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Lines 10-12:  The exact size and location of detention facilities and in-channel stream features has not yet been determined.  The 
Proposed Action has been developed only to the concept design level to date.  The final design process will determine the site 
details. 
 
Lines 16-22:  The anticipated hydraulic crossings for streams in northern El Paso County are identified on page 25 of the 
Programmatic Biological Opinion approved by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. Anticipated activities at Smith Creek include 
extending the existing side-by-side concrete box culverts on the east (i.e. northbound) and west (southbound) sides of I-25 and 
constructing new CBCs under new ramps, with a detention pond in the median.  At Monument Branch, the Biological Opinion 
describes extension of separate culverts on the east and west sides of I-25.  The existing Rockrimmon interchange will be 
reconstructed in accordance with the configuration depicted in EA Appendix 1, Traffic Analysis Technical Memorandum, at page 
5.  There will be opportunities during the final design process to explore how best to accommodate wildlife crossings while 
meeting hydraulic requirements and minimizing impacts to riparian habitats and Preble’s mouse habitat. 
 
Other than the Rockrimmon interchange area, all other locations specified in this comment are on United States Air Force 
property.  Consultation will be undertaken with the Air Force Academy to ensure that the I-25 final design is consistent with their 
wildlife management objectives. 
 
Lines 24-27:  The two habitat linkages and the 50 acres of additional offsite habitat protection that are discussed in the 
Programmatic Biological Opinion are discussed on page 3-104 of the EA, which states that “[m]itigation for the Proposed Action 
will be implemented in accordance with the Biological Opinion.”   This statement incorporates the mitigation measures from the 
B.O. into the Environmental Assessment. 
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Lines 1-9:  Cumulative impacts to Preble’s meadow jumping mouse habitat are presented in the Programmatic Biological 
Opinion (EA Section 8), the Biological Assessment prepared by CDOT (included in EA Appendix 5) and were also examined 
in considerable detail in EA Appendix 9, Sustaining Nature and Community in the Pikes Peak Region. If the topic seems 
underemphasized in Section 4, this is because the subject had already been thoroughly addressed in the Section 3 of the EA. 
 
Lines 11-13:  The EA discussion of water quality on pages 3-88 and 3-89 was incorrect and was of concern to many reviewers, 
prompting preparation of a clarification that appears in Section 7 of this FONSI.  The point of that clarification is that due to 
legally required mitigation measures for highway runoff, the Proposed Action would not be expected to cause or contribute to 
exceedances of any Federal or State water quality standard.  Compliance with new storm water runoff treatment requirements 
not only by CDOT but also by the City of Colorado Springs, El Paso County and local municipalities clearly will benefit 
aquatic life downstream.  Regarding in-channel stream structures, CDOT will work with CDOW in the project final design 
process to ensure that fish movement would be facilitated. 
 
 
Lines 15-22:  The final design process will afford opportunities to consider further ways to avoid and minimize impacts to 
Preble’s habitat, consistent with the Programmatic Biological Assessment.  Again, as noted above, the Smith Creek crossing of 
I-25 is on Air Force Academy land, so these decisions will be coordinated with the Academy. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Lines  24-29:  Monitoring of wetland impacts by wetland type is a routine part of the Section 404 permitting process under the 
jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. Avoidance of pond creation along Monument Creek, as suggested in the 
comment, was already a guiding principle established in response to concerns from the Air Force Academy that new bodies of 
open water could contribute to the potential for bird/aircraft strike hazards in the vicinity of Air Academy flight paths. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 


