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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
This Natural Resources Analysis (NRA) was developed for the 101-acre Mountainside Village Phases 36 Project Area in fall/winter 2020/21. The project area is located in the eastern portion of the City of Victor
and is bordered on the north by Cemetery Road, on the east by the Edgewood Subdivision, Old Jackson
Highway on the south, and Phases 1 and 2 of the Mountainside Village Development on the west. The
NRA provides an update to the Natural Resources Inventory conducted for the larger Mountainside
Village property in 2001. Although the project is within the City of Victor, there are no standards for this
type of analysis in the City of Victor Land Development Code. Therefore, this analysis generally follows
the Natural Resources Analysis and Wildlife Habitat Assessment standards outlined in Title 9 of the Teton
County Code. This NRA provides background natural resource information and assesses the possible
adverse effects of proposed development on natural resources, with an emphasis on big game. Field
investigations for this analysis were conducted monthly from November 2020 through March 2021.
Lands administered by the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) abut the northeast corner of the project
area, and a larger block of public lands administered by the BLM and the USDA Forest Service (CaribouTarghee National Forest) lie less than 1 mile east of the project area. Elevations in the project area range
from 6,300 feet on the valley floor to 7,000 feet on the foothill slopes along the western front of the Teton
Mountain Range. Bedrock consists primarily of sedimentary rock on both the valley floor and foothill
slope but alluvial, colluvial, and eolian deposits overlie bedrock throughout most of the project area. Soils
are primarily comprised of loess and support a diversity of plant communities.
Plant communities in the lower portion of the project area are dominated by pasture grasses and nonnative forbs, while plant communities on the foothill slopes are dominated by upland shrubs such as
serviceberry and chokecherry. The Kimball Canal runs from south to north through the project area near
the base of the foothill slopes and supports a narrow riparian zone along it. Most of the agricultural lands
within the project area are leased for pasturing livestock and hay production, and approximately 4 acres
is leased to a local farmer who grows a variety of fruit and vegetable crops for commercial sale.
The upland shrub covertypes, especially the south-facing low-shrub variant, receive extensive use by mule
and white-tailed deer on a year-round basis. The shrub covertypes also represent potential winter range
for moose and elk. In some years, mid-winter snow depths likely limits use by deer and elk. Upland game
bird use and overall mammal diversity is also expected to be highest in the shrub covertypes. Neotropical
migratory songbirds and other non-migratory bird species utilize the aspen and upland shrub communities
on the hillside and riparian communities along Kimball Canal for foraging and nesting. Shrub-grassland
dependent raptors likely use the agricultural meadows for foraging, but no active nests were observed.
Reptiles are likely restricted to common garter snake species. Amphibians are expected to be rare to
uncommon in the project area due to the lack of suitable breeding habitat.
Proposed development will directly and indirectly impact wildlife and wildlife habitat. Direct habitat
impacts can be minimized by clustering development, minimizing development footprints, and
establishing protected open space areas and movement corridors to facilitate continued movement through
the development and minimize habitat fragmentation. Impacts resulting from increased human use can be
minimized through education and self-imposed spatial and temporal limitations of human activities. In
addition, controlling pets, refraining from feeding wildlife, and not inhibiting animal movements through
the property by erecting impassable fences are appropriate measures when building in or adjacent to
valuable wildlife habitat or movement corridors.
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NATURAL RESOURCES ANALYSIS
MOUNTAINSIDE VILLAGE PHASES 3-6 PROJECT
MOUNTAINSIDE INC. PROPERTY
VICTOR, IDAHO

INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND
Biota Research and Consulting, Inc. (Biota) prepared this Natural Resources Analysis and Management
Plan (NRA) for the proposed development of Phases 3 through 6 of the Mountainside Village subdivision
in Victor, Idaho. This document provides an update to the Natural Resources Inventory (NRI) conducted
for the property in 2001. Information provided in the NRA is necessary to assess the possible adverse
effects of proposed development on natural resources. This analysis was required by the City of Victor
because the project area is located within the Teton County Wildlife Habitat Overlay (WHO) for big game
seasonal range and migration corridors. Because there are no standards for this type of analysis in the City
of Victor Land Development Code, this analysis generally follows the Natural Resources Analysis and
Wildlife Habitat Assessment standards outlined in Title 9 of the Teton County Code. The project area is
comprised of one tract owned by Mountainside Inc. totaling approximately 102 acres within the City of
Victor. Although the western portion of Mountainside Village property was included in the project area
for the 2001 NRI, the current project area does not include the portion of Mountainside Village that has
already been platted and developed (Phases 1 and 2). Existing development within the current project area
consists of a manmade pond and surrounding landscaped recreational area, an old corral, a small farm
with greenhouse and associated outbuildings, several hiking trails, and an abandoned water tank. Field
observations for this NRA were conducted via multiple site visits in fall and winter 2020/21, with efforts
focused on determining vegetative covertypes and identifying indicator habitat and wildlife use patterns.
Photographic documentation from these visits is presented in Appendix 1.
Per a project narrative provided by the applicant, the Mountainside Village design team strives to carefully
balance responsible development and conservation of natural resources in order to allow humans and
wildlife to coexist and utilize the area into perpetuity. Mountainside Village is designed with transect
based planning as a guiding principle, which places the highest densities and the most formal common
outdoor spaces near the Village Center. Moving from the Village Green to the east, the residential densities
decline and the open spaces are more expansive and naturalized. A substantial portion of the eastern slopes
are intended to be conserved in a natural state. The entirety of Mountainside Village is about 120 acres,
and Phases 3-6 of Mountainside Village will encompass approximately 102 acres. More than 40% (about
50 acres) of the Mountainside Village property is targeted as dedicated open space.
LOCATION
The project area is located about 0.5 miles southeast of downtown Victor in Teton County, Idaho (T3N,
R46E, Section 13; Appendix 2-Exhibits 1 and 2). The project area is within the City of Victor and is
bordered by private lands. Lands administered by the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) abut the
northeast corner of the project area, and a larger block of public lands administered by the BLM and the
the USDA Forest Service (Caribou-Targhee National Forest) lies less than 1 mile east of the project area.
The project area is bounded on the north by Cemetery Road, on the east by the Edgewood Subdivision,
Old Jackson Highway on the south, and Phases 1 and 2 of the Mountainside Village Development on the
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east. Access to the project area is gained by traveling south from downtown Victor on ID-33 for 1.1. miles,
then left on S. Baseline Road for 0.1 miles, and then right on Old Jackson Highway for about 0.3 miles.
EXISTING CONDITIONS INVENTORY
GEOLOGY AND PHYSIOGRAPHY
The project area is situated in the southeastern portion of Teton Basin, a broad alluvial valley bound by
mountains on the east, west, and south sides. The project area encompasses a portion of the valley bottom
and low-elevation south and west facing slopes at the southern end of the Teton Mountain Range in the
Middle Rocky Mountain Physiographic Province (Figure 1). The western portion of the project area is
comprised of a relatively flat meadow, and the eastern portion is comprised of a predominately southwest
facing hillslope. The elevation of the western portion is around 6,300 feet, and slopes in this area are less
than 5%. Topographic change is more abrupt in the eastern portion of the project area where elevations
range from 6,320 to 7,000 feet. Slopes in this portion of the project area vary from 10-60% and are
generally west- and south-facing. Annual precipitation in Teton Basin varies between 13 and 20 inches,
and the mean annual temperature is around 40 degrees F.

Project Area

Figure 1. Map depicting the location of the project area and Middle Rocky Mountain Province (adapted from NPS).

Teton Valley has a rich geologic history. Weathering and erosion of the high peaks surrounding the valley
has produced thick alluvial fan deposits on their flanks. These deposits are comprised of alluvial
sediments, silts, sands, gravels, and cobbles, with the coarsest debris found near the mouths of the Teton
River tributary canyons. Smaller particles (i.e., clay, silt, sand, and small gravel) are concentrated around
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the base of the alluvial fans and throughout the valley. Occasionally throughout the geologic history of
the valley, lava flowed out across the valley, covering or inter-layering with the alluvial sand and gravels.
There were also 3 recognized stages of glacial activity in the Teton Mountains during the Pleistocene
Epoch of the Quaternary Period (IDEQ 2003). This glacial activity deposited outwash material in most of
the tributary canyons in the Teton Range. The deposits were overlain by wind-blown silt, or loess, which
covers much of the Teton Valley floor, including the project area.
The bedrock in this portion of the Tetons consists primarily of sedimentary rocks including sandstone,
shale, and limestone formed during the Permian and Pennsylvanian Periods (250 million years ago).
Rhyolite tuff from volcanic activity 2.5 to 3 million years ago is also found in isolated pockets in the
foothills of the Tetons. The Teton Basin is best characterized as an ancient river basin dammed by volcanic
deposits, then drained as the river cut a canyon through these deposits in the northern part of the valley.
The entire valley floor is underlain by sedimentary bedrock bordered on all sides by discontinuous faults
that have resulted in down-warping of the basin and uprising in the surrounding mountains.
SEISMIC HAZARDS
Seismic maps produced by the Idaho Geological Survey in 2011 depict National Earthquake Hazards
Reduction Program (NEHRP) seismic classes for Teton County. According to this mapping, the western
half of the project area and a small area in the northeastern corner is classified as Class 3. The remainder
of the project area is unclassified (Appendix 2-Exhibit 3). These classifications suggest that the project
area is located in an area of relatively high shear-wave velocity, which would likely result in lower shaking
intensity during a seismic event, and indicates it is a fairly low risk area.
SOILS
Like most of the soils in Teton Valley, project area soils formed in alluvium washed from the surrounding
mountains. The deposited alluvium is overlain by layers of loess with variable thickness. Mapped soils in
the project area include Beehunt-Conner Complex (20 to 60 percent slopes), Dra-Pinochle Complex (8 to
30 percent slopes), Dra-Pinochle-Rock Outcrop Complex (25 to 55 percent slopes), Badgerton-Alpine
Complex (2 to 8 percent slopes), Alpine-St. Anthony Complex (0 to 2 percent slopes), and Altaby-Alpine
Complex (0 to 4 percent slopes). Soils and associated ecological site descriptions are included in the
attached custom soil resource report (Appendix 3).
SURFACE HYDROLOGY
Surface water features in the project area include an ephemeral spring, an irrigation ditch, and a manmade
pond (Appendix 2-Exhibit 4). Kimball Canal is an irrigation ditch that conveys water from a diversion on
Trail Creek southeast of the project area, through the eastern portion of the project area and north along
the base of the foothills to eventual termination of the ditch near the Teton Reserve Subdivision. An old
unmaintained lateral ditch is located adjacent to Cemetery Road on the north side of the project area, but
the lateral is no longer in use. Irrigation of the adjacent agricultural field is now provided by a wheel line.
The manmade pond is fed by Trail Creek irrigation water; is approximately one acre in size and 20 feet
deep; and has a constructed emergent wetland fringe around the perimeter. The ephemeral spring is located
in a meadow east of Kimball Canal in the south-central portion of the project area. Hydrologic support for
the spring appears to be provided by interflow and/or groundwater from snowmelt that is slowly
discharged during the spring months.
WETLANDS
National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) mapping depicts riverine wetlands in the Kimball Canal and a relic
channel that no longer exists east of the farm (Figure 2). Although a formal wetland delineation has not
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been conducted to date, field investigations conducted by Biota’s wetland scientist confirmed that a
narrow, intermittent, scrub-shrub and emergent wetland fringe is present along the Kimball Canal. A
manmade emergent wetland fringe is also present around the pond in the southwestern portion of the
project area.

Figure 2. National Wetland Inventory mapping in the vicinity of the project area.

WILDFIRE DANGER
Title 9 of the Teton County Code refers to the “latest adopted plan of the Teton County Fire Protection
District” for a determination of whether there are areas of the project area that are in designated “high” or
“extreme” wildfire danger. The county-wide scale of the fire behavior maps included in the most recent
(2016) Wildfire Protection Plan (CWPP) makes it difficult to discern individual parcels, but it appears that
the project area is not in a designated “high” or “extreme” wildfire danger zone. No CWPP GIS data for
the county are available, nor is a higher resolution zoomed-in view of the parcel in relation to the CWPP
mapping.
In addition to the CWPP information, Wildland Urban Interface (WUI) mapping was acquired from the
Teton County GIS Department. The WUI is generally defined as those areas where homes are built near
or among lands prone to wildland fire. The local WUI mapping was developed by the Caribou-Targhee
National Forest and depicts the eastern portion of the project area as within the WUI zone (Appendix 2Exhibit 5).
Although it appears that the CWPP mapping does not depict high or extreme wildfire danger within the
project area, the vegetation covertypes in the eastern portion are dominated by flammable shrubs and trees.
It is advisable that the applicant creates defensible space around any flammable structures constructed in
the shrub and tree covertypes to limit the amount of flammable vegetation and materials surrounding the
structures and implement other best management practices for development in fire-prone areas. The
National Fire Protection Association provides several resources (http://www.firewise.org/wildfirepreparedness/be-firewise/home-and-landscape.aspx).
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VEGETATION AND HABITAT TYPES
Habitat types and plant associations within the project area are depicted in Appendix 2-Exhibit 6 and
tabulated in Table 1. The eastern portion of the project area is primarily comprised of mountain shrubland
and forested communities including non-mesic tall shrub (serviceberry/chokecherry) [35.4 acres], nonmesic low shrub (sagebrush/bitterbrush) [7.3 acres], non-mesic deciduous forest (medium-age aspen) [1.1
acres], and mesic deciduous forest (mature narrowleaf cottonwood) [1.2 acres]. The non-mesic tall shrub
community comprises 34.9% of the project area and is the most abundant habitat type. A portion of fallow
agricultural meadow is present on the ridge in the southeastern portion of the project area. This area was
historically cleared for agricultural use but has remained fallow for 20 years or more, and mountain big
sagebrush is naturally recolonizing the area. Habitat types in the central and western portions of the project
area include non-irrigated, fallow agricultural meadow dominated by introduced grasses that is naturally
converting into a mountain sagebrush dominated covertype (31 acres), irrigated agricultural meadow (14.1
acres), a fruit and vegetable farm (4.2 acres), a fringe of mesic tall shrub (hawthorn/willow) habitat along
Kimball Canal (1.9 acres), manmade pond (0.9 acres), and disturbed areas consisting of a landscaped area
around the pond (1.8 acres) and stockpiles of overburden from previous development (2.7 acres).
Table 1. Surface areas and indicator habitat status of habitat types and vegetation associations within the
Mountainside Village project area, Teton County, Idaho.
Habitat Type

Plant Association

Acres

Sq Ft

Percentage

Serviceberry-big sagebrush/Kentucky
bluegrass (Serviceberry/Chokecherry)

35.4

1,542,081

34.9

Agricultural Meadow
(Passive/Fallow) - Recovering
Sagebrush

30.9

1,347,954

30.5

Agricultural Meadow (Irrigated)

14.1

612,616

13.9

7.3

316,418

7.2

Agricultural Meadow (Farm)

4.2

183,500

4.2

Disturbed

2.7

117,877

2.7

1.9

82,499

1.9

1.8

79,565

1.8

1.2

51,119

1.2

1.1

48,676

1.1

0.9

39,974

0.9

101.5

4,422,277

100.0

Non-Mesic Tall Shrub

Serviceberry-big sagebrush/Kentucky
bluegrass (Sagebrush/Bitterbrush)

Non-Mesic Low Shrub

Mesic Tall Shrub Hawthorn/Willow

Coyote willow/Kentucky bluegrass

Disturbed (Landscaped)
Medium-Age Deciduous Forest
(Mesic Narrowleaf Cottonwood)
- Mesic Shrub Understory
Medium-Age Deciduous Forest
(Non-Mesic Aspen) Serviceberry/Snowberry
Understory
Open Water - Manmade Pond

Quaking aspen/serviceberry-mountain
snowberry/mountain brome

Totals

Plant associations referenced in this report have been adapted from A Field Manual for Classified
Vegetation in the Upper Snake River Valley (Merigliano 2009) and are described below.
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Non-Mesic Tall Shrub (Serviceberry-Big Sagebrush/Kentucky Bluegrass)
The non-mesic tall shrub habitat type is represented by a serviceberry-big sagebrush/Kentucky bluegrass
(Amelanchier alnifolia-Artemisia tridentata/Poa pratensis) association and is located on the foothills in
the eastern portion of the project area (see Appendix 1-Photo 4). This association is dominated by a
mixture of Saskatoon serviceberry (Amelanchier alnifolia), chokecherry (Prunus virginiana), antelope
bitterbrush (Purshia tridentata), mountain big sagebrush (Artemisia tridentata ssp. vaseyana), mountain
snowberry (Symphoricarpos oreophilus), and Rocky Mountain maple (Acer glabrum) in the shrub layer,
with an understory dominated by bluegrass (Poa spp.), slender wheatgrass (Elymus trachycaulus), Oregon
grape (Mahonia repens), sulfur buckwheat (Eriogonum umbellatum), common yarrow (Achillea
millefolium), and other herbaceous species. Solitary mature Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) and
Rocky Mountain juniper (Juniperus scopulorum) trees are widely scattered throughout this community.
This covertype comprises 34.9% of the project area, and it represents important habitat for wildlife
because it offers extensive foraging, denning, and nesting opportunities as well as thermal and protective
cover for a variety of species. In particular, tall shrub communities on south and west-facing slopes
surrounding Teton Valley provide high value winter range for ungulates, including deer, moose, and elk.
Evidence of use by all 3 of these species was observed in this habitat type within the project area. The
2001 NRI noted that fox and coyote tracks and sign were also observed, and hummingbirds were abundant
in the early spring when the serviceberry was flowering. Roughed grouse and magpies were also observed
in the non-mesic tall shrub community in the project area during site assessments.
Non-Mesic Low Shrub (Big Sagebrush-Mountain Snowberry/Idaho Fescue)
The non-mesic low shrub habitat type is represented by a big sagebrush-mountain snowberry/Idaho fescue
(Artemisia tridentata ssp. vaseyana-Symphoricarpos oreophilus/Festuca idahoensis) association and is
located on drier ridges in the eastern portion of the project area (see Appendix 1-Photo 3) and is dominated
by a mixture of mountain big sagebrush (Artemisia tridentata ssp. vaseyana), antelope bitterbrush
(Purshia tridentata), mountain snowberry (Symphoricarpos oreophilus), and lower stature Saskatoon
serviceberry (Amelanchier alnifolia) and chokecherry (Prunus virginiana) in the shrub layer, with an
understory dominated by Idaho fescue (Festuca idahoensis), bluegrass (Poa spp.), slender wheatgrass
(Elymus trachycaulus), Oregon grape (Mahonia repens), sulfur buckwheat (Eriogonum umbellatum),
common yarrow (Achillea millefolium), and other herbaceous species. This association is found on a
variety of micro-sites within the project area and accounts for 7.3 acres (7.2%) of the track. Steep, southfacing slopes in the southeast corner of the project area are dominated by this covertype. Similarly, steep,
concave slopes in the northeast corner of the property also support non-mesic low shrublands. The species
composition is similar to the non-mesic tall shrub covertype but serviceberry and chokecherry tend to be
widely scattered and low growing (less than 5 feet tall), and sagebrush, antelope bitterbrush, and/or
snowberry form the dominant shrub layer. Native bunchgrasses, sub-shrubs, and forbs dominate the
understory but non-native pasture grasses and exotic forbs also present.
When found on steep south-facing slopes, this habitat type provides very important winter foraging habitat
for mule deer, especially during severe winters when movement and access to forage is limited. Steep,
concave, southerly slopes promote wind-scouring and rapid melting of snow that affords deer a shallower
snowpack and/or snow-free movement zones and easy access to forage. Several shrub species used by
mule deer for winter browse are found in this covertype and evidence of use by mule deer in the form of
pellet groups, browse, and game trails was abundant.
Non-Mesic Aspen Forest (Quaking Aspen/Serviceberry-Mountain Snowberry/Mountain Brome)
The non-mesic aspen forest habitat type is represented by a quaking aspen/serviceberry-mountain
snowberry/mountain brome (Populus tremuloides Amelanchier alnifolia-Symphoricarpos
oreophilus/Bromus carinatus) association and occurs in the northeastern portion of the project area and is
Mountainside Village Natural Resources Analysis
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dominated by medium-age quaking aspen in the overstory with Saskatoon serviceberry, mountain
snowberry, and Wood’s rose dominating the shrub layer. The herbaceous understory is dominated by
mountain brome, bluegrass, orchardgrass, Oregon grape, western coneflower, and other species.
The aspen community is bordered by non-mesic shrub covertypes and likely provides thermal and
protective cover for mule deer using the area during the winter as well as foraging and cover habitat during
non-winter months. Moose are often closely associated with aspen communities in the winter, and moose
sign (tracks and pellet groups) was observed in this stand. Elk use of the aspen stands on and in the vicinity
of the project area is also expected in the fall, winter, and spring.
Mesic Tall Shrub (Red-Osier Dogwood/Coyote Willow)
The mesic tall shrub habitat type is represented by a red-osier dogwood/coyote willow (Cornus
sericea/Salix exigua) association and occurs along Kimball Canal (see Appendix 1-Photos 2 and 4). This
association is dominated by a dense, multi-stratum shrub community comprised of red osier dogwood
(Cornus sericea), coyote willow (Salix exigua), black hawthorn (Crataegus douglassii), water birch
(Betula occidentalis), yellow willow (Salix lutea), Woods’ rose (Rosa woodsii), currant (Ribes spp.), and
juvenile narrowleaf (Populus angustifolia) and black (Populus trichocarpa) cottonwood trees. The density
of the shrub stratum effectively limits the herbaceous understory to a sparse mix of bluegrass, non-native
pasture grasses, and both native and non-native forbs. This covertype provides higher quality habitat than
the surrounding agricultural meadows. It provides structural diversity and protective cover for small- and
medium-sized mammals; perches and nesting habitat for songbirds; and represents a secure conduit for
movement of species adapted to agricultural environments and edge species such as white-tailed deer.
Mesic Narrowleaf Cottonwood Forest (Narrowleaf Cottonwood/Red-osier Dogwood)
The mesic narrowleaf cottonwood forest habitat type is represented in the project area by a narrowleaf
cottonwood/red-osier dogwood (Populus tremuloides/Cornus stolonifera) community. This association is
located along the upstream reach of Kimball Canal in the southeastern portion of the project area (see
Appendix 1-Photo 1). The association is similar to the red-osier dogwood/coyote willow association found
along the lower reach of Kimball Canal but has a mature tree stratum dominated by narrowleaf cottonwood
(Populus angustifolia). The tall shrub stratum is dominated by a diversity of native willows (e.g., yellow
willow, coyote willow, and pacific willow), black hawthorn, red osier dogwood, serviceberry, and
chokecherry. The understory is comprised of mountain snowberry, Woods’ rose, and a diversity of mesic
grasses and sedges. The habitat value of this covertype is similar to but slightly higher than that provided
by the mesic tall shrub covertype. In addition to the habitat values associated with the mesic shrub stratum,
the mature tree canopy provides potential perching and nesting habitat for raptors and provides an
additional level of screening for mule deer, moose and other species utilizing the non-mesic shrub habitat
north of this area.
Agricultural Meadow
Three variants of agricultural meadow occur in the project area. The northwestern portion of the project
area is comprised of actively irrigated and grazed/hayed agricultural meadow (see Appendix 1-Photos 3
and 4). This area is dominated by introduced pasture grasses including smooth brome (Bromus inermis),
orchardgrass (Dactylis glomerata), and Kentucky bluegrass (Poa pratensis). Sagebrush is becoming
reestablished along the edges of this meadow. Aside from providing open space and incidental feeding
opportunities, wildlife habitat values associated with this covertype are very low.
The agricultural meadow in the southern portion of the project area has been fallow for a number of years
and, although it is dominated by introduced pasture grasses, the area is naturally reverting to a mountain
big sagebrush dominated covertype, with mountain big sagebrush in the shrub stratum and an understory
dominated by introduced pasture grasses. The value of this cover type to wildlife is slightly higher than
the irrigated pasture due to the increased structural and vegetative diversity and lack of grazing/haying but
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remains relatively low. Use of this area by small mammals, grassland-dependent songbirds, raptors, and
ungulates is expected.
The small farm in the north central portion of the project area is considered intensive agricultural meadow
because the land has been converted to cropland, greenhouses have been installed, and the farm is actively
managed for fruit and vegetable production. This area is fenced with wildlife fencing to prevent deer and
other wildlife from damaging crops and as such provides little value as wildlife habitat. Corvids such as
crows, ravens, and magpies are common in the project area and likely forage in the garden. Hummingbirds
and other native and non-native pollinators are expected to be frequent visitors to the garden a well.
Substantial deer sign (tracks and pellet groups) and small mammal sign were observed around a compost
pile south of the farm area in January 2021.
Open Water
Aside from seasonal open water in the Kimball Canal and the small ephemeral spring, the only open water
in the project area is the manmade pond in the southwestern portion of the project area.
Disturbed
Disturbed areas are typically devoid of natural vegetation and are subject to frequent, intense humancaused disturbance, and as such they lack any significant wildlife habitat value. Two types of previously
disturbed areas are mapped. The general disturbed area refers to the area north of the pond that is currently
being used as a stockpile location for overburden from excavation associated with previous development.
The disturbed-landscaped area is that area surrounding the pond that has been landscaped with trees,
shrubs, and grasses and includes a sand volleyball court, several beach areas, and a gravel pedestrian trail.
RIDGES AND ROCK OUTCROPPINGS
Several ridges that can be seen from the surrounding area exist in the eastern portion of the project area.
The ridges are vegetated with non-mesic shrub communities, and while there is some exposed rock, there
are no significant rock outcroppings.
PROXIMITY TO STATE HIGHWAYS OR SKI HILL ROAD
State Highway 33 is approximately 1,000 southwest of the project area and parallels the southern property
boundary. The eastern portion of the property is visible from several areas along Highway 33; however,
views from the highway are partially obscured by vegetation, existing development and topographic relief
between the highway and the project area (Appendix 2-Exhibit 7). The project area is not proximate to or
visible from Ski Hill Road.
WILDLIFE HABITAT ASSESSMENT
The project area lies almost entirely within the Teton County Wildlife Habitat Overlay (WHO) for big
game migration corridors and seasonal range (Appendix 2-Exhibit 8). The Teton County Title 9 Wildlife
Habitat Overlay regulations require that the Natural Resources Analysis include a Wildlife Habitat
Assessment, Development Impact Analysis; and Mitigation and Land Management Plan when a project
is within the WHO. In addition, maps that depict the following are also required:
•
•
•
•

Big game winter range on or within 1 mile of the proposed subdivision;
Information pertinent to the Wildlife Habitat Assessment;
Proposed impacts to wildlife or indicator habitat; and
Proposed mitigation treatment areas and treatment measures.
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This wildlife habitat assessment addresses habitat for an array of wildlife species but is primarily focused
on the indicator species (i.e., elk and mule deer) for big game migration corridors and seasonal range
because the project area lies within the mapped WHO for big game migration corridors and seasonal
range.
KEY HABITAT TYPES
The indicator habitat for big game migration corridors and seasonal range, as defined in Title 9, is
mountain shrublands. The mountain shrubland habitat in the project area is described below. Although it
is not considered indicator habitat for big game migration corridors and seasonal range, the riparian habitat
along Kimball Canal is the other key habitat type found in the project area.
Mountain Shrublands
Mountain shrublands are defined in Title 9 as “Shrublands dominated by serviceberry, chokecherry,
sagebrush, bitterbrush, snowberry and/or other native mountain shrub species.” The plant associations
representing mountain shrublands comprise about 43.1% of the project area and include the serviceberrybig sagebrush/Kentucky bluegrass, big sagebrush-mountain snowberry/Idaho fescue, and quaking
aspen/serviceberry-mountain snowberry/mountain brome communities. These associations are described
in the vegetation section of this report.
The mountain shrubland habitat is comprised of non-mesic shrub and aspen/tall shrub communities that
occur on the foothills in the eastern portion of the project area. This habitat type within the project area is
part of a narrow band of mountain shrublands that occurs between the higher elevation aspen and
coniferous forests and the valley bottom along the western and southwestern front of the Tetons. The nonmesic aspen/tall shrub community is included because, aside from the addition of a canopy of mediumage quaking aspen, the understory composition is very similar to that described for mountain shrublands.
The mountain shrublands habitat type is a valuable and limited resource in this portion of Teton Valley.
It is used on a year-round basis for foraging, cover, and nesting by a diverse array of wildlife species
including the targeted indicator species. Abundant wildlife sign (e.g., tracks, trails, pellet groups, rubs,
nests, etc.) was observed in the mountain shrubland habitat within the project area. Since it occurs at a
lower elevation, mountain shrubland habitat is accessible later in the fall and earlier in the spring than
high elevation habitats. It is productive habitat that provides dense, effective hiding, and thermal cover
and produces a substantial amount of forage for indicator species, including woody and herbaceous
vegetation. It also provides foraging and nesting habitat for migratory songbirds and foraging and cover
habitat for small mammals. Unfortunately, this habitat type is often targeted for development because it
offers elevated views and proximity to forests, public lands, and associated wildlife. This development
can put additional pressure on wildlife that use these habitats.
Forested Riparian Habitat
Forested riparian habitat is defined in Title 9 as “Riparian areas variably composed of native trees and/or
shrubs such as: cottonwood, aspen, hawthorn, alder, or willow occurring alone or in combination with
associated native understory species.” The forested riparian habitat comprises about 3.1% of the project
area and includes the mesic tall shrub and mesic narrowleaf cottonwood communities that occur along
Kimball Canal. The plant associations representing forested riparian habitat on the property include redosier dogwood/coyote willow and narrowleaf cottonwood/red osier dogwood. These associations are
described in the vegetation section of this report.
Like the mountain shrublands, forested riparian areas are highly productive and valuable habitat. These
areas are typically more productive because of the proximity to water resources. The forested riparian
areas on the property are used on a year-round basis as foraging, cover, and nesting habitat by a diverse
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array of wildlife species. This habitat provides effective hiding and thermal cover for mule deer as they
move through the property as well as foraging and nesting habitat for migratory birds.
WILDLIFE INVENTORY
Mammals
The covertypes present in the project area and the proximity of the project area to public lands makes it
likely that the project area supports a diverse array of native mammals. Small and medium sized terrestrial
mammals that utilize the project area likely include ground squirrels, pocket gophers, weasels, badgers,
chipmunks, mice, voles, and shrews. Mammals associated with aquatic and semiaquatic environments
(beaver, muskrat, and mink) may use the manmade water feature intermittently and Kimball Canal as a
conduit for movement, but prolonged use of the project area is not expected. Use of the project area by
coyote and fox was evidenced by tracks and scat. Mountain lions likely utilize the eastern portion of the
project area for occasional hunting forays that occur under the cover of darkness. Black bears are expected
to forage in the eastern portion of the project area, and grizzly bears may also occasionally move through
the project area.
Big Game
The surrounding creek drainages (i.e., Allen Creek, Sweet Hollow, Game Creek, and Moose Creek) serve
as movement corridors for a diversity of wildlife including wild ungulates. Wild ungulates that utilize the
project area and vicinity include mule deer, white-tailed deer, Shiras moose, and Rocky Mountain elk.
The project area is situated between Allen Creek and Sweet Hollow and likely serves as transient and
possibly long-term habitat for these species. The eastern portion of the project area provides the highest
value habitat for these species. The current level of human and domestic pet presence on the public AJ
Linnell Memorial trail, Mountainside Village hillside trail network, and the adjacent Edgewood and
Taylor Shadows neighborhoods, however, likely limit the value of this portion of the project area as longterm habitat. These big game species are crepuscular; therefore, big game use is likely concentrated in the
dusk to dawn hours when the chance for human and pet encounters is minimized.
Although the project area lies within the WHO for big game migration corridors and seasonal range, it
appears that big game move through the area and vicinity in a dispersed fashion. There are no manmade
or natural barriers in the vicinity of the project area to create a bottleneck that funnels big game into
discrete, narrow movement corridors. This is evidenced by numerous game trails oriented in multiple
directions and dispersed wildlife sign observed throughout the eastern portion of the project area.
To investigate ungulate use and movement patterns, Biota performed field investigations and consulted
with IDFG regarding any existing data or knowledge of wildlife use/movement in and around the project
area. IDFG confirmed that the only big game tracking studies or data they are aware of in the vicinity of
the project area are two current GPS-based tracking studies they are working on. One study is in
partnership with the Wyoming Game and Fish Department and University of California Davis and is
investigating the movements and migration patterns of the Targhee Elk Heard, including elk use of the
habitat east of Victor. This study was initiated in 2017, and two out of the six elk collared east of Victor
were struck and killed by vehicles on Hwy 33 in summer 2018. The study is ongoing, and data have yet
to be analyzed and summarized. According to IDFG, preliminary data from the elk collared east of Victor
indicate that elk overwinter in the mountain shrublands east of Victor in some winters and migrate to areas
with less snow (e.g., Swan Valley) in other winters. It appears that some elk stick around through the early
summer calving season.
The second tracking study is in partnership with Grand Teton National Park and is focused on mule deer
movement through Teton Canyon. This study is part of a larger GPS-tracking study initiated by Grand
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Teton National Park in 2013 to investigate migration routes of mule deer that summer in the Park. Several
collars have released from study subjects, and according to Josh Rydalch, IDFG Wildlife Biologist, IDFG
hopes to install the released collars on several mule deer in the Game Creek and/or Moose Creek drainages
to get a better idea of movement and use of the habitat in the vicinity of these drainages east of Victor.
Unfortunately, this mule deer ‘side study’ is currently unfunded and a low priority. The mule deer study
is ongoing, and no data have been collected on deer in the vicinity of the project area to date.
Rocky Mountain Elk
Rocky Mountain elk are native to Idaho, and the elk that use habitat in the vicinity of the project area are
part of the Targhee Elk Herd. Elk are considered "habitat generalists" because they live in vegetation
communities ranging from mixed-conifer forests to quaking aspen (Populus tremuloides) forests to
grasslands to alpine meadows to stream valley shrublands and riparian hardwood forests. The Targhee Elk
Herd occupies many of these habitat types on the western slope of the Teton Range. Elk typically utilize
high elevation habitat in the summer months and migrate down to lower elevation southern aspects with
less snow cover during the winter. Elk diets vary seasonally depending on availability of forage.
Deciduous shrubs are utilized on a year-round basis. During the spring, elk focus primarily on grasses and
then include forbs as they become available in the summer.
Elk have extensive summer ranges but late-fall through early-spring elk habitat is drastically reduced in
areas with significant snowfall. This habitat is typically comprised of low-elevation south and east facing
slopes. As previously mentioned, a recent tracking study conducted by the Idaho Fish and Game
Department identified a number of elk that overwintered in the foothills southeast of Victor; however,
deep snow likely limits winter use in some years. The value of the eastern portion of the project area as
elk habitat is elevated by minimal development currently located on this portion of the project area, low
hunting pressure, and natural environmental features that prove attractive to these species and are
relatively limited in the southern portion of Teton Valley.
Abundant elk sign observed throughout the eastern portion of the project area during field investigations
confirms that the area is important habitat for these species. Numerous elk pellet groups, bedding sites,
tracks, evidence of browsing, and game trails are present throughout the mountain shrubland habitat in
the eastern portion of the project area (see Appendix 1-Photo 7). It appears that the project area serves as
year-round habitat for elk, with use concentrated during spring and fall. It is likely that most use of the
property currently occurs at night due to substantial human and domestic pet presence on the Mountainside
Village hiking trail network during the day.
Mule Deer
Abundant deer sign observed throughout the eastern portion of the project area during field investigations
confirms that the area is important habitat for these species. Numerous mule deer pellet groups, bedding
sites, tracks, rubs, evidence of browsing, and game trails are present throughout the mountain shrubland
habitat in the eastern portion of the project area (see Appendix 1-Photos 5, 6, and 8). Concentrated deer
sign was observed near the Douglas fir and juniper trees and in the low shrub habitat. It appears that the
project area serves as year-round habitat for mule deer, with concentrated use of the project area likely
during spring, summer, and fall. As with elk use, it is likely that most mule deer use of the property
currently occurs during the dusk to dawn period due to substantial human and domestic pet presence on
the Mountainside Village hiking trail network during the day.
White-tailed Deer
White-tailed deer are residents of the project area and vicinity. White-tailed deer are generally
concentrated in riparian, agricultural, and residential areas. They are very adaptable to human activities,
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and as such have replaced mule deer in some portions of Teton Valley, especially in agricultural fields
and along riparian corridors in the valley bottom. White-tailed deer eat a variety of grasses, forbs, and hay
crops as well as shrubs and trees, including red-osier dogwood, serviceberry, chokecherry, and immature
cottonwoods. The forested and shrub covertypes in the project area are expected to provide year round
habitat for white-tailed deer as well as winter habitat during low snow years. Multiple deer tracks were
observed within the property during field examinations. Numbers of white-tailed deer using the project
area are unknown, but use is associated with the agricultural meadows and mountain shrubland fringe
habitat primarily during the nonwinter months. White-tailed deer have been observed using the
agricultural meadows in and around the project area and utilize the ecotones between these meadows and
tree and shrub habitats as movement corridors.
Shiras Moose
Although the Shiras moose is the smallest of the four subspecies of Moose found in North America, it is
the largest wild ungulate in Idaho. Moose typically occupy lacustrine and palustrine habitats associated
with cottonwood- and willow-dominated riparian communities as well as spruce, fir, lodgepole pine, and
aspen forests and tall shrub communities. Although moose crucial winter range has not been specifically
mapped by IDFG, general winter range for moose is found in willow-dominated riparian zones along low
gradient drainages and ta11 shrub and aspen communities on foothill slopes. Because moose are adapted
for movement in deep snow conditions, they are not typically restricted to small areas during severe
winters; however, past studies in Grand Teton National Park suggested that individual cow moose have
high fidelity to the same general wintering areas.
Observational evidence (i.e., pellet groups) suggests that moose use of the foothill slopes in the eastern
portion of the project area is infrequent. Past surveys have indicated that moose pellet groups were
abundant on adjacent BLM property to the northeast. Use appeared to be concentrated in aspen stands and
low shrub communities dominated by snowbrush ceonothus (Ceonothus velutinus), and this use appeared
to be concentrated during the winter months. High concentrations of wintering moose are also found in
the Sweet Hollow, Game Creek, and Moose Creek drainages southeast of the project area. Occasional use
of the eastern portion of the project area by moose in winter can be expected because of the habitat present
and the proximity to important moose winter range. Frequency and duration of this use is likely dependent
on snow accumulation, browse condition, or human/pet presence.
Birds
The vegetative covertypes found in the project area satisfy habitat requirements for numerous small- to
medium-sized songbirds, gamebirds, and raptors. The presence of grasslands and riparian and upland
shrub and tree communities within the project area make it ideal habitat for migratory songbirds and
raptors. In general, deciduous forest communities with cottonwood, willow, and aspen have higher avian
species abundance and richness than any other vegetative community in the western U.S. Riparian areas
often serve as migration corridors for migratory birds, and conserving these areas is believed to be
essential to maintaining healthy bird populations in the region.
Most songbirds and raptors that utilize the project area and vicinity are neotropical migratory birds that
breed in North America but migrate to warmer climates in places such as Mexico, Central America, and
South America for the winter. Neotropical migratory birds are of particular interest to wildlife managers
because some migratory species have been experiencing severe population declines throughout their North
American range. Habitat fragmentation and loss of winter range are at least two factors believed
responsible for these declines. Although studies were not conducted to inventory neotropical migrant
species presence and possible nesting within the project area, the diversity of riparian and upland habitats
ensure that a variety of neotropical migrant species are present and breed in the project area.
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Songbirds
Peak songbird migration periods typically occur from May through June and again in late-August through
early October. Nesting is typically initiated in May and June, and potential nesting habitat includes native
grasslands, shrublands, and aspen and coniferous forest stands. Aspen and shrub-dominated covertypes
found within the property represent high quality foraging habitat for many songbirds, such as various
warblers, flycatchers, and vireos; cedar waxwings and black-headed grosbeaks. Some grassland songbird
species expected to use the property include, but are not limited to, western meadowlark, horned lark,
song sparrow, fox sparrow, Lincoln’s sparrow, Say’s phoebe, western kingbird, mountain bluebird,
brown-headed cowbird, Calliope hummingbird, yellow warbler, and barn swallows. The agricultural
meadows lack structural complexity, and songbird population abundance and diversity are likely limited
in these areas. The agricultural meadow perimeter, roads, and disturbed areas sustain a high population of
avian nest predators (e.g., black-billed magpies). A relatively small number of species can be expected to
breed in the agricultural meadow covertype from May through mid-July.
Gamebirds
Gray partridge may utilize habitat in the project area, especially the riparian corridor along Kimball Canal,
but roughed grouse are the dominant upland gamebird species using the project area. Roughed grouse do
well in a variety of forest- and shrub-dominated habitats and were observed in the narrowleaf cottonwood
covertype along Kimball Canal where food, water, and cover can be found. Roughed grouse are expected
to breed, nest, and over-winter in the project area.
Raptors
Forest and shrub-grassland dependent raptor species are the primary groups of raptors expected to use
habitat in the vicinity of the project area. Forest raptors inhabit and rely on large stands of forest to meet
their ecological requirements, and shrub-grassland species hunt and forage in open meadows dominated
by grasses and low-lying shrubs. Water-dependent raptor species such as bald eagles have been observed
nearby and may also occasionally be present in the project area. Bald eagles frequent the Teton Springs
ponds and watercourses, but foraging and perching habitat for these species is limited in the project area.
A list of forest and shrub-grassland dependent raptor species possibly found in the vicinity of the project
area is provided below.
Forest Raptors

Shrub-grassland Raptors

Northern goshawk
Cooper’s hawk
Sharp-shinned hawk
Great gray owl
Northern saw-whet owl
Merlin
Flammulated owl
Northern pigmy owl

Red-tailed hawk
Swainson's hawk
Great horned owl
American kestrel
Rough-legged hawk
Prairie falcon
Northern harrier
Peregrine falcon

No evidence of raptors presently nesting within the property was observed; however, foraging, roosting
and possibly nesting by a diverse array of resident and migratory raptors is likely. Shrub-grassland
dependent raptor species that are expected to use the project area and vicinity during non-winter months
include red-tailed hawk (Buteo jamaicensis), northern harrier (Circus hudsonius) and American kestrel
(Falco sparverius). A thorough search for stick nests constructed by red-tailed and swainson' s hawks was
conducted on the property but none were found; however, both of these species are common in Teton
Valley and likely use the project area for foraging. Northern harriers are ground-nesters, and kestrels are
cavity-nesters. Although no ground or cavity nests were discovered, it is possible that one or both of these
species nest here since their nests are often difficult to detect. Additional shrub-grassland dependent
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species that may utilize the parcel occasionally for foraging include rough-legged hawks (Buteo lagopus)
in the winter and prairie (Falco mexicanus) and peregrine (Falco peregrinus) falcons during the breeding
season. A rough-legged hawk was observed on a power pole on the northern edge of the project area.
Forest dependent raptor species are not expected to nest on the property but may use the forest edges in
the northeastern portion of the project area for hunting. Forest hawks, or accipiters, include northern
goshawks (Accipiter gentilis), Cooper's hawks (Accipiter cooperii), and sharp-shinned hawks (Accipiter
striatus). These species generally build nests in conifer forests where the canopy coverage is high but tree
density is low. The Douglas fir, lodgepole pine, and aspen forest on National Forest lands east of the tract
provide excellent nesting and hunting habitat for accipiters.
The great horned owl (Bubo virginianus) is a highly adaptable species that generally utilizes nests
constructed by various hawk species. Although no nests were observed in the project area, great horned
owls likely nest in the vicinity and may forage in the project area. Great gray owls (Strix nebulosa) prefer
mature conifer forests for nesting and often nest in old accipiter nests or broken-top snags. Great gray
owls are not expected to nest in the project area but may use the property for foraging on rare occasions
during the breeding season. Riparian areas in Teton Valley represent important winter habitat for great
gray owls and use of the project area (especially the tall shrub and cottonwood communities along Kimball
Canal) by this species during the winter may occur. Suitable nesting and foraging habitat for small forest
owl species such as the northern sawwhet (Aegolius acadicus) and northern pygmy owl (Glaucidium
gnoma), both of which are cavity nesters, may be suitable in the northeast corner of the project area.
Flammulated owls (Otus jlammeolus) are small, secretive, migratory owls that nest primarily in open pine
forests. Though not expected to be present in the project area, a breeding pair of flammulated owls was
previously detected in the Moose Creek Drainage about 2 miles southeast of the project area.
AMPHIBIANS
An amphibian survey was not conducted; however, several species of amphibians native to Teton Valley
may be present in the project area. Kimball Canal and the associated riparian zone and the manmade pond
and associated wetlands are the most likely habitats to be utilized by amphibians. Amphibian species that
may be found in the project area include the western chorus frog (Pseudacris triseriata), tiger salamander
(Ambystoma tigrinun), western boreal toad (Bufo boreas boreas), and western spotted frog (Rana
pretiosa).
REPTILES
The western terrestrial garter snake (Thamnophis elegans) is expected to be the most common reptile
found in the project area. Other garter snake species, such as the plains garter snake (Thamnophis sirtalis),
may also be present. These snakes are generalists and can be found in virtually any wetland or terrestrial
habitat below 11,000 feet. Racers (Coluber constrictor) are also common throughout much of Idaho and
are associated with both forested and non-forested habitat. Rubber boas (Charina bottae) are thought to
be associated with montane riparian forests but are difficult to study because of their secretive, nocturnal
nature. In general, rubber boa population densities appear to be low in the Teton Mountain range but use
of the property by this species is possible.
THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES
A report generated by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s (USFWS) Information, Planning, and
Conservation (IPaC) System for the property (Appendix 4) identified one species listed as threatened
(grizzly bear) and one proposed threatened species (whitebark pine) under the ESA that may occur in the
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vicinity of the project area. Background research on the current status of these species in the region was
performed, and several site investigations were conducted to investigate habitat potential.
Grizzly Bear
Grizzly bears currently inhabit much of the Greater Yellowstone Ecosystem (GYE), including portions of
Yellowstone National Park, Grand Teton National Park, and Bridger-Teton, Shoshone, Caribou-Targhee,
Gallatin, and Custer National Forests, but at a relatively low density. Grizzly bears were originally listed
as threatened under the ESA in the lower 48 states in 1975. The GYE Distinct Population Segment (DPS)
of grizzly bears was briefly delisted by the USFWS in 2017 and then relisted in September 2018 due to a
federal court decision. The most suitable habitat for grizzly bears in the GYE occurs in areas with large
tracts of undisturbed habitat and minimal human presence. The core population of grizzly bears in the
region is centered in Yellowstone National Park, but they have expanded their range in recent years and
are known to travel from Yellowstone and Grand Teton National Park to areas south. Historic observations
confirm that the project area is within grizzly bear habitat. Extensive home ranges of Yellowstone grizzly
bears (more than 100 mi2) and the availability of prey such as deer, elk, and moose in the vicinity of the
project area, suggests that bears may occasionally be present in the vicinity of the project area; however,
consistent use of the project area is not expected. Grizzly bear use of the project area would principally
occur during dispersal or travel between areas of higher quality habitat. A young female grizzly was
observed in the eastern portion of the project area in the spring of 2012. The bear killed two piglets and
raided beehives before being trapped by the USDA Wildlife Services Department. All available measures
to minimize bear attraction, such as those outlined in the Idaho Yellowstone Grizzly Bear Management
Plan (2002), should be implemented.
Whitebark Pine
Whitebark pine (Pinus albicaulis) has been a candidate for listing under the ESA since 2011; however,
listing has been precluded by the need to address other higher priority species. Whitebark pine occurs in
subalpine and timberline zones, and no habitat for whitebark pine exists in the project area.
PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT
Existing development in Mountainside Village includes Phases 1 and 2. The next 4 phases (Phases 3
through 6) are currently proposed, and these are described below.
DEVELOPMENT PHASES 3 AND 4
Phases 3 and 4 encompass approximately 36 acres and will include up to 89 residential properties and a
network of linked open spaces and will surround the existing pond (Village Pond) on the north west and
east sides (see Appendix 2-Exhibits 9 and 10). The boulevard common open space in Phase 3 will be
contiguous with the existing boulevard commons established in Phases 1 and 2. These open spaces connect
the Village Green at the core of Mountainside Village to the East Commons and Farm and Hillside Open
areas. At the west end the boulevard green is a narrow median, and it gets progressively wider to the east
and is approximately 60 feet wide at the east end. The east commons has over 3.5 acres of open space
including pasture, recreational, orchard, and aquatic areas. A seasonal pond may be constructed in the east
commons as part of the Southern Teton Valley Aquifer Recharge Initiative. The south commons of Phase
4 includes about 1.7 acres of open space adjacent to the irrigation ditch and has the potential for additional
aquifer recharge ponds. The design team integrated the south commons into the development plan to create
more open space in a location where ungulates are known to browse as well as provide connectivity to
higher value hillside habitat.
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DEVELOPMENT PHASES 5 AND 6
Phase 5 (the Hillside Drive) and Phase 6 (the Farm Loop) of the development plan encompass about 65
acres east of Kimball Canal (see Appendix 2-Exhibits 9 and 10). Phase 5 (hillside area) will encompass
about 50 of those acres and will include 19 to 28 residential lots (the lower number being development
without city services) on the hillside. Phase 5 has been designed to meet development objectives while to
the extent feasible maintaining corridors and open space for wildlife movement and use. Building
envelopes on the Phase 5 parcels would be limited in size and location, and a requirement to maintain
native vegetation outside of the building envelope would be included in the CCRs. A network of corridors
for wildlife movement has been integrated into the plans, and no perimeter fencing around the Phase 5
parcels would be allowed. The dedicated open space outside of private properties and street rights of way
would be a minimum of 65%.
Phase 6 (the Farm Loop) will include X residential lots and encompass existing pastureland,
approximately 2 acres of fenced farm, and a potential farm expansion area. The farm expansion area may
include additional agricultural structures such as barns and greenhouses and/or small event and
educational facilities. The meadow south of the farm loop will largely remain as open natural space and
will provide an open space link between the meadows of the South Commons and the higher value hillside
habitat. A north-south open space corridor has incorporated along Kimball Canal to allow for continued
wildlife movement along the associate riparian corridor.
DEVELOPMENT IMPACT ANALYSIS
This development impact analysis focuses on development-related impacts to big game with an emphasis
on indicator species for mountain shrubland habitat, elk and mule deer, because the project area lies within
the Teton County mapped WHO for big game migration corridors and seasonal range. Due to the extent
of the high value habitat in the eastern portion of the project area, use of this portion of project area by
elk, mule deer, white-tailed deer, and moose, and minimal existing development in this area, development
of the hillside at any scale would likely have adverse impacts on these species. A substantial portion of
the project area is comprised of communities that do not represent high quality habitat (e.g., agricultural
meadow); however, Mountainside Village would not be able to meet project objectives if the entire
development was located in these areas.
The project area encompasses approximately 101.5 acres. Per the site plan provided by Mountainside
Village, the total area of permanent disturbance (i.e., development limits of disturbance) is X acres (X%
of the site). The remaining X acres (X% of site) will be designated open space and include commons/parks,
farmland, pastureland, wildlife habitat areas, and aquatic features. The open space will remain undisturbed
or will be full revegetated upon completion of construction. Vegetation outside of the hillside building
envelopes on the hillside lots will remain unmanicured and will be maintained in a natural state.
Development of Phases 3-6 will have both direct impacts via habitat loss and indirect impacts via increased
human presence. At full buildout, Phases 3-6 will likely house an additional X people in the neighborhood.
The development will directly impact approximately X acres of mountain shrubland habitat, X acres of
riparian habitat, and X acres of fallow agricultural meadow and recovering sagebrush habitat (Appendix
1-Exhibit 10; Table 2).
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Table 2. Direct habitat impacts resulting from development, Mountainside Village Phases 3-6 project area,
Victor, Idaho.
Habitat Type

Impacts

Plant Association

Acres

Non-Mesic Tall Shrub

Serviceberry-big sagebrush/Kentucky
bluegrass

Non-Mesic Low Shrub

Big sagebrush-mountain
snowberry/Idaho fescue

Mesic Tall Shrub - Hawthorn/Willow

Red Osier Dogwood/Coyote willow

Medium-Age Non-Mesic Aspen Forest Serviceberry/Snowberry Understory

Quaking aspen/serviceberry-mountain
snowberry/mountain brome

Mature Mesic Narrowleaf Cottonwood Forest
- Mesic Shrub Understory

Populus angustifolia/Cornus sericea

Sq Ft

Agricultural Meadow (Passive/Fallow) Recovering Sagebrush
Agricultural Meadow (Irrigated)
Agricultural Meadow (Farm)
Open Water - Manmade Pond
Disturbed (Landscaped)
Disturbed
Totals

An assessment of consequences of the proposed development on big game indicator species is provided
below. The assessment uses the following impact measure, duration, and intensity definitions.
Impact Measures - Four impact measures are examined including habitat loss, mortality, habitat
fragmentation, and human-caused disturbance.
•

•
•
•

Habitat Loss - Implementation and perpetuation of all or part of the project would result in a
direct loss of habitat.
Mortality - Implementation and perpetuation of all or part of the project would result in the
death(s) of individuals.
Habitat Fragmentation - Implementation and perpetuation of all or part of the project would
result in the fragmentation of habitat.
Human-caused Disturbance - Implementation and perpetuation of all or part of the project would
result in the displacement of individual animals.

Duration of Impact - A short-term impact would have a duration less than or equal to 3 years and a longterm impact would have a duration greater than 3 years following implementation.
Intensity of Impact - Impact thresholds are defined in Table 3.
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Table 3.

Impact threshold definitions for the development impact analysis, Mountainside Village
project area, Teton County, Idaho.

Measures
Habitat Loss
Mortality
Habitat
Fragmentation
Human-caused
Disturbance

Impact Threshold Definitions
Negligible
Minor
Moderate
A small number of
Adverse impacts to
Effects to
individual animals
individual animals
individual animals
and/or a small amount and/or their
and their habitat
of their respective
respective habitats
would be readily
habitat may be
would be more
detectable, with
adversely affected via numerous and
consequences
direct or indirect
detectable.
occurring at a local
impacts associated with Populations would
population level.
a given alternative.
not be affected or the Mitigation
Populations would not effects would be
measures would
be affected or the
below a measurable
likely be needed to
effects would be below level of detection.
reduce adverse
a measurable level of Mitigation measures
effects and would
detection. Mitigation may be needed and
likely be
measures are typically would be successful
successful.
not warranted.
in reducing adverse
effects.

Major
Effects to individual
animals and their
habitat would be
obvious and would
have substantive
consequences on a
regional population
level. Extensive
mitigation measures
would be needed to
reduce any adverse
effects and their
success would not be
guaranteed.

The proposed development will result in a direct loss of X acres of high quality habitat for elk and mule
deer as well as indirect impacts to habitat via increased human and domestic pet presence.
Impacts to Mule Deer
Impacts to mule deer resulting from the proposed development are expected to be …... The proposed
development will likely negatively affect an unknown number of mule deer by reducing the availability
of foraging and cover habitat and dramatically increasing human and domestic pet activity in the area, but
it is not expected to have a measurable effect on the Teton Valley mule deer population. Although no
tracking data is available, mule deer movement in the vicinity of proposed project area appears to be
dispersed. Mule deer movements to and from the surrounding parcels and public land will likely be
temporarily disrupted, but they are expected to adapt to the proposed development and adjust their
movement and use patterns accordingly. Proposed wildlife habitat mitigation measures including seasonal
closures, vegetated open space corridors, and leashed pets will help to mitigate impacts on mule deer
movements through the project area.
Impacts to Elk
The proposed development is expected to have ….. impacts on elk. Elk use the mountain shrubland
communities in southern Teton Valley for cover and, to a lesser degree, for foraging. Proposed
development will reduce the availability of elk foraging and cover habitat, and dramatically increased
human and domestic pet activity in the project area will undoubtedly alter elk use patterns. Proposed
development will likely negatively affect an unknown number of individual elk, but it is not expected to
have a measurable effect on the Teton Valley elk population. As with mule deer, elk movement in the
vicinity of proposed development area appear to be dispersed. Elk movements to and from the surrounding
parcels and public lands may be disrupted, and elk are likely to avoid habitat in the project area except for
occasional forays under the cover of darkness. Elk are expected to adapt to the proposed development and
adjust their movement and use patterns accordingly.
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SUMMARY
This NRA report has been prepared to provide background natural resource information and assess the
possible adverse effects of proposed development on natural resources with an emphasis on big game.
The proposed Mountainside Village Phases 3-6 project will result in the development of up to X residential
parcels and preservation and enhancement of X acres of open space within a 101.5-acre project area that
lies within the Teton County Wildlife Habitat Overlay for big game migration corridors and seasonal
habitat. The mountain shrubland habitat in the eastern portion of the project area provides the highest
value habitat for big game species (deer, elk and moose). The current level of human and domestic pet
presence on the public AJ Linnell Memorial trail, Mountainside Village hillside trail network, and the
adjacent Edgewood and Taylor Shadows neighborhoods, however, limits the attractiveness and value of
this portion of the project area as long-term habitat for big game.
The proposed development will result in X acres of direct impact to mountain shrubland plant associations
that are considered indicator habitat for big game migration corridors and seasonal habitat, as well as add
an estimated additional 300 to 500 residents to the subdivision. The applicant has minimized impacts to
big game and big game habitat to the extent feasible while still meeting project development objectives.
A multi-faceted Wildlife Habitat Management Plan (presented in Appendix 5) has been developed to
minimize adverse impacts to big game. Proposed habitat management/mitigation measures include
minimization of adverse impacts, habitat preservation/restoration/enhancement, education/outreach,
landscaping and fencing restrictions, pet restrictions, and seasonal use restrictions. Development-related
impacts to mule deer and elk are expected to be ….. The proposed project is not likely to have population
level impacts to elk or mule deer; however, low-elevation mountain shrubland habitat is a limited resource
in southern Teton Valley and the cumulative effects of current and future development in this valuable
habitat could jeopardize the long-term persistence of the wildlife resources that rely on this habitat in this
portion of the valley.
REFERENCES
Idaho Department of Environmental Quality. 2003. Teton River Sub-basin Assessment and Total Maximum Daily Load. Idaho
Falls, ID. 311pp.
Merigliano, M. 2009. A field manual for classified vegetation in the upper Snake River Valley. An NVCS-based classification
for terrestrial vascular vegetation of the upper Snake River Valley produced for the Teton Regional Land Trust. 37pp.
Teton County. 2012. Title 9 Teton County Subdivision Regulations. Revised 5/16/2013.
http://www.tetoncountyidaho.gov/use_images/pdf/codePolicy/Title9_apdxA_Amdended_20130516.pdf
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APPENDIX 1 – PHOTOGRAPHIC DOCUMENTATION

Photo 1. Example of the narrowleaf cottonwood forested riparian area along Kimball Canal in the
southern portion of the project area.

Photo 2. Examples of the mesic tall shrub habitat along Kimball Canal (right side of photo) and the
agricultural meadow covertype (left side of photo) covertypes in the central portion of the project area.
Mountainside Village Natural Resources Analysis
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Photo 3. Example of the south-facing non-mesic low shrub covertype in the southeastern portion of the
project area.

Photo 4. Examples of the agricultural meadow (foreground), non-mesic tall shrub (background) and
non-mesic aspen covertypes (center of the ridgeline) in the northern portion of the project area
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Photo 5. Deer pellets observed in the non-mesic low shrub habitat in the southern portion of the project
area in November 2020.

Photo 6. Deer rub observed at the edge of the non-mesic aspen forest habitat in December 2020.
Mountainside Village Natural Resources Analysis
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Photo 7. Fresh elk sign (tracks and pellet groups) observed in the non-mesic tall shrub habitat in the
eastern portion of the project area in December 2020.

Photo 8. Deer tracks observed in the non-mesic aspen habitat in the northeastern portion of the project
area in December 2020.
Mountainside Village Natural Resources Analysis
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APPENDIX 2 – EXHIBITS

1) Location and Topography, Mountainside Village Phases 3-6 Project Area, Victor, Idaho.
2) Site Characteristics, Mountainside Village Phases 3-6 Project Area, Victor, Idaho.
3) National Earthquake Hazards Reduction Program Seismic Hazard Classes, Mountainside Village
Phases 3-6 Project Area, Victor, Idaho.
4) Surface Water Features, Mountainside Village Phases 3-6 Project Area, Victor, Idaho.
5) Wildland Urban Interface (WUI) Mapping, Mountainside Village Phases 3-6 Project Area,
Victor, Idaho.
6) Habitat Types and Plant Associations, Mountainside Village Phases 3-6 Project Area, Victor,
Idaho.
7) Project Area Vicinity, Mountainside Village Phases 3-6 Project Area, Victor, Idaho.
8) Teton County Wildlife Habitat Overlay, Mountainside Village Phases 3-6 Project Area, Victor,
Idaho.
9) Development Plans, Mountainside Village Phases 3-6 Project Area, Victor, Idaho
(Exhibit provided by Mountainside Village)
10) Development Plans, Mountainside Village Phases 3-6 Project Area, Victor, Idaho
(Exhibit provided by Mountainside Village)
11) Habitat Impacts, Mountainside Village Phases 3-6 Project Area, Victor, Idaho.
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Project Area Vicinity
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Teton County Wildlife Habitat Overlay
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Preface
Soil surveys contain information that affects land use planning in survey areas.
They highlight soil limitations that affect various land uses and provide information
about the properties of the soils in the survey areas. Soil surveys are designed for
many different users, including farmers, ranchers, foresters, agronomists, urban
planners, community officials, engineers, developers, builders, and home buyers.
Also, conservationists, teachers, students, and specialists in recreation, waste
disposal, and pollution control can use the surveys to help them understand,
protect, or enhance the environment.
Various land use regulations of Federal, State, and local governments may impose
special restrictions on land use or land treatment. Soil surveys identify soil
properties that are used in making various land use or land treatment decisions.
The information is intended to help the land users identify and reduce the effects of
soil limitations on various land uses. The landowner or user is responsible for
identifying and complying with existing laws and regulations.
Although soil survey information can be used for general farm, local, and wider area
planning, onsite investigation is needed to supplement this information in some
cases. Examples include soil quality assessments (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/
portal/nrcs/main/soils/health/) and certain conservation and engineering
applications. For more detailed information, contact your local USDA Service Center
(https://offices.sc.egov.usda.gov/locator/app?agency=nrcs) or your NRCS State Soil
Scientist (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/detail/soils/contactus/?
cid=nrcs142p2_053951).
Great differences in soil properties can occur within short distances. Some soils are
seasonally wet or subject to flooding. Some are too unstable to be used as a
foundation for buildings or roads. Clayey or wet soils are poorly suited to use as
septic tank absorption fields. A high water table makes a soil poorly suited to
basements or underground installations.
The National Cooperative Soil Survey is a joint effort of the United States
Department of Agriculture and other Federal agencies, State agencies including the
Agricultural Experiment Stations, and local agencies. The Natural Resources
Conservation Service (NRCS) has leadership for the Federal part of the National
Cooperative Soil Survey.
Information about soils is updated periodically. Updated information is available
through the NRCS Web Soil Survey, the site for official soil survey information.
The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) prohibits discrimination in all its
programs and activities on the basis of race, color, national origin, age, disability,
and where applicable, sex, marital status, familial status, parental status, religion,
sexual orientation, genetic information, political beliefs, reprisal, or because all or a
part of an individual's income is derived from any public assistance program. (Not
all prohibited bases apply to all programs.) Persons with disabilities who require
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alternative means for communication of program information (Braille, large print,
audiotape, etc.) should contact USDA's TARGET Center at (202) 720-2600 (voice
and TDD). To file a complaint of discrimination, write to USDA, Director, Office of
Civil Rights, 1400 Independence Avenue, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20250-9410 or
call (800) 795-3272 (voice) or (202) 720-6382 (TDD). USDA is an equal opportunity
provider and employer.
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How Soil Surveys Are Made
Soil surveys are made to provide information about the soils and miscellaneous
areas in a specific area. They include a description of the soils and miscellaneous
areas and their location on the landscape and tables that show soil properties and
limitations affecting various uses. Soil scientists observed the steepness, length,
and shape of the slopes; the general pattern of drainage; the kinds of crops and
native plants; and the kinds of bedrock. They observed and described many soil
profiles. A soil profile is the sequence of natural layers, or horizons, in a soil. The
profile extends from the surface down into the unconsolidated material in which the
soil formed or from the surface down to bedrock. The unconsolidated material is
devoid of roots and other living organisms and has not been changed by other
biological activity.
Currently, soils are mapped according to the boundaries of major land resource
areas (MLRAs). MLRAs are geographically associated land resource units that
share common characteristics related to physiography, geology, climate, water
resources, soils, biological resources, and land uses (USDA, 2006). Soil survey
areas typically consist of parts of one or more MLRA.
The soils and miscellaneous areas in a survey area occur in an orderly pattern that
is related to the geology, landforms, relief, climate, and natural vegetation of the
area. Each kind of soil and miscellaneous area is associated with a particular kind
of landform or with a segment of the landform. By observing the soils and
miscellaneous areas in the survey area and relating their position to specific
segments of the landform, a soil scientist develops a concept, or model, of how they
were formed. Thus, during mapping, this model enables the soil scientist to predict
with a considerable degree of accuracy the kind of soil or miscellaneous area at a
specific location on the landscape.
Commonly, individual soils on the landscape merge into one another as their
characteristics gradually change. To construct an accurate soil map, however, soil
scientists must determine the boundaries between the soils. They can observe only
a limited number of soil profiles. Nevertheless, these observations, supplemented
by an understanding of the soil-vegetation-landscape relationship, are sufficient to
verify predictions of the kinds of soil in an area and to determine the boundaries.
Soil scientists recorded the characteristics of the soil profiles that they studied. They
noted soil color, texture, size and shape of soil aggregates, kind and amount of rock
fragments, distribution of plant roots, reaction, and other features that enable them
to identify soils. After describing the soils in the survey area and determining their
properties, the soil scientists assigned the soils to taxonomic classes (units).
Taxonomic classes are concepts. Each taxonomic class has a set of soil
characteristics with precisely defined limits. The classes are used as a basis for
comparison to classify soils systematically. Soil taxonomy, the system of taxonomic
classification used in the United States, is based mainly on the kind and character
of soil properties and the arrangement of horizons within the profile. After the soil
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scientists classified and named the soils in the survey area, they compared the
individual soils with similar soils in the same taxonomic class in other areas so that
they could confirm data and assemble additional data based on experience and
research.
The objective of soil mapping is not to delineate pure map unit components; the
objective is to separate the landscape into landforms or landform segments that
have similar use and management requirements. Each map unit is defined by a
unique combination of soil components and/or miscellaneous areas in predictable
proportions. Some components may be highly contrasting to the other components
of the map unit. The presence of minor components in a map unit in no way
diminishes the usefulness or accuracy of the data. The delineation of such
landforms and landform segments on the map provides sufficient information for the
development of resource plans. If intensive use of small areas is planned, onsite
investigation is needed to define and locate the soils and miscellaneous areas.
Soil scientists make many field observations in the process of producing a soil map.
The frequency of observation is dependent upon several factors, including scale of
mapping, intensity of mapping, design of map units, complexity of the landscape,
and experience of the soil scientist. Observations are made to test and refine the
soil-landscape model and predictions and to verify the classification of the soils at
specific locations. Once the soil-landscape model is refined, a significantly smaller
number of measurements of individual soil properties are made and recorded.
These measurements may include field measurements, such as those for color,
depth to bedrock, and texture, and laboratory measurements, such as those for
content of sand, silt, clay, salt, and other components. Properties of each soil
typically vary from one point to another across the landscape.
Observations for map unit components are aggregated to develop ranges of
characteristics for the components. The aggregated values are presented. Direct
measurements do not exist for every property presented for every map unit
component. Values for some properties are estimated from combinations of other
properties.
While a soil survey is in progress, samples of some of the soils in the area generally
are collected for laboratory analyses and for engineering tests. Soil scientists
interpret the data from these analyses and tests as well as the field-observed
characteristics and the soil properties to determine the expected behavior of the
soils under different uses. Interpretations for all of the soils are field tested through
observation of the soils in different uses and under different levels of management.
Some interpretations are modified to fit local conditions, and some new
interpretations are developed to meet local needs. Data are assembled from other
sources, such as research information, production records, and field experience of
specialists. For example, data on crop yields under defined levels of management
are assembled from farm records and from field or plot experiments on the same
kinds of soil.
Predictions about soil behavior are based not only on soil properties but also on
such variables as climate and biological activity. Soil conditions are predictable over
long periods of time, but they are not predictable from year to year. For example,
soil scientists can predict with a fairly high degree of accuracy that a given soil will
have a high water table within certain depths in most years, but they cannot predict
that a high water table will always be at a specific level in the soil on a specific date.
After soil scientists located and identified the significant natural bodies of soil in the
survey area, they drew the boundaries of these bodies on aerial photographs and
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identified each as a specific map unit. Aerial photographs show trees, buildings,
fields, roads, and rivers, all of which help in locating boundaries accurately.

7

Soil Map
The soil map section includes the soil map for the defined area of interest, a list of
soil map units on the map and extent of each map unit, and cartographic symbols
displayed on the map. Also presented are various metadata about data used to
produce the map, and a description of each soil map unit.
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MAP LEGEND
Area of Interest (AOI)
Area of Interest (AOI)
Soils
Soil Map Unit Polygons
Soil Map Unit Lines
Soil Map Unit Points
Special Point Features
Blowout
Borrow Pit
Clay Spot
Closed Depression
Gravel Pit
Gravelly Spot
Landfill
Lava Flow
Marsh or swamp

MAP INFORMATION
The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at
1:24,000.

Spoil Area
Stony Spot
Very Stony Spot

Warning: Soil Map may not be valid at this scale.

Wet Spot

Enlargement of maps beyond the scale of mapping can cause
misunderstanding of the detail of mapping and accuracy of soil
line placement. The maps do not show the small areas of
contrasting soils that could have been shown at a more detailed
scale.

Other
Special Line Features
Water Features
Streams and Canals
Transportation

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map
measurements.

Rails
Interstate Highways

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL:
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

US Routes
Major Roads

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

Local Roads
Background
Aerial Photography

Mine or Quarry
Miscellaneous Water

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as
of the version date(s) listed below.

Perennial Water
Rock Outcrop

Soil Survey Area: Teton Area, Idaho and Wyoming
Survey Area Data: Version 9, Jun 4, 2020

Saline Spot
Sandy Spot

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales
1:50,000 or larger.

Severely Eroded Spot
Sinkhole

Date(s) aerial images were photographed:
2, 2016

Slide or Slip
Sodic Spot

Sep 24, 2011—Nov

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Map Unit Legend (Mountainside Village
Project Area)
Map Unit Symbol

Map Unit Name

Acres in AOI

Percent of AOI

43B702

Beehunt-Conner complex, 20 to
60 percent slopes

11.4

11.2%

43B707

Dra-Pinochle complex, 8 to 30
percent slopes

33.4

32.9%

43B737

Dra-Pinochle-Rock outcrop
complex, 25 to 55 percent
slopes

7.0

6.9%

13425

Badgerton-Alpine complex, 2 to
8 percent slopes

1.7

1.6%

13430

Alpine-St. Anthony complex, 0
to 2 percent slopes

25.3

24.9%

13438

Altaby-Alpine complex, 0 to 4
percent slopes

22.9

22.5%

101.7

100.0%

Totals for Area of Interest

Map Unit Descriptions (Mountainside
Village Project Area)
The map units delineated on the detailed soil maps in a soil survey represent the
soils or miscellaneous areas in the survey area. The map unit descriptions, along
with the maps, can be used to determine the composition and properties of a unit.
A map unit delineation on a soil map represents an area dominated by one or more
major kinds of soil or miscellaneous areas. A map unit is identified and named
according to the taxonomic classification of the dominant soils. Within a taxonomic
class there are precisely defined limits for the properties of the soils. On the
landscape, however, the soils are natural phenomena, and they have the
characteristic variability of all natural phenomena. Thus, the range of some
observed properties may extend beyond the limits defined for a taxonomic class.
Areas of soils of a single taxonomic class rarely, if ever, can be mapped without
including areas of other taxonomic classes. Consequently, every map unit is made
up of the soils or miscellaneous areas for which it is named and some minor
components that belong to taxonomic classes other than those of the major soils.
Most minor soils have properties similar to those of the dominant soil or soils in the
map unit, and thus they do not affect use and management. These are called
noncontrasting, or similar, components. They may or may not be mentioned in a
particular map unit description. Other minor components, however, have properties
and behavioral characteristics divergent enough to affect use or to require different
management. These are called contrasting, or dissimilar, components. They
generally are in small areas and could not be mapped separately because of the
scale used. Some small areas of strongly contrasting soils or miscellaneous areas
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are identified by a special symbol on the maps. If included in the database for a
given area, the contrasting minor components are identified in the map unit
descriptions along with some characteristics of each. A few areas of minor
components may not have been observed, and consequently they are not
mentioned in the descriptions, especially where the pattern was so complex that it
was impractical to make enough observations to identify all the soils and
miscellaneous areas on the landscape.
The presence of minor components in a map unit in no way diminishes the
usefulness or accuracy of the data. The objective of mapping is not to delineate
pure taxonomic classes but rather to separate the landscape into landforms or
landform segments that have similar use and management requirements. The
delineation of such segments on the map provides sufficient information for the
development of resource plans. If intensive use of small areas is planned, however,
onsite investigation is needed to define and locate the soils and miscellaneous
areas.
An identifying symbol precedes the map unit name in the map unit descriptions.
Each description includes general facts about the unit and gives important soil
properties and qualities.
Soils that have profiles that are almost alike make up a soil series. Except for
differences in texture of the surface layer, all the soils of a series have major
horizons that are similar in composition, thickness, and arrangement.
Soils of one series can differ in texture of the surface layer, slope, stoniness,
salinity, degree of erosion, and other characteristics that affect their use. On the
basis of such differences, a soil series is divided into soil phases. Most of the areas
shown on the detailed soil maps are phases of soil series. The name of a soil phase
commonly indicates a feature that affects use or management. For example, Alpha
silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes, is a phase of the Alpha series.
Some map units are made up of two or more major soils or miscellaneous areas.
These map units are complexes, associations, or undifferentiated groups.
A complex consists of two or more soils or miscellaneous areas in such an intricate
pattern or in such small areas that they cannot be shown separately on the maps.
The pattern and proportion of the soils or miscellaneous areas are somewhat similar
in all areas. Alpha-Beta complex, 0 to 6 percent slopes, is an example.
An association is made up of two or more geographically associated soils or
miscellaneous areas that are shown as one unit on the maps. Because of present
or anticipated uses of the map units in the survey area, it was not considered
practical or necessary to map the soils or miscellaneous areas separately. The
pattern and relative proportion of the soils or miscellaneous areas are somewhat
similar. Alpha-Beta association, 0 to 2 percent slopes, is an example.
An undifferentiated group is made up of two or more soils or miscellaneous areas
that could be mapped individually but are mapped as one unit because similar
interpretations can be made for use and management. The pattern and proportion
of the soils or miscellaneous areas in a mapped area are not uniform. An area can
be made up of only one of the major soils or miscellaneous areas, or it can be made
up of all of them. Alpha and Beta soils, 0 to 2 percent slopes, is an example.
Some surveys include miscellaneous areas. Such areas have little or no soil
material and support little or no vegetation. Rock outcrop is an example.
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Teton Area, Idaho and Wyoming
43B702—Beehunt-Conner complex, 20 to 60 percent slopes
Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 2lnxh
Elevation: 6,030 to 7,590 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 18 to 28 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 43 to 46 degrees F
Frost-free period: 70 to 100 days
Farmland classification: Not prime farmland
Map Unit Composition
Beehunt, very bouldery surface, and similar soils: 45 percent
Conner, extremely stony surface, and similar soils: 25 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.
Description of Beehunt, Very Bouldery Surface
Setting
Landform: Mountain slopes
Landform position (two-dimensional): Backslope, footslope
Down-slope shape: Concave, linear
Across-slope shape: Linear
Parent material: Colluvium derived from sandstone
Typical profile
A1 - 0 to 8 inches: extremely gravelly loam
A2 - 8 to 21 inches: extremely cobbly loam
BA - 21 to 37 inches: extremely cobbly loam
Bt - 37 to 54 inches: extremely cobbly loam
BC - 54 to 60 inches: extremely cobbly loam
Properties and qualities
Slope: 20 to 60 percent
Surface area covered with cobbles, stones or boulders: 2.5 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches
Drainage class: Well drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately high to high
(0.57 to 1.98 in/hr)
Depth to water table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Maximum salinity: Nonsaline to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 mmhos/cm)
Sodium adsorption ratio, maximum: 1.0
Available water capacity: Very low (about 2.6 inches)
Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 7e
Hydrologic Soil Group: B
Ecological site: R013XY003ID - STEEP SOUTH 16-22 ARTRV/PSSPS
Hydric soil rating: No
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Description of Conner, Extremely Stony Surface
Setting
Landform: Mountain slopes
Landform position (two-dimensional): Shoulder, backslope
Down-slope shape: Linear, convex
Across-slope shape: Convex, linear
Parent material: Colluvium derived from sandstone over residuum weathered from
sandstone
Typical profile
A - 0 to 11 inches: very gravelly loam
Bk - 11 to 22 inches: extremely gravelly loam
R - 22 to 31 inches: bedrock
Properties and qualities
Slope: 20 to 60 percent
Surface area covered with cobbles, stones or boulders: 10.0 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: 20 to 40 inches to lithic bedrock
Drainage class: Well drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately high to high
(0.57 to 1.98 in/hr)
Depth to water table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Calcium carbonate, maximum content: 30 percent
Maximum salinity: Nonsaline to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 mmhos/cm)
Sodium adsorption ratio, maximum: 1.0
Available water capacity: Very low (about 1.2 inches)
Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 7e
Hydrologic Soil Group: C
Ecological site: R013XY019ID - STONY LOAM 16-22 ARTRV/PSSPS
Hydric soil rating: No

43B707—Dra-Pinochle complex, 8 to 30 percent slopes
Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 2ls7q
Elevation: 6,030 to 7,170 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 21 to 28 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 38 to 42 degrees F
Frost-free period: 50 to 90 days
Farmland classification: Not prime farmland
Map Unit Composition
Dra and similar soils: 45 percent
Pinochle, very stony surface, and similar soils: 35 percent
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Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.
Description of Dra
Setting
Landform: Mountain slopes
Landform position (two-dimensional): Backslope
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear, convex
Parent material: Colluvium derived from quartzite and sandstone with loess
influence
Typical profile
Oe - 0 to 2 inches: moderately decomposed plant material
A1 - 2 to 5 inches: silt loam
A2 - 5 to 11 inches: silt loam
Bt - 11 to 18 inches: very cobbly silty clay loam
Btk - 18 to 29 inches: very cobbly silty clay loam
2Bk1 - 29 to 34 inches: gravelly loam
2Bk2 - 34 to 60 inches: gravelly loam
Properties and qualities
Slope: 8 to 30 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches
Drainage class: Well drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately low to high
(0.06 to 1.98 in/hr)
Depth to water table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Calcium carbonate, maximum content: 55 percent
Maximum salinity: Nonsaline to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 mmhos/cm)
Sodium adsorption ratio, maximum: 1.0
Available water capacity: Moderate (about 8.5 inches)
Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 4e
Hydrologic Soil Group: C
Ecological site: R013XY003ID - STEEP SOUTH 16-22 ARTRV/PSSPS
Hydric soil rating: No
Description of Pinochle, Very Stony Surface
Setting
Landform: Mountain slopes
Landform position (two-dimensional): Backslope
Down-slope shape: Convex
Across-slope shape: Linear, convex
Parent material: Residuum weathered from rhyolite
Typical profile
A - 0 to 5 inches: gravelly loam
AB - 5 to 12 inches: very gravelly silt loam
Bw1 - 12 to 17 inches: extremely flaggy silt loam
Bw2 - 17 to 22 inches: extremely flaggy loam
R - 22 to 31 inches: bedrock
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Properties and qualities
Slope: 8 to 30 percent
Surface area covered with cobbles, stones or boulders: 3.0 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: 20 to 40 inches to lithic bedrock
Drainage class: Well drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately high to high
(0.20 to 1.98 in/hr)
Depth to water table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Maximum salinity: Nonsaline to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 mmhos/cm)
Sodium adsorption ratio, maximum: 1.0
Available water capacity: Very low (about 2.0 inches)
Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 7s
Hydrologic Soil Group: C
Ecological site: R013XY019ID - STONY LOAM 16-22 ARTRV/PSSPS
Hydric soil rating: No

43B737—Dra-Pinochle-Rock outcrop complex, 25 to 55 percent slopes
Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 2mk1m
Elevation: 5,970 to 7,070 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 21 to 28 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 38 to 42 degrees F
Frost-free period: 50 to 90 days
Farmland classification: Not prime farmland
Map Unit Composition
Dra and similar soils: 35 percent
Pinochle, extremely stony surface, and similar soils: 25 percent
Rock outcrop: 15 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.
Description of Dra
Setting
Landform: Mountain slopes
Landform position (two-dimensional): Backslope
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear, convex
Parent material: Colluvium derived from quartzite and sandstone with loess
influence
Typical profile
Oe - 0 to 2 inches: moderately decomposed plant material
A1 - 2 to 5 inches: silt loam
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A2 - 5 to 11 inches: silt loam
Bt - 11 to 18 inches: very cobbly silty clay loam
Btk - 18 to 29 inches: very cobbly silty clay loam
2Bk1 - 29 to 34 inches: gravelly loam
2Bk2 - 34 to 60 inches: gravelly loam
Properties and qualities
Slope: 25 to 55 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches
Drainage class: Well drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately low to high
(0.06 to 1.98 in/hr)
Depth to water table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Calcium carbonate, maximum content: 55 percent
Maximum salinity: Nonsaline to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 mmhos/cm)
Sodium adsorption ratio, maximum: 1.0
Available water capacity: Moderate (about 8.5 inches)
Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 6e
Hydrologic Soil Group: C
Ecological site: R013XY003ID - STEEP SOUTH 16-22 ARTRV/PSSPS
Hydric soil rating: No
Description of Pinochle, Extremely Stony Surface
Setting
Landform: Mountain slopes
Landform position (two-dimensional): Backslope
Down-slope shape: Convex
Across-slope shape: Linear, convex
Parent material: Residuum weathered from rhyolite
Typical profile
A - 0 to 5 inches: gravelly loam
AB - 5 to 12 inches: very gravelly silt loam
Bw1 - 12 to 17 inches: extremely flaggy silt loam
Bw2 - 17 to 22 inches: extremely flaggy loam
R - 22 to 31 inches: bedrock
Properties and qualities
Slope: 25 to 55 percent
Surface area covered with cobbles, stones or boulders: 5.0 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: 20 to 40 inches to lithic bedrock
Drainage class: Well drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately high to high
(0.20 to 1.98 in/hr)
Depth to water table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Maximum salinity: Nonsaline to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 mmhos/cm)
Sodium adsorption ratio, maximum: 1.0
Available water capacity: Very low (about 2.0 inches)
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Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 7s
Hydrologic Soil Group: C
Ecological site: R013XY019ID - STONY LOAM 16-22 ARTRV/PSSPS
Hydric soil rating: No
Description of Rock Outcrop
Typical profile
R - 0 to 60 inches: bedrock
Properties and qualities
Slope: 25 to 55 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: 0 inches to lithic bedrock
Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 8
Hydric soil rating: Unranked

13425—Badgerton-Alpine complex, 2 to 8 percent slopes
Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 1vggt
Elevation: 6,040 to 6,680 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 16 to 26 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 36 to 44 degrees F
Frost-free period: 20 to 90 days
Farmland classification: Not prime farmland
Map Unit Composition
Badgerton, rarely flooded, and similar soils: 55 percent
Alpine and similar soils: 35 percent
Minor components: 10 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.
Description of Badgerton, Rarely Flooded
Setting
Landform: Flood plains
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear, concave
Parent material: Mixed alluvium
Typical profile
A - 0 to 9 inches: loam
AB - 9 to 17 inches: very gravelly loam
BC - 17 to 31 inches: extremely gravelly loamy sand
C1 - 31 to 43 inches: extremely gravelly loamy coarse sand
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C2 - 43 to 60 inches: very gravelly sandy loam
Properties and qualities
Slope: 2 to 8 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches
Drainage class: Well drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately high to high
(0.57 to 1.98 in/hr)
Depth to water table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: RareNone
Frequency of ponding: None
Calcium carbonate, maximum content: 4 percent
Maximum salinity: Nonsaline to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 mmhos/cm)
Sodium adsorption ratio, maximum: 1.0
Available water capacity: Low (about 3.9 inches)
Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): 6c
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 6c
Hydrologic Soil Group: B
Ecological site: R013XY049ID
Hydric soil rating: No
Description of Alpine
Setting
Landform: Fan remnants, stream terraces
Down-slope shape: Convex, linear
Across-slope shape: Linear, convex
Parent material: Mixed alluvium
Typical profile
A1 - 0 to 2 inches: gravelly loam
A2 - 2 to 11 inches: very gravelly loam
ABk - 11 to 17 inches: extremely gravelly loam
Bk - 17 to 25 inches: extremely gravelly sandy loam
Bkq - 25 to 31 inches: extremely gravelly loamy sand
Bk' - 31 to 35 inches: extremely gravelly sandy loam
Bkq' - 35 to 44 inches: extremely gravelly loamy sand
Bk1'' - 44 to 51 inches: extremely gravelly sandy loam
Bk2'' - 51 to 60 inches: gravel
Properties and qualities
Slope: 2 to 8 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches
Drainage class: Well drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately high to high
(0.57 to 1.98 in/hr)
Depth to water table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Calcium carbonate, maximum content: 75 percent
Maximum salinity: Nonsaline to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 mmhos/cm)
Sodium adsorption ratio, maximum: 1.0
Available water capacity: Very low (about 2.2 inches)
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Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): 4c
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 6s
Hydrologic Soil Group: B
Ecological site: R013XY004ID - SHALLOW GRAVELLY 12-16 ARTRV/PSSPS
Hydric soil rating: No
Minor Components
Redfish, wooded
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Landform: Flood plains
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Concave, linear
Ecological site: R013XY049ID
Hydric soil rating: Yes
Foxcreek, wooded
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Landform: Flood plains
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear, concave
Ecological site: R013XY049ID
Hydric soil rating: Yes

13430—Alpine-St. Anthony complex, 0 to 2 percent slopes
Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 1vghp
Elevation: 5,910 to 6,480 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 16 to 18 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 38 to 44 degrees F
Frost-free period: 50 to 90 days
Farmland classification: Prime farmland if irrigated
Map Unit Composition
Alpine and similar soils: 50 percent
St. anthony and similar soils: 35 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.
Description of Alpine
Setting
Landform: Stream terraces, fan remnants
Down-slope shape: Convex, linear
Across-slope shape: Linear, convex
Parent material: Mixed alluvium
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Typical profile
A1 - 0 to 2 inches: gravelly loam
A2 - 2 to 11 inches: very gravelly loam
ABk - 11 to 17 inches: extremely gravelly loam
Bk - 17 to 25 inches: extremely gravelly sandy loam
Bkq - 25 to 31 inches: extremely gravelly loamy sand
Bk' - 31 to 35 inches: extremely gravelly sandy loam
Bkq' - 35 to 44 inches: extremely gravelly loamy sand
Bk1'' - 44 to 51 inches: extremely gravelly sandy loam
Bk2'' - 51 to 60 inches: gravel
Properties and qualities
Slope: 0 to 2 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches
Drainage class: Well drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately high to high
(0.57 to 1.98 in/hr)
Depth to water table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Calcium carbonate, maximum content: 75 percent
Maximum salinity: Nonsaline to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 mmhos/cm)
Sodium adsorption ratio, maximum: 1.0
Available water capacity: Very low (about 2.2 inches)
Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): 4c
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 6s
Hydrologic Soil Group: B
Ecological site: R013XY004ID - SHALLOW GRAVELLY 12-16 ARTRV/PSSPS
Hydric soil rating: No
Description of St. Anthony
Setting
Landform: Swales on fan remnants
Down-slope shape: Convex, concave, linear
Across-slope shape: Linear, concave
Parent material: Gravelly mixed alluvium
Typical profile
A1 - 0 to 7 inches: gravelly loam
A2 - 7 to 12 inches: gravelly loam
Bw - 12 to 23 inches: very gravelly sandy loam
BC - 23 to 47 inches: extremely gravelly coarse sandy loam
2C - 47 to 60 inches: extremely gravelly loamy sand
Properties and qualities
Slope: 0 to 2 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches
Drainage class: Well drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately high to high
(0.57 to 1.98 in/hr)
Depth to water table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
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Maximum salinity: Nonsaline to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 mmhos/cm)
Sodium adsorption ratio, maximum: 1.0
Available water capacity: Low (about 3.5 inches)
Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): 4c
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 4s
Hydrologic Soil Group: B
Ecological site: R013XY004ID - SHALLOW GRAVELLY 12-16 ARTRV/PSSPS
Hydric soil rating: No

13438—Altaby-Alpine complex, 0 to 4 percent slopes
Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 20fv3
Elevation: 5,950 to 6,550 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 16 to 18 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 38 to 44 degrees F
Frost-free period: 50 to 90 days
Farmland classification: Prime farmland if irrigated
Map Unit Composition
Altaby and similar soils: 70 percent
Alpine, gravelly silt loam, and similar soils: 20 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.
Description of Altaby
Setting
Landform: Fan remnants, stream terraces
Down-slope shape: Convex, linear
Across-slope shape: Linear
Parent material: Mixed alluvium with loess influence
Typical profile
Ap1 - 0 to 7 inches: silt loam
Ap2 - 7 to 16 inches: silt loam
AB - 16 to 19 inches: silt loam
Bk1 - 19 to 24 inches: gravelly silt loam
Bk2 - 24 to 28 inches: very gravelly sandy loam
2Bkq - 28 to 60 inches: extremely gravelly sand
Properties and qualities
Slope: 0 to 4 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches
Drainage class: Well drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately high to high
(0.20 to 1.98 in/hr)
Depth to water table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
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Calcium carbonate, maximum content: 65 percent
Maximum salinity: Nonsaline to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 mmhos/cm)
Sodium adsorption ratio, maximum: 1.0
Available water capacity: Low (about 5.1 inches)
Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): 4e
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 4c
Hydrologic Soil Group: C
Ecological site: R013XY001ID - LOAMY 12-16 - Provisional
Hydric soil rating: No
Description of Alpine, Gravelly Silt Loam
Setting
Landform: Swales on fan remnants
Down-slope shape: Convex, linear
Across-slope shape: Linear, concave
Parent material: Mixed alluvium
Typical profile
A1 - 0 to 2 inches: gravelly silt loam
A2 - 2 to 11 inches: very gravelly loam
ABk - 11 to 17 inches: extremely gravelly loam
Bk - 17 to 25 inches: extremely gravelly sandy loam
Bkq - 25 to 31 inches: extremely gravelly loamy sand
Bk' - 31 to 35 inches: extremely gravelly sandy loam
Bkq' - 35 to 44 inches: extremely gravelly loamy sand
Bk1'' - 44 to 51 inches: extremely gravelly sandy loam
Bk2'' - 51 to 60 inches: gravel
Properties and qualities
Slope: 2 to 4 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches
Drainage class: Well drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately high to high
(0.57 to 1.98 in/hr)
Depth to water table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Calcium carbonate, maximum content: 75 percent
Maximum salinity: Nonsaline to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 mmhos/cm)
Sodium adsorption ratio, maximum: 1.0
Available water capacity: Very low (about 2.3 inches)
Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): 4c
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 6s
Hydrologic Soil Group: B
Ecological site: R013XY004ID - SHALLOW GRAVELLY 12-16 ARTRV/PSSPS
Hydric soil rating: No
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Soil Information for All Uses
Ecological Sites
Individual soil map unit components can be correlated to a particular ecological site.
The Ecological Site Assessment section includes ecological site descriptions, plant
growth curves, state and transition models, and selected National Plants database
information.

All Ecological Sites — (Mountainside Village
Project Area)
An "ecological site" is the product of all the environmental factors responsible for its
development. It has characteristic soils that have developed over time; a
characteristic hydrology, particularly infiltration and runoff, that has developed over
time; and a characteristic plant community (kind and amount of vegetation). The
vegetation, soils, and hydrology are all interrelated. Each is influenced by the others
and influences the development of the others. For example, the hydrology of the
site is influenced by development of the soil and plant community. The plant
community on an ecological site is typified by an association of species that differs
from that of other ecological sites in the kind and/or proportion of species or in total
production.
An ecological site name provides a general description of a particular ecological
site. For example, "Loamy Upland" is the name of a rangeland ecological site. An
"ecological site ID" is the symbol assigned to a particular ecological site.
The map identifies the dominant ecological site for each map unit, aggregated by
dominant condition. Other ecological sites may occur within each map unit. Each
map unit typically consists of one or more components (soils and/or miscellaneous
areas). Each soil component is associated with an ecological site. Miscellaneous
areas, such as rock outcrop, sand dunes, and badlands, have little or no soil
material and support little or no vegetation and therefore are not linked to an
ecological site. The table below the map lists all of the ecological sites for each map
unit component in your area of interest.

24

492200

492300

492400

492500

492600

492700

492800

492900

111° 5' 7'' W

493000

493100

4826700

43° 35' 38'' N

4825700

4825700

4825800

4825800

4825900

4825900

4826000

4826000

4826100

4826100

4826200

4826200

4826300

4826300

4826400

4826400

4826500

4826500

4826600

4826600

4826700

43° 35' 38'' N

4826800

111° 5' 48'' W

Custom Soil Resource Report
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MAP LEGEND
Area of Interest (AOI)
Area of Interest (AOI)
Soils
Soil Rating Polygons
R013XY001ID
R013XY003ID

MAP INFORMATION
The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at
1:24,000.

US Routes
Major Roads
Local Roads

Warning: Soil Map may not be valid at this scale.

Background

Enlargement of maps beyond the scale of mapping can cause
misunderstanding of the detail of mapping and accuracy of soil
line placement. The maps do not show the small areas of
contrasting soils that could have been shown at a more detailed
scale.

Aerial Photography

R013XY004ID
R013XY049ID
Not rated or not available

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map
measurements.

Soil Rating Lines
R013XY001ID

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL:
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

R013XY003ID
R013XY004ID
R013XY049ID

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

Not rated or not available
Soil Rating Points
R013XY001ID
R013XY003ID

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as
of the version date(s) listed below.

R013XY004ID
R013XY049ID

Soil Survey Area: Teton Area, Idaho and Wyoming
Survey Area Data: Version 9, Jun 4, 2020

Not rated or not available
Water Features
Streams and Canals

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales
1:50,000 or larger.

Transportation
Rails

Date(s) aerial images were photographed:
2, 2016

Interstate Highways

Sep 24, 2011—Nov

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Table—Ecological Sites by Map Unit Component
(Mountainside Village Project Area)
Map unit symbol
43B702

43B707

43B737

Map unit name
Beehunt-Conner
complex, 20 to 60
percent slopes

Dra-Pinochle
complex, 8 to 30
percent slopes

Dra-Pinochle-Rock
outcrop complex,
25 to 55 percent
slopes

Component name
(percent)

Ecological site

Beehunt, very
bouldery surface
(45%)

R013XY003ID —
STEEP SOUTH
16-22 ARTRV/
PSSPS

Conner, extremely
stony surface
(25%)

R013XY019ID —
STONY LOAM
16-22 ARTRV/
PSSPS

Dra (45%)

R013XY003ID —
STEEP SOUTH
16-22 ARTRV/
PSSPS

Pinochle, very stony
surface (35%)

R013XY019ID —
STONY LOAM
16-22 ARTRV/
PSSPS

Dra (35%)

R013XY003ID —
STEEP SOUTH
16-22 ARTRV/
PSSPS

Pinochle, extremely
stony surface
(25%)

R013XY019ID —
STONY LOAM
16-22 ARTRV/
PSSPS

Acres in AOI

Percent of AOI

11.4

11.2%

33.4

32.9%

7.0

6.9%

1.7

1.6%

25.3

24.9%

22.9

22.5%

Rock outcrop (15%)
13425

13430

13438

Badgerton-Alpine
complex, 2 to 8
percent slopes

Alpine-St. Anthony
complex, 0 to 2
percent slopes

Altaby-Alpine
complex, 0 to 4
percent slopes

Badgerton, rarely
flooded (55%)

R013XY049ID —

Alpine (35%)

R013XY004ID —
SHALLOW
GRAVELLY 12-16
ARTRV/PSSPS

Foxcreek, wooded
(5%)

R013XY049ID —

Redfish, wooded
(5%)

R013XY049ID —

Alpine (50%)

R013XY004ID —
SHALLOW
GRAVELLY 12-16
ARTRV/PSSPS

St. Anthony (35%)

R013XY004ID —
SHALLOW
GRAVELLY 12-16
ARTRV/PSSPS

Altaby (70%)

R013XY001ID —
LOAMY 12-16 Provisional
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Map unit symbol

Map unit name

Component name
(percent)
Alpine, gravelly silt
loam (20%)

Ecological site

Acres in AOI

Percent of AOI

R013XY004ID —
SHALLOW
GRAVELLY 12-16
ARTRV/PSSPS

Totals for Area of Interest

101.7

28

100.0%
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QO`ÿ̀SOÿS/MOÿ2a/L3ÿb/cdOMN23R/cÿSO2dLMOdÿeÿb2cÿRSfÒSOc3ÿ3/ÿ2N/Rgÿ/MÿSRcRSRhOÿRSf2b3dÿ3/ÿSRiM23/MPÿaRMgdj
k>F;EC8;@9ÿlEC<9?B>F;ECÿm9><H?9<ÿ@9<Y?;_9<ÿ=9><H?9<ÿFA>FÿY>CÿA9V\ÿ>BE;@ÿ>C@ÿ=;C;=;n9ÿ;=\>YF<ÿFEÿ>VVÿ_;?@<ÿ>F
>CIÿVEY>F;ECÿI9>?ÿ?EHC@Jÿo=\V9=9CF>F;ECÿEGÿFA9<9ÿ=9><H?9<ÿ;<ÿ\>?F;YHV>?VIÿ;=\E?F>CFÿ8A9Cÿ_;?@<ÿ>?9ÿ=E<FÿV;:9VIÿFE
EYYH?ÿ;CÿFA9ÿ\?Ep9YFÿ>?9>JÿqA9Cÿ_;?@<ÿ=>Iÿ_9ÿ_?99@;CDÿ;CÿFA9ÿ>?9>^ÿ;@9CF;GI;CDÿFA9ÿVEY>F;EC<ÿEGÿ>CIÿ>YF;B9ÿC9<F<ÿ>C@
>BE;@;CDÿFA9;?ÿ@9<F?HYF;ECÿ;<ÿ>ÿB9?IÿA9V\GHVÿ;=\>YFÿ=;C;=;n>F;ECÿ=9><H?9JÿZEÿ<99ÿ8A9Cÿ_;?@<ÿ>?9ÿ=E<FÿV;:9VIÿFE
EYYH?ÿ>C@ÿ_9ÿ_?99@;CDÿ;CÿIEH?ÿ\?Ep9YFÿ>?9>^ÿB;98ÿFA9ÿr?E_>_;V;FIÿEGÿr?9<9CY9ÿUH==>?IJÿ7@@;F;EC>Vÿ=9><H?9<ÿE?
\9?=;F<ÿ=>Iÿ_9ÿ>@B;<>_V9ÿ@9\9C@;CDÿECÿFA9ÿFI\9ÿEGÿ>YF;B;FIÿIEHÿ>?9ÿYEC@HYF;CDÿ>C@ÿFA9ÿFI\9ÿEGÿ;CG?><F?HYFH?9ÿE?
_;?@ÿ<\9Y;9<ÿ\?9<9CFÿECÿIEH?ÿ\?Ep9YFÿ<;F9J
st23ÿg/Odÿeu2vÿLdOÿ3/ÿiOcOM23Oÿ3tOÿSRiM23/MPÿaRMgdÿf/3Oc3R2`P̀ÿ/bbLMMRciÿRcÿSPÿdfObRwOgÿ̀/b23R/cx
ZA9ÿm;D?>FE?Iÿy;?@ÿz9<EH?Y9ÿ{;<Fÿ;<ÿYE=\?;<9@ÿEGÿ|U}qUÿy;?@<ÿEGÿlEC<9?B>F;ECÿlECY9?Cÿ5yll6ÿ>C@ÿEFA9?ÿ<\9Y;9<
FA>Fÿ=>Iÿ8>??>CFÿ<\9Y;>Vÿ>FF9CF;ECÿ;CÿIEH?ÿ\?Ep9YFÿVEY>F;ECJ
ZA9ÿ=;D?>FE?Iÿ_;?@ÿV;<FÿD9C9?>F9@ÿGE?ÿIEH?ÿ\?Ep9YFÿ;<ÿ@9?;B9@ÿG?E=ÿ@>F>ÿ\?EB;@9@ÿ_IÿFA9ÿ7B;>Cÿ~CE8V9@D9ÿk9F8E?:
57~k6JÿZA9ÿ7~kÿ@>F>ÿ;<ÿ_><9@ÿECÿ>ÿD?E8;CDÿYEVV9YF;ECÿEGÿ<H?B9I^ÿ_>C@;CD^ÿ>C@ÿY;F;n9Cÿ<Y;9CY9ÿ@>F><9F<ÿ>C@ÿ;<
H9?;9@ÿ>C@ÿVF9?9@ÿFEÿ?9FH?Cÿ>ÿV;<FÿEGÿFAE<9ÿ_;?@<ÿ?9\E?F9@ÿ><ÿEYYH??;CDÿ;CÿFA9ÿWX:=ÿD?;@ÿY9VV5<6ÿ8A;YAÿIEH?ÿ\?Ep9YF
;CF9?<9YF<^ÿ>C@ÿFA>FÿA>B9ÿ_99Cÿ;@9CF;9@ÿ><ÿ8>??>CF;CDÿ<\9Y;>Vÿ>FF9CF;ECÿ_9Y>H<9ÿFA9Iÿ>?9ÿ>ÿyllÿ<\9Y;9<ÿ;CÿFA>F
>?9>^ÿ>Cÿ9>DV9ÿ5>DV9ÿ7YFÿ?9H;?9=9CF<ÿ=>Iÿ>\\VI6^ÿE?ÿ>ÿ<\9Y;9<ÿFA>FÿA><ÿ>ÿ\>?F;YHV>?ÿBHVC9?>_;V;FIÿFEÿE]<AE?9
>YF;B;F;9<ÿE?ÿ@9B9VE\=9CFJ
7D>;C^ÿFA9ÿm;D?>FE?Iÿy;?@ÿz9<EH?Y9ÿV;<Fÿ;CYVH@9<ÿECVIÿ>ÿ<H_<9FÿEGÿ_;?@<ÿFA>Fÿ=>IÿEYYH?ÿ;CÿIEH?ÿ\?Ep9YFÿ>?9>JÿoFÿ;<ÿCEF
?9\?9<9CF>F;B9ÿEGÿ>VVÿ_;?@<ÿFA>Fÿ=>IÿEYYH?ÿ;CÿIEH?ÿ\?Ep9YFÿ>?9>JÿZEÿD9Fÿ>ÿV;<FÿEGÿ>VVÿ_;?@<ÿ\EF9CF;>VVIÿ\?9<9CFÿ;CÿIEH?
\?Ep9YFÿ>?9>^ÿ\V9><9ÿB;<;FÿFA9ÿ7~kÿrA9CEVEDIÿZEEVJ
st23ÿg/Odÿeu2vÿLdOÿ3/ÿiOcOM23Oÿ3tOÿfM/a2aR̀R3Pÿ/TÿfMOdOcbOÿiM2ftdÿT/Mÿ3tOÿSRiM23/MPÿaRMgdÿf/3Oc3R2`P̀
/bbLMMRciÿRcÿSPÿdfObRwOgÿ̀/b23R/cx
ZA9ÿ\?E_>_;V;FIÿEGÿ\?9<9CY9ÿD?>\A<ÿ><<EY;>F9@ÿ8;FAÿIEH?ÿ=;D?>FE?Iÿ_;?@ÿV;<Fÿ>?9ÿ_><9@ÿECÿ@>F>ÿ\?EB;@9@ÿ_IÿFA9
7B;>Cÿ~CE8V9@D9ÿk9F8E?:ÿ57~k6JÿZA;<ÿ@>F>ÿ;<ÿ@9?;B9@ÿG?E=ÿ>ÿD?E8;CDÿYEVV9YF;ECÿEGÿ<H?B9I^ÿ_>C@;CD^ÿ>C@ÿY;F;n9C
<Y;9CY9ÿ@>F><9F<ÿJ
r?E_>_;V;FIÿEGÿ\?9<9CY9ÿ@>F>ÿ;<ÿYECF;CHEH<VIÿ_9;CDÿH\@>F9@ÿ><ÿC98ÿ>C@ÿ_9FF9?ÿ;CGE?=>F;ECÿ_9YE=9<ÿ>B>;V>_V9JÿZE
V9>?Cÿ=E?9ÿ>_EHFÿAE8ÿFA9ÿ\?E_>_;V;FIÿEGÿ\?9<9CY9ÿD?>\A<ÿ>?9ÿ\?E@HY9@ÿ>C@ÿAE8ÿFEÿ;CF9?\?9FÿFA9=^ÿDEÿFA9
r?E_>_;V;FIÿEGÿr?9<9CY9ÿUH==>?Iÿ>C@ÿFA9CÿYV;Y:ÿECÿFA9ÿZ9VVÿ=9ÿ>_EHFÿFA9<9ÿD?>\A<ÿV;C:J

/ÿg/ÿeÿc/ÿRTÿ2ÿaRMgÿRdÿaMOOgRciÿRc3OMRciÿSRiM23Rciÿ/MÿfMOdOc3ÿPO2MM/LcgÿRcÿSPÿfM/Ob3ÿ2MO2x
ZEÿ<99ÿ8A>Fÿ\>?FÿEGÿ>ÿ\>?F;YHV>?ÿ_;?@<ÿ?>CD9ÿIEH?ÿ\?Ep9YFÿ>?9>ÿG>VV<ÿ8;FA;Cÿ5;J9Jÿ_?99@;CD^ÿ8;CF9?;CD^ÿ=;D?>F;CDÿE?
I9>??EHC@6^ÿIEHÿ=>Iÿ?9G9?ÿFEÿFA9ÿGEVVE8;CDÿ?9<EH?Y9<ÿZA9ÿlE?C9VVÿ{>_ÿEGÿ?C;FAEVEDIÿ7VVÿ7_EHFÿy;?@<ÿy;?@ÿH;@9^ÿE?
5;GÿIEHÿ>?9ÿHC<HYY9<<GHVÿ;CÿVEY>F;CDÿFA9ÿ_;?@ÿEGÿ;CF9?9<FÿFA9?96^ÿFA9ÿlE?C9VVÿ{>_ÿEGÿ?C;FAEVEDIÿk9EF?E\;Y>Vÿy;?@<
DH;@9JÿoGÿ>ÿ_;?@ÿECÿIEH?ÿ=;D?>FE?Iÿ_;?@ÿ<\9Y;9<ÿV;<FÿA><ÿ>ÿ_?99@;CDÿ<9><ECÿ><<EY;>F9@ÿ8;FAÿ;F^ÿ;GÿFA>Fÿ_;?@ÿ@E9<ÿEYYH?
;CÿIEH?ÿ\?Ep9YFÿ>?9>^ÿFA9?9ÿ=>Iÿ_9ÿC9<F<ÿ\?9<9CFÿ>Fÿ<E=9ÿ\E;CFÿ8;FA;CÿFA9ÿF;=9G?>=9ÿ<\9Y;9@JÿoGÿy?99@<
9V<98A9?9ÿ;<ÿ;C@;Y>F9@^ÿFA9CÿFA9ÿ_;?@ÿV;:9VIÿ@E9<ÿCEFÿ_?99@ÿ;CÿIEH?ÿ\?Ep9YFÿ>?9>J
91117171 !"#$%&' #2( )($2*+"228,1

"1-

012013430

56789ÿ ÿ7ÿ

/012ÿ145ÿ205ÿ657568ÿ9:ÿ;9<;54<ÿ:94ÿ=>?41294@ÿA>4B8C
DEFGHIJGKÿMEGNOÿNPQERPGPNÿISGJTFSÿUVHWÿXHQQÿEYIJÿISPÿXJQQJZEYFÿNEOIEY[Iÿ[HIPFJGEPOÿJXÿ[JY[PGY\
]^ÿ_`WWÿaHYFPZENP_ÿMEGNOÿHGPÿ̀EGNOÿJXÿWJYOPGRHIEJYÿWJY[PGYÿb̀WWcÿISHIÿHGPÿJXÿ[JY[PGYÿISGJTFSJTIÿISPEGÿGHYFP
HYKZSPGPÿZEISEYÿISPÿdefÿbEY[QTNEYFÿgHZHEEhÿISPÿVH[Ei[ÿUOQHYNOhÿVTPGIJÿaE[JhÿHYNÿISPÿjEGFEYÿUOQHYNOck
l^ÿ_`WWÿmÿ̀Wa_ÿMEGNOÿHGPÿ̀WWOÿISHIÿHGPÿJXÿ[JY[PGYÿJYQKÿEYÿnHGIE[TQHGÿ̀EGNÿWJYOPGRHIEJYÿaPFEJYOÿb̀WaOcÿEYÿISP
[JYIEYPYIHQÿdefkÿHYN
o^ÿ_pJYm`WWÿmÿjTQYPGHMQP_ÿMEGNOÿHGPÿYJIÿ̀WWÿOnP[EPOÿEYÿKJTGÿnGJqP[IÿHGPHhÿMTIÿHnnPHGÿJYÿKJTGÿQEOIÿPEISPGÿMP[HTOPÿJX
ISPÿrHFQPÿf[IÿGPsTEGPtPYIOÿbXJGÿPHFQPOcÿJGÿbXJGÿYJYmPHFQPOcÿnJIPYIEHQÿOTO[PnIEMEQEIEPOÿEYÿJuOSJGPÿHGPHOÿXGJt
[PGIHEYÿIKnPOÿJXÿNPRPQJntPYIÿJGÿH[IEREIEPOÿbP^F^ÿJuOSJGPÿPYPGFKÿNPRPQJntPYIÿJGÿQJYFQEYPÿiOSEYFc^
fQISJTFSÿEIÿEOÿEtnJGIHYIÿIJÿIGKÿIJÿHRJENÿHYNÿtEYEtEvPÿEtnH[IOÿIJÿHQQÿMEGNOhÿPuJGIOÿOSJTQNÿMPÿtHNPhÿEYÿnHGIE[TQHGhÿIJ
HRJENÿHYNÿtEYEtEvPÿEtnH[IOÿIJÿISPÿMEGNOÿJYÿISEOÿQEOIhÿPOnP[EHQQKÿPHFQPOÿHYNÿ̀WWÿOnP[EPOÿJXÿGHYFPZENPÿ[JY[PGY^ÿwJG
tJGPÿEYXJGtHIEJYÿJYÿ[JYOPGRHIEJYÿtPHOTGPOÿKJTÿ[HYÿEtnQPtPYIÿIJÿSPQnÿHRJENÿHYNÿtEYEtEvPÿtEFGHIJGKÿMEGN
EtnH[IOÿHYNÿGPsTEGPtPYIOÿXJGÿPHFQPOhÿnQPHOPÿOPPÿISPÿwfxOÿXJGÿISPOPÿIJnE[O^

y521>68ÿ1A9z2ÿA>4B8ÿ2012ÿ145ÿ{925<2>166@ÿ1|5;25BÿA@ÿ9|80945ÿ{49}5;28
wJGÿHNNEIEJYHQÿNPIHEQOÿHMJTIÿISPÿGPQHIERPÿJ[[TGGPY[PÿHYNÿHMTYNHY[PÿJXÿMJISÿEYNERENTHQÿMEGNÿOnP[EPOÿHYNÿFGJTnOÿJX
MEGNÿOnP[EPOÿZEISEYÿKJTGÿnGJqP[IÿHGPHÿJuÿISPÿfIQHYIE[ÿWJHOIhÿnQPHOPÿREOEIÿISPÿpJGISPHOIÿ~[PHYÿHIHÿVJGIHQ^ÿSPÿVJGIHQ
HQOJÿJuPGOÿNHIHÿHYNÿEYXJGtHIEJYÿHMJTIÿJISPGÿIHHÿMPOENPOÿMEGNOÿISHIÿtHKÿMPÿSPQnXTQÿIJÿKJTÿEYÿKJTGÿnGJqP[IÿGPREPZ^
fQIPGYHIPQKhÿKJTÿtHKÿNJZYQJHNÿISPÿMEGNÿtJNPQÿGPOTQIOÿiQPOÿTYNPGQKEYFÿISPÿnJGIHQÿtHnOÿISGJTFSÿISPÿp~ffÿpWW~e
UYIPFGHIERPÿeIHIEOIE[HQÿDJNPQEYFÿHYNÿVGPNE[IERPÿDHnnEYFÿJXÿDHGEYPÿ̀EGNÿEOIGEMTIEJYOÿHYNÿfMTYNHY[PÿJYÿISPÿfIQHYIE[
~TIPGÿWJYIEYPYIHQÿeSPQXÿnGJqP[IÿZPMnHFP^
`EGNÿIGH[EYFÿNHIHÿ[HYÿHQOJÿnGJRENPÿHNNEIEJYHQÿNPIHEQOÿHMJTIÿJ[[TGGPY[PÿHYNÿSHMEIHIÿTOPÿISGJTFSJTIÿISPÿKPHGh
EY[QTNEYFÿtEFGHIEJY^ÿDJNPQOÿGPQKEYFÿJYÿOTGRPKÿNHIHÿtHKÿYJIÿEY[QTNPÿISEOÿEYXJGtHIEJY^ÿwJGÿHNNEIEJYHQÿEYXJGtHIEJYÿJY
tHGEYPÿMEGNÿIGH[EYFÿNHIHhÿOPPÿISPÿEREYFÿ̀EGNÿeITNKÿHYNÿISPÿYHYJIHFÿOITNEPOÿJGÿ[JYIH[IÿWHQPMÿenEPFPQÿJGÿVHt
JGEYF^
/012ÿ>:ÿÿ0175ÿ51?658ÿ9<ÿ=@ÿ6>82C
UXÿKJTGÿnGJqP[IÿSHOÿISPÿnJIPYIEHQÿIJÿNEOITGMÿJGÿEQQÿPHFQPOhÿKJTÿtHKÿYPPNÿIJÿJMIHEYÿHÿnPGtEIÿIJÿHRJENÿREJQHIEYFÿISP
rHFQPÿf[IÿOSJTQNÿOT[SÿEtnH[IOÿJ[[TG^
49{54ÿ<254{45212>9<ÿ1<Bÿ85ÿ9:ÿ9z4ÿ>?41294@ÿ>4Bÿ5{942
SPÿtEFGHIJGKÿMEGNÿQEOIÿFPYPGHIPNÿEOÿYJIÿHÿQEOIÿJXÿHQQÿMEGNOÿEYÿKJTGÿnGJqP[IÿHGPHhÿJYQKÿHÿOTMOPIÿJXÿMEGNOÿJXÿnGEJGEIK
[JY[PGY^ÿJÿQPHGYÿtJGPÿHMJTIÿSJZÿKJTGÿQEOIÿEOÿFPYPGHIPNhÿHYNÿOPPÿJnIEJYOÿXJGÿENPYIEXKEYFÿZSHIÿJISPGÿMEGNOÿtHKÿMPÿEY
KJTGÿnGJqP[IÿHGPHhÿnQPHOPÿOPPÿISPÿwfxÿ_SHIÿNJPOÿUVHWÿTOPÿIJÿFPYPGHIPÿISPÿtEFGHIJGKÿMEGNOÿnJIPYIEHQQKÿJ[[TGGEYFÿEY
tKÿOnP[EiPNÿQJ[HIEJY_^ÿVQPHOPÿMPÿHZHGPÿISEOÿGPnJGIÿnGJRENPOÿISPÿ_nGJMHMEQEIKÿJXÿnGPOPY[P_ÿJXÿMEGNOÿZEISEYÿISPÿ]ÿt
FGENÿ[PQQbOcÿISHIÿJRPGQHnÿKJTGÿnGJqP[IkÿYJIÿKJTGÿPH[IÿnGJqP[IÿXJJInGEYI^ÿ~YÿISPÿFGHnSOÿnGJRENPNhÿnQPHOPÿHQOJÿQJJ
[HGPXTQQKÿHIÿISPÿOTGRPKÿPuJGIÿbEYNE[HIPNÿMKÿISPÿMQH[ÿRPGIE[HQÿMHGcÿHYNÿXJGÿISPÿPEOIPY[PÿJXÿISPÿ_YJÿNHIH_ÿEYNE[HIJGÿbH
GPNÿSJGEvJYIHQÿMHGc^ÿfÿSEFSÿOTGRPKÿPuJGIÿEOÿISPÿPKÿ[JtnJYPYI^ÿUXÿISPÿOTGRPKÿPuJGIÿEOÿSEFShÿISPYÿISPÿnGJMHMEQEIKÿJX
nGPOPY[PÿO[JGPÿ[HYÿMPÿREPZPNÿHOÿtJGPÿNPnPYNHMQP^ÿUYÿ[JYIGHOIhÿHÿQJZÿOTGRPKÿPuJGIÿMHGÿJGÿYJÿNHIHÿMHGÿtPHYOÿHÿQH[
JXÿNHIHÿHYNhÿISPGPXJGPhÿHÿQH[ÿJXÿ[PGIHEYIKÿHMJTIÿnGPOPY[PÿJXÿISPÿOnP[EPO^ÿSEOÿQEOIÿEOÿYJIÿnPGXP[IkÿEIÿEOÿOEtnQKÿHÿOIHGIEYF
nJEYIÿXJGÿENPYIEXKEYFÿZSHIÿMEGNOÿJXÿ[JY[PGYÿSHRPÿISPÿnJIPYIEHQÿIJÿMPÿEYÿKJTGÿnGJqP[IÿHGPHhÿZSPYÿISPKÿtEFSIÿMPÿISPGPh
HYNÿEXÿISPKÿtEFSIÿMPÿMGPPNEYFÿbZSE[SÿtPHYOÿYPOIOÿtEFSIÿMPÿnGPOPYIc^ÿSPÿQEOIÿSPQnOÿKJTÿYJZÿZSHIÿIJÿQJJÿXJGÿIJ
[JYiGtÿnGPOPY[PhÿHYNÿSPQnOÿFTENPÿKJTÿEYÿYJZEYFÿZSPYÿIJÿEtnQPtPYIÿ[JYOPGRHIEJYÿtPHOTGPOÿIJÿHRJENÿJGÿtEYEtEvP
nJIPYIEHQÿEtnH[IOÿXGJtÿKJTGÿnGJqP[IÿH[IEREIEPOhÿOSJTQNÿnGPOPY[PÿMPÿ[JYiGtPN^ÿJÿQPHGYÿtJGPÿHMJTIÿ[JYOPGRHIEJY
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APPENDIX 5 – WILDLIFE HABITAT MANAGEMENT PLAN
Mountainside Village Phases 3-6, Victor, Idaho

Mountainside Village Natural Resources Analysis
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