seventeen (17) eligible properties, two
(2) properties being treated as eligible, and one proposed district. Overall the project results in adverse
effects to three (3) properties, no adverse effects determinations for six (6) properties, and no historic
properties affected findings for thirteen (13) properties. See Table 6 on pp.133-139 of the enclosed report
for a summary of the effects determinations, and Section 7.0 for more specific information about the effects

analysis for these properties.

These materials have been forwarded to El Paso County and the City of Colorado Springs Historic
Preservation Board (a Certified Local Government) for review and comment. We will forward to you the

responses we receive from these parties.

We request your concurrence with these eligibility and effects determinations and comments on the revised
APE mapping. Your response is necessary for the Federal Highway Administration's compliance with
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation's
regulations. Given the size of this submittal, we are aware that the standard 30-day review time frame may
not be sufficient. Please contact CDOT Senior Staff Historian Lisa Schoch at (303)512-4258 as soon as

possible to discuss a reasonable review period.

Envu'onmental Programs Branch

Enclosures: Historic Resources Survey and Effect Determination report (1 binder)
History site forms and photos (146 loose forms)
_APE Parcel Atlas
Class III Archaeological Inventory Report and IF form (1 stapled copy)

ce: Lisa Strcisfeld, CDOT Region 2



STATE OF COLORADO
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 'A—“m

Environmental Programs Branch
42071 East Arkansas Avenue

Shumate Building
Denver, Colorado 80222
(303; 757-9281

July 22, 2010

b
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATICR|

Mr. Monnie Gore

El Paso County

Public Services Department

3275 Akers Drive

Colorado Springs, CO 80922-1547

Subject: Determinations of Eligibility and Effects and additional Area of Potential Effects
Consultation, CDOT Project NH 0242-040, US Highway 24 West Environmental
Assessment, El Paso County

Dear Mr, Gore:

This letter and the attached materials constitute the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and
Colorado Department of Transportation's (CDOT) request for comments on the eligibility and effects
determinations for the project referenced above. Enclosed are separate reports for history and archaeology.
This submittal also includes additional information regarding the Area of Potential Effects (APE) for your

review.

Project Overview
FHWA and CDOT are coordinating an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the US Highway 24 Corridor

from I-25 to Manitou Sprlngs The Pikes Peak Area Counci! of Governments—consisting of
representatives from various local governments—ldentlﬁed this segment of US 24 as a regional priority to
address current and future traffic congestion. CDOT was asked to study both short- and long-term
strategies to address congestion on US 24. For the past four years, CDOT has been working with the local
community and interested groups to develop a proposed action to reduce traffic congestion. The proposed
action consists of widening US 24 to add a travel lane in each direction, building two interchanges and one
overpass, and modifying intersections to improve local and regional access and mobility.

Area of Potential Effects Clarification ,

CDOT consulted with your office in November 2008 regarding the project APE. A copy of your 2008
response letter is attached for your convenience. Based on our original dated November 6, 2008, the State
Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) pointed out that several pages of the APE map we provided showed
project improvements outside of the APE boundary. Because the APE boundary did not appear to
encompass the entire project area, the SHPO was not able to agree with our proposed APE. The mapping
in that submission was in error and has now been corrected, as reflected in the attachment. The original
submission accurately depicted the area of proposed improvements that reflected a revised design prepared
in the fall of 2008. The error was in the depiction of the proposed right-of-way lines, which reflected an
earlier design with a larger footprint. We apologize for the confusion this caused.

The attached mapping reflects the currently proposed roadway design and APE. The APE was developed
in consultation with SHPO and based on the roadway design and the potential historic properties (age of the
structures) within the project area. Within the attached atias, it is important to note that the proposed
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roadway changes on the west side of the project (atlas pages 1 and 2) are within existing CDOT right-of-
way, which is why the APE does not encompass the surrounding properties.

Eligibility Determinations

History

A total of 146 resources were documented in the project APE, including eight previously surveyed
properties. Of the latter, one is listed on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), one is eligible to
the NRHP, and six properties are not eligible. The remaining 138 properties were newly documented. Of
that total, seventeen (17) were evaluated as eligible, 118 were determined not eligible, one is a potential
district, and two (2) could not be accessed and are being treated as eligible for the purposes of this project.
Please refer to Tables 4 and 5 on pp.118-20 of the enclosed Historic Resources Survey and Effects
Determination report for a summary of the documented properties; Sections 1.0-6.0 contain more
information about the eligibility of these properties.

Archaeology
The archaeological inventory resulted in the identification of one isolated find, which was assessed as not

eligible for the NRHP and therefore was not evaluated for effects. Please see the enclosed Class III
Archaeological Inventory report for more information.

Effects Determinationg
The enclosed Historic Resources Survey and Effects Determination report includes effects determinations

for twenty-two (22) properties, including one NRHP-listed property, seventeen {17} eligible properties, two
(2) properties being treated as eligible, and one proposed district. Overall the project results in adverse
effects to three (3) properties, no adverse effects determinations for six (6) properties, and no historic
properties affected findings for thirteen (13) properties. See Table 6 on pp.133-139 of the enclosed report
for a summary of the effects determinations, and Section 7.0 for more specific information about the effects

analysis for these properties.

These materials have been forwarded to the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) and the City of
Colorado Springs Historic Preservation Board for review and comment.

As a Section 106 consulting party for this project, we welcome your comments on these eligibility and
effects determinations and comments on the revised APE mapping. Given the size of this submittal, we are
aware that the standard 30-day review time frame may not be sufficient. Please contact CDOT Senior Staff
Historian Lisa Schoch at (303) 512-4258 as soon as possible to discuss a reasonable review period.

Very truly yours
Ty YY(.R

Manager

Dan Jepson,

Environmental P grams Branch

Enclosures: Historic Resources Survey and Effect Determination report (1 Binder)
History site forms and photos (146 loose forms) -
APE Parcel Atlas

Class IIT Archaeclogical Inventory Report and IF form (1 stapled copy)
El Paso County response to CDOT (December 4, 2008)

cc: Lisa Streisfeld, CDOT Region 2



STATE OF COLORADO

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Environmental Programs Branch
4201 East Arkansas Avenue

Shumate Building e
Denver, Colorado 80222 DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

(303) 757-9281

July 22, 2010

Ms. Erin McCauley

City of Colorado Springs

Comprehensive Planning/T.and Use Section
P.0.Box 1575, Mail Code 155

Colorado Springs, CO 80901-1575

Subject: Determinations of Eligibility and Effects and additional Area of Potential Effects
Consultation, CDOT Project NH 0242-040, US Highway 24 West Environmental
Assessment, El Paso County

Dear Ms. McCauley:

This letter and the attached materials constitute the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and
Colorado Department of Transportation's (CDOT) request for comments on the eligibility and effects
determinations for the project referenced above. Enclosed are separate reports for history and archaeology.
This submittal also includes additional information regarding the Area of Potential Effects (APE) for your

review.

Project Overview _
FHWA and CDOT are coordinating an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the US Highway 24 Corridor

from I-25 to Manitou Springs. The Pikes Peak Area Council of Governments—consisting of
representatives from various local governments—identified this segment of US 24 as a regional priority to
address current and future traffic congestion. CDOT was asked to study both short- and long-term
strategies to address congestion on US 24. For the past four years, CDOT has been working with the local
community and interested groups to develop a proposed action to reduce traffic congestion. The proposed
action consists of widening US 24 to add a travel lane in each direction, building two interchanges and one
overpass, and modifying intersections to improve local and regional access and mobility.

Area of Potential Effects Clarification
CDOT consulted with your office in November 2008 regarding the project APE. We have enclosed a copy

of your 2008 response for your convenience. Based on our original dated November 6, 2008, the State
Historic Preservation Officer (SHPQ) pointed out that several pages of the APE map we provided showed
project improvements outside of the APE boundary. Because the APE boundary did not appear to
encompass the entire project area, the SHPO was not able to agree with our proposed APE. The mapping
in that submission was in error and has now been corrected, as reflected in the attachment. The original
submission accurately depicted the area of proposed improvements that reflected a revised design prepared
in the fall of 2008. The error was in the depiction of the proposed right-of-way lines, which reflected an
earlier design with a larger footprint. We apologize for the confusion this caused.

The attached mapping reflects the currently proposed roadway design and APE. The APE was developed
in consultation with SHPO and based on the roadway design and the potential historic properties (age of the
structures) within the project area. Within the attached atlas, it is important to note that the proposed



Ms, McCauley
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Page 2

roadway changes on the west side of the project (atlas pages 1 and 2} are within existing CDOT right-of-
way, which is why the APE does not encompass the surrounding properties.

Eligibility Determinations

History

A total of 146 resources were documented in the project APE, including eight previously surveyed
properties. Of the latter, one is listed on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), one is eligible to
the NRHP, and six properties are not eligible. The remaining 138 properties were newly documented. Of
that total, seventeen (17) were evaluated as eligible, 118 were determined not eligible, one is a potential
district, and two (2) could not be accessed and are being treated as eligible for the purposes of this project.
Please refer to Tables 4 and 5 on pp.118-20 of the enclosed Historic Resources Survey and Effects
Determination report for a summary of the documented properties; Sections 1.0-6.0 contain more
information about the eligibility of these properties.

Archaeology
The archaeological inventory resulted in the identification of one isolated find, which was assessed as not

eligible for the NRHP and therefore was not evaluated for effects. Please see the enclosed Class II1
Archaeological Inventory report for more information.

Effects Determinations
The enclosed Historic Resources Survey and Effects Determination report includes effects determinations

for twenty-two (22) properties, including one NRHP-listed property, seventeen (17) eligible properties, two
(2) properties being treated as eligible, and one proposed district. Overall the project results in adverse
effects to three (3) properties, no adverse effects determinations for six (6) properties, and no historic
properties affected findings for thirteen (13) properties. See Table 6 on pp.133-139 of the enclosed report
for a summary of the effects determinations, and Section 7.0 for more specific information about the effects

analysis for these properties.

These materials have been forwarded to the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) and El Paso County
Public Services Department for review and comment.

As a Section 106 consulting party for this project, we welcome your comments on these eligibility and
effects determinations and comments on the revised APE mapping. Given the size of this submittal, we are
aware that the standard 30-day review time frame may not be sufficient. Please contact CDOT Senior Staff
Historian Lisa Schoch at (303)512-4258 as soon as possible to discuss a reasonable review period.

W

ﬂgfn Jepson, Acting Co-Manager
Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosures: Historic Rescurces Survey and Effect Determination report (1 binder)
History site forms and photos (146 loose forms)
APE Parcel Atlas
Class III Archagological Inventory Report and IF form (1 stapled copy)
City of Colorado Springs response to CDOT (December 2008)

cc: Lisa Streisfeld, CDOT Region 2



STATE OF COLORADO

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Environmental Programs Branch
4201 East Arkansas Avenue

Shumate Building
Denver, Colorado 80222 DEFARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

(303) 757-9281
July 22, 2010

Mr. Monnie Gore

El Paso County

Public Services Department

3275 Akers Drive

Colorado Springs, CO 80922-1547

Subject: Determinations of Eligibility and Effects and additional Area of Potential Effects
Consultation, CDOT Project NH 0242-040, US Highway 24 West Environmental

Assessment, El Paso County

Dear Mr. Gore:

This letter and the attached materials constitute the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and
Colorado Department of Transportation's (CDOT) request for comments on the eligibility and effects
determinations for the project referenced above. Enclosed are separate reports for history and archaeology.
This submittal also includes additional information regarding the Area of Potential Effects (APE) for your

review.

Project Overview
FHWA and CDOT are coordinating an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the US Highway 24 Corridor

from I-25 to Manitou Springs. The Pikes Peak Area Council of Governments—consisting of
representatives from various local govemments—identified this segment of US 24 as a regional priority to
address current and future traffic congestion. CDOT was asked to study both short- and long-term
strategies to address congestion on US 24. For the past four years, CDOT has been working with the local
community and interested groups to develop a proposed action to reduce traffic congestion. The proposed
action consists of widening US 24 to add a travel lane in each direction, building two interchanges and one
overpass, and modifying intersections to improve local and regional access and mobility.

Area of Potential Effects Clarification

CDOT consulted with your office in November 2008 regarding the project APE. A copy of your 2008
response letter is attached for your convenience. Based on our original dated November 6, 2008, the State
Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) pointed out that several pages of the APE map we provided showed
project improvements outside of the APE boundary. Because the APE boundary did not appear to
encompass the entire project area, the SHPO was not able to agree with our proposed APE. The mapping
in that submission was in error and has now been corrected, as reflected in the attachment. The original
submission accurately depicted the area of proposed improvements that reflected a revised design prepared
in the fall of 2008. The error was in the depiction of the proposed right-of-way lines, which reflected an
earlier design with a larger footprint. We apologize for the confusion this caused.

The attached mapping reflects the currently proposed roadway design and APE. The APE was developed
in consultation with SHPO and based on the roadway design and the potential historic properties (age of the
structures) within the project area. Within the attached atlas, it is important to note that the proposed
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roadway changes on the west side of the project (atlas pages 1 and 2) are within existing CDOT right-of-
way, which is why the APE does not encompass the surrounding properties.

Eligibility Determinations

History
A total of 146 resources were documented in the project APE, mcludmg eight previously surveyed

properties. Of the latter, one is listed on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), one is eligible to
the NRHP, and six properties are not eligible. The remaining 138 properiies were newly documented. Of
that total, seventeen (17) were evaluated as eligible, 118 were determined not eligible, one is a potential
district, and two (2) could not be accessed and are being treated as eligible for the purposes of this project.
Please refer to Tables 4 and 5 on pp.118-20 of the enclosed Historic Resources Survey and Effects
Determination report for a summary of the documented properties; Sections 1.0-6.0 contain more
information about the eligibility of these properties.

Archaeology
The archaeological inventory resulted in the identification of one isolated find, which was assessed as not

eligible for the NRHP and therefore was not evaluated for effects. Please see the enclosed Class ITT
Archaeological Inventory report for more information.

Effects Determinations
The enclosed Historic Resources Survey and Effects Determination report includes effects determinations

for twenty-two (22) properties, including one NRHP-listed property, seventeen (17) eligible properties, two
(2) properties being treated as eligible, and one proposed district. Overall the project results in adverse
effects to three (3) properties, no adverse effects determinations for six (6) properties, and no historic
properties affected findings for thirteen (13) properties. See Table 6 on pp.133-139 of the enclosed report
for a summary of the effects determinations, and Section 7.0 for more specific information about the effects

analysis for these properties.

These materials have been forwarded to the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) and the City of
Colorado Springs Historic Preservation Board for review and comment.

As a Section 106 consulting party for this project, we welcome your comments on these eligibility and
effects determinations and comments on the revised APE mapping. Given the size of this submittal, we are
aware that the standard 30-day review time frame may not be sufficient. Please contact CDOT Senior Staff
Historian Lisa Schoch at (303) 512-4258 as soon as possible to discuss a reasonable review period.

. Very truly yC}uﬁ,\ /
~Z7Y o,
/4 @f‘Dan Jepson, %

Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosures: Historic Resources Survey and Effect Determination report (1 binder)
History site forms and photos (146 loose forms) -
APE Parcel Atlas
Class III Archaeological Inventory Report and IF form (1 stapled copy)
El Paso County response to CDOT (December 4, 2008)

cc: Lisa Streisfeld, CDOT Region 2
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Environmental Programs Branch
4201 East Arkansas Avenue
Shumate Building

Denver, Colorado 80222

(303) 757-9281

July 22, 2010
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DFEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Ms. Erin McCauley

City of Colorado Springs

Comprehensive Planning/Land Use Section
P.O. Box 1575, Mail Code 155

Colorado Springs, CO 80901-1575

Subject: Determinations of Eligibility and Effects and additional Area of Potential Effects
Consultation, CDOT Project NH 0242-040, US Highway 24 West Environmental

Assessment, El Paso County

Dear Ms. McCauley:

This letter and the attached materials constitute the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and
Colorado Department of Transportation's (CDOT) request for comments on the eligibility and effects
determinations for the project referenced above. Enclosed are separate reports for history and archaeology.
This submittal also includes additional information regarding the Area of Potential Effects (APE) for your

review.

Project Overview
FHWA and CDOT are coordinating an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the US Highway 24 Corridor

from I-25 to Manitou Springs. The Pikes Peak Area Council of Governments—consisting of
representatives from various local governments—identified this segment of US 24 as a regional priority to
address current and future traffic congestion. CDOT was asked to study both short- and long-term
strategies to address congestion on US 24. For the past four years, CDOT has been working with the local
community and interested groups to develop a proposed action to reduce traffic congestion. The proposed
action consists of widening US 24 to add a travel lane in each direction, building two interchanges and one
overpass, and modifying intersections to improve local and regional access and mobility.

Area of Potential Effects Clarification

CDOT consulted with your office in November 2008 regarding the project APE. We have enclosed a copy
of your 2008 response for your convenience. Based on our original dated November 6, 2008, the State
Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) pointed out that several pages of the APE map we provided showed
project improvements outside of the APE boundary. Because the APE boundary did not appear to
encompass the entire project area, the SHPO was not able to agree with our proposed APE. The mapping
in that submission was in error and has now been corrected, as reflected in the attachment. The original
submission accurately depicted the area of proposed improvements that reflected a revised design prepared
in the fall of 2008. The error was in the depiction of the proposed right-of-way lines, which reflected an
earlier design with a larger footprint. We apologize for the confusion this caused.

The attached mapping reflects the currently proposed roadway design and APE. The APE was developed
in consultation with SHPO and based on the roadway design and the potential historic properties (age of the
structures) within the project area. Within the attached atlas, it is important to note that the proposed
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roadway changes on the west side of the project (atlas pages 1 and 2) are within existing CDOT right-of-
way, which is why the APE does not encompass the surrounding properties.

Eligibility Determinations

History

A total of 146 resources were documented in the project APE, including eight previously surveyed
properties. Of the latter, one is listed on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), one is eligible to
the NRHP, and six properties are not eligible. The remaining 138 properties were newly documented. Of
that total, seventeen (17) were evaluated as eligible, 118 were determined not eligible, one is a potential
district, and two (2) could not be accessed and are being treated as eligible for the purposes of this project.
Please refer to Tables 4 and 5 on pp.118-20 of the enclosed Historic Resources Survey and Effects
Determination report for a summary of the documented properties; Sections 1.0-6.0 contain more

information about the eligibility of these properties.

Archaeology
The archaeological inventory resulted in the identification of one isolated find, which was assessed as not

eligible for the NRHP and therefore was not evaluated for effects. Please see the enclosed Class IIT
Archaeological Inventory report for more information.

Effects Determinations ,
The enclosed Historic Resources Survey and Effects Determination report includes effects determinations
for twenty-two (22) properties, including one NRHP-listed property, seventeen (17) eligible properties, two
(2) properties being treated as eligible, and one proposed district. Overall the project results in adverse
effects to three (3) properties, no adverse effects determinations for six (6) properties, and no historic
properties affected findings for thirteen (13) properties. See Table 6 on pp.133-139 of the enclosed report
for a summary of the effects determinations, and Section 7.0 for more specific information about the effects

analysis for these properties.

These materials have been forwarded to the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) and El Paso County
Public Services Department for review and comment.

As a Section 106 consulting party for this project, we welcome your comments on these eligibility and
effects determinations and comments on the revised APE mapping. Given the size of this submittal, we are
aware that the standard 30-day review time frame may not be sufficient. Please contact CDOT Senior Staff
Historian Lisa Schoch at (303)512-4258 as soon as possible to discuss a reasonable review period.

ﬂg{n Jepson, Acting Co-Manager
Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosures: Historic Resources Survey and Effect Determination report (1 binder)
History site forms and photos (146 loose forms)
APE Parcel Atlas
Class IIT Archaeological Inventory Report and IF form (1 stapled copy)
City of Colorado Springs response to CDOT (December 2008)

ce: Lisa Streisfeld, CDOT Region 2
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Land Use Review Division
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September 10, 2010

Mr. Dan Jepson, Acting Co-Manager
Environmental Programs Branch
State of Colorade Department of Transportation

4201 East Arkansas Avenue
Denver, CO 80222

RE: Determinations of Eligibility and Effects and additional Area of Potential Effects Consultation,
CDOT Project NH 0242-040, US Highway 24 West Environmental Assessment, El Paso County

Dear Mr. Jepson:

This correspondence is in response to your request, dated July 22, 2010, for concurrence on Determinations
of Eligibility and Effect for the transportation improvement project referenced above. Your request, 1
volume of the Historic Cultural Resource Survey Report, 146 History Site Forms and Photos, 1 APE Parcel
Atlas, and 1 copy of the Class III Archaeological Inventory Report and IF form were received by the office on
July 28, 2010 and excerpts of that report were subsequently distributed to members of the Historic
Preservation Board. The Board Members submitted their responses to staff via email. This correspondence

serves a$ a summary of those responses.

The Board Members did not dispute your eligibility determinations for the properties contained within the
APE as either ineligible, field eligible, officially eligible or listed in the State and/or the National Register of
Historic Places.

The Board concurred with your determination of Adverse Effect regarding the 1815 Sheldon Avenue
(5EP5235), 1803 Sheldon Avenue (5EP5288), and 301 S. 10% Street (5EP5336) properties. The prevailing
point of view was that the 301 S. 10% Street property may be a candidate for preservation due to its
architectural features.

The Board's concerns principally involve the demolition of the aforementioned structures.

The Board chose not to comment on the remaining determinations of effect. Please contact me at

emccaulevy@springsgov.com or (719) 385-5369 if you have questions regarding this matter. Please also
forward any comments you receive from other consulting parties.

Cordially,

- Erin K. McCauley, LEED AP
Planner I
Land Use Review Division

¢: Memorandum Distribution List (email)

30 5. Nevada Ave., Suite 105 « TEL 719-385-5905 FAX 719-385-5167
Mailing Address: Post Office Box 1575, Mail Code 155 ¢ Colorado Springs, Colorado 80901-1575
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December 27, 2010

Jane Hann

Manager, Environmental Programs Branch
Colorado Department of Transportation
Environmental Programs Branch

4201 East Arkansas Avenue

Denver, CO 80222

Re: Determination of Eligibility and Effects and additional Arez of Potential Effects Consultation,
CDOT Project NH 0242-040, US Highway 24 West Environmental Assessment, El Paso County.
(CHS #53638)

Dear Ms. Hann,

Thank you for your correspondence dated December 15, 2010 and teceived by our office on
December 16, 2010 regarding the review of the above-mentioned project under Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act (Section 106). Thank you for the additional research in regards
to our questions and comments. After review of the provided information, we concur with the
findings of eligibility and assessments of adverse effects presented in your December 15, 2010 letter.
We also acknowledge that FHWA intends to make a de ménimsis determination for resource 5EP.384
in respect to the requirements of Section 4(f).

If unidentified archaeological resoutces are discovered duting construction, work must be
interrupted until the resources have been evaluated in terms of the National Register critetia, 36
CRF 60.4, in consultation with this office.

We request being involved in the consultation process with the local government, which as
stipulated in 36 CFR 800.3 is required to be notified of the undertaking, and with other consulting
parties. Additional information provided by the local government or consulting parties might cause
our office to re-evaluate our eligibility and potential effect findings.

Please note that our compliance letter does not end the 30-day review period provided to other
consulting parties. If we may be of further assistance, please contact Amy Pallante, our Section 106
Compliance Manager, at (303) 866-4678.
Sincerely,

L\) ('_\

@_,Edward C. Nichols
State Historic Preservation Officer

Civic CENTER PLAZA 1560 BRoADWAY SuITE 400 DENVER COLORADO 80202 www.historycolorado.org



STATE OF COLORADO

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Environmental Programs Branch

420! East Arkansas Avenue

Shumate Building

Denver, Colorado 80222

(303) 757-9281

“
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

March 2, 2011

Mr. John M. Cater

Colorado Division Administrator
Federal Highway Administration
12300 West Dakota Avenue, Suite 180
Lakewood, CO 80228

SUBJECT: Documentation for Finding of Adverse Effect, CDOT Project NH 0242-040, US
Highway 24 West Environmental Assessment, El Paso County

Dear Mr. Cater:

Pursuant to Section 800.6(a)(1) of the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation regulations, Agency
officials must notify the Council of adverse effect determinations by providing Documentation for
Finding of Adverse Effect, the content of which is specified in Section 800.11 of the regulations. Such
notification allows the Council to determine whether it will participate in the consultation between the
agency and the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO). If the Council does not respond within 15
calendar days, the agency can assume that the Council will not be participating in the consultation

process.

The project referenced above results in adverse effects to six historic properties, including a potential
historic district. Enclosed are two copies of the Documentation of Adverse Effect for these resources;
one is for your files and the other is to be submitted to the Council. For convenience, a draft transmittal
letter to the Advisory Council has been emailed to Stephanie Gibson of your staff.

Please send a copy of all of your correspondence with the Advisory Council to CDOT Senior Staff
Historian Lisa Schoch for our files. If you have questions or require additional information, please

contact Ms. Schoch at 303-512-4258.

Very truly yours,

Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosures: Documentation of Adverse Effect (FHWA and ACHP copies)



DOCUMENTATION FOR FINDING OF ADVERSE EFFECT

COLORADO DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION PROJECT NH 0242-040
US Highway 24 West Environmental Assessment, El Paso County, Colorado

COLORADO DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAMS BRANCH
4201 EAST ARKANSAS AVENUE
DENVER, COLORADO 80222

March 2011



DOCUMENTATION FOR FINDING OF ADVERSE EFFECT
CDOT Project NH 0242-040
US Highway 24 West Environmental Assessment
Ei Paso County, Colorado

This documentation is prepared in accordance with the Advisory Council regulations, Section 800.11(e),
which stipulates the inclusion of the following items:

1. A description of the undertaking, specifying the Federal involvement and its area of potential
effects, including photographs, maps, and drawings, as necessary.

Project Background
FHWA and CDOT are coordinating an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the US Highway 24 (US 24)

Corridor from Interstate 25 west to Manitou Springs. The Pikes Peak Area Council of Governments—
consisting of representatives from various local governments—identified this segment of US24 asa
regional priority to address current and future traffic congestion. CDOT was asked to study both short-and
long-term strategies to address congestion on US 24. CDOT has been working with the local community
and interested groups to develop a proposed action to reduce traffic congestion. The proposed action
consists of widening US 24 to add a travel lane in each direction for a total of eight through-lanes, building
two interchanges and one overpass, and modifying intersections to improve local and regional access and
mobility. An illustration of the proposed action (Figure 59) is included under Attachment A. Additional

features of the proposed action include:

. Reconstruction of the US 24 interchange with Interstate 25

: Intersection upgrades and widening at 26" Street and 31 Street

. Modifications to the 31* Street and Colorado Avenue intersection (off highway)
. Addition or reconstruction of sidewalks at all intersections and interchanges

. Replacement and extension of segments of the Midland Trail

. Replacement of bridges over Fountain Creek

. Modification of Fountain Creek’s channel at each bridge crossing

Area of Potential Effects (APE):
The project APE extends along the US 24 corridor from Interstate 25 on the east to Red Canon Road on

the west and includes approximately 432 acres in Sections 3, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, and 19 of Township 14
South, Range 67 West, in El Paso County, Colorado (see Attachment A ). The APE, which was defined
by CDOT in consultation with the Colorado State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO), generally follows
the existing highway alignment and includes properties adjacent to the highway and at intersections with
local streets. The APE is located on the Colorado Springs and Manitou Springs, Colorado USGS 7.5
topographic quadrangles. The majority of the APE includes privately owned lands within the City of
Colorado Springs, Colorado, with only a few properties found on city land.

2. A description of the steps taken to identify historic properties.

A Class III architectural resources inventory of the APE was conducted by consultant TEC Inc (TEC) for the
Colorado Department of Transportation in September 2008. The inventory was conducted to identify,
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dccument, and evaluate cultural resources within the project area with regard to their potential eligibility to the
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). More than 300 parcels of land are located within the APE, many
of which contain no standing structures. A total of 146 cultural resources were documented, including 143
architectural properties, two linear resources, and a proposed historic district. All of these properties were
documented on the appropriate Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservation (OAHP) site forms.

3. A description of the affected historic properties, including information on the characteristics
that qualify them for the National Register.

The following National Register-eligible properties will be adversely affected by the undertaking. The site
forms for these properties are included as Attachment B.

SEP5285 (1815 Sheldon Avenue): Built in 1899, this property is significant under National Register
Criterion C as a good intact exampie of a hipped-roof box house. The house is within the boundary of
the proposed Westside Historic District and would be a contributing feature of that district.

SEP5288 (1803 Sheldon Avenue): Built in 1897, the property exhibits the defining characteristics of
the Queen Anne style, including asymmetrical massing, dormers, a porch, multiple gables, and
bargeboard under the gable ends. It is significant under National Register Criterion C as a good
example of the Queen Anne style. The house is within the boundary of the proposed Westside
Historic District and would be a contributing element of that district.

SEP5335 (302 South 10® Street): Built in 1959, this building is significant under National Register
Criterion C as a good example of the Folk Victorian architectural style. This property is within the
boundary of the proposed Westside Historic District but was built outside the period of significance for
the district and is considered a non-contributing feature.

SEP5336 (301 South 10™ Street): Constructed in 1950, this commercial building—known as the Chief
Petroleum property-- is significant under National Register Criterion C as a good example of an early
rwentieth century commercial building in Colorado Springs. This property is within the boundary of
the proposed Westside Historic District but was built outside the period of significance for the district
and is considered a non-contributing feature because it was built outside the period of significance for

the district.

SEP5364 (Westside Historic District): A potential residential historic district was identified northwest
of the intersection of Interstate 25 and US Highway 24. Based on a reconnaissance-level survey and
historic research, it appears that the district could encompass as many as 60 platted subdivisions
developed between 1873 and 1913, and thousands of properties. For the purposes of Section 106, a
proposed boundary was assigned to this property, but the entire property was not intensively surveyed.
Nearly all of the properties within the project APE are within the boundary of this proposed district.
The proposed district appears to be significant under National Register Criterion A for its role in the
cevelopment of Colorado Springs. The Westside area was the earliest settled residential development
in the Pikes Peak region and has experienced several periods of physical and economic growth and
decline since 1859 when the area’s first town, Colorado City, was founded.,

4. A description of the undertaking’s effects on historic properties.

SEP3285 (1815 Sheldon Avenue): The toe of slope for the US 24 improvements is estimated to extend
3



approximately 66 feet into the property boundary, ending 25 feet from the building. The grade difference
between US 24 and the Sheldon Avenue properties and the proximity of the proposed highway ramps to
the residence make construction in this area very challenging, as large construction equipment will be
needed to bring in fill material, create new grades, and construct the noise wall. It would be difficult to
construct the proposed action without affecting the building, In addition, the project includes moving the
highway approximately 100 feet closer to the property, effectively removing the buffer between the house
and the highway. At its closest distance in the southeast corner, there would be a 17-foot separation
between the road (ramp) and the property boundary, widening to 47 feet at the southwest corner. While
this closer proximity of the road to a residential property is common in urban neighborhoods, it represents
a substantial change to the setting of this property, which is-characterized by a larger-than-average lot that
backs to another vacant lot, giving the existing property a more expansive feel. The undertaking also
involves the acquisition of several other residences along Sheldon Avenue Sheldon Avenue is a small
street—only 1,000 feet in length—Ilocated between 217 Street and 18™ Street north of US 24. The entire
street is within the project APE. Two of the historic properties identified for this project that are on
Sheldon Avenue (SEP5285, SEP5288) will be acquired. Other non-historic residences along this street
would also be acquired, which would leave SEP5285 as the sole residence on the south side of the block.
While the residential setting in this location has been compromised by past industrial and commercial uses
out of scale with the surrounding residences, the loss of additional residential properties creates a
cumulative effect to the residential setting, particulatly to the south side of Sheldon Avenue, where only
five residences would remain and SEP5285 would be isolated from the other four properties by non-
residential lots. In addition, the property will be affected by the construction of a noise wall on the edge of
the property, which would provide a visual and noise buffer to the highway, but the wall would also
change the character of the residential property by obstructing and changing the views from the house.
The noise wall would be prominent in the backyard of SPE5285 and would affect the setting of that
property. Based on these impacts, it was determined that the project results in an adverse effect.

SEP5288 (1803 Sheldon Avenue): The proposed action would require acquisition of this property and
demolition of the historic building., This results in an adverse effect to the property.

SEP5335 (302 South 10" Street): This building will be acquired as part of the undertaking, so there is an
adverse effect to the property.

SEP5336 (301 South 10™ Street): The proposed undertaking would require a total acquisition of the Chief
Petroleum property. The through lanes on the US Highway 24 interchange ramps at the proposed 8" Street
interchange and the reconstruction of the Midland Trail are improvements that directly encroach on the -

property. This results in an adverse effect to the property.

5SEP5364 (Westside Historic District): The project will result in the demolition of two contributing features
of the Westside Historic District, including 5SEP5285 and 5EP5288, both of which are described above in

Item 4. This results in an adverse effect to the proposed district.

5. An explanation of why the criteria of adverse effect were found applicable or inapplicable,
including any conditions or future actions to avoid, minimize, or mitigate adverse effects.

In accordance with Section 800.5 of the Advisory Council Regulations, CDOT has applied the criteria of
adverse effect, determining that the undertaking results in adverse effects to the properties discussed in
Items 3 and 4 of this report.

4



Avoidance and minimization
CDOT conducted an extensive alternatives development process for this project. During each of the three

screening stages in the alternatives development, impacts to historic properties were considered. The
additional travel lanes along US Highway 24 that are part of the proposed action will not result in effects to
historic properties. However, proposed cross street intersection improvements will affect historic properties,
and the Fountain Creek floodplain creates a constraint throughout the project area since US 24 is within the
fleod plain for most of its stretch. In order to remove the highway from the floodplain, portions of Fountain
Creek will have to be modified to make the channel wider or lower. Modifications to the floodplain result in
constraints on highway design and limited alignment options for the corridor. In areas where historic
properties might be affected, the ROW footprmt was minimized as much as possible while still meeting design
standards, capacity requirements, and minimum floodplain conditions. In most cases, effects to historic
preperties were avoided through design modlficatlons In two areas, historic properties on the north side of
US 24 near the proposed US 24 interchanges with 8" Street and 21* Street could not be avoided. Efforts were

- made to minimize impacts to the Chief Petroleum building (SEP5336) but because the building is located less
than & 0 feet from the existing US 24 ROW, it will be impacted by the westbound on-ramp for US 24 from the
new 8" Street interchange, and by the reconstruction of the Midland Trail, which runs behind the building and
once reconstructed will encroach an additional 22 feet into the Chief Petroleum property boundary. The
proposed action results in similar constraints near the proposed 21 Street interchange with US 24, where
similar efforts were made to minimize effects to historic properties.

Mitigation

In consultation with SHPO and the consulting parties, FHWA and CDOT have determined that the project
results in adverse effects to historic properties. Under the Section 106 process, adverse effects to historic
properties must be resolved and mitigated through consultation. A Memorandum of Agreement {(MOA)
will be developed to outline mitigation for the project. Mitigation for the project has not yet been
identified but is likely to include a combination of archival documentation and creative mitigation efforts.

6. Copies or summaries of any views provided by consulting parties and the public.

The SHPO has concurred with the lead agency's determinations of eﬁ'ect and the SHPO and consulting
party’s written views are attached (Attachment C).



Preserving America’s Heritage

March 16, 2011

Mr. John M. Cater

Division Administrator

FHWA — Colorado Division
12300 W. Dakota Ave., Suite 180
Lakewood, CO 80228

Ref:  Proposed US Highway 24 West Project (CDOT Project NH 0242-040)
El Pasa County, Colorado

Dear Mr. Cater:

On March 10, 2011, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) received your notification
and supporting documentation regarding the adverse effects of the referenced undertaking on a property
or properties listed or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. Based upon the
information you provided, we have concluded that Appendix A, Criteria for Council Involvement in
Reviewing Individual Section 106 Cases, of our regulations, “Protection of Historic Properties™ (36 CFR
Part 800), does not apply to this undertaking. Accordingly, we do not believe that our participation in the
consultation to resolve adverse effects is needed. However, if we receive a request for participation from
the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPQ), Tribal Historic Preservation Officer, affected Indian tribe,
a consulting party, or other party, we may reconsider this decision. Additionally, should circumstances
change, and you determine that our participation is needed to conclude the consultation process, please

notify us.

Pursuant to 36 CFR §800.6(b){1)(iv), you will need to file the final Memorandum of Agreement (MOA),
developed in consultation with the Colorado State Historic Preservation Office (SHPOQ), and any other
consulting parties, and related documentation with the ACHP at the conclusion of the consultation
process. The filing of the MOA, and supporting documentation with the ACHP is required in order to
complete the requirements of Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act.

Thank you for providing us with your notification of adverse effect. If you have any questions or require
further assistance, please contact Ms. Najah Duvall-Gabriel at 202-606-8585 or via email at

ngabricl@achp.gov.

Sincerely,

AL Svio Gotnson

LaShavio Johnson
Historic Preservation Technician
Office of Federal Agency Programs

ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC PRESERVATION

1100 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Suite 803 « Washington, DC 20004
Phone:202-606-8503 & Fax: 202-606-8647 » achp@achp.gov » www.achp.gov
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STATE OF COLORADQ

Environmental Pragrams Branch
4201 East Arkansas Avenue
Shumate Building

Derver, Colorado 80222

(303) 757-9281

I
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

April 20,2011

Mr. Edward Nichols

State Historic Preservation Officer
History Colorado

1560 Broadway, Suite 400
Denver, CO 80202

SUBJECT: Memorandum of Agreement for Signature,, CDOT Project NH 0242-040, US
Highway 24 West Environmental Assessment, El Paso County

Dear Mr. Nichols:

Enclosed for your signature is the original Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) for the CDOT Project
referenced above, which will have an adverse effect on five properties eligible for the National Register
of Historic Places. The sites include two residential and two commercial properties significant as
examples of architecture and the Westside Historic District.

Mitigation for the project involves the development and installation of an interpretive sign that highlights
the history of the US Highway 24 corridor. The MOA was reviewed in draft form by Amy Pallante of
your staff and was found to be acceptable. Please sign and return the document to CDOT Senior
Historian Lisa Schoch at the address indicated above.

This procedure is consistent with the process outlined in the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s
regulations, 36 CFR 800. You will receive a copy of the MOA when fully executed. If you have
questions, please contact Ms. Schoch at (303) 512-4258. Thank you in advance for your prompt attention

to this matter.
Very truly yours,

Jane Hann, Manager

--""-/
/ Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosure



STATE OF COLORADQO
OT

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Environmental Programs Branch

4201 East Arkansas Avenue

Shumate Building -
Derver, Colorado 80222 DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
(303) 757-9281

April 28, 2011

Mr. John M. Cater

Colorade Division Administrator
Federal Highway Administration
12300 W. Dakota Ave. Suite 180
Lakewood, Colorado 80228

SUBJECT: Memorandum of Agreement for Signature, CDOT Project NH 0242-040, US Highway 24
West Environmental Assessment, El Paso County (SA 14387)

Dear Mr. Cater:

Enclosed for your signature is the Section 106 Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) for the project
referenced above, which results in an adverse effect to five properties eligible for the National Register of
Historic Places. The sites include the Westside Historic District and two residential and two commercial
properties significant as good examples of architecture. Mitigation for the project involves the
development and installation of an interpretive sign that highlights the history of the US Highway 24

corridor.

This procedure is consistent with the process outlined in the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s
regulations, 36 CFR 800. You will receive a copy of the document when fully executed. If you have
questions or require additional information, please contact CDOT Senior Staff Archaeologist Lisa Schoch

at (303) 512-4258. Thank you in advance for your prompt attention to this matter.
Very truly yours,
!

Jane Hann, Manager
Environmental Programs Branch

Encicsure



STATE OF COLORADQO

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Environmental Programs Branch
4201 East Arkansas Avenue
Shumate Bldg‘ I S
Denver, Colorado 80222 DEPARTMENT OF TRANSFORTATION
(303) 757-9281

May 20, 2011

Mr. Monnie Gore

El Paso County

Public Services Department

3275 Akers Drive

Colorado Springs, CO 80922-1547

SUBJECT: Memorandum of Agreement for Signature, CDOT Project NH 0242-040, US I—ﬁghway 24
West Environmental Assessment, El Paso County

Dear Mr. Gore:

Enclosed for your review is a copy of the Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) for the Colorado
Department of Transportation (CDOT) project referenced above. We previously contacted you regarding
eligibility and effects determinations for historic properties in correspondence dated July 22, 2010. The
project will adversely affect five historic properties, and this agreement outlines interpretive mitigation
for these resources. As a local consulting party under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act, we invite you to sign the document as a concurring party. As a concurring signatory, you are not
responsible for the completion of the mitigation, but signing the document provides you an opportunity to
participate in the resolution of adverse effects. Should you decline the opportumty to sign this agreement,
however, the document will remain valid.

The MOA has been signed by the Federal Highway Administration, State Historic Preservation Officer
and Colorado Department of Transportation. A copy of the document and a signature page specific to the
El Paso County Public Services Department are enclosed. If you would like to participate in the
agreement, please have the appropriate representative for El Paso County (if not you) sign and return the
signature page to CDOT Senior Historian Lisa Schoch at the address reflected on the letterhead.

You will receive a copy of the final executed document when it has been filed with the Advisory Council
- on Historic Preservation. If you have questions or require additional information, please contact Ms.
Schoch at (303) 512-4258 or via email at lisa.schoch@dot.state.co.us.

Very truly yours,

f Environmental Programs Branch
Enclosure: MOA copy and signature page

cc: Lisa Streisfeld, CDOT Region 2



DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

STATE OF COLORADO

Environmental Programs Branch
4201 East Arkansas Avenue
Shumate Bldg.

Denver, Colorado 80222

{303) 757-9281

7Y
May 20, 2011 ‘-{// / Vd
Mr. Monnie Gore (/l% re S a/
El Paso County é —5 — / /
Putlic Services Department

3275 Akers Drive
Colorado Springs, CO 80922-1547

L ]
DFPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

SUBIJECT: Memorandum of Agreement for Signature, CDOT Project NH 0242-040, US Highway 24
West Environmental Assessment, El Paso County

Dear Mr. Gore:

Enclosed for your review is a copy of the Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) for the Colorado
Department of Transportation (CDOT) project referenced above. We previously contacted you regarding
eligibility and effects determinations for historic properties in correspondence dated July 22, 2010. The
project will adversely affect five historic properties, and this agreement outlines interpretive mitigation
for these resources. As a local consulting party under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act, we invite you to sign the document as a concurring party. As a concurring signatory, you are not
responsible for the completion of the mitigation, but signing the document provides you an opportunity to
participate in the resolution of adverse effects. Should you decline the opportunity to sign this agreement,
however, the document will remain valid.

The MOA has been signed by the Federal Highway Administration, State Historic Preservation Officer
and Colorado Department of Transportation. A copy of the document and a signature page specific to the
EI Paso County Public Services Department are enclosed. If you would like to participate in the
agreement, please have the appropriate representative for El Paso County (if not you) sign and return the
signature page to CDOT Senior Historian Lisa Schoch at the address reflected on the letterhead.

You will receive a copy of the final executed document when it has been filed with the Advisory Council
- on Historic Preservation. If you have questions or require additional information, please contact Ms,
Schoch at (303) 512-4258 or via email at lisa.schoch@dot.state.co.us.

Very truly yours,

/

Jane Hann, Manager
Environmental Programs Branch
Enclosure: MOA copy and signature page

cc: Lisa Streisfeld, CDOT Region 2



STATE OF COLORADQO

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Environmental Programs Branch

4201 East Arkansas Avenue

Shumate Bldg . N

Denver, Colorado 80222 DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
 (303) 757-9281

May 23, 2011

Ms. Erin McCauley

City of Colorado Springs

Comprehensive Planning/L.and Use Section
P.O. Box 1575, Mail Code 155

Colorado Springs, CO 80901-1575

SUBJECT: Memorandum of Agreement for Signature, CDOT Project NH 0242-040, US Highway 24
West Environmental Assessment, El Paso County

Dear Ms. McCauley:

Enclosed for your review is a copy of the Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) for the Colorado
Department of Transportation (CDOT) project referenced above. We previously contacted you regarding
eligibility and effects determinations for historic properties in correspondence dated July 22, 2010. The
project will adversely affect five historic properties, and this agreement outlines interpretive mitigation
for these resources. As a local consulting party under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act, we invite you to sign the document as a concurring party. As a concurring signatory, you are not
responsible for the completion of the mitigation, but signing the document provides you an opportunity to
participate in the resolution of adverse effects. Should you decline the opportunity to sign this agreement,
however, the document will remain valid.

The MOA has been signed by the Federal Highway Administration, State Historic Preservation Officer
and Colorado Department of Transportation. A copy of the document and a signature page specific to the
City of Colorado Springs Historic Preservation Board are enclosed. If you would like to participate in the
agreement, please have the appropriate representative for the preservation board (if not you) sign and :
return the signature page to CDOT Senior Historian Lisa Schoch at the address reflected on the letterhead.

You will receive a copy of the final executed document when it has been filed with the Advisory Council
on Historic Preservation. If you have questions.or require additional information, please contact Ms.
Schoch at (303) 512-4258 or via email at lisa.schoch@dot.state.co.us.

Very truly yours,

lanager
Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosure: MOA copy and signature page

ccr Lisa Streisfeld, CDOT Region 2



STATE OF COLORADO

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Environmental Programs Branch
4201 East Arkansas Avenue
Shumate Bldg.

Denver, Colorado 80222

(303) 757-9281

DEPARFTMENT OF TRANSPORTATIN:

May 23,2011

Ms. Erin McCauley

City of Colorado Springs

Comprehensive Planning/Land Use Section
P.O. Box 1575, Mail Code 155

Colorado Springs, CO 80901-1575

SUBJECT: Memorandum of Agreement for Signature, CDOT Project NH 0242-040, US Highway 24
West Environmental Assessment, El Paso County

Dear Ms. McCauley:

Enclosed for your review is a copy of the Memorandum of Agreement (MQA) for the Colorado
Department of Transportation (CDOT) project referenced above. We previously contacted you regarding
eligibility and effects determinations for historic properties in correspondence dated July 22, 2010. The
project will adversely affect five historic properties, and this agreement outlines interpretive mitigation
for these resources. As a local consulting party under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act, we invite you to sign the document as a concurring party. As a concurring signatory, you are not
responsible for the completion of the mitigation, but signing the document provides you an opportunity to
participate in the resolution of adverse effects. Should you decline the opportunity to sign this agreement,
however, the document will remain valid.

The MOA has been signed by the Federal Highway Administration, State Historic Preservation Officer
and Colorado Department of Transportation. A copy of the document and a signature page specific to the
City of Colorado Springs Historic Preservation Board are enclosed. If you would like to participate in the
agreement, please have the appropriate representative for the preservation board (if not you) sign and
return the signature page to CDOT Senior Historian Lisa Schoch at the address reflected on the letterhead.

You will receive a copy of the final executed document when it has been filed with the Advisory Council
on Historic Preservation. If you have questions or require additional information, please contact Ms.

Schoch at (303) 512-4258 or via email at lisa.schoch@dot.state.co.us.

Very truly yours,

Jane Hann, Manager
Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosure: MOA copy and signature page

cc: Lisa Streisfeld, CDOT Region 2



PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
Land Use Review Division

CITY OF COLORADQO SPRINGS

June 16, 2011

Jane Hann, Manager

Environmental Programs Branch
Colorado Department of Transportation
4201 E. Arkansas Avenue

Shumata Building

Denver, CO 80222

RE!: Memorandum of Agreement — CDOT Project NH 0242-040, US Highway 24 West
Environmental Assessment, El Paso County

Dear Ms. Hann:

The Colorado Springs Historic Preservation Board met Monday, June 6, 2011 to discuss the Memorandum of
Agreement (MOA) received by this office on May 24, 2011. At this time, the Board does not feel the proposed
mitigation techniques proposed in the MOA adequately address the impacts of the US 24 West project.

The MOA presents only one option for mitigation — interpretive signage about the history of the area. While
signage may highlight the importance of the area, the City will lose important tangible history once the buildings
are demolished. The Board suggests, at the very least, analyzing the possibility of relocating those structures
slated for demolition. If relocation is not an option, the Board suggests making the building materials available for

salvage.

I have enclosed the unsigned MOA with this letter. If you would like to discuss other options with the Board, I
would be happy to facilitate discussions or schedule a meeting to discuss the mitigatien proposal.

Finally, i you have any questions please contact me at emccauley@springsgov.com or at 719-385-5369.

Cordially,

Erin McCauley,’AICP LEED AP BD+C
Planner I
Land Use Review Division

C: Historic Preservation Board (email)
Dick Anderwald, Interim Planning & Development Lead (email)
Rick O’Connor, Interim Land Use Review Division Lead {(email)

30 S. Nevada Ave, Suite 105 » TEL 719-385-5905 « FAX 719-385-5167
Mailing Address: Post Office Box 1575, Mail Code 155 e Colorado Springs, CO 80901-1575



MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT

BETWEEN the FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
AND THE COLORADO STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER

REGARDING COLORADO DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
PROJECT NH 0242-040
US HIGHWAY 24 WEST ENVIRONMENTALASSESSMENT
EL PASO COUNTY, COLORADO

WHEREAS, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has determined that the
Project NH 0242-040 results in adverse effects to five properties in El Paso County,
Colorado and has consulted with the Colorado State Historic Preservation Officer
(SHPO) pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800, regulations implementing Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act (16 U.S.C. Section 470f); and

WHEREAS, CDOT carries out activities for federal aid transportation projects on behalf
of FHWA, including consultation under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s (Council) regulations, National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) analysis, and construction contract administration;
and FHWA has consulted with the Colorado Department of Transportation (CDOT)
regarding the effects of the undertaking on historic properties and has invited them to
sign this MOA as an invited signatory; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with 36 CFR Section 800.6(a)(1), FHWA has notified the
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (Council) of its adverse effect determination
with specified documentation and the Council has chosen not to participate in the
consultation pursuant to 36 CFR Section 800.6(a)(1)(iii); and

WHEREAS, the Section 106 consulting parties for this project—the City of Colorado
Springs Historic Preservation Board and the El Paso County Public Services
Department—were afforded an opportunity to review the mitigation and sign this
agreement as concurring parties; and

WHEREAS, the historic properties that will be affected by the Memorandum of
Agreement are:

5EP5285 (1815 Sheldon Avenue): Built in 1899, this property is significant under
National Register Criterion C as a good intact example of a hipped-roof box house.
The house is within the boundary of the proposed Westside Historic District and
would be a contributing feature of that district.

5EP5288 (1803 Sheldon Avenue): Built in 1897, the property exhibits the defining
characteristics of the Queen Anne style, including asymmetrical massing, dormers, a
porch, multiple gables, and bargeboard under the gable ends. It is significant under
National Register Criterion C as a good example of the Queen Anne style. The house



is within the boundary of the proposed Westside Historic District and would be a
contributing element of that district.

SEP5335 (302 South 10" Street): Built in 1959, this building is significant under
National Register Criterion C as a good example of the Folk Victorian architectural
style. This property is within the boundary of the proposed Westside Historic District
but was built outside the period of significance for the district and is considered a
non-contributing feature.

5EP5336 (301 South 10" Street): Constructed in 1950, this commercial building—
known as the Chief Petroleum property-- is significant under National Register
Criterion C as a good example of an early twentieth century commercial building in
Colorado Springs. This property is within the boundary of the proposed Westside
Historic District but was built outside the period of significance for the district and is
considered a non-contributing feature because it was built outside the period of
significance for the district.

5EP5364 (Westside Historic District): A potential residential historic district was
identified northwest of the intersection of Interstate 25 and US Highway 24. Based
on a reconnaissance-level survey and historic research, it appears that the district
could encompass as many as 60 platted subdivisions developed between 1873 and
1913, and thousands of properties. For the purposes of Section 106, a proposed
boundary was assigned to this property, but the entire property was not intensively
surveyed. Nearly all of the properties within the project APE are within the boundary
of this proposed district. The proposed district appears to be significant under
National Register Criterion A for its role in the development of Colorado Springs.
The Westside area was the earliest settled residential development in the Pikes Peak
region and has experienced several periods of physical and economic growth and
decline since 1859 when the area’s first town, Colorado City, was founded.

NOW, THEREFORE, FHWA and the Colorado SHPO agree that the undertaking shall
be implemented in accordance with the following stipulations in order to take into
account the effect of the undertaking on historic properties.

STIPULATIONS

The FHWA shall ensure that the following measures are carried out:

I. MITIGATION

A) INTEPRETIVE SIGNAGE

CDOT will develop an interpretive panel that includes information and imagery
about the history of the US Highway 24 Corridor, including its use as a Native



American trail, as part of the Pikes Peak Ocean to Ocean transcontinental
highway, as an important tourist route, and its current status as a state highway
corridor in Colorado. The design, format, content, location, and future
maintenance of the sign will be determined in consultation with the consulting
parties and the SHPO.

II. DURATION

This agreement shall become effective when it is filed with the Council and shall remain
in effect until the completion of the mitigation stipulations that fall under the terms of this
Agreement within a five-year period. This time frame can be expanded if agreed to in
writing by the signatories prior to the expiration date. Prior to such time, FHWA may
consult with the other signatories to reconsider the terms of the agreement and amend it
in accordance with Stipulation V below.

III. MONITORING AND REPORTING

Reporting for this agreement shall be included in the Section 106 Annual Tracking
Report as provided in Section XIII (B) of the May 2010 Programmatic Agreement
Among the Federal Highway Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation, the Colorado State Historic Preservation Officer, and the Colorado
Department of Transportation Regarding Compliance with Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act as it Pertains to the Administration of the Federal Aid Highway

Program in Colorado.
IV. DISPUTE RESOLUTION

Should any party to this agreement object at any time to any actions proposed or the
manner in which the terms of this MOA are implemented, FHWA shall consult with the
objecting party(ies) to resolve the objection. If FHWA determines, within 30 days, that
such objection(s) cannot be resolved, FHWA will:

A. Forward all documentation relevant to the dispute to the Council in
accordance with 36 CFR Section 800.2(b)(2). Upon receipt of adequate
documentation, the Council shall review and advise FHWA on the resolution of
the objection within 30 days. Any comment provided by the Council, and all
comments from the parties to the MOA, will be taken into account by FHWA in
reaching a final decision regarding the dispute.

B. If the Council does not provide comments regarding the dispute within 30
days after receipt of adequate documentation, FHWA may render a decision
regarding the dispute. In reaching its decision, FHWA will take into account all
comments regarding the dispute from the parties to the MOA.

C. FHWA'’s responsibility to carry out all other actions subject to the terms of
this MOA that are not the subject of the dispute remain unchanged. FHWA will
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notify all parties of its decision in writing before implementing that portion of the
Undertaking subject to dispute under this stipulation. FHWA’s decision will be

final.
AMENDMENTS AND NON-COMPLIANCE

If any signatory to this MOA, including any invited signatory, determines that its
terms will not or cannot be carried out or that an amendment to its terms must be
made, that party shall immediately consult with the other parties to develop an
amendment to this MOA pursuant to 36 CFR §§800.6(c)(7) and 800.6(c)(8). The
amendment will be effective on the date a copy signed by all of the original
signatories is filed with the Council. If the signatories cannot agree to appropriate
terms to amend the MOA, any signatory may terminate the agreement in
accordance with Stipulation VI, below.

TERMINATION

If an MOA is not amended following the consultation set out in Stipulation V
above, it may be terminated by any signatory or invited signatory. Within 30 days
following termination, the FHWA shall notify the signatories if it will initiate
consultation to execute an MOA with the signatories under 36 CFR §800.6(c)(1)
or request the comments of the Council under 36 CFR §800.7(a) and proceed

accordingly.

COORDINATION WITH THE NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY
ACT (NEPA): FHWA shall use this agreement as part of its responsibility to
meet the requirements of NEPA.



Execution of this Memorandum of Agreement by FHWA and the Colorado SHPQO, the
submission of documentation and filing of this Memorandum of Agreement with the
Council pursuant to 36 CFR Section 800.6(b)(1)(iv) prior to FHWA’s approval of this
undertaking, and implementation of its terms evidence that FHWA has taken into account

the effects of this undertaking on historic properties and afforded the Council an
opportunity to comment.

SIGNATORIES:

Federal Highway Administration

By: %bf H Agm Date 5/}(0/”
Qo! John M. aater D1v1515n Administrator

Colorade State Historic Preservation Officer

By: [/\) 7:--~ Date 4 25 /]l

Edward Nichols, State Historic Preservation Office

INVITED SIGNATORIES:

Colorado De artngizr\amjwrtatmn
Date 4 / 1 / 4
i}ﬁn Hunt, }éxecutlve Director

CONCURRING PARTIES:

City of Colorado Springs
Historic Preservation Board

Date

Erin K. McCauley, Planner I

El Paso County
Public Services Department
Date

Monnie Gore, Director
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CONCURRING PARTY:

El Paso County
Public Services Department

% E b Date___ 6/ /)i
.E)( Monnie Gove, Director v/
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AND THE COLORADO STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER

REGARDING COLORADO DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
PROJECT NH 0242-040
US HIGHWAY 24 WEST ENVIRONMENTALASSESSMENT
EL PASO COUNTY, COLORADO
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STATE OF COLORADQO

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Environmental Programs Branch
4201 East Arkansas Avenue
Shumate Bldg‘ I S
Denver, Colorado 80222 DEPARTMENT OF TRANSFORTATION
(303) 757-9281

May 20, 2011

Mr. Monnie Gore

El Paso County

Public Services Department

3275 Akers Drive

Colorado Springs, CO 80922-1547

SUBJECT: Memorandum of Agreement for Signature, CDOT Project NH 0242-040, US I—ﬁghway 24
West Environmental Assessment, El Paso County

Dear Mr. Gore:

Enclosed for your review is a copy of the Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) for the Colorado
Department of Transportation (CDOT) project referenced above. We previously contacted you regarding
eligibility and effects determinations for historic properties in correspondence dated July 22, 2010. The
project will adversely affect five historic properties, and this agreement outlines interpretive mitigation
for these resources. As a local consulting party under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act, we invite you to sign the document as a concurring party. As a concurring signatory, you are not
responsible for the completion of the mitigation, but signing the document provides you an opportunity to
participate in the resolution of adverse effects. Should you decline the opportumty to sign this agreement,
however, the document will remain valid.

The MOA has been signed by the Federal Highway Administration, State Historic Preservation Officer
and Colorado Department of Transportation. A copy of the document and a signature page specific to the
El Paso County Public Services Department are enclosed. If you would like to participate in the
agreement, please have the appropriate representative for El Paso County (if not you) sign and return the
signature page to CDOT Senior Historian Lisa Schoch at the address reflected on the letterhead.

You will receive a copy of the final executed document when it has been filed with the Advisory Council
- on Historic Preservation. If you have questions or require additional information, please contact Ms.
Schoch at (303) 512-4258 or via email at lisa.schoch@dot.state.co.us.

Very truly yours,

f Environmental Programs Branch
Enclosure: MOA copy and signature page

cc: Lisa Streisfeld, CDOT Region 2



STATE OF COLORADQO

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Environmental Programs Branch

4201 East Arkansas Avenue

Shumate Bldg . N

Denver, Colorado 80222 DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
 (303) 757-9281

May 23, 2011

Ms. Erin McCauley

City of Colorado Springs

Comprehensive Planning/L.and Use Section
P.O. Box 1575, Mail Code 155

Colorado Springs, CO 80901-1575

SUBJECT: Memorandum of Agreement for Signature, CDOT Project NH 0242-040, US Highway 24
West Environmental Assessment, El Paso County

Dear Ms. McCauley:

Enclosed for your review is a copy of the Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) for the Colorado
Department of Transportation (CDOT) project referenced above. We previously contacted you regarding
eligibility and effects determinations for historic properties in correspondence dated July 22, 2010. The
project will adversely affect five historic properties, and this agreement outlines interpretive mitigation
for these resources. As a local consulting party under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act, we invite you to sign the document as a concurring party. As a concurring signatory, you are not
responsible for the completion of the mitigation, but signing the document provides you an opportunity to
participate in the resolution of adverse effects. Should you decline the opportunity to sign this agreement,
however, the document will remain valid.

The MOA has been signed by the Federal Highway Administration, State Historic Preservation Officer
and Colorado Department of Transportation. A copy of the document and a signature page specific to the
City of Colorado Springs Historic Preservation Board are enclosed. If you would like to participate in the
agreement, please have the appropriate representative for the preservation board (if not you) sign and :
return the signature page to CDOT Senior Historian Lisa Schoch at the address reflected on the letterhead.

You will receive a copy of the final executed document when it has been filed with the Advisory Council
on Historic Preservation. If you have questions.or require additional information, please contact Ms.
Schoch at (303) 512-4258 or via email at lisa.schoch@dot.state.co.us.

Very truly yours,

lanager
Environmental Programs Branch

Enclosure: MOA copy and signature page

ccr Lisa Streisfeld, CDOT Region 2



MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT

BETWEEN the FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
AND THE COLORADO STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER

REGARDING COLORADO DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
PROJECT NH 0242-040
US HIGHWAY 24 WEST ENVIRONMENTALASSESSMENT
EL PASO COUNTY, COLORADO

WHEREAS, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has determined that the
Project NH 0242-040 results in adverse effects to five properties in El Paso County,
Colorado and has consulted with the Colorado State Historic Preservation Officer
(SHPO) pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800, regulations implementing Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act (16 U.S.C. Section 470f); and

WHEREAS, CDOT carries out activities for federal aid transportation projects on behalf
of FHWA, including consultation under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s (Council) regulations, National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) analysis, and construction contract administration;
and FHWA has consulted with the Colorado Department of Transportation (CDOT)
regarding the effects of the undertaking on historic properties and has invited them to
sign this MOA as an invited signatory; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with 36 CFR Section 800.6(a)(1), FHWA has notified the
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (Council) of its adverse effect determination.
with specified documentation and the Council has chosen not to participate in the
consultation pursuant to 36 CFR Section 800.6(a)(1)(iii); and

WHEREAS, the Section 106 consulting parties for this project—the City of Colorado
Springs Historic Preservation Board and the El Paso County Public Services
Department—were afforded an opportunity to review the mitigation. The City of
Colorado Springs is responsible for part of the mitigation plan and have been invited to
sign this agreement as an invited signatory. The El Paso County Public Services
Department has been asked to sign this agreement as a concurring party; and

WHEREAS, the historic properties that will be affected by the Memorandum of
Agreement are:

5EP5285 (1815 Sheldon Avenue): Built in 1899, this property is significant under
National Register Criterion C as a good intact example of a hipped-roof box house.
The house is within the boundary of the proposed Westside Historic District and
would be a contributing feature of that district.

SEP5288 (1803 Sheldon Avenue): Built in 1897, the property exhibits the defining
characteristics of the Queen Anne style, including asymmetrical massing, dormers, a



porch, multiple gables, and bargeboard under the gable ends. It is significant under
National Register Criterion C as a good example of the Queen Anne style. The house
is within the boundary of the proposed Westside Historic District and would be a
contributing element of that district.

SEP5335 (302 South 10" Street): Built in 1959, this building is significant under
National Register Criterion C as a good example of the Folk Victorian architectural
style. This property is within the boundary of the proposed Westside Historic District
but was built outside the period of significance for the district and is considered a
non-contributing feature.

5EP5336 (301 South 10" Street): Constructed in 1950, this commercial building—
known as the Chief Petroleum property-- is significant under National Register
Criterion C as a good example of an early twentieth century commercial building in
Colorado Springs. This property is within the boundary of the proposed Westside
Historic District but was built outside the period of significance for the district and is
considered a non-contributing feature because it was built outside the period of
significance for the district.

SEP5364 (Westside Historic District): A potential residential historic district was
identified northwest of the intersection of Interstate 25 and US Highway 24. Based
on a reconnaissance-level survey and historic research, it appears that the district
could encompass as many as 60 platted subdivisions developed between 1873 and
1913, and thousands of properties. For the purposes of Section 106, a proposed
boundary was assigned to this property, but the entire property was not intensively
surveyed. Nearly all of the properties within the project APE are within the boundary
of this proposed district. The proposed district appears to be significant under
National Register Criterion A for its role in the development of Colorado Springs.
The Westside area was the earliest settled residential development in the Pikes Peak
region and has experienced several periods of physical and economic growth and
decline since 1859 when the area’s first town, Colorado City, was founded.

NOW, THEREFORE, FHWA and the Colorado SHPO agree that the undertaking shall
be implemented in accordance with the following stipulations in order to take into
account the effect of the undertaking on historic properties.

STIPULATIONS

The FHWA shall ensure that the following measures are carried out:

I. MITIGATION

A) INTEPRETIVE SIGNAGE



CDOT shall develop and install two historic interpretive panels along the project
corridor that are compatible with the greenway plan and trail along Fountain
Creck. The design, format, content, location, and future maintenance of the signs
will be determined in consultation with the consulting parties and the SHPO.

B) ARCHITECTUAL MATERIALS SALVAGE

Once CDOT acquires the residential properties at 1803 and 1815 Sheldon
Avenue, it shall coordinate with the City of Colorado Springs Historic
Preservation Board to determine whether these properties contain salvageable
architectural materials (e.g., hardware, doors, molding, lighting, etc). If there are
salvageable materials, CDOT shall donate these materials to the City of Colorado
Springs Historic Preservation Board. The City of Colorado Springs Historic
Preservation Board shall investigate partnering with a local architectural salvage
firm to remove materials that can be repurposed and to publicize available
materials to area residents. Materials salvaged from these properties shall not be
sold for profit or advertised on EBay, Craig’s List, or through any other profit-
making web sites or venues

C) HISTORIC BUILDING SIGN SALVAGE

CDOT shall salvage the signage painted on the main fagade of the Chief
Petroleum building (5EP5336) and will donate the sign materials to the City of
Colorado Springs Historic Preservation Board for their use in a future interpretive
project.

II. DURATION

This agreement shall become effective when it is filed with the Council and shall remain
in effect until the completion of the mitigation stipulations that fall under the terms of this
Agreement within a five-year period. This time frame can be expanded if agreed to in
writing by the signatories prior to the expiration date. Prior to such time, FHWA may
consult with the other signatories to reconsider the terms of the agreement and amend it
in accordance with Stipulation V below.

III. MONITORING AND REPORTING

Reporting for this agreement shall be included in the Section 106 Annual Tracking
Report as provided in Section XIII (B) of the May 2010 Programmatic Agreement
Among the Federal Highway Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation, the Colorado State Historic Preservation Officer, and the Colorado
Department of Transportation Regarding Compliance with Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act as it Pertains to the Administration of the Federal Aid Highway
Program in Colorado.



IV. DISPUTE RESOLUTION

Should any party to this agreement object at any time to any actions proposed or the
manner in which the terms of this MOA are implemented, FHW A shall consult with the
objecting party(ies) to resolve the objection. If FHWA determines, within 30 days, that
such objection(s) cannot be resolved, FHWA will:

V.

VI

A. Forward all documentation relevant to the dispute to the Council in
accordance with 36 CFR Section 800.2(b)(2). Upon receipt of adequate
documentation, the Council shall review and advise FHWA on the resolution of
the objection within 30 days. Any comment provided by the Council, and all
comments from the partics to the MOA, will be taken into account by FHWA in
reaching a final decision regarding the dispute.

B. Ifthe Council does not provide comments regarding the dispute within 30
days after receipt of adequate documentation, FHW A may render a decision
regarding the dispute. In reaching its decision, FHWA will take into account all
comments regarding the dispute from the parties to the MOA.

C. FHWA'’s responsibility to carry out all other actions subject to the terms of
this MOA that are not the subject of the dispute remain unchanged. FHWA will
notify all parties of its decision in writing before implementing that portion of the
Undertaking subject to dispute under this stipulation. FHWA’s decision will be
final.

AMENDMENTS AND NON-COMPLIANCE

If any signatory to this MOA, including any invited signatory, determines that its
terms will not or cannot be implemented or that an amendment to its terms must
be made, that party shall immediately consult with the other parties to develop an
amendment to this MOA pursuant to 36 CFR §§800.6(c)(7) and 800.6(c)(8). The
amendment will be effective on the date a copy signed by all of the original
signatories is filed with the Council. If the signatories cannot agree to appropriate
terms to amend the MOA, any signatory may terminate the agreement in
accordance with Stipulation VI, below.

TERMINATION

If an MOA is not amended following the consultation set out in Stipulation V
above, it may be terminated by any signatory or invited signatory. Within 30 days
following termination, the FHWA shall notify the signatories if it will initiate
consultation to execute an MOA with the signatories under 36 CFR §800.6(c)(1)
or request the comments of the Council under 36 CFR §800.7(a) and proceed
accordingly.



VII. COORDINATION WITH THE NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY
ACT (NEPA): FHWA shall use this agreement as part of its responsibility to
meet the requirements of NEPA.



Execution of this Memorandum of Agreement by FHWA and the Colorado SHPO, the
submission of documentation and filing of this Memorandum of Agreement with the
Council pursuant to 36 CFR Section 800.6(b)(1)(iv) prior to FHWA’s approval of this
undertaking, and implementation of its terms evidence that FHWA has taken into account
the effects of this undertaking on historic properties and afforded the Council an
opportunity to comment.

SIGNATORIES:

Federal Highway Administration

BV%Q\M a LAW\ Date “/”/“
QirJohn M. Cater, Division{Administrator

Colorado,State Historic Preservation Officer

O/ =
By: ’/ ‘ Date ,0 H H
Edward Nichols, State Historic Preservation Officer

INVITED SIGNATORIES:

Colo;,do D?art ent of Transportation
/%/%; 9/23/£20/( Date

Aém Wr%nﬁ;'f{egional Transportation Director, CDOT Region 2

Ci do Springs
//"0’/’//Date

Steve Bacﬂ, I\Eyor
CONCURRING PARTIES
El Paso County

Public Services Department
Date

Monnie Gore, Director



CONCURRING PARTY:

El Paso County

Public Services Departmept
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Meonnie Gore, Director
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