
1. CALL TO ORDER

2. ROLL CALL
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 This section is set aside for the Town Council to LISTEN to comments by the public
regarding items that do not otherwise appear on this agenda. Generally, the Town
Council will not discuss the issue and will not take an official action under this section of
the agenda. (Five Minute Time Limit)

 These are items where all conditions or requirements have been agreed to or met prior to
the time they come before the Council for final action. A Single Public Hearing will be
opened for all items on the Consent Agenda. These items will be approved by a single
motion of the Council. The Mayor will ask if there is anyone present who has objection to
such procedure as to certain items. Members of the Council may also ask that an item be
removed from the consent section and fully discussed. All items not removed from the
consent section will then be approved. A member of the Council may vote no on specific
items without asking that they be removed from the consent section for full discussion.
Any item that is removed from the consent agenda will be placed on the regular agenda.

 Pages 205-206 2023 Agenda Overview.pdf
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 Public Hearings are the formal opportunity for the Town Council to LISTEN to the public
regarding the issue at hand. For land use hearings the Council is required to act in a
quasi-judicial capacity. When acting as a quasi-judicial body, the Council is acting in much
the same capacity as a judge would act in a court of law. Under these circumstances, the
judicial or quasi-judicial must limit its consideration to matters which are placed into
evidence and are part of the public record. The Council must base their decision on the
law and the evidence presented at the hearing.
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Town of Snowmass Village 
Agenda Item Summary 

DATE OF MEETING: 

November 20, 2023 

AGENDA ITEM: 

Joint Meeting with Town Council and Planning Commission 
Draw Site Workforce Housing –  
Sketch Plan PUD and Rezoning   

PRESENTED BY:  

Brian McNellis, AICP/MLA, Planner, Community Development Department 

BACKGROUND: 

The purpose of the meeting is to hear a presentation by the TOSV Housing Department 
(applicant) on a proposal to develop the Draw Site (Faraway Ranch North – Parcel C 
and D) with restricted workforce housing to support the local commercial and service 
industry as identified in the 2021 Workforce Housing Master Plan. 

Note: The purpose of this meeting is informational only. The Planning Commission and 
Town Council may ask limited questions of the applicant but may not make public 
comment on the proposed project at this time. Such public comment should be reserved 
for the respective public meetings/hearings that are forthcoming. 

FINANCIAL IMPACT: 

There is no significant fiscal impact with this land use review process.  
APPLICABILITY TO COUNCIL GOALS & OBJECTIVES: 

Staff finds that the project contributes to the following goals and objectives in the 2018 
Comprehensive Land Use Plan: 

• Focus New Housing within the Nodes
• Provide More Employee Housing

Further, this project is intended to meet the 2023 Town Council Goal to: 
Identify and Provide More Affordable, Community, Workforce Housing   
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COUNCIL OPTIONS: 
 
The Planning Commission and Town Council should listen to the presentation by the 
applicant and ask questions as needed while refraining from making specific comments 
of opinion on the project. 

   
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 
  
No action is necessary.  The Planning Commission’s formal public hearing proces is set 
to begin December 20, 2023. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
  
A. Staff Planning Summary 
B. Sketch Plan PUD application 
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Planning Division Staff Report: Draw Site Workforce Housing PUD  
Sketch Plan 

 
 
General Information: 

 Owner/Applicant: Town of Snowmass Village Housing Office  
 Property: Parcels C and D, Faraway Ranch North Subdivision  
 Representative: Rawley Design & Planning 

 
Applicant’s Request: Approval of the PUD Sketch Plan pursuant to Code Sections 16A-5-
320 of the Land Use Code including: 

 Rezoning to Multi-Family 
 Height variance (38 feet allowed vs.78 feet max requested) 
 Encroachment into 30% slopes 

 
Project Summary: The applicant wishes to develop 80 multi-family, restricted, workforce 
housing units in two buildings - 67,000 square feet each (40 units in each building consisting of 
48 - one bedroom units, 24 - two bedroom units, and 8 - three bedroom units). The buildings 
will comprise 4 stories of above-grade residential development on top of parking and storage 
areas (5 stories total as seen from the downhill side). The project will also include a two-story 
centralized parking structure that will be utilized as roof-top common area. 
 
Consistency with 2010 Comprehensive Plan: The Draw Site is appropriated as an area 
for Community Facilities in the 2018 Comprehensive Land Use Plan. Specifically with regard to 
the Faraway Ranch North subdivision, the document specifically states that, “Higher density 
residential development could be accommodated on publicly owned parcels west of Town Hall 
and northeast of the existing Snowmass Center, providing needed housing for local employee 
and elderly populations. Housing should maintain a balance of freemarket and “restricted” 
employee units with a variety of housing types and sizes.” 
 
The Comprehensive Plan goes on to identify Employee Housing as an overarching goal, stating, 
“The Town should continue to provide and ensure that others also build many different types, 
sizes, and price points of housing intermingled in close proximity, with a range of living 
experiences from rural (where feasible) to more dense, so that there is something for everyone. 
The variety of dwelling types should include: different sizes of detached single family houses, 
townhouses, and multifamily condo buildings. Residential units should be available for lease 
and for ownership. This allows young and old, singles and families, having a range of income 
levels to find a home that suits their preferences and lifestyles. An additional benefit of this mix 
of housing types is that workers can live within walking distance of their jobs, rather than 
requiring that they commute to work, worsening traffic on local roads. Workforce housing should 
be in balance with the character and resources of the Town. As its primary housing goal, 
provide housing for 70 percent of full-time, year-round employees (60 percent of total 
employees). 
 
The Workforce Housing Master Plan that was adopted by the Town Council in 2021 identified 
the Draw Site as the most significant potential for unit development as it is well-located and has 
historically been identified for future housing development. The Plan describes the property as 
offering, “the potential to develop as many as 90 one-, two- and three-bedroom units around a 
winding, switched-back drive. By utilizing some spaces under walkways, the site could 
potentially support 120 parking spaces (less than required by zoning but well over a ratio of 1 
space per unit). This site could be developed in phases (the inner buildings or the outer 
buildings first) and lends itself to a combination of rental and ownership units. The consultants 
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Attachment A 

 

were able to provide density within the current steep topography and include water and debris 
retention areas onsite.” 
 
Core Issues following Staff Review of Current Proposal: The Snowmass Center 
application was reviewed by the Development Review Team (DRT) on November 2nd. No formal 
recommendation will be offered by Staff at this time, but the following key issues were identified 
for specific consideration as part of the Sketch Plan review: 
 
 Mass & Scale (and Architecture): The mass and scale of the proposed muti-family 

building should be carefully studied by the Planning Commission and Town Council. 
Although the site exceeds 18 acres, the developable portion of the parcel is limited to 
approximately 2 acres (4.3 residential units per acre vs. 40 respectively). The project is 
designed to maximize the use of the landscape for an optimal cost/benefit scenario.  

The 2 multi-family buildings will be visible from Brush Creek Road as well as the ski 
mountain and therefore should be designed to fit in with the environment and surrounding 
structures. 

The proposed underlying zone for the project is (MF) Multi-Family which has a maximum 
height limit of 38 feet. The Land Use Code states the following; 

In exceptional and special circumstances, a request to grant a variation to increase the 
maximum allowable height for individual structures may be permitted to exceed the fifty 
percent or seventy-five-percent limitation described in the preceding paragraph, if the 
applicant is able to sufficiently demonstrate to the satisfaction of the Town Council that: 

A. Views from surrounding properties…will not be substantially adversely affected.  

B. The proposed structure will be compatible, in terms of height, mass, scale, 
orientation and configuration, with other structures in the PUD and with adjacent 
structures. 

If the variation exceeds the fifty percent or seventy-five-percent limitations described in 
the preceding paragraph, the variation and the Preliminary PUD Plan resolution must 
be approved by at least three-quarters (¾) of the Town Council members present and 
voting, for good cause shown and by identifying the reasons why the height variation is 
warranted. 

 Access & Parking: Steep slopes associated with the eastern approach to the Draw 
Site will make vehicular access to the site a challenge, likely resulting in vast disturbance 
to the landscape. Alternatives to the switch-back design of the access road should be 
contemplated along with the traffic impacts -especially at the intersection with Snowmass 
Center. The development will provide 97 spaces compared to the 112 required pursuant 
to the Land Use Code. 

The property is within close walking distance to public transportation, service, 
commercial, and recreational amenities and which may eliminate the need for individual 
vehicular ownership by many residents of the development. 

 Natural Hazards: As previously mentioned, the site contains steep slopes which make 
much of the parcel unsuitable for development. Most of these sloped areas contain dense 
scrub oak which makes the wildfire danger on-site considerable. In addition, the geologic 
condition of the site is conducive to rock fall and potential debris flows. 
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Attachment A 

 

 Community Purpose: The Draw Site is not identified in the Comprehensive Plan 
Buildout Analysis. Nonetheless and in accordance with the Land Use Code; 

“The Comprehensive Plan identifies certain purposes the community intends to achieve 
as it develops. The following purposes shall be used in determining whether the 
buildout for a PUD may exceed sixty-five percent (65%) of that identified in the buildout 
analysis and whether any of the parcel's dimensional limitations should be varied: 

A parcel's maximum buildout may be achieved and its dimensional limitations may be 
varied to offer an incentive to applicants to provide more restricted housing within the 
PUD than would otherwise be required by this Development Code, particularly in those 
priority locations for such housing identified within the Comprehensive Plan. 

The Draw Site is proposed to contain 100% workforce housing and would therefore make a 
significant contribution to the overall goal of 185 affordable housing units identified in the 
Workforce Housing Master Plan. In this regard, the Community Purpose or overall “benefit” 
of the proposal is should not be understated. 

 
PUD Sketch Plan Process and Review by Decision-Makers: Pursuant to Section 16A-
5-320(b) of the Land Use Code, the items the Planning Commission and Town Council should 
consider during the review of the Sketch Plan include the following: 

(1)  Use. Is the use proposed for the property generally appropriate in this location? 
Is it consistent with the intent of the underlying zone district and the character of 
surrounding uses? 

(2)  Comprehensive Plan. Is the proposed development generally consistent with 
the Town's Comprehensive Plan? Is the proposed buildout within the range 
anticipated for the property? If the applicant proposes a buildout in excess of 
sixty-five percent (65%) of that identified in the Comprehensive Plan, then are 
the community purposes the applicant proposes to achieve the appropriate 
ones for this development to accomplish? 

(3)   Architecture and landscaping. Are the buildings proposed to be developed in 
appropriate locations? Is the mass, scale, and density of the buildings generally 
compatible with the character of the community and that of surrounding 
buildings? How much of the site is proposed to be common or dedicated open 
space? Is this an adequate amount of open space and does it appear to be in 
the appropriate locations? 

(4)  Natural resource and hazard areas. What are the natural resource and hazard 
areas on the property? Is mitigation appropriate? 

(5)  Access and circulation. Is the conceptual location, alignment, and type of entry 
roads and the primary on-site roads acceptable? Should the applicant provide 
transportation options for residents, visitors, guests and employees and, if so, 
what type of options may be most appropriate? 

(6)  Parking. Should the applicant provide on-site parking for the development in 
compliance with the standards of this Code, or should the applicant reduce 
parking below these standards, as provided in Section 16A-4-310, Off-Street 
Parking Standards? 

(7)  Timetable. What is the proposed timetable for the development? Is it most 
appropriate for the development to occur all at once or in phases? If phasing is 
appropriate, then which portions of the project should proceed first? 

(8) Community welfare. Do the concepts contained in the proposed development 
promote the public health, safety, and welfare? 
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LAND USE APPLICATION 

 

Town Hall Draw and Point Site Workforce Housing Planned Unit Development - 
Sketch Plan 

Pitkin County, Colorado 

PIDs #: 273301201853 (Town Hall), 273301200001 (Center Extension Parcel), 273301201854 
(Faraway Ranch North Parcel D), and 273301201855 (Faraway Ranch North Parcel E) 

31 August 2023 (updated 18 September 2023)  

 

 

 
 
 
Represented by: 
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Draw Site Workforce Housing Planned Unit Development - Sketch Plan 
Town of Snowmass Village, CO  
31 August 2023 (updated 18 September 2023)  
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Draw Site Workforce Housing Planned Unit Development - Sketch Plan 
Town of Snowmass Village, CO  
31 August 2023 (updated 18 September 2023)  
  

Town Hall Draw and Point Site Workforce Housing PUD Development Team 

 

Applicant – 

Town of Snowmass Village 

Betsy Crum, Housing Director 

bcrum@tosv.com  

 

Architecture/Project Lead – 

2757 design co. 

Erica Stahl Golden, AIA, LEED AP, Principal 

erica@2757design.co 

 

Landscape Architecture – 

Connect One Design 

Heather Henry, Principal 

hh@connectonedesign.com  

 

Civil Engineering –  

JVA Consulting Engineers 

J.R. Sprung, Senior Project Manager 

jspung@jvajva.com 

 

Land Use Planning –  

Clauson Rawley Associates Inc. 

Patrick Rawley, AICP, ASLA, Principal 

patrick@cra-designplanning.com  
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Draw Site Workforce Housing Planned Unit Development - Sketch Plan 
Town of Snowmass Village, CO  
31 August 2023 (updated 18 September 2023)  
  

Statement of Objectives 
The Town of Snowmass Village (the “Applicant”) submits this land use application for Planned Unit 
Development - Sketch Plan for the creation of workforce housing on the Town Hall Draw and Point 
Site located above the Town of Snowmass Village Town Hall (the “Property”).  This application is 
submitted in conformance with the Pre-application Conference Summary dated 26 June 2023.   

Need For Workforce Housing in Snowmass Village  
Community character requires a community; individuals and families who call Snowmass Village 
home.  Members of the local workforce who make the resort function, people like young 
professionals, ski techs, salespeople, maintenance workers, restaurant workers, etc., are often 
forced into less-than-desirable living conditions. They are trapped by long commutes, resigned 
to a perpetual state of limbo on a housing waiting list, and, worst of all, faced with a choice of 
turning down a new job or leaving the valley they once thought was their home.   As stated in 
the opening of the 2021Workforce Housing Master Plan,  

Study after study has documented the region’s unaffordable housing prices, inventory 
shortages, and ever-expanding commute for its workers. Except for locally-sponsored 
deed-restricted and government-subsidized units, there are functionally no units in the 
upper Valley that are affordable to its own workforce. Market imbalances throughout the 
region have resulted in extremely long commutes, which in turn impacts the valley’s roads, 
quality of life, and the environment. Year-round business has grown and thrived while 
second homeownership and short-term rentals have put increasing pressure on prices. 
These combined market forces lead to income disparity, growing difficulty recruiting 
employees and filling jobs, and multiple negative impacts on the environment 
and regional economic sustainability. 

 
To call our housing crisis an existential question for the Town is not hyperbole.  In order to maintain 
the level of services our guests have come to expect, to ensure the streets, paths, and trails are 
filled with both locals and visitors alike, and to guarantee that Snowmass has an authentic 
community character, workforce housing must be created immediately and in great enough 
number to make a difference.   

The prospect of utilizing a previously undeveloped site in a location that is visible from Town Hall 
has not been taken lightly by the design team or the Town.  Great efforts have been made to 
follow through on the concept stated in the Comprehensive Plan of “just big enough.”  In this 
case, just big enough results in what some may say are large buildings that are out of character 
with Snowmass.  But big problems require similarly scaled solutions.  The housing proposed as 
part of the Draw Site Workforce Housing development is an appropriately scaled solution to the 
daunting problem of local workforce housing.  Postponing or watering down efforts to address 
what is arguably the most pressing issue facing our community simply cannot be an option. 

Identification of Town Hall Draw and Point Site for Workforce Housing 
In response to the headwinds of housing impacting our locals, the Snowmass Village Town 
Council revisited its policy objectives and community goals, incorporating the framework and 
strategic initiatives outlined in the 2018 Town Comprehensive Plan. As a result of this process, the 
Town Council reaffirmed its pledge to “a near-term strategy that will actively identify opportunities, 
creative approaches, and partnerships to address housing needs, and incentivize the 
development of an additional 185 units.” In response to this focus, the Housing Department 
developed a comprehensive “Workforce Housing Master Plan” that was unanimously 
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Draw Site Workforce Housing Planned Unit Development - Sketch Plan 
Town of Snowmass Village, CO  
31 August 2023 (updated 18 September 2023)  
  

recommended by the Planning Commission in August 2021 and unanimously adopted by 
resolution of the Town Council in October 2021. 
 
The 18.2-acre Property was identified as a potential site for the development of workforce 
housing in the unanimously approved 2021 Workforce Housing Master Plan.  Under the 
leadership of Betsy Crum, Housing Director, and in close consultation with Clint Kinney, Town 
Manager, the Housing Department selected the Property to be the first of the Master Plan 
identified properties to be developed.  This selection was made because the Property has the 
greatest potential to provide the largest number of workforce housing units, the Property has 
long been identified for future workforce housing (including a specific reference in the deed), 
and the Property is centrally located, near the Snowmass Center, existing transit, and existing 
infrastructure.  This recommendation to first move forward with the Property was endorsed by 
Town Council on 21 November 2022. 

Design Process To Date 
The architecture firm of 2757 design co., with their experienced local team of landscape 
architects, civil engineers, and planners, engaged in an extensive initial site testing and analysis 
process.  This process involved the testing of multiple possible approaches to the development 
of the Property for workforce housing.  Using a “site-first” approach, which requires careful 
consideration of the complicated nature of the Property and adjacent uses and character, the 
design team started from the basic assumption that the proposed workforce housing will be 
rental housing, will include a mix of unit sizes, and that density would be maximized within the 
constraints of the site and with sensitivity to nearby development.  These basic parameters were 
directly taken from the Workforce Housing Master Plan adopted by the Council.   

Following the initial site testing and analysis, a design charette was held with the Housing 
Department and Town staff.  This process provided several recommendations on how the 
development of the Property for workforce housing could proceed.  Several different site plan 
iterations were tested, and the design team eventually agreed that to meet the needs of both 
the site and the Town, the best option would be to pursue a site design of three buildings 
stepping back from the Town Hall into the Property.  A curvilinear drive would allow for access, 
and tenant parking would be provided under each building to maximize the green space 
above.  Depending on the unit configuration, approximately 80 rental units, consisting of one-, 
two- and three-bedroom units could be provided.   

Initial feedback was provided by the Town Council in informal work session meetings.  This review 
period, which effectively made the Town the “client” of the design team, provided good 
feedback and healthy discussion on the merits of the proposed three-building plan and the 
other investigations made to date.  Primary concerns voiced by Council members included the 
proximity of the three buildings to each other, the design of the access driveway, and the desire 
for meaningful community gathering areas.  Following several work sessions, Council felt it was 
important to provide the public with an opportunity to review the progress at an open house.   
The open house gave interested community members an opportunity to review past work on the 
housing Master Plan, evaluate the plans for the proposed workforce housing to be located on 
the Property, and provide an occasion to interact with Town Council and Planning and Zoning 
Commission members and the design team and give feedback.  The Council directed the 
design team to prepare an alternative two-building option for the public to compare against 
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Draw Site Workforce Housing Planned Unit Development - Sketch Plan 
Town of Snowmass Village, CO  
31 August 2023 (updated 18 September 2023)  
  

the three-building option which was identified as the preferred alternative.  To maintain the unit 
count target, these buildings were taller than the buildings previously presented. 

The public open house was well attended with various community groups and interests 
represented.  Not only was feedback requested on the overall site plan for the workforce 
housing but feedback was also requested on the various types of amenities and features that 
should be included in the new development.  Following the tabulation of the voting exercise, 
the attendees supported the three-building option by a healthy margin.  While various 
comments were received, an overarching comment from the public was “build something now 
– we need it!” 

Following the open house and responding to a desire to engage with the Planning and Zoning 
Commission outside of the formal PUD process, the Council utilized a portion of the land use 
code which provides for a “pre-Sketch Plan” joint meeting of the Planning and Zoning and the 
Town Council.  This joint pre-Sketch meeting was held 10 July 2023.  While the feedback provided 
by the public at the open house was considered, the Planning and Zoning Commission joined 
several members of the Council in voicing their concern for the three-building option, citing the 
proximity of the buildings to each other, the perceived mass of the development, and the need 
for additional outdoor gathering spaces.   

Responding to the comments received at the pre-Sketch meeting, the design team continued 
to study refinements to the design which resulted in a stepping back in height and mass of two 
residential buildings and the addition of a central, lower, parking garage which would increase 
light between the buildings.  The garage has been provided with a partial green roof which 
offers flexibility to add back parking if the reduced parking counts are not deemed adequate.   
Even with the central garage provided, the number of parking spaces available to the 
development has decreased.  This was discussed at the pre-Sketch Plan joint meeting and 
members of both the Planning and Zoning and the Town Council expressed support for reducing 
the parking count as an aspirational move to disincentivize personal vehicle use in the Town. This 
is the iteration that has been brought forth for Sketch Plan consideration.   

The submission of this application is only the beginning and the design team looks forward to 
working with the Community Development staff and other Town agencies, the review bodies, 
and the public in fine-tuning the approach for workforce housing.  We are optimistic that a spirit 
of compromise and community will prevail when considering these plans.  The future of 
Snowmass Village as a true community depends on it.      
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Draw Site Workforce Housing Planned Unit Development - Sketch Plan 
Town of Snowmass Village, CO  
31 August 2023 (updated 18 September 2023)  
  

Details of Proposed Town Hall Draw and Point Site Workforce Housing 

 Project Site: 

o Parcel IDs 273301201853 (Town Hall), 273301200001 (Center Extension Parcel), 
273301201854 (Faraway Ranch North Parcel D), and 273301201855 (Faraway 
Ranch North Parcel E); 
 

o 18.283 acres (796,408 SF); 
 

o The Property is characterized as a “draw” or a terrain feature with two parallel 
ridges with low, slightly sloping land between ridges suitable for development.  
Ridges aid in the screening development from below;   

 
o Located immediately above Town Hall, the Property is generally undeveloped 

with only ground-mounted photovoltaic arrays servicing Town Hall and a 
detention pond area currently constructed; 

 
o The Property has been identified by the community as a location for workforce 

housing for many years.   

 Type of dwelling units and other buildings or structures:  

o Approximately eighty (80) one, two, and three-bedroom units located in two (2) 
multi-family residential buildings; 

o Forty (40) units are provided in each building; 

o Seventy-four (74) to seventy-eight (78) feet maximum height on each residential 
building which is reduced to sixty-eight (68) feet on a portion of the building 
that has been stepped down;   

o One level of subgrade parking below each building;   

o Significant storage is provided for residents within the buildings with interior, 
exterior, and roof-top community gathering areas provided; 

o Central two (2) story parking garage with a green roof; and 

o Various concepts for outdoor amenities, gathering spaces, and passive 
landscape. 

 Average square footage of all dwelling units, buildings, and other structures proposed:  

o Dwelling unit break-down: 

Forty-eight (48) one (1) bedroom units with average size of 600 SF; 

Twenty-four (24) two (2) bedroom units with an average size of 1,000 SF; and 
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Draw Site Workforce Housing Planned Unit Development - Sketch Plan 
Town of Snowmass Village, CO  
31 August 2023 (updated 18 September 2023)  
  

Eight (8) three (3) bedroom units with an average size of 1,200 SF 

 Total Square Footage of All Structures by Type: 

o Multi-family Residential Building One: 67,800 SF 

 One (1) level of parking garage providing twenty-one (21) spaces; 

 One-half (1/2) level of storage units; 

 Four (4) levels of residential; and 

 Shared rooftop patio. 

o Multi-family Residential Building Two: 67,800 SF 

 One (1) level of parking garage providing twenty-one (21) spaces; 

 One-half (1/2) level of storage units; 

 Four (4) levels of residential; and 

 Shared rooftop patio/ 

o Central Parking Garage with fifty-five (55) spaces.  Total of ninety-seven (97) 
parking spaces (1.2 spaces per unit) 

 Gross residential density in units per acre: 

4.3 residential units per acre  

 Ratio of the total floor area of all proposed structures, by type, to the area of land within 
the development: 

o Residential floor area – 0.17 : 1 

o Parking floor area – 0.02 :1 

 Anticipated population to be generated by the development (permanent residents, 
employees, and tourists): 

o Permanent residents: 100+/- 

o Employees (Housing Department Staff): N/A 

o Tourists: N/A 

 Target market and form of ownership for the dwelling units: 

The market for the proposed housing is workforce housing for full-time local employees 
working in Snowmass Village with a possible element of employees working in 
neighboring jurisdictions that provide services to the Snowmass market.   
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The units will be exclusively rental. 

 Amount of common and/or public dedicated open space: 

Total open space is approximately 14.78 ac (643,816 SF) with 22,879 SF or .53 acres of 
dedicated to common amenity space 

 Maximum and average height of all buildings and structures, by type: 

o Multi-family Residential Building One:  seventy-four (74) to seventy-eight (78) 
feet, the south elevation will be sixty-four (64) to sixty-eight (68) feet; 

o Multi-family Residential Building Two:  seventy-four (74) to seventy-eight (78) 
feet, the south elevation will be sixty-four (64) to sixty-eight (68) feet; 

o Central Parking garage: approximately thirty (30) to thirty-eight (38) feet 

 Number of employees required to operate the proposed development, together with a 
calculation of employee housing requirements and a conceptual proposal for how 
required employee housing will be provided: 

The total number of employees required to operate the proposed development will be 
one (1) Housing Department employee.   

The proposed development will be entirely for workforce housing and therefore will not 
require employee housing mitigation.   

 Source of domestic water supply and general means of sewage disposal: 

Domestic water and sanitary sewer will be provided by the Snowmass Water and 
Sanitation District. 

 Evidence of the existence of legal access to the property, together with a description of 
any existing easements and covenants affecting any land within the subject property: 

Legal access to the Property is provided by a twenty (20) foot access easement 
recorded at Plat Book 86, Page 23.  This easement extends from the end of the paved 
drive providing access to Town Hall. 

The Improvement and Topographic Survey prepared by True North Colorado, dated 8 
December 2022, provides all easements impacting the Property.  This survey has been 
made a part of this application as Attachment 2. 

 Anticipated number of parking spaces, the proposed locations of these spaces and a 
statement of whether the project will comply with the underlying zone district standards 
or is requesting a variance from those standards. Additionally, a conceptual plan 
setting forth on- and off-site circulation patterns and any transit facilities associated 
with the project. 
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Ninety-seven (97) parking spaces are currently proposed for the Property.  This number 
of parking spaces is divided between the single story of parking under the multi-family 
residential structures (Building One - twenty-one (21) spaces, Building Two - twenty-one 
(21) spaces) and the central parking garage which will provide fifty-five (55) spaces.   

Proposed parking results in 1.2 parking spaces per unit which does not meet the one 
space per one-bedroom unit and two spaces for two and three-bedroom units 
contemplated in a proposed code amendment.  The Applicant is requesting a 
variance on the provision of parking spaces based on feedback received from Town 
Council and the Planning and Zoning Commission.  Transportation Demand 
Management (TDM) measures are proposed to be instituted to minimize single 
occupancy vehicle trips such as carshare programs, enhanced pedestrian networks, 
provision of public transit, and enhanced bicycle facilities. 

The civil engineering plans as well as the landscape plan, made a part of this 
application as Attachments 4 and 5 respectively, provide additional information for on- 
and off-site circulation patterns and transit facilities. 

A transportation study will be commissioned to provide further information on traffic 
demand following Sketch Plan approval.    

 The proposed timetable and phasings for the development. 

Owing to the extreme need for workforce housing in the Town, applications for related 
building permits and construction will be initiated as soon as possible following land use 
approval.  No phasing of construction is anticipated at this time. 
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 Variations from the Dimensional Limitations of the Underlying Zoning  

In accordance with Section 16A-3-40 (5)b of the Town of Snowmass Village Land Use Code, the 
PUD Zone, “may not be utilized as the basis for a rezoning and exists only as described on the 
Official Zoning Map dated August 2, 1999 and as stated in the land use plan of an existing 
approved PUD“. Furthermore, pursuant to Section 16A- 5-300 of the Code (C)5, a PUD must 
establish an underlying zoning Existing zoning is listed as Specially Planned Area (SPA-1).  In 
consultation with Town of Snowmass Village staff, given the proposed use of the Property, Multi-
family (MF) is an appropriate underlying zone district to utilize. Variations from the Dimensional 
Limitations of the MF zone district will be used as a basis to review the land use proposal.  
Following is a detailed comparison of the dimensional requirements of the MF zone district and 
the proposed development. 

Dimensional Requirements 

Multi-family (MF)  Proposed Development 

Minimum Lot Area (SF): 3,000 SF    18.283 acres (796,408 SF) 
 
Minimum Lot Width:  50’    >50’ 
 
Minimum Building Setback: Set by adopted   To be set by adopted PUD Plan 

subdivision plat or  
PUD Plan 
 

Maximum Height of  
Principal Building: 38’ 74’ – 78’, reduced to 68’ feet where 

stepped down (variance 
requested) 

 
Maximum Height of  
Accessory Structure 18’ N/A 
 
Minimum Percent 
Open Space 25% 81% of Property provided as open 

space  
 
Maximum Floor Area 0.75 : 1 (597,306 SF) 0.19 : 1 (151,528 SF) 
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Land Use Code Response 

Sec. 16A-5-220. Amendments to Official Zone District Map. 

(a) Purpose. The purpose of this Section is to provide the means by which the Town Council may, from 
time to time, amend, supplement or repeal the contents of the Official Zone District Map. No rezoning 
of a specific parcel of real property by a change in zoning classification resulting in a change to the 
Official Zone District Map shall be valid unless approved by the Town Council pursuant to the 
provisions set forth herein.  

The Applicant requests that the Property be rezoned Planned Unit Development (PUD) 
for the purposes of developing workforce housing.   The current zoning of the Property is 
SPA-1. 

(b) Initiation of Map Amendment. An amendment to the Official Zone District Map may be initiated by 
resolution of the Town Council, by the Planning Commission, by the Planning Director or by any 
person who holds a recognized interest in the land affected by the proposed amendment or their 
authorized agent.  

The request for Map Amendment is made by the Housing Department of the Town of 
Snowmass Village.  The Property is owned by the Town and the Town has a recognized 
interest in the land subject to this proposed amendment. 

(d) Submission Contents. An application for an amendment to the Official Zone District Map shall contain 
the following materials:  

(1) Minimum contents. The minimum contents for any application, as specified in Section 16A-5-
40(b), Minimum Contents.  

 The minimum contents, as specified in Section 165A-5-40(b), have been included with 
this land use application. 

(2) Survey map. An accurate survey map of the property proposed for amendment, stating the area of 
the property proposed to be amended in square feet or acres.  

 A survey has been made a part of this application.  The area of the Property proposed 
to be amended is 18.283 ac. 

(3) Zone districts. A map showing the present zone district designation(s) of the property and the 
zoning of all adjacent properties, as depicted on the Official Zone District Map.  

 The Official Zone District Map showing the present zone district designation of the 
Property and the zoning of all adjacent properties has been made a part of this 
application. 

(4) Existing uses. A description of the existing uses on the property and on all adjacent properties.  

 The Property is vacant with only an above-ground photovoltaic array serving the Town 
of Snowmass Village Town Hall as well as a stormwater detention area.  Adjacent uses 
consist of the Town of Snowmass Village Town Hall. 

(5) Petition. Except as provided below, a petition in favor of the rezoning, signed by real property 
owners representing at least eighty percent (80%) of the land area included in the application, 
shall be submitted if property other than that owned by the applicant is included in the area of the 
proposed rezoning. An amendment to the Official Zone District Map may be initiated by a 
condominium association without said petition, provided that each unit owner within the 
association receives a notice of public hearing by United States mail postage prepaid in accordance 
with Section 16A-5-60 of this Code.  
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 Not applicable.  The Property is wholly owned by the Applicant. 

(6) Private applications. For any private application for an amendment to the Official Zone District 
Map, the application shall contain a development proposal for the entire parcel, submitted in 
conformance with Article V, Division 3, Planned Unit Development, or any other applicable 
section of this Article V.  

 A development proposal has been made a part of this application in conformance 
with Article V, Division 3, Planned Unit Development. 

a. Rezoning of a portion of a parcel. The Town Council may permit the rezoning of only a 
portion of a larger parcel when the Town Council has determined that said rezoning is 
consistent with the standards of Section 16A-5-220(e), Review Standards, and said action is 
necessary to promote the public health, safety and welfare.  

b. Conditional approval. The application for rezoning will be considered for conditional 
approval subject to subsequent approval of a development proposal for the area to be 
rezoned.  

(e) Review Standards. An application for an amendment to the Official Zone District Map shall comply 
with the following standards and, whenever applicable, shall also comply with the standards of Section 
16A-5-220(f), Review Standards for Rezoning of Lands Zoned Open Space or Conservation.  

(1) Consistent with Comprehensive Plan. The proposed amendment shall be consistent with the Town 
of Snowmass Village Comprehensive Plan.  

 The proposed PUD rezoning will provide for the creation of workforce housing on the 
Property.  Several statements contained in the Comprehensive Plan that support the 
creation of workforce housing on the Property include: 

o The Town should “continue to support a viable workforce and our commitment to 
workforce housing by exploring opportunities that best balance the character 
and resources of the Town.”   

o “Higher density residential development could be accommodated on publicly 
owned parcels west of Town Hall and northeast of the existing Snowmass Center, 
providing needed housing for local employee and elderly populations. 

o “Based on the limited amount of land available for development within 
Snowmass Village, new housing should be concentrated in and around the 
existing nodes of activity, i.e.: the Mall, Base Village, Snowmass Center and Town 
Park.” 

o “The Town should continue to provide and ensure that others also build many 
different types, sizes, and price points of housing intermingled in close proximity, 
with a range of living experiences from rural (where feasible) to more dense, so 
that there is something for everyone. The variety of dwelling types should include: 
different sizes of detached single family houses, townhouses, and multifamily 
condo buildings. Residential units should be available for lease and for ownership. 
This allows young and old, singles and families, having a range of income levels to 
find a home that suits their preferences and lifestyles. An additional benefit of this 
mix of housing types is that workers can live within walking distance of their jobs, 
rather than requiring that they commute to work, worsening traffic on local roads. 
Workforce housing should be in balance with the character and resources of the 
Town. As its primary housing goal, provide housing for 70 percent of full-time, year-
round employees (60 percent of total employees).” 
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The proposed workforce housing development will provide approximately eighty (80) 
units of workforce housing, thus meeting stated goals of the Town Council and the 
Comprehensive Plan to support viable workforce housing.  

(2) Consistent with purpose of zone district. The proposed amendment shall be consistent with the 
purpose of the zone district to which the property will be designated.  

 Rezoning to PUD will allow the flexibility and careful review of the proposed workforce 
housing development. 

(3) Compatibility with surrounding zone districts and uses. The development permitted by the 
proposed amendment shall be compatible with surrounding zone districts, land uses and 
neighborhood character and shall result in a logical and orderly development pattern within the 
overall community.  

The Property has been identified for future housing development for the past 25+ years. 
The parcels (then called “C” and “D”) that created this Property were deeded to the 
Town in 1988 and 1985, respectively, to be used expressly for employee housing. Its 
proximity to the Snowmass Center, transit, and relatively easy infrastructure tie-ins also 
added to the Draw Site’s compatibility. 

(4) Necessary circumstances. The applicant shall demonstrate that the following circumstances exist:  

a. Error. There has been a technical error in the boundaries shown on the Official Zone 
District Map; or  

b. Changed conditions. There have been changed conditions affecting the subject parcel and 
the surrounding neighborhood that justify the proposed amendment; and  

c. Community need. The proposed amendment addresses and helps to resolve a community 
need that is documented in or is consistent with the intent of the Comprehensive Plan.  

Both changed conditions and community need support the rezoning of the 
Property to PUD which will allow for the development of workforce housing.  
Housing for local workers has become a major issue facing the Town as home 
prices have soared effectively removing attainable housing for local workers.  The 
creation of workforce housing is a stated goal of the Comprehensive Plan and 
the Town Council.  The eighty (80) units that are proposed will significantly 
increase the ability of local workers to live in the community where they work.   

(f) Review Standards for Rezoning of Lands Zoned Open Space or Conservation. Certain lands have 
previously been zoned Open Space or Conservation within Snowmass Village by the Town, with the 
approval of the property owner at the time of the zoning. The preservation of these parcels in their open 
and natural character has been determined to be in the best interest of the public welfare. There are, 
however, certain circumstances where a change of zoning may be desirable in order to facilitate a 
development that is in the public interest. Any amendment to the Official Zone District Map that would 
change the zoning of any land designated Open Space or Conservation to any other zone district 
category established in Article III, Zone Districts, of this Development Code shall only be permitted 
when the application complies with the following standards:  

Not applicable.  The Property is currently zoned SPA-1 
 

Sec. 16A-5-300. Purpose; overview; general restrictions. 

(a) Purpose. The purpose of the planned unit development (PUD) process is to permit variations from the 
strict application of certain standards of the Town's zone districts in order to allow flexibility for 
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landowners to creatively plan for the overall development of their land and thereby, to achieve a more 
desirable environment than would be possible through the strict application of the minimum standards 
of this Development Code. Specifically, it is the purpose of the planned unit development process to:  

(1) Allow creativity. Allow a creative approach to the development and use of land and related 
physical facilities to produce better developments and to obtain amenities for residents of the PUD 
and the public in general.  

 The PUD process will provide for creativity necessary to provide high-quality workforce 
housing as well as to meet the maximum amount of workforce housing units that the 
Property can support. 

(2) Allow variations. Allow a developer variations from certain requirements of the underlying zone 
district, provided such variations are consistent with the Comprehensive Plan, and will result in 
benefits for the community.  

 The Applicant will request certain variances from existing zoning to provide for the 
creation of the maximum number of workforce housing units the Property can support.  
This includes reductions of required parking and the creation of site-specific 
dimensional requirements.   

(3) Maximize choice. Maximize choice in the type of developments available to the public.  

 It has been determined that to attain the maximum number of workforce housing units 
that the Property can support, multi-family residential structures, with an accessory 
parking structure, will be utilized. 

(4) Preserve natural features. Create patterns of development that preserve valued environmental 
resource lands and avoid the development of natural hazard areas.  

 The existing patterns of development will be preserved, to the maximum extent 
possible, while providing a significant number of workforce housing units.  Areas of 
natural hazard areas and areas of steep slopes have been avoided.  Significant 
portions of the Property will be retained in its native state.   

(5) Create efficient land use patterns. Relate residential, commercial and community facilities in a 
manner that promotes cost effective transportation systems and population distribution, and 
enhances pedestrian access and movement that might not otherwise be achieved under the strict 
application of the requirements of underlying zoning.  

 The proposed multi-family residential development with the level of density proposed 
creates efficiencies in the construction cost of the proposed development.  Moreover, 
the adjacency of the Property to existing services and transit networks supports the 
creation of workforce housing on the Property. 

(6) Ensure public input. Ensure appropriate levels of public input to the planning process, so that 
sensitive areas of the community can be developed in accordance with community goals and 
objectives.  

 To date, a public open house has been held to obtain public input on the proposed 
use of the Property and development plans have been made available for the public 
to review.  Numerous work sessions have been held with Town Council and a Pre-
sketch Plan application meeting, where the Planning and Zoning Commission 
provided comment, has also been held. The public will have ample opportunities to 
comment on the proposed development of workforce housing at the numerous 
publicly noticed meetings that will occur.  Public comment has so far been 
overwhelmingly positive concerning the development of workforce housing which is a 
stated goal of the community and desperately needed.   
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(7) Increase community value. Allow flexibility for landowners to beneficially plan for the overall 
development of their land to the extent that the final product presents a net positive result for the 
community.  

 The creation of eighty (80) units on the Property will provide a significant net positive 
result for the community.  Local workers are faced with unattainable prices for existing 
housing in the Town and long commutes from down valley communities.  These 
realities cause an unfortunate diminution of the quality of life of the local area workers. 

(b) Overview of PUD Procedure. A PUD application shall be reviewed pursuant to the procedures and 
standards of this Section.  

(1) Major or minor PUD. The procedures applicable to a particular PUD are dependent on whether 
the project is classified as a minor or a major PUD. The criteria for classifying projects as major 
or minor are described in Table 5-3, Criteria for Classifying PUD's as Major or Minor. If a 
proposed development activity does not fit within the criteria listed in the table, then the Planning 
Director shall determine whether the proposal should be classified as a major or minor 
development, taking into consideration whether or not it would be beneficial for the Town to 
review a sketch plan of the proposed development.  

 The PUD application for the development of workforce housing on the Property is 
classified as a Major PUD as more than four (4) dwelling units area proposed. 

(2) Steps in PUD review process. A major PUD shall be processed according to the following review 
steps, as further described herein:  

a. Sketch PUD plan review by the Planning Commission and Town Council.  

b. Preliminary PUD plan review by the Planning Commission.  

c. Preliminary PUD plan review by the Town Council.  

d. Final PUD plan review by the Town Council.  

This application is submitted for Sketch PUD.  The Applicant will pursue the subsequent 
steps in the PUD process following authorization to move for at Sketch. 

(3) One (1) major PUD under review. Unless otherwise authorized by resolution of the Town Council, 
there shall only be one (1) major PUD application under review by the Planning Commission and 
one (1) other major PUD application under review by the Town Council at any time. 

 This application has been discussed with the Community Development Department.  It 
is believed that no other major PUD processes will be active during the review of this 
application. 

(c) General Restrictions. Although one (1) of the purposes of these PUD regulations is to provide flexibility 
in the land development process, this Section is intended to define the limits of that flexibility. The 
following restrictions shall apply to all PUDs:  

(1) Minimum land area. There shall be no minimum land area qualification in order to be eligible to 
apply for a PUD, provided that PUD approval shall not be granted solely to permit variations to 
develop a single lot, building or use.  

 The proposed PUD will not permit variations to develop a single lot, building, or use. 

(2) Location. A PUD may be developed on any land located within the Town.  

 The Property is located within the Town limits. 

(3) Uses. The land uses permitted in a PUD shall be limited to those uses that are allowed, or are 
allowed by special review, in the underlying zone district.  
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 The underlying SPA-1 zoning does not specify permitted uses.  The Property has long 
been identified for the creation of workforce housing. 

(4) Maximum buildout. The Comprehensive Plan contains an analysis of future buildout of single-
family subdivisions and other developments within the Town limits. It identifies the maximum 
number of future lots/units and commercial/other space that may be developed within each 
subdivision, parcel or other development. The Unit Equivalency Chart, found in Table 5-4, defines 
what constitutes a unit by distinguishing between the various dwelling types and sizes and 
specifying an equivalency factor to be utilized to establish the number of existing units within a 
currently developed parcel and/or the future buildout units that will be generated by the proposed 
new development. The buildout analysis, for the purpose of determining maximum buildout, shall 
be conducted as follows:  

a. Undeveloped parcels. For undeveloped parcels containing no dwelling units, the 
Comprehensive Plan future buildout chart shall be used to establish the maximum number 
of future lots/units and commercial/other space that may be developed within the parcel, and 
the Unit Equivalency Chart shall be used to determine the number of future buildout units 
that are being proposed by the new development.  

 The Comprehensive Plan has identified the need to provide support of all viable 
workforce housing projects.  The proposed workforce housing development will 
provide approximately eighty (80) units which represents a meaningful increase in 
the availability of workforce housing. 

(5) Dimensional limitations. Certain dimensional limitations applicable to the property may be varied 
within a PUD. The limitations that may be varied are those of the underlying zone district; or, for 
properties for which a PUD or other development plan has previously been approved, the 
limitations set by that approval. For any property designated PUD or SPA without an underlying 
zone district, the applicant shall submit an application for an amendment to the Official Zone 
District Map to designate the underlying zone district for the property. This application shall be 
submitted in conjunction with the preliminary PUD application and shall be used to rezone the 
property at the time of final PUD approval to a zone district containing dimensional limitations in 
order to establish the applicable dimensional limitations for the property. Only the following 
dimensional limitations may be varied:  

a. Maximum allowable height of any structure within the PUD;  

The proposed maximum height is seventy-four (74) to seventy-eight (78) foot 
maximum height. 

b. Minimum open space requirement for the PUD;  

As provided for on approved plans. 

c. Maximum allowable floor area of the PUD;  

As provided for on approved plans. 

d. Minimum area of lots within the PUD; and  

Not applicable.  No individual lots are proposed as a part of this PUD application. 

e. Minimum setbacks for buildings within the PUD.  

As provided for on approved plans. 

A dimensional limitation may be varied when the Town Council finds that the PUD achieves one (1) or 
more of the applicable purposes listed in Subsection (c)(6), Community Purposes for PUDs, that 
granting of the variation is necessary for that purpose to be achieved, and that the resulting 
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development will be consistent with the provisions of Subsection (c)(7), Standards for Granting of 
Variations, and Section 16A-5-310, Review Standards.  

(6) Community purposes for PUDs. The Comprehensive Plan identifies certain purposes the 
community intends to achieve as it develops. The following purposes shall be used in determining 
whether the buildout for a PUD may exceed sixty-five percent (65%) of that identified in the 
buildout analysis and whether any of the parcel's dimensional limitations should be varied:  

a. Provision of restricted housing. A parcel's maximum buildout may be achieved and its 
dimensional limitations may be varied to offer an incentive to applicants to provide more 
restricted housing within the PUD than would otherwise be required by this Development 
Code, particularly in those priority locations for such housing identified within the 
Comprehensive Plan.  

 The proposed PUD will provide restricted workforce housing.  The Property has 
long been identified for the provision of workforce housing and subsequent 
master planning efforts have confirmed the suitability of the Property for dense 
workforce housing.    

b. Encourage sustainable development. A parcel's maximum buildout may be achieved and its 
dimensional limitations may be varied to encourage sustainable development within the 
Town that diversifies the mix of lodging, retail and dining uses and that is consistent with the 
intent of the Comprehensive Plan. Sustainable development may be of the type that creates a 
sense of place where one can live and work within a small defined service area as well as 
where recreation, public transportation, open space, personal services and shopping are 
within reasonable walking distance. It may also be where the development includes positive 
social, environmental or economic benefits that significantly contribute to, greatly enhance 
or are determined necessary for the sustainability of the community as a whole.  

The provision of workforce housing on the site will work to meet Town Council’s 
stated goal of creating 185 units of workforce housing in the near-term, thus 
ensuring the long-term viability of the resort community.  The site planning 
supports the creation of a sense of place where local workers can live in the 
community where they work.  Moreover, the site planning has considered the 
views into the proposed development and views out from the development.  
Being located within a draw helps to reduce visual impacts but residents will be 
able to enjoy the world-class view from the Property.   Public services, transit, 
shopping, and open space are all in proximity of the Property and will serve the 
residents of the development.  The site will feature appropriate and native plant 
species with an emphasis on water conservation.  Indoor and outdoor communal 
gathering spaces, with site amenities focused on the creation of community, will 
be provided.  Other enhancements, such as dedicated bike parking, will help 
alleviate the reliance on personal vehicles.  Generous amount of storage is 
proposed to be provided to ensure that all the toys that come with mountain 
living have a place out of the weather.  Workforce housing is critical to the long-
term sustainability of the community and the positive social, environmental, and 
economic benefits cannot be underestimated.   

d. Encourage better design. A parcel's dimensional limitations may be varied (but its maximum 
buildout may not be achieved) to allow for greater variety in the type, design and layout of 
buildings. Structures shall be designed to be compatible, in terms of height, mass, scale, 
orientation and configuration, with other buildings in the PUD and with surrounding uses, 
yet shall avoid uniformity of design. Various types of residential uses may be combined 
within the PUD (when allowed by the underlying zone district), to promote more efficient 
land use patterns and increased open space.  
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The flexibility that is part of the PUD process will ensure that the greatest density of 
workforce housing will be provided on the Property, thus meeting a stated goal of 
the Comprehensive Plan and Town Council.  The construction of multi-family 
residential buildings, as proposed, will result in the most cost effective manner 
when creating workforce housing. 

(7) Standards for granting of variations. Any PUD dimensional limitation variation authorized in 
Subsection (c)(5), Dimensional limitations, may be granted by the Town Council, provided that it 
complies with the following standards:  

a. Height. Variations to increase the maximum allowable height of structures may be obtained 
pursuant to the following provisions:  

1. A request to grant a variation to increase the maximum allowable height for any individual 
structure may be granted by the Town Council, provided that at least fifty percent (50%) of 
the structure for which the variation is sought, as measured utilizing the structure's 
footprint, conforms to the height limits of the underlying zone district, provided further that 
no portion of the structure exceeds the height limit of the underlying zone district by more 
than seventy-five percent (75%).  

 
 The underlying zoning of SPA-1 does not provide maximum height.  Maximum 

height will be established through the approved PUD. 
 
2. In exceptional and special circumstances, a request to grant a variation to increase the 

maximum allowable height for individual structures may be permitted to exceed the fifty-
percent or seventy-five-percent limitation described in the preceding paragraph, if the 
applicant is able to sufficiently demonstrate to the satisfaction of the Town Council that:  

a) Views from surrounding properties, as determined through the use of detailed view 
plane analysis, which may include computer-generated visualizations, story poles and 
other methods acceptable to the Planning Director, will not be substantially adversely 
affected. The surrounding properties to be considered will include those immediately 
adjacent to the PUD and those that are identified by the Planning Commission and the 
Town Council during their respective review and public comment periods.  

 
 View simulations have been made a part of this application.  These 

simulations provide that the proposed workforce housing will not substantially 
adversely affect the views from surrounding properties.   

 
b) The proposed structure will be compatible, in terms of height, mass, scale, orientation 

and configuration, with other structures in the PUD and with adjacent structures.  
  
 The most immediate existing structure is the Town of Snowmass Village Town 

Hall.  The proposed workforce housing is compatible in terms of height, mass, 
scale, orientation, and configuration with this structure.  The Snowmass Center 
is also in the immediate vicinity.  These municipal and commercial 
developments support the creation of workforce housing on this site.  
Moreover, the resort scaled height and mass of Base Village, located to the 
south, will ensure that the proposed development is compatible and 
appropriate for the site. 
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Draw Site Workforce Housing Planned Unit Development - Sketch Plan 
Town of Snowmass Village, CO  
31 August 2023 (updated 18 September 2023)  
  

3. For the purposes of administering paragraph (7)a, the Town Council may grant by simple 
majority vote, a height variation for certain structures, such as flagpoles, antennas and other 
similar structures which have only a nominal footprint. Ski-lift towers and related facilities 
are exempt from requiring height variation approval.  

 
 The Applicant will request a height variation for the structures listed above if 

necessary and deemed appropriate. 
 
4. In circumstances where two (2) structures have been connected by an enclosed walkway, 

corridor, atrium or other enclosed space whose width or height is less than fifty percent 
(50%) of either the width or height of either of the otherwise separate structures measured 
from the side being connected, the provisions of paragraph (7) shall be applied to each 
structure separately rather than as one (1) structure.  

 
 Not applicable. 

b. Open space and minimum lot area. A variation to reduce the minimum open space 
requirement or to reduce minimum lot area (in order to cluster lots) may be permitted if:  

 Open space will be determined by approved plans.  No existing open space 
requirement current impacts the Property.  

(8) Parking. The number of parking spaces in the PUD shall be that required for the underlying zone 
district, unless a reduction in that requirement is granted, pursuant to Section 16A-4-310(c), 
Reduction of Required Parking.  

 The Applicant is requesting a reduction in the parking required.  The proposed parking 
ratio is 1.2 spaces per unit.  This reduction is a direct result of comments made by Town 
Council and the Planning and Zoning Commission aimed at reducing dependency on 
personal vehicles. 

(9) Road standards. A PUD may be permitted to deviate from the Town's road standards, to enable 
the development to achieve greater efficiency of infrastructure design and installation through 
clustered or compact forms of development or to achieve greater sensitivity to environmental 
features, when the following minimum design principles are followed:  

 The proposed driveway meets applicable Town code for driveway width, slope, and 
configuration.  The driveway has been reviewed by the Public Works Department. 

a. Safe, efficient access. The circulation system shall be designed to provide safe, convenient 
access to all areas of the proposed development using the minimum practical roadway 
length. Access shall be by a public right-of-way, private vehicular or pedestrian way or a 
commonly owned easement.  

The proposed circulation system has been designed to provide safe, convenient 
access to all areas of the PUD utilizing minimum roadway length and minimizing 
the use of retaining walls to the greatest extent possible.  The proposed access will 
be a publicly accessible driveway. 

b. Internal pathways. Internal pathways shall be provided to form a logical, safe and 
convenient system for pedestrian access to dwelling units and common areas, with 
appropriate linkages off-site.  
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Draw Site Workforce Housing Planned Unit Development - Sketch Plan 
Town of Snowmass Village, CO  
31 August 2023 (updated 18 September 2023)  
  

Internal pathways have been created that provide a logical, safe, and 
convenient system for pedestrian access to all areas of the development.  
Directness and aesthetic interest have been carefully considered. 

c. Emergency vehicles. Roadways shall be designed to permit access by emergency vehicles to 
all lots or units. An access easement shall be granted for emergency and utility vehicles, as 
applicable, to use private roadways in the development for the purpose of providing 
emergency services and for installation, maintenance and repair of utilities.  

The driveway has been designed to permit access by emergency vehicles with 
appropriate turnouts and turnarounds that will facilitate efficient access to all 
aspects of the proposed development.   

d. Principal access points. Principal vehicular access points shall be designed to provide for 
smooth traffic flow, minimizing hazards to vehicular, pedestrian or bicycle traffic. Where a 
PUD abuts a major collector, arterial road or highway, direct access to such road or highway 
from individual lots, units or buildings shall be prohibited when other reasonable access 
options are available.  

The principal vehicular access point will be taken immediately above the 
termination of the drive providing access to the Town Hall.  No other access points 
are possible nor planned. 

e. Snow storage. Adequate areas shall be provided to store snow removed from the internal 
street network and from off-street parking areas.  

Adequate snow storage areas have been provided and the vehicular and 
pedestrian routes planned to anticipate snow removal.   

(10) Adequate public facilities. A final plan shall not be approved unless the Town Council determines 
that public facilities will be adequate to support and service the area of the proposed development 
or that needed public facilities and services will be made available concurrently to offset the 
potential impacts of such development. Public facilities and services to be examined will include, 
but not be limited to: storm drainage, roads and their maintenance, public transportation service 
and facilities, pedestrian circulation, sewerage and sanitary facilities, water availability and 
serviceability, solid waste disposal, fire and emergency medical services and electrical service. The 
applicant shall show that:  

a. Adequate facilities and carrying capacity exist at the time of development or will be provided 
to the PUD and affected areas prior to completion of each building or phase of the 
development necessitating the demand for said facilities or capacity;  

b. The PUD has been located so as to be reasonably convenient in relation to police and fire 
protection, emergency medical services and schools;  

c. The PUD will accommodate the efficient provision of local and regional transit facilities and 
services.  

Adequate public facilities, including storm drainage, roads, public transit stops, 
pedestrian circulation, sanitary sewer and water, trash, and emergency services 
are available and will be provided for the proposed development.  Adequate 
carrying capacity will exist at the time of development.  The central location of 
the proposed development is in proximity of police and fire protection, 
emergency medical services, and adjacent to school bus stops. 
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Draw Site Workforce Housing Planned Unit Development - Sketch Plan 
Town of Snowmass Village, CO  
31 August 2023 (updated 18 September 2023)  
  

Sec. 16A-5-310. Review standards. 

In addition to demonstrating compliance with the provisions of Section 16A-5-300(c), General Restrictions, 
and with all other applicable provisions of this Code, a proposed PUD shall also comply with the following 
review standards.  

(1) Consistency with Comprehensive Plan. The PUD shall be consistent with the intent of the Town's 
Comprehensive Plan.  

The proposed PUD rezoning will provide for the creation of workforce housing on the 
Property.  Several statements contained in the Comprehensive Plan that support the 
creation of workforce housing on the Property include: 

a. The Town should “continue to support a viable workforce and our commitment 
to workforce housing by exploring opportunities that best balance the character 
and resources of the Town.”   

b. “Higher density residential development could be accommodated on publicly 
owned parcels west of Town Hall and northeast of the existing Snowmass 
Center, providing needed housing for local employee and elderly populations. 

c. “Based on the limited amount of land available for development within 
Snowmass Village, new housing should be concentrated in and around the 
existing nodes of activity, i.e.: the Mall, Base Village, Snowmass Center and Town 
Park.” 

d. “The Town should continue to provide and ensure that others also build many 
different types, sizes, and price points of housing intermingled in close proximity, 
with a range of living experiences from rural (where feasible) to more dense, so 
that there is something for everyone. The variety of dwelling types should 
include: different sizes of detached single-family houses, townhouses, and 
multifamily condo buildings. Residential units should be available for lease and 
for ownership. This allows young and old, singles and families, having a range of 
income levels to find a home that suits their preferences and lifestyles. An 
additional benefit of this mix of housing types is that workers can live within 
walking distance of their jobs, rather than requiring that they commute to work, 
worsening traffic on local roads. Workforce housing should be in balance with 
the character and resources of the Town. As its primary housing goal, provide 
housing for 70 percent of full-time, year-round employees (60 percent of total 
employees).” 

(2) Preservation of community character. The development proposed for the PUD shall be consistent 
with the standards of Section 16A-4-340, Building Design Guidelines to Preserve Community 
Character, shall be compatible with, or an enhancement of, the character of existing land uses in 
the area and shall not adversely affect the future development of the surrounding area.  

The proposed design of the buildings will preserve the character of the Town as 
being located in a unique mountain setting.  The site planning goal is to make the 
development an element of the natural environment where the architecture, to the 
greatest extent possible given the need of workforce housing in the Town, does not 
dominate natural features. The design team has worked imaginatively and 
innovatively through the exploration of a variety of design approaches and has 
utilized the dominant site feature, the draw, to the greatest benefit possible.  This 
process has resulted in a project that provides creative solutions that are consistent 
with the character of the Town.  The proposed structures and site improvements 
were designed with an eye on minimizing earthmoving and grading as much as 
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Report Created: 8/21/2023 5:38:13 PM

Parcel ID: 273301201853Pitkin County
Community Development Report

 Library District
 School District
 Fire District
 Water District
 Within 1/4 Mile of Sewer Service
 Sewer System

 Zone District Overlays

 Master Plan Area
 Caucus

Land Use Category

Improvements

Assessor's Information

Township, Range, Section

4.998 Acres

130 KEARNS RD

Snowmass Village
GIS Parcel Size 

Address (Assessor's Records)

Jurisdiction

Services

Boundaries

Property Information

9149: Exempt-Political Subdivision - Non-Residential

  Snowmass Water & Sanitation District

  Snowmass Water & Sanitation District
  Snowmass-Wildcat Fire Protection District (Roaring Fork Fire Authority)
  Aspen School District No. 1 (RE)
  Pitkin County Library

  Not within a Caucus Area
  Not within a Master Plan Area

  No Zoning Overlay on this parcel

Address (GIS Points) 130 KEARNS RD

PO BOX 5010  SNOWMASS VILLAGE, CO 81615

R014769
TOWN OF SNOWMASS VILLAGEOwner

Account

Owner Address

T:10, R:86, S:1

Subdivision: TOWN HALLLegal Description

No Zoning District on this parcelZone District
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  Brush Creek-Roaring Fork River
  Woody Creek-Roaring Fork River
  No Wildfire Hazard Classification
  Within a Scenic View

  No Creeks or Rivers within 100 feet

 Watershed Subbasin
 Watershed Drainage
 Wildfire
 Scenic
 Floodplain
 Within 100 Feet of Creek or River

 Historic District

Environmental Areas

Address
Retired Parcel

Documents
Parcel 273301201853

130 KEARNS RD

  Not within a Historic District

No Retired 

Pitkin County GIS presents the information and data on this report as a service to the public. Every effort has been 
made to ensure that the information and data contained in the report is accurate, but the accuracy may change.  The 
information maintained by the County may not be complete as to mineral estate ownership and that information 
should be determined by separate legal and property analysis.

http://www.pitkinmapsandmore.com

Pitkin County GIS makes no warranty or guarantee concerning the completeness, accuracy, or reliability of the 
content at this site or at other sites to which we link.  Assessing accuracy and reliability of information and data is the 
sole responsibility of the user.  The user understands he or she is solely responsible and liable for use, modification, 
or distribution of any information or data obtained on this web site.

Disclaimer

Data is presented in WGS 1984 Web Mercator.  Size, shape, measurement and overlay of features may be distorted.
In some cases, multiple results could be valid; for example, Zoning.  In other cases, a parcel may cross over the 
boundary of more than one data area, for example, multiple Precincts. Visit the Pitkin County GIS Department at
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Report Created: 8/21/2023 5:39:20 PM

Parcel ID: 273301201854Pitkin County
Community Development Report

 Library District
 School District
 Fire District
 Water District
 Within 1/4 Mile of Sewer Service
 Sewer System

 Historic District
 Zone District Overlays

 Master Plan Area
 Caucus

Land Use Category

Improvements

Assessor's Information

Township, Range, Section

3.387 Acres

RIDGE RD

Snowmass Village
GIS Parcel Size 

Address (Assessor's Records)

Jurisdiction

Services

Boundaries

Property Information

9149: Exempt-Political Subdivision - Non-Residential

  Snowmass Water & Sanitation District

  Snowmass Water & Sanitation District
  Snowmass-Wildcat Fire Protection District (Roaring Fork Fire Authority)
  Aspen School District No. 1 (RE)
  Pitkin County Library

  Not within a Caucus Area
  Not within a Master Plan Area

  No Zoning Overlay on this parcel
  Not within a Historic District

PO BOX 5010  SNOWMASS VILLAGE, CO 81615

R014770
TOWN OF SNOWMASS VILLAGEOwner

Account

Owner Address

T:10, R:86, S:1

Subdivision: FARAWAY RANCH NORTH Lot: D AKA PARCEL DLegal Description

No Zoning District on this parcelZone District
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  Brush Creek-Roaring Fork River
  Woody Creek-Roaring Fork River
  No Wildfire Hazard Classification
  Within a Scenic View

  No Creeks or Rivers within 100 feet

 Watershed Subbasin
 Watershed Drainage
 Wildfire
 Scenic
 Floodplain
 Within 100 Feet of Creek or River
Environmental Areas

Address
Retired Parcel

Documents
Parcel 273301201854

None Found
No Retired 

Pitkin County GIS presents the information and data on this report as a service to the public. Every effort has been 
made to ensure that the information and data contained in the report is accurate, but the accuracy may change.  The 
information maintained by the County may not be complete as to mineral estate ownership and that information 
should be determined by separate legal and property analysis.

http://www.pitkinmapsandmore.com

Pitkin County GIS makes no warranty or guarantee concerning the completeness, accuracy, or reliability of the 
content at this site or at other sites to which we link.  Assessing accuracy and reliability of information and data is the 
sole responsibility of the user.  The user understands he or she is solely responsible and liable for use, modification, 
or distribution of any information or data obtained on this web site.

Disclaimer

Data is presented in WGS 1984 Web Mercator.  Size, shape, measurement and overlay of features may be distorted.
In some cases, multiple results could be valid; for example, Zoning.  In other cases, a parcel may cross over the 
boundary of more than one data area, for example, multiple Precincts. Visit the Pitkin County GIS Department at
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Report Created: 8/21/2023 5:40:08 PM

Parcel ID: 273301200001Pitkin County
Community Development Report

 Library District
 School District
 Fire District
 Water District
 Within 1/4 Mile of Sewer Service
 Sewer System

 Historic District
 Zone District Overlays

 Master Plan Area
 Caucus

Land Use Category

Improvements

Assessor's Information

Township, Range, Section

67605.12 Sq. Feet

CENTER EXPANSION PAR

Snowmass Village
GIS Parcel Size 

Address (Assessor's Records)

Jurisdiction

Services

Boundaries

Property Information

9149: Exempt-Political Subdivision - Non-Residential

  Snowmass Water & Sanitation District

  Snowmass Water & Sanitation District
  Snowmass-Wildcat Fire Protection District (Roaring Fork Fire Authority)
  Aspen School District No. 1 (RE)
  Pitkin County Library

  Not within a Caucus Area
  Not within a Master Plan Area

  No Zoning Overlay on this parcel
  Not within a Historic District

PO BOX 5010  SNOWMASS VILLAGE, CO 81615

R014063
TOWN OF SNOWMASS VILLAGEOwner

Account

Owner Address

T:10, R:86, S:1

CENTER EXTENSION PARCEL SEE IMAGING FOR LEGALLegal Description

No Zoning District on this parcelZone District
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  Brush Creek-Roaring Fork River
  Woody Creek-Roaring Fork River
  No Wildfire Hazard Classification
  Within a Scenic View

  No Creeks or Rivers within 100 feet

 Watershed Subbasin
 Watershed Drainage
 Wildfire
 Scenic
 Floodplain
 Within 100 Feet of Creek or River
Environmental Areas

Address
Retired Parcel

Documents
Parcel 273301200001

None Found
No Retired 

Pitkin County GIS presents the information and data on this report as a service to the public. Every effort has been 
made to ensure that the information and data contained in the report is accurate, but the accuracy may change.  The 
information maintained by the County may not be complete as to mineral estate ownership and that information 
should be determined by separate legal and property analysis.

http://www.pitkinmapsandmore.com

Pitkin County GIS makes no warranty or guarantee concerning the completeness, accuracy, or reliability of the 
content at this site or at other sites to which we link.  Assessing accuracy and reliability of information and data is the 
sole responsibility of the user.  The user understands he or she is solely responsible and liable for use, modification, 
or distribution of any information or data obtained on this web site.

Disclaimer

Data is presented in WGS 1984 Web Mercator.  Size, shape, measurement and overlay of features may be distorted.
In some cases, multiple results could be valid; for example, Zoning.  In other cases, a parcel may cross over the 
boundary of more than one data area, for example, multiple Precincts. Visit the Pitkin County GIS Department at
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Report Created: 8/21/2023 5:40:57 PM

Parcel ID: 273301201855Pitkin County
Community Development Report

 Library District
 School District
 Fire District
 Water District
 Within 1/4 Mile of Sewer Service
 Sewer System

 Historic District
 Zone District Overlays

 Master Plan Area
 Caucus

Land Use Category

Improvements

Assessor's Information

Township, Range, Section

8.867 Acres

No parcel information found

Snowmass Village
GIS Parcel Size 

Address (Assessor's Records)

Jurisdiction

Services

Boundaries

Property Information

9149: Exempt-Political Subdivision - Non-Residential

  Snowmass Water & Sanitation District

  Snowmass Water & Sanitation District
  Snowmass-Wildcat Fire Protection District (Roaring Fork Fire Authority)
  Aspen School District No. 1 (RE)
  Pitkin County Library

  Not within a Caucus Area
  Not within a Master Plan Area

  No Zoning Overlay on this parcel
  Not within a Historic District

PO BOX 5010  SNOWMASS VILLAGE, CO 81615

R017278
TOWN OF SNOWMASS VILLAGEOwner

Account

Owner Address

T:10, R:86, S:1

Subdivision: FARAWAY RANCH NORTH Lot: E PARCEL ELegal Description

No Zoning District on this parcelZone District
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  Brush Creek-Roaring Fork River
  Woody Creek-Roaring Fork River
  No Wildfire Hazard Classification
  Within a Scenic View

  No Creeks or Rivers within 100 feet

 Watershed Subbasin
 Watershed Drainage
 Wildfire
 Scenic
 Floodplain
 Within 100 Feet of Creek or River
Environmental Areas

Address
Retired Parcel

Documents
Parcel 273301201855

None Found
No Retired 

Pitkin County GIS presents the information and data on this report as a service to the public. Every effort has been 
made to ensure that the information and data contained in the report is accurate, but the accuracy may change.  The 
information maintained by the County may not be complete as to mineral estate ownership and that information 
should be determined by separate legal and property analysis.

http://www.pitkinmapsandmore.com

Pitkin County GIS makes no warranty or guarantee concerning the completeness, accuracy, or reliability of the 
content at this site or at other sites to which we link.  Assessing accuracy and reliability of information and data is the 
sole responsibility of the user.  The user understands he or she is solely responsible and liable for use, modification, 
or distribution of any information or data obtained on this web site.

Disclaimer

Data is presented in WGS 1984 Web Mercator.  Size, shape, measurement and overlay of features may be distorted.
In some cases, multiple results could be valid; for example, Zoning.  In other cases, a parcel may cross over the 
boundary of more than one data area, for example, multiple Precincts. Visit the Pitkin County GIS Department at
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Town of Snowmass Village - Workforce Housing  |  sketch submission
02.07.2023 - 08.18.2023

Attachment 4
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TOSV Draw Site  - workforce housing 02.07.23 - 08.18.23

22757 design co.

Proposed Bldg 1

Proposed Parking
Structure w/ green

roof

Proposed Bldg 2

Fire Truck + Bus

Turn Around

Point Site
"Sunset/Sunrise"
Park

Debris Flow Mitigation,
Nature Play Park

Trail Access

relocated solar
panels

Pedestrian Direct

Access

Pedestrian Direct

Access

Town Hall

TBD with civil
during sketch

- incorporate bus turn around if possible

- PV panels relocated

Constraints:
- 10% and under road grades

(07.10.23):
- reduced parking under building - 1 level of parking
- north side of 2nd level is dedicated to storage due to 
   grade 
- stepped building concept to keep lower height on 
  south side of building - 62’, 72’ at highest level

  green roof/open area at top level

Unit + Parking counts:
- 80 units

- 55 parking spaces in dedicated parking structure
= 97 parking spaces total

 - 1 space per unit, 80 spaces
 - 17 spaces for car share, ada, ev, guest 

recommended site diagram 

storage

storage

62'

10'

62'

10'

24'

parking
structure

town hall

40 units

40 units
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TOSV Draw Site  - workforce housing 02.07.23 - 08.18.23

32757 design co.

site views

aerial view
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TOSV Draw Site  - workforce housing 02.07.23 - 08.18.23

42757 design co.

site views

11-20-23 TC Packet 44 of 244



TOSV Draw Site  - workforce housing 02.07.23 - 08.18.23

52757 design co.

site views

aerial view 
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TOSV Draw Site  - workforce housing 02.07.23 - 08.18.23

62757 design co.

site views

11-20-23 TC Packet 46 of 244



TOSV Draw Site  - workforce housing 02.07.23 - 08.18.23

72757 design co.

site views
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TOSV Draw Site  - workforce housing 02.07.23 - 08.18.23

82757 design co.

site views

 - 97 parking spaces total

  - 2 levels of protected parking
   - 1 level of open green space above 

      play area, open space

  - 5 1/2 levels
   - 1 level of parking, 1/2 level of storage + 
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Background
The Housing Department currently owns and manages some 
300 rental units and oversees another 175 “deed-restricted” 

deed-restricted for-sale housing recently completed in and 
around Stallion Circle, known as Coffey Place. The Town of 
Snowmass Village has been working from a long-standing 
goal of housing some sixty percent (60%) of the year-round 
workforce between rental and deed-restricted housing types. 
In understanding the importance of the Town’s workforce to 
its viability as a community, the scope, in recent years, has 
included seniors, individuals, families, and others that make 
up a diverse and vibrant community.

Study after study has documented the region’s unaffordable 
housing prices, inventory shortages, and ever-expanding 
commute for its workers. Except for locally-sponsored 
deed-restricted and government-subsidized units, there are 
functionally no units in the upper Valley that are affordable to 
its own workforce. Market imbalances throughout the region 
have resulted in extremely long commutes, which in turn 

impacts the valley’s roads, quality of life, and the environment. 
Year-round business has grown and thrived while second 
homeownership and short-term rentals have put increasing 
pressure on prices. These combined market forces lead to 

and regional economic sustainability.

Housing continues to be one of the highest priorities to 
ensure the future economic and social sustainability of 
Snowmass Village. The Town’s 2018 Comprehensive Plan 
prioritizes workforce and affordable housing in multiple ways, 

the availability, type, and range of housing alternatives for 
employees in the community…” The Plan further prioritizes 
“exploring [housing] opportunities that best balance the 
character and resources of the Town,” including incentivizing 
more and smaller development, senior workforce housing, 
and accessory dwelling units. The Roaring Fork Regional 
Housing Study, completed in April 2019, concludes: “It is a 
statement of the obvious that the Aspen to Snowmass Area is 
the highest-priced market in the Greater Roaring Fork Region 
with an average sales price of approximately $2.4 million in 
the 3rd quarter of 2018. It is also no surprise that the local 
housing supply does not meet the locally-generated housing 

the Snowmass-Aspen area. The 2019 Snowmass Village 
Community Survey underscores the emphasis on housing, 
with 81% of residents agreeing that increasing the amount 
of affordable housing in the Village is “important”, “very 
important” or “extremely important.” Applicants for TOSV 

to rise to the top of the list, and each for-sale unit is over-
subscribed by about 15-1.

In early 2019, the Snowmass Village Town Council revisited 
its policy objectives and community goals, incorporating 
the framework and strategic initiatives outlined in the 2018 
Town Comprehensive Plan. As a result of this process, the 

that will actively identify opportunities, creative approaches, 
and partnerships to address housing needs, and incentivize 
the development of an additional 185 units.” This goal is 
incorporated again in the 2021 Town Council Goal Statement.

Project Goals
In response to this focus, the design team and Town staff 
embarked on the development of a “Conceptual Master 
Housing Plan” for the advancement of approximately 185 
units of affordable workforce housing for Snowmass Village.

Several over-arching goals guide the plan:

• Remain true to the aspiration statement, guiding 
principles, strategic initiatives, and other critical values, 

Comprehensive Plan.

• Include a mix of affordable rental and deed-restricted 
homeownership opportunities that meet the needs of a 
diverse workforce.

1
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• Fit within the character and environment of the 
surrounding neighborhood(s) and the Town of 
Snowmass Village as a whole.

• Build attractive, sustainable, high-quality homes that 
are cost-effective, well-designed, and blend seamlessly 
into the community.

• Concentrate development in and around the existing 
nodes of activity and, where, in proximity to local and 
regional transit.

The local team of Connect One Design, DJ Architects, and 
JVA Consulting Engineers worked with Town staff to develop 
the Plan. The team completed extensive site and schematic 
analysis to determine what each of the sites might support 
in terms of housing. They considered access, infrastructure, 
proximity, and consistency to neighboring uses, view planes, 
zoning considerations, site safety, and overall building 
massing. They did not consider a detailed architectural design 
at this time but instead looked at the “big picture” of what 
might be supported and how it might be situated on each 
site. Under Town Staff’s direction, they looked to maximize 

phased development plan if desired. Some may also lend 
themselves to mixed uses, including the potential for mixing 
market-rate development or ownership units with rental 

consultants also were sensitive to the Town’s goals of working 
within the existing topographies, creating a mix of housing 
sizes (one-, two- and three-bedroom units), and retaining 
existing public parking (where applicable).

In response to the Town’s direction, the consultant team set 

Meet the immediate and future capacity needs. 

awaiting development. They were complicated, physically 
and politically. It was unknown whether 185 units across all 
sites was even possible. Second, 185 units would only meet 
increasing affordable housing demand for so long. If potential 
sites could support more than 185 units, those should be 
noted for future study when the need arises.

Identify potential and suitable sites for future housing 
development. 

These sites will provide the roadmap for housing 
development in the Town for the next 10 years. The most 
suitable of the sites were prioritized for development as 
funding becomes available and interested partners emerge. 
Moderately and least suitable sites could be considered and 
reassessed down the road if housing demand continues to 
increase for the long-term.

Develop both aspirational and realistic development 
opportunities. 

Highly developable sites were tested for construction 
feasibility and unit output. Architectural massing studies, 

input from developers all helped to test feasibility. However, 
clear-cut projects alone will not achieve the desired housing 
goal and the team challenged themselves to think outside 
the box, present daring ideas, and seek innovative means to 
bring projects to reality. These innovative means were sought 
not only in the sites themselves but in the delivery of projects 
and funding mechanisms. One such challenge that directed 
the design team was the goal to maximize land for housing 
itself and provide scaled-back parking requirements than is 
currently required by zoning.

Create highly desirable and equitable housing. 

The Town has prided themselves on developing affordable 
housing that blends in with market-rate housing. The units and 
neighborhoods should be well designed, cost-effective, and 

and should blend seamlessly into the community. The projects 
should create neighborhoods brimming with identity and pride.

Meet the needs of a diverse workforce. 

Housing projects should cater to a wide range of family living, 
single living, senior living, and accessible living. This can be 
done through including a mix of both affordable rental units 
and deed-restricted home ownership units. Units should 

development in and around existing nodes of activity and 
in proximity to local and regional transit will allow residents 
without private transportation to gain access to goods and 
services with ease.
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The team looked at a variety of 

development on land currently 
owned and used for other 
purposes. The site with the 

parcel just to the west of the 

Works. Currently shielded from 
Owl Creek Road by a small berm, this site has the potential for 
12 apartment homes with 20 dedicated parking spaces (which 
meets the current zoning requirement ratio of 1.25 spaces per 
bedroom). Access would be from the Public Works parking 
lot and could be incorporated with little disruption to the 
operations and uses at the adjacent administrative building. 
This is the only site not currently on a bus line, so adequate 
parking is critical.

This option combines the site 
of the existing 250 Carriage 
Way Apartments with day-
skier parking Lot 1. Lot 1 
currently has approximately 
48 winter parking spaces 
(approximately half of which 
are used by Blazing Adventures 
in the summer) and Carriage 

Way Apartments has 12 units with 12 parking spaces. As 
envisioned, the site would be developed in the existing 
Carriage Way lot, with housing also built into the hillside 
going up to Lot 1. Lot 1 would be retained for parking, with 
on-grade parking on the lower lot for residential tenants. 

Summary of Sites
In order to cast the widest net in search of all potential site 
opportunities, all undeveloped town-owned parcels were 
put on the table. In addition, parcels that had already been 

were added. Culling through the Town’s GIS database, this 

within the town boundary. These 69 were discussed with the 
Master Housing Plan Committee who further narrowed down 
the list by eliminating those with open space designations 
or strict conservation easements not conducive to dense 
housing. Parcels were also eliminated if a cursory evaluation 
of accessibility, slope, buildable area, or social-political strife 
deemed the parcel a non-starter. This process whittled down 
the parcels, and in some cases grouped adjacent parcels 
together for consideration, into 21 “sites”. See Preliminary Site 
Map on page 3. 

All 21 sites were put through a rigorous suitability assessment, 
given a 1-5 rating for each subcategory, an average for each 
of the 9 categories, and ultimately a composite rating from 9 
to 45. Of the 21 sites’ composite scores, 17.2 was the lowest 
and 38.2 was the highest.

11 sites rose to the top as sites of interest, all scoring above 

of sites) as “highly developable” for housing. These represent 
the most promising possibilities for achieving the Town’s 
affordable housing goals based on the objective criteria. 

the potential to yield some 269 units of housing to meet our 
workforce rental and ownership needs. They could not only 

could provide the opportunity to address additional needs 

Site Recommendations 
The following is a summary of each site, which is more 
fully described and illustrated in the Site Analysis and 
Recommendations chapter. With each site, the design team 
tested massings on the site. It should be noted that these are 

more thorough design will be developed including situating 
the architectural character within the surrounding context. 
Each site would also be subject to and compliant with all local 
approval processes at the time of development.

The site behind the Town 
Hall – known as “The Draw” – 
offers the potential to develop 
as many as 90 one-, two- and 
three-bedroom units around 
a winding, switched-back 
drive. By utilizing some spaces 
under walkways, the site could 
potentially support 120 parking 

spaces (less than required by zoning but well over a ratio of 1 
space per unit). This site could be developed in phases (the 

a combination of rental and ownership units. The consultants 
were able to provide density within the current steep 
topography and include water and debris retention areas on-
site. As envisioned, the Point Site would remain undeveloped 
but could provide dedicated access.

4
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The team looked at Lots 10, 11, 
and 12 of the numbered parking 
lots for potential multi-story, 
multi-family housing. Intending 
to preserve the existing 320 skier 
spaces and work within the existing 
slope, the design includes an 
open platform above the current 
lots, over which approximately 78 

one- and two-bedroom units could be built. Additional parking 
would be built on-grade behind each of the structures for 
residents only, and front and back decks would be used to take 
advantage of the uphill and downhill views. With 89 parking 
spaces supporting the 78 units, he parking ratio does not 
meet current zoning requirements but it does meet a ratio of 
1 space per unit. Considering this development is on an active 
transit line and is within walking distance to the ski slope and all 
Snowmass Mall amenities, it lends itself to a car share program. 
Since each development is self-contained within an existing lot, 
the project also has potential to be built in phases and likewise 
expanded to other numbered lots.

Programmatic Recommendations
From a programmatic standpoint, we remain committed 
to addressing the range of unit sizes, types (rental and 
ownership), incomes, and populations (singles, roommates, 
families, senior workforce, and people with disabilities) that 
call Snowmass Village home. Generally, each site is suitable 
for multifamily housing, and some could easily integrate rental 
units with condominium or townhouse-style homeownership 
if desired. Each site should be developed individually, with 

attention paid to adjacent uses, and should respond to the 
most pressing housing needs at the time of development.

One of the major design opportunities that needs to be 
addressed are parking requirements. The designs presented 
here largely do not meet the current standards called for in 
the land use code. As the review of this Master Plan continues 
forward, a policy level discussion on the pros and cons of the 
current parking requirements will be needed. At this point, 

Unit Quantity # of Employees

Town Hall Draw

1 Bed 30 50 (30 x 1.65)

2 Bed 44 73 (44 x 1.65)

3 Bed 16 26 (16 x 1.65)

Public Works

1 Bed 8 13 (8 x 1.65)

2 Bed 4 7 (4 x 1.65)

Carriage Way

1 Bed 9 15 (9 x 1.65)

2 Bed 30 (Net 18) 50 (30 x 1.65)

Daly Lane

1 Bed 19 31 (19 x 1.65)

2 Bed 47 (Net 8) 78 (47 x 1.65)

3 Bed 6 10 (6 x 1.65)

Upper Lots

1 Bed 26 43 (26 x 1.65)

2 Bed 52 86 (52 x 1.65)

Totals

This could provide some 39 one- and two-bedroom units, 
for a net gain of 27 apartments, with 24 dedicated parking 
spaces (below the zoning requirement and below a ratio of 1 
space per unit). Given its proximity to transit however, this site 
should be considered for a lower parking ratio variance than 
currently required by zoning. A potential car share program 
should also be considered.

For purposes of this study, 
the team looked at combining 
three sites: the Snowmass Inn, 
the Daly Lane Depot, and the 
former community pool site 
now owned by the Snowmass 
Community Foundation. This 
latter site is the only one in the 
study not currently controlled 

by the Town. The plan would be to develop the site into 
several “pods” that would include lower-cost units facing 
Daly Lane, rental, and/or for-sale multifamily units facing the 
Benedict Park with down-Valley views. A mixed-use approach 
would help offset some of the infrastructure costs associated 
with underground parking. This site has the densest 
development and is 4-5 stories to match the scale of the 
nearby Mountain Chalet. In total, the plan would create up to 
72 units and would add 69 parking spaces. This is both below 
the current zoning requirement and a ratio of 1 space per 
unit. Given its proximity to transit however, this site should be 
considered for a lower parking ratio variance and a potential 
car share program. 

5
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Staff is recommending that a reduced parking standard be 
considered for workforce housing. Car-share programs should 
be researched and considered as well as each development’s 
proximity to public transportation and essential daily needs. 
A full proximity analysis can be found in Appendix B: Site 
Suitability Matrix.

The team recommends adhering to the following principles 
for each development:

• Remain true to the aspiration statement, guiding 
principles, strategic initiatives, and other critical values 

Comprehensive Plan.

• Continuing the Town’s long-standing focus on 
housing its year-round, full-time, Snowmass Village-
based workforce.

• Looking to maintain the TOSV Housing’s overall portfolio 
balance of rental and ownership housing at its historic 
levels - two-thirds rental and one-third ownership.

• Developing housing that rents and/or sells to people 
at a variety of housing sizes and incomes – this not only 
builds a strong and inclusive community, it also helps 
to meet the documented needs of the town’s existing 
workforce and creates movement within the Housing 
Department’s existing portfolio.

•

and its partners.

Parking Considerations 
Parking requirements are necessary to ensure that residents 
have a dedicated place for their vehicles without creating 
negative impacts on public parking and roadways. At the 
same time - and especially in multifamily housing - parking 
increases the cost of developing housing by increasing the 
land area required, taking away from the area that could be 
used for additional residential development. Alternatively, 
structured or underground parking can conserve land but 
cost anywhere from $25,000 to $65,000 per space. There 
is a growing movement across the U.S. to reduce parking 
requirements for affordable housing, especially where 
it is close to public transit. Lifestyles are changing, and 
many Millennials and Gen-Z households are opting out of 
automobile ownership. The idea of “smart growth,” which 
concentrates growth in compact walkable centers to avoid 
sprawl, is now considered a best practice that should be 
embedded in planning and zoning practice. The Town’s 
employee housing prioritizes Snowmass Village employment, 
which means that most people will leave near where 
they work.  

The designs presented likely do not meet the current 
standards called for in the land use code.  Current Town 
of Snowmass Village zoning requires at least one (1) space 
per bedroom for residential development, and 1.5 spaces 
per bedroom for deed restricted housing. These minimum 
standards have the result of applying a much higher 
requirement for affordable housing than for free market units, 
adding considerable cost and taking up a great deal of space.  

needs of Snowmass Village and its employees. To maximize 
the housing potential of each site and take best advantage 
of the excellent public transit network, the consultant and 
steering team recommends a lower parking requirement 
than is currently in place for affordable workforce housing 
in the zoning regulations. This would be a departure from 
past practice. As the individual sites are advanced, a policy-
level discussion on the pros and cons of the current parking 
requirements will be needed.

Timing Recommendations 
The proposed Plan provides a “road-map” to achieve 
Snowmass Village’s workforce housing needs based on known 
conditions. Much can change over time, and the suitability 
and need for development should be evaluated on an 
ongoing basis. The recommended sites may continue to be 
the most likely; conversely, if new opportunities arise or needs 
change, the Plan can change in response.

Based on the current suitability and potential cost, desirability, 
and community impact, the team recommends pursuing 
development generally in the order as outlined above, with 

the Public Works and/or Carriage Way/Lot 1 site. The Town 
must, however, remain responsive to opportunities as they 
arise and to possibilities to work with local businesses or 
institutions that may be interested in creating housing in 
partnership with the Town. 

6
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If approved, the Town could be prepared to initiate schematic 
design work on the Town Hall Draw site by the end of 2021.

Financial Considerations and Recommendations
It must be said at the outset that any plan to build 185 units of 
high-quality, affordable workforce housing is bold. It will take 
a lot of consistent effort, planning, hard work, and dollars. The 
cost of construction in the high country is very steep, currently 
averaging over $400/square foot without including the cost of 
land. While there are ways to reduce costs using modular and 
other emerging construction options, there will always be a 
sizable gap between what it costs on a per-unit basis to build 
and maintain housing, and the rents or mortgages that most 
of the workforce can pay.

Contrarily, the cost of not building is even higher. As real 
estate costs outstrip wages at an ever-increasing rate, 
Snowmass Village’s workforce is getting pushed farther 
and farther down Valley. This, in turn, places an enormous 
burden on the valley’s transportation and road systems. 

of our region, which can have long-term negative impacts 
on our sustainability as a desirable mountain community. 
Increasingly, businesses are unable to pay workers enough to 
entice them here or convince them to make the hour or longer 
commute each way to their jobs. 

Snowmass Village has, almost since its inception, seen the 
value of creating a vibrant workforce housing program. Like 

other essential community services, housing is part of the core 
infrastructure of the town - as important and as integral to our 
daily functioning as the shuttle, the local roads, and our parks 
and trails systems. The Housing staff have been able to create 
a portfolio of options for residents through a combination of 

building methods. This approach should be supplemented 
by seeking available state and federal grant and tax credit 
programs that are consistent with the Snowmass Village’s 
community goals, and by actively engaging partners who 
share interest in creating housing options.

Construction Cost Assumptions
Any estimate of potential costs associated with the 
development of these 5 sites is speculative and can only be 
made at the highest level. Development costs will depend on 
many factors, including site conditions, type of construction, 

materials costs in the Roaring Fork Valley.

The design team developed conservative “order of 
magnitude” estimates for each site based on the following 
“point-in-time” assumptions:

• Building and Site Costs = $420/sf
• Surface Parking = $10,000/space
• Structured Parking = $60,000/space
• Soft Cost Fees = 16.5% of Hard Costs
• Land costs = $0 (Town-owned sites)

Financing Recommendations
Because workforce housing costs more to build than 
renters and home-buyers can afford to pay, all of the Town’s 
workforce housing stock has been developed through a 

In the years before the real estate market exploded, and 
construction and labor costs increased exponentially, 
municipals bonds combined with contributed land and 

developments to “pencil out”. In more recent years, those 
two funding sources have been supplemented with municipal 
cash subsidy, such as the $5.8 million contributed to making 
the cost of the Coffey Place homes (completed in 2021) 
more affordable.

An ambitious housing program can and should also seek 
to bring in other proven sources of funding. The federal 

Total Development Cost

Town Hall Draw $62,377,361 

Public Works $7,264,824

Carriage Way/Lot 1 $25,649,108

Daly Lane/Snowmass Inn $52,001,328

Upper Lots $73,546,809

Totals
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government has, since the late 1980s, offered investors the 
opportunity to contribute to affordable housing in exchange 
for long-term tax credits. That program, known as the Low 
Income Housing Tax Credit (LIHTC) program can generate 
as much as half of the cash needed to build affordable rental 
housing. The State of Colorado has other, smaller grant 
programs that can and should be explored as a way to reduce 
the need for local subsidy. 

As part of the Master Plan development, a roundtable of 
developers and local institutions were invited to review and 
comment on the 5 sites and to provide feedback. There was 

ways to help Snowmass Village achieve its housing goals, and 
those involved have considerable experience with tax credits, 

institutions such as RFTA, Colorado Mountain College, the 
School District, Aspen Hospital, Pitkin County, and SkiCo have 
all expressed interest in partnering. They could be a source 
of funding, especially if they were able to have some units set 
aside for their employees in exchange.

site is moved forward for development. Financial feasibility 
will be determined at that time, and each site will have a set of 
funding sources that are unique and that make sense for the 
ultimate outcome. For example, the development of the Town 
Draw might include a combination of rental and condominium 
units, and could be designed to be affordable to a range 
of entry-level local households. A site like the Daly Lane/
Snowmass Inn site, alternately, could be built in phases over 

and approach for these two examples would be very different.

Each recommended housing site should be approached 
individually at the start of development planning with a 

as applicable:

• Mortgage Financing – rental housing should be 
structured to maximize the project’s ability to service 
debt from rent payments. For-sale housing should 
likewise look to a purchaser household’s ability to carry 
a mortgage in the current market.

•  – grants for affordable 
housing should be evaluated and secured, provided 
they are aligned with the workforce housing program 
goals and the incomes of the residents to be served.

• Federal Tax Credits – Larger rental developments 

as much as 50% or more of the total development costs.

•  – many local partners have 
needs that are well-aligned with the Town’s workforce 
housing goals. The Town should actively seek out 

that make sense.

•  – even with all of these tools, it is 
likely that development of these sites will require a local 
subsidy to make the development feasible for the local 
workforce. That subsidy can be in the form of the value 

of the town-owned land, in utilities, and infrastructure 
brought to the sites, and, where necessary, cash.

•  - examples include but 
are not limited to lease-back options and public-private 
partnerships.

Conclusion
The opportunities presented by the development of these 
5 sites is encouraging. It is the conclusion of this study that 
each site can be pursued individually and in a measured way. 

recommendations represent the best potential for housing 
development and the best opportunity to meet the current 
and projected workforce and community housing needs of 
Snowmass Village. 
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Introduction
The Housing Department currently owns and manages 262 
rental units and oversees another 190 “deed-restricted” units 

and Pitkin County. The Town has been working from a long-
standing goal of housing some sixty percent (60%) of the 
year-round workforce between these two housing types. This 
goal underpins the workforce housing mitigation expectations 
embedded in the zoning regulations and has historically 
driven development goals.

In early 2019, the Snowmass Village Town Council revisited 
their policy objectives and community goals, incorporating 
the framework and strategic initiatives outlined in the 2018 
Town Comprehensive Plan. As a result of this process, the 

that will actively identify opportunities, creative approaches, 
and partnerships to address housing needs, and incentivize 
the development of an additional 185 units.” This goal is 
incorporated again in the 2021 Town Council Goal Statement.

From a programmatic standpoint, the Town remains committed 
to addressing the range of unit sizes, types (rental and 
ownership), incomes, and populations (singles, roommates, 
families, senior workforce, and people with disabilities) that 
call Snowmass Village home. Generally, each site is suitable for 
multi-family housing, and some could easily integrate rental 
units with condominium or townhouse-style homeownership 
if desired. Each site should be developed individually, with 
attention paid to adjacent uses, and should respond to the 
most pressing housing needs at the time of development.

The following principles should be applied to each development:

• Remain true to the aspiration statement, guiding 
principles, strategic initiatives, and other critical values 

Comprehensive Plan. 

• Continue the Town’s long-standing focus on 
housing our year-round, full-time, Snowmass Village-
based workforce.

• Maintain the overall portfolio balance of rental and 
ownership housing at its historic levels - two-thirds 
rental and one-third ownership.

• Develop housing that rents and/or sells to people at 
a variety of housing sizes and incomes – this not only 
builds a strong and inclusive community, it also helps to 
meet the documented needs of our existing workforce 
and creates movement within our existing portfolio.

•

To test the development feasibility of the selected sites, it 
is important to develop a realistic set of assumptions as a 
“working program”, including unit counts, sizes, and number of 
bedrooms. This working program also includes other aspects 
of site development such as amenities and parking counts. 
Lastly, it informs the revenue projections included in the pro 
forma analysis by determining rental rates and/or sales price.

Sources used to develop the work program and need/
demand analysis for the TOSV Housing Master Plan include 
the 2018 Snowmass Village Comprehensive Plan, the 2017 RRC 
Associates’ Workforce Housing Demand Analysis Update, 
the 2018 “Greater Roaring Fork Regional Housing Study”, the 
Town of Snowmass Village’s Permanent Moderate Housing 
Regulations and Rental Housing Guidelines, and the Colorado 
Housing Finance Authority’s 2020 Income, Rental and Sales 
Price Limits. The unit counts and mix are provided for 
planning and schematic design purposes only; as each site is 
developed, the needs and demands of the community will be 
re-evaluated and the program plan adjusted accordingly.

Background & Demand Analysis
Study after study has documented the Upper Roaring Fork 
Valley’s unaffordable housing prices, inventory shortages, and 
ever-expanding commute for its workers. Except for locally-
sponsored deed-restricted and government-subsidized 
units, there are functionally no units in the region that can be 
reasonably afforded by its own workforce. Market imbalances 
throughout the region have resulted in extremely long 
commutes, which in turn impact our roads, quality of life, and 

Introduction
The Housing Department currently owns and manages 262 
rental units and oversees another 190 “deed-restricted” units

and Pitkin County. The Town has been working from a long-
standing goal of housing some sixty percent (60%) of the 
year-round workforce between these two housing types. This
goal underpins the workforce housing mitigation expectations 
embedded in the zoning regulations and has historically 
driven development goals.

In early 2019, the Snowmass Village Town Council revisited
their policy objectives and community goals, incorporating
the framework and strategic initiatives outlined in the 2018 
Town Comprehensive Plan. As a result of this process, the

that will actively identify opportunities, creative approaches, 
and partnerships to address housing needs, and incentivize
the development of an additional 185 units.” This goal is
incorporated again in the 2021 Town Council Goal Statement.
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the environment. Year-round business has grown and thrived 
while second homeownership and short-term rentals have 
put increasing pressure on prices. These combined market 

the environment and our economic sustainability.

Housing continues to be one of the highest priorities to ensure 
the future economic and social sustainability of Snowmass 
Village. Snowmass Village’s 2018 Comprehensive Plan prioritizes 
workforce and affordable housing in multiple ways, noting that 

type, and range of housing alternatives for employees in the 
community…” The Plan further prioritizes “exploring [housing] 
opportunities that best balance the character and resources 
of the Town,” including incentivizing more and smaller 
development, senior workforce housing, and accessory dwelling 
units. The Roaring Fork Regional Housing Study, completed 
in April 2019, concludes: “It is a statement of the obvious that 
the Aspen to Snowmass Area is the highest-priced market in 
the Greater Roaring Fork Region with an average sales price of 
approximately $2.4 million in the 3rd quarter of 2018. It is also 
no surprise that the local housing supply does not meet the 

gap of 3,000 units for the Snowmass-Aspen area. The 2019 
Snowmass Village Community Survey underscores the emphasis 
on housing, with 81% of residents agreeing that increasing the 
amount of affordable housing in the Village is “important”, “very 
important” or “extremely important.” Applicants for TOSV rental 

top of the waiting list, and each for-sale unit is over-subscribed 
by about 15-1.

units [1. Page 131]. This is further supported by data from 2017 

Based upon the goal of housing 60% of TOSV employees in 
restricted units, the Updated Employee Generation analysis 
completed by RRC as presented in 2017 shows current demand at 
231 units and projected future demand (total) at 478 units [2. Page 8].

Affordability 
The Snowmass Village housing market is unaffordable to 
all but those households in the highest income bands. The 
median sale price of the home in 2020 was $1.1 million, which 
would be potentially affordable to a household earning 
$200,000 to $250,000. Market-rate rentals, when they can be 

Workforce Analysis 
The Town’s employment base is heavily dominated by resort-
related industries. As concluded in the 2018 Comprehensive 
Plan, providing a diversity of affordable housing options (a mix 
of bedroom sizes, rental and homeownership)in Snowmass 
Village is vital to its success. Most experts believe that a jobs-

well-being of a community, its economy, and its workforce 
[source]. Due to the impact of seasonal and part-time labor, a 
resort economy will likely exceed this ratio. Ratios for TOSV, 

ratio than Pitkin County as a whole, at 2.68. Still, the majority 
of employees working in the town do not live here and are 
commuting from surrounding areas [1. Page 117].

Snowmass Village workers have affording unsubsidized housing 
in Town. Comprehensive Plan data projects steady, strong 
growth and an additional 720 jobs being generated by 2040 [1. 
Page 125]. Currently, TOSV is providing 423 workforce housing 
units (ownership and rental) and an additional 195 units are being 
provided by the County and the private sector [1. Page 117]. 

It is anticipated, based on housing demand analysis, that 383 
additional units are still needed to respond to current demand 
for employee housing [131]. This was based on 2010 demand 
reports and current employee housing program data such as 

waiting for Studio to 3-Bed units and an average of 14.7 

Source: American Community Survey

Management, Business, 
Science and Arts 713 $26,517

Service 416 $36,731

700 $26,965

Natural Resources, Construction 
and Maintenance 204 $120,000

Production, Transportation and 
Material Moving 262 $52,750

Total:
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secured, range from $3,500 for a two-bedroom condominium 
to as much as $8,000 for a single-family home per month. To 
afford this, a family would need to earn $120,000-$170,000 
annually. The current median household income, however, is 
$71,000, far below the thresholds for affordability.

The Town of Snowmass Village has addressed this gap since 
1979 by developing and incentivizing new workforce housing. 
The goal has been to both provide for the range of needs 
of a diverse workforce and create opportunities for people 
to build community as Snowmass Village residents. To that 
end, affordability has been ensured either through setting 
annual rental rates or by limiting resale price through deed 
restriction. At this writing, the Town owns or controls (through 
deed restriction) the following portfolio for full-time, year-
round workforce households: Rental Housing:

• Brush Creek – 26 studios, studio lofts and one-
bedroom apartments

• Creekside Apartments – 45 one- and two-
bedroom apartments

• Mountain View Apartments – 92 studios, one-, two- and 
three-bedroom apartments 

• Mountain View Phase II – 26 studios, one- and two-
bedroom apartments

• Palisades – 26 studios and two-bedroom apartments
• Villas North – 32 studios, one- and two-

bedroom apartments
• Carriage Way – 12 studios, one- and two-

bedroom apartments
• The Snowmass Inn – 39 one-room units

Deed-restricted Owner-occupied Housing:

• Capital Peak Lodge – 5 studios & one-bedroom 
condominiums set aside in market rate development

• Country Club Town Homes – 6 two- & three-bedroom 
townhouses set aside in market-rate development

• Creekside Condominiums – 27 one- & two-bedroom 
condominiums

• The Crossings – 35 two-, three- & four-bedroom single 
family homes

• Daly Town Homes – 16 two- & three-bedroom townhouses
• Mountain View Condominiums – 37 one-, two- & three-

bedroom condominiums
• Rodeo Place – 29 single family detached & duplex homes
• Sinclair Meadows – 21 two- & three-bedroom 

attached townhouses
• Coffey Place – 15 two- & three-bedroom detached & 

duplex homes

Rental rates for TOSV workforce housing units vary depending 
on the property falling within these ranges [4]:

TOSV deed-restricted housing is heavily subsidized by the 
Town at the time it is built, and appreciation is capped at 3% 
annually or the Consumer Price Index (CPI), whichever is less. 
This ensures that the original subsidy is passed along for the 
life of the property. Sale prices values as of 2020 range from a 
low of $107,000 for a small one-bedroom older condominium 
to $835,000 for a new 3+ bedroom detached home. HOA fees 
also vary widely, from $0 to $680 monthly.

In addition to the Town’s portfolio, several local businesses, 
Aspen-Pitkin County Housing, and the local Board of 
Education have developed their own workforce housing 
options. They include 30 deed-restricted for-sale homes and 
68 year-round rental units. Likewise, a few businesses maintain 
a unit or two for their employees. These provide valuable 
additions to the Town’s offering, although typically are limited 
to their own workers and tied to their ongoing employment.

While TOSV has not designated housing categories, it is useful 
to understand how the current inventory may equate to current 
CHFA 2020 Income Guidelines. Understanding where existing 
and new housing stock might fall in these income categories 
will be helpful to ensuring a continued broad range of housing 
stock and options. Adjusting rental rates to mirror current 
CHFA guidelines may also open the possibility for public-
private partnerships and/or the use of Low-Income Housing Tax 

The demand and affordability gaps were further supported 
by the Greater Roaring Fork Regional Housing Study 
commissioned and completed in 2019. The study concluded 
that, “In 2017, the area [Snowmass to Aspen] had a 3,000-

Unit Rental Rate

Studio 
$540-$780

30%-40% AMI $23,220-$30,960 
[1-person income limit]

1 Bedroom 
$690-$1,000

30%-45% AMI $26,520-$39,780 
[2-person income limit]

2 Bedroom 
$1,185-$1,470

45%-70% AMI $44,775-$69,650 
[3-person income limit]

3 Bedroom 
$1,815

60% AMI $66,300 [4-person 
income limit]
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unit shortfall, which is projected to increase to 3,400 units by 
2027. As expected in such a high-priced market, the shortfall 
is spread across the entire affordability spectrum (except for 
above 160 percent AMI, which contains an excess of 1,000 
units) [3. Page 11, 29].

Unit Type
The Greater Roaring Fork Regional Housing Study survey also 
helped glean information regarding how the unit type in the 
demand analysis might be broken down [3, Page 29]. From an 

income levels, from entry-level through mid-level management, 
with the greatest need in the 60-100% Area Median Income levels. 
Most people surveyed would prefer a two- or three-bedroom 
home and there is greater interest in homeownership than in 
rental options, although the interest in both is quite strong.

Program
Based on the information gleaned from background 
information, this study used the following working program 
assumptions to test the highly developable sites.  While 
studios can be an attractive option for some individuals, the 
team opted instead to start with one bedroom units at the 
smallest end of the spectrum due to their greater versatility 
and ability to house one or two people for a longer period 
of time.  It should be noted that these are ranges and 
assumptions for planning purposes; actual developments will 

Source: [3, Table 9} Greater Roaring Fork Regional Housing Study > Economic & Planning Systems

Less than 60% AMI 483 481

61% to 80% AMI 1,401 2,101

81% to 100% AMI 766 1,204

101% to 120% AMI 663 861

121% to 140% AMI 420 245

141% to 160% AMI 227 327

Greater than 160% AMI --- --- Source: 2018 Roaring Fork Household Survey

Unit Quantity # of 
Employees

Studio 448-550 0 0

1 Bedroom 550-750 30 50 (30 x 1.65)

2 Bedroom 750-1,080 80 132 (80 x 1.65)

3 Bedroom 1,150-1,350 61 101 (61 x 1.65)

4 Bedroom 1,500-1,800 14 23 (14 x 1.65)

Totals

(1) Town of Snowmass Village Comprehensive Plan, 2018 

(2) Workforce Housing Demand Forecast Planning & Zoning Presentation, 2017

(3) Greater Roaring Fork Regional Housing Study, 2019

(4) https://tosv.com/DocumentCenter/View/3447/2020-Net-worth-and-Income-guidelines; https://www.tosv.
com/321/Rentals

(5) http://www.chfainfo.com/arh/asset/Documents/2020_income_limits.pdf
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The suitability assessment phase of the project set out to 
objectively analyze 21 sites and groups of sites for their 
potential for housing development. The assessment used 
an objective, data-driven approach to evaluating each 
location. This enabled the project team to present the most 
appropriate and defensible recommendations for future 
development, ultimately validating the future investments 
made by the Town, the Snowmass Village community, 
potential developers, and future housing residents.

Suitability Categories

priority indicators for successful housing development in 
Snowmass Village. Further subcategories were developed 
that included quantitative and measurable criteria. These 
subcategories were what the team used to assess all 21 

• Slope
• Drainage
• Soils
• Hazards

• Proximity
• Existing Capacity

• Essential Daily Services
• Emergency Services
• Open Space Recreation

• Existing Infrastructure to Buildable Area
• Slope

• Distance to Walkways/Bikeways
• Distance to Bus Stops

• Current Landuse & Zoning
• Surrounding Parcel & Comprehensive Plan 

Compatibility

• Wildlife Sensitive Areas
• Wetlands & Creek Buffers
• Existing Habitat to be Preserved

• Size of Suitable Area

• Subjective and qualitative impacts such as potential for 
neighbor opposition, historic hesitancy, proximity to 

visual/contextual continuity, and visual impact
• Replacement Impact/Cost

Methodology
Each category and subcategory were put into a spreadsheet 
along with the 21 sites to be assessed, the summary of which 
is on page 37. The full Suitability Matrix can be found in 
Appendix B. Each site received a rating in each sub-category 
from 1 to 5, 1 indicating poor suitability and 5 indicating high 
suitability.

A series of IF-THAN-AND-OR criteria statements were 

rating and to further create rating consistency among team 
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members and across sites. For example a site could receive a 
5 rating for Slope “IF the majority of the Site is less than 15% 
AND there is one or more contiguous areas of at least 4,000 
sf having 0-10% slopes.” If this statement was not true, then 
the criteria for rating 4 would be assessed, and so on down 
the rating list until a statement was true. The IF-THAN-AND-
OR statements were created after it became clear that a site 
could not be given a 1 rating simply because, for example, a 
portion of the site contained steep slopes. Oftentimes a site 
contained a multitude of slope categories. This methodology 
helped frame the suitability assessment for the prescribed 
development of multifamily housing. A complete table of 
assessment criteria can be found in Appendix B.

The following are descriptions of the raw data that was 
collected and the analysis undertaken with that data. Care 
was taken to identify units of measure, the party or parties 
responsible for the assessment, and the tools necessary for 
assessment. 

• - complete an AutoCAD slope analysis of the 
Pitkin County 2 ft contours. Slope analysis categories 
are 0-15%, 15-30%, 30-45%, 45%+. Anything above 30% 
will require a variance but should not be taken off of the 
table since steeper slopes might be the only option.

• Drainage - collect and analyze TOSV and Pitkin County 
GIS layers for the presence of creeks, ephemeral 
channels, culverts/inlets, etc. for each site. Verify 

on-site since some drainage infrastructure might 
not be mapped.

•  - assess USGS soils maps for soils suitable for 
buildings, foundation work, and surface parking.

• - Collect and analyze TOSV and Pitkin County 

areas within each site. 

Utilities

•  - Collect TOSV and Pitkin County GIS layers 
for locations of gas, electric, phone/cable, sanitary 
sewer, stormwater, and water utilities. In some cases, 

and individual utility entities were contacted. Distance 
from the buildable area to the nearest utility line (per 
each service) was documented. Absence of nearby 
water and sewer utility access was given the lowest 
rating since those are the most costly to install.

• Existing Capacity - collect and analyze TOSV GIS or 
CAD layers for sizing of gas, electric, and phone/cable 
utilities to support development. Discuss capacity and 
condition of mains and stations with Snowmass Water 
and Sanitation District (SWSD) & Aspen Village Water 
and Sanitation. Each site’s given rating was determined 
by the Civil Engineer as it related to the cost and effort 
it would take to upgrade any utilities that couldn’t 
support a proposed development.

• - Locate grocery stores and 

(using both roads and walkways) to the site. Emphasis 
was put on the safety of walkable routes (ie. using 
crosswalks and walking on well-maintained walkways).

•
station(s), and hospital/clinic on TOSV GIS and run a 
distance route (via roads) to the site.

•  - Locate hiking/biking trail 
access points, parks, and ski resort runs on TOSV 
and Pitkin County GIS. Run a distance route (via both 
roads and walkways) to the site. Emphasis was put on 
the safety of walkable routes (ie. using crosswalks and 
walking on well-maintained walkways).

•  - Through 
mapping, photos, and site visits; evaluate existing 
roads, driveways, and curb cuts on the site, adjacent to 
the site, or nearest to the site. Measure approximate 
distance required to add plausible road.

•  - Evaluate slope analysis done in the Physiology 
section for best vehicular access routes. Note that 
driveways and roads can exceed 8% but may require 
snowmelt (which is not subject to energy impact fees).
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•  - Locate access 
points via TOSV GIS to walkways that connect to the 
larger Snowmass Village network and run a distance 
route (via roads and existing walkways) to the site. This 
does not include recreation trails (ie. single track or 
soft trails). Emphasis was put on the safety of walkable 
routes (ie. using crosswalks and walking on well-
maintained walkways).

•  - Locate bus stops on TOSV GIS 
and run a distance route (via roads and walkways) to the 
site. This does not include recreation trails (ie. single 
track or soft trails). Emphasis was put on the safety of 
walkable routes (ie. using crosswalks and walking on 
well-maintained walkways).

•  - Evaluate current zoning 
code on parcels within the site for allowable multi-
family units and employee housing. Analyze code for 
open space designations and/or easements that would 
reduce the buildable area.

•
Compatibility - Evaluate parcels adjacent to the site for 
medium and high-density housing. Identify whether the 
site is within, or adjacent to, a Comprehensive Plan Area 
designated in the 2018 Comprehensive Plan.

•  - Collect and analyze TOSV 
GIS data and the 2018 Comprehensive Plan maps for 
the existence of Wildlife Sensitive Areas across the site. 
Note existence, degree of coverage across the site, 
and/or distance to an adjacent area.

•  - Evaluate Brush Creek 

wetlands GIS data for the existence of wetland and 
creeks across the site. Note existence within a site 
boundary and degree of coverage.

•  - Collect and 
analyze TOSV GIS and plat easement data for open 
space designations. Visit the site to identify areas of 
forest, meadow, riparian, and wetland habitats. Note 
that preservation of open space was outlined as a 
community priority.

• - This is an amalgamation of 
several other subcategories. While non-buildable areas 
(ie easements covering portions of the site) have already 
been assessed in previous categories, this category 
looks at the cumulative impact of all of those areas and 
calculates the resulting buildable area. This was done 
by eliminating unsuitable physiology, utility easements 
(assume current easement standards along all lines), 
planning easements, and ecological constraints from 

buildable area. This approach helps balance large sites 

that have many constraints with small sites that have 
fewer constraints - the result is that their buildable areas 
might be comparative.

Community Impact

• Community Feedback - A subjective assessment of 
qualitative feedback such as potential for neighbor 
opposition, historic hesitancy or resistance to 
development, existing structures/businesses/uses, 
visual/contextual continuity, and visual impact. These 
notes were collected during parcel/site assessment 
meetings with the TOSV Master Housing Plan 
Committee and Town Council presentations.

•  - A subjective assessment 
regarding the loss, impact, and/or cost of replacement 
to existing uses and infrastructure on the site. These 
notes were collected during parcel/site assessment 
meetings with the TOSV Master Housing Plan 
Committee and Town Council presentations.

Suitability Matrix Summary
Once the data assessment for each subcategory had 
been completed, each site received a rating from 1 to 5, 1 
indicating poor suitability and 5 indicating high suitability. 
The subcategories were then averaged for each of the 9 
main categories and each site’s 9 main ratings were added 
together to produce a total aggregate suitability rating. No 
one category was given any greater weight than any other. 
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Suitability Category

Physiology 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 3.8 3.3 2.8 3.0 2.0 1.8 2.0 3.0 2.3 3.5 3.8 3.0 2.5 1.5

Utilities 3.0 3.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 3.0 4.0 2.5 2.5 4.5 2.0

Services Proximity 3.0 3.0 3.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.0 4.3 3.3 3.7 4.7 4.7 4.7 3.7 3.3 2.7 3.0 2.7

Vehicular Access 4.0 4.5 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 4.5 5.0 2.5 2.5 1.5 3.5 4.5 2.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 5.0 1.0

Alternative 
Transportation Proximity

1.0 1.0 2.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 5.0 3.0 4.0 2.0

Density Potential 1.5 1.5 1.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 5.0 4.5 3.0 2.5 2.5 2.5 4.0 3.5 4.0 2.5 2.5 1.0 2.5 1.0

Ecological Constraints 
& Protection

5.0 5.0 5.0 4.3 3.7 3.7 5.0 5.0 3.0 3.7 2.3 3.7 3.7 3.0 3.0 3.7 5.0 3.7 2.0 3.7 3.0

Buildable Area 3.0 2.0 1.0 5.0 5.0 3.0 1.0 1.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 1.0 3.0 1.0 2.0 1.0

Community Impact 2.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 4.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 1.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 3.0

Total Aggregate 
Suitability Rating

26.5 26.5 28.8 38.2 37.5 35.5 37.3 37.1 33.1 31.9 29.2 29.0 27.1 35.2 34.2 29.1 30.7 30.3 22.7 31.2 17.2

Sites

see 
page 

18
see page 14see 

page 
16

see 
page 

15
see page 17
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The ratings for each of the main 9 categories and the total 
aggregate suitability rating across all 21 sites can be seen in 
the Summary Suitability Matrix on page 37.

The composite ratings could range from 9 to 45, with 9 being 
the least suitable and 45 being the most suitable. Of the 21 
sites’ composite scores, 17.2 (Site 21 - Wildcat Ranch) ranked 
the lowest and 38.2 (Site 4 - Upper Parking Lots) ranked 
the highest. 

generally ranked higher. This was due to the proximity of 
transportation and services but also because those sites were 
likely to have nearby utilities, not contain hazard zones, and 
be away from ecologically sensitive areas.

These are the top ten ranked sites, ranked from 
highest to lowest:

#1: Upper Parking Lots - Site 4
#2: Lower Parking Lots - Site 5
#3: Daly Lane Bus Terminal - Site 7

#5: Carriage Way & Lot 1 - Site 6
#6: Town Hall Draw - Site 14
#7: Town Hall Point - Site 15
#8: Daly Lane Redevelopment - Site 9

#10: Public Works Housing - Site 20

To move forward with a feasibility study at the schematic level, 
the top 10 sites were narrowed to 5 sites. In some cases, one 

or more adjacent sites were combined into one, as with the 
3 Daly Lane sites and the 2 Town Hall sites. In other cases, 
sites were chosen to represent a prototype development that 
could be replicated. The team decided to focus on three of 
the numbered upper parking lots as a prototype for all of the 
numbered lots. Likewise, three sites were considered for a 

Mountain View). The team chose to move ahead with the 
Public Works site because it offered a great location and had 
the potential for a unique design.

Highly Developable Sites 

highly developable. Following each description is the site’s 
unabridged matrix evaluation. Unlike the condensed version 
shown on page 37, these matrices show the assessment score 
for each of the subcategories as well as the data analysis that 
contributed to being given that score (a complete table of 
assessment criteria can be found in Appendix B).
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The Draw site ranked consistently high in the suitability 
assessment due to its proximity to the Snowmass Center. It 
also has relatively easy infrastructure tie-ins beyond the Town 
Hall building and parking. Of the 5 highly developable sites, 
the Town Hall Draw has potential for the highest quantity of 
units and highest density, and earned the best Community 
Impact score. The Point Site was combined to offer access 
and potential neighborhood amenity, but did not provide 
adequate buildable area for housing development. 

The Draw site, having no existing development currently, 
ranked lowest in physiology and ecological constraints. With 
67% of the site having slopes greater than 30%, it will be 
necessary to limit development to the least drastic slopes. 
The draw function of the site itself will be one of the more 
challenging attributes to overcome. A further study of the 
draw will have to be conducted and an adequate area for 

18
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While having a low-density potential and a small buildable 
area, the Public Works site ranked the lowest of the top 10 
ranked sites; yet it was selected for the highly developable 
sites due to its location. It will require some of the least 
expensive construction costs. Its outlying location makes 
it less obtrusive to existing neighborhoods and protected 
views, and existing vehicular and utility infrastructure are 
readily accessible.

However, the Public Works location is fairly distant from 
the Snowmass Village core and essential services. The site 

construction, there are several adjacent wildlife sensitive 
areas, and the site is surrounded by adjacent debris and 
avalanche hazards. The fact that this parcel has already been 
developed may nullify these concerns.
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Carriage Way & Lot 1

The Carriage Way and Lot 1 site ranked high in the suitability 
assessment due to its proximity to the Base Village and the 
Mall. The fact that a building and parking lot currently exist 
makes it compelling for developers, especially considering 
construction costs for grading, utility hook-ups, and 
vehicular access.

The proposed project will have to preserve the 48 existing 
skier parking spaces in Lot 1 and consider the 12 units and 15 
parking spaces currently at the affordable housing site. This 
limited net gain could make the project less appealing than 
new construction. Lot 1 is also currently rented to the Blazing 

700 sf of the west side of Lot 1 during the summer and 
approximately 200sf during the winter.

Carriage Way & Lot 1 Carriage Way & Lot 1
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Daly Lane

The Daly Lane site ranked high in many of the criteria of the 
suitability assessment due to its proximity to the Mall. A 
project here would make for highly desirable housing that is 
directly in the town core, is virtually slope-side, and is well-
connected to transit. 

The site’s buildable area does not garner a lot of space and 
therefore density would need to be fairly high to justify the 
cost of construction. The Snowmass Inn parcel currently 
houses 39 people under free-market lodging-type rentals. 
These units would need to be considered in the overall unit 
count, and the relatively low net gain in units might make 
the project less attractive for the Town to pursue. The bus 
terminal site can also be considered for development, as 
plans are underway to relocate it uphill to the proposed new 
Snowmass Transit Center.

Daly Lane Bus Terminal Daly Lane Bus TerminalDaly Lane Infill Daly Lane InfillDaly Lane Redevelopment Daly Lane Redevelopment
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Upper Parking Lots

Lots 10, 11, and 12 were chosen to consider a prototypical 
development on the skier parking lots. These lots were 
chosen over the others since they are furthest away from 

intensely than the lower-numbered lots. The Upper Lots 
ranked the highest overall in the suitability assessment due 
to their proximity to the Mall and the infrastructure already in 
place. The sites are attractive from a construction standpoint 
because they are already largely graded, they have nearby 
utility access, and vehicular access is already established.

The Upper Lots, although ranked highest in the objective 
assessment, also remain one of the more controversial sites 
in this Master Housing Plan. The use of day-skier parking is 
a high commodity, particularly with Lot 12 that has direct 
skier access to the hill. Any proposed project would have to 
accommodate the 110 spaces in Lot 12, 118 spaces in Lot 11, 
and 92 spaces in Lot 10 while addressing the current usage 
patterns. Building structured parking could be expensive and 
potentially change the view plane from Brush Creek Road.

Upper Parking Lots Upper Parking Lots
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Zoning: SPA-1

Parcel# 273301201855
LU: Open Space/Conservation

Zoning: SPA-1

Parcel# 273301200001
LU: Mixed Use

Zoning: CC-PUD

Parcel# 273301201853
LU: Mixed Use

Zoning: CC

Town Hall Draw
The Town Hall Draw site, as considered in this Master Plan, 
consists of four parcels - three in their entirety and one 
partially. Based on the slope analysis and density potential, 
only two of these parcels would be developed as affordable 
housing. The parcel surrounding the built Town Hall would 
likely only get road connection improvements and trail 
connection improvements. The Point Site did not provide 
an adequate buildable area for housing development but is 
discussed in later paragraphs as being conducive to future 
development for a neighborhood amenity.

The site has long been considered as the most likely place for 
high-density housing. It also has greater community support 

5 highly developable sites, the Town Hall Draw has potential 
for the highest quantity of units and highest density.

The Point Site is not well-suited for housing development 
nor egress to the Draw site; however, it offers an opportunity 
to locate a public neighborhood amenity because of its 
highly visible prominence and perceived Town entry location. 
Such amenities might include, but are not limited to, a small 
community center, playground, outdoor pavilion, or library.
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Options 1 and 2 were combined, offering more units while 
balancing livability.

Under this design concept (shown as a conceptual sketch and 
3D model in the following pages), the buildings get taller as 
they go uphill to allow more of the units to have views above 

parking. The central stair or elevator can be shared between 

bedroom units are a common request heard by the Housing 
Department. With the kind of density offered by the Town 

developable sites to consider allotting 10-15% of units for 
three-bedroom apartments. It can also easily include a mix 
of rental-only and condominium buildings. Additional green 
space and/or playground is possible with the elimination of 
one of the buildings.

the upper reaches of the draw, and one smaller pond central 
to the development that catches debris and water from the 
North drainage.

area will need to be further evaluated. Should development 
occur in the area, a determination should be made early 
on as to the size and capacity required to meet the needs 

environment nor human safety. 

The Draw site ranked consistently high in the suitability 
assessment due to its proximity to the Snowmass Center 
which is accessed through safe and direct connections. 
Another advantage of the site’s location is the nook it 
is positioned in, providing both privacy and a sense of 
ownership for potential residents while reducing the 
visual impact on Snowmass’s surrounding hills. Vehicular 
connectivity is optimal on this site since the Town Hall 
building and access was designed with the possibility of 
further developing the upper parcels. The access road has 
been terminated and is in a good position to simply pick up 
where it currently ends.

Lastly, the potential size and orientation of the Town Hall Draw 
site lends itself to a mix of rental and ownership housing units, 
much like was developed at the existing Mountain View and 
Creekside sites. This model has been successful in offering a 
range of affordable options. Units may be added by stacking 
levels to each building, and green space may be added in 
the center of the parcel and/or with green roofs over parking 

the northwest of the existing Town Hall parking will need to 
be accommodated in future development.

Constraints

With 67% of the site having slopes greater than 30%, it will 
be necessary to limit development to the least drastic slopes. 
Likewise, considerable earthmoving will need to be done 
to install road infrastructure and foundations. Site design 
will be a challenge, particularly to get the driveways below 

maximum slope constraints, get parking below maximum 
slope constraints, accommodate vehicle turning radii, and 

Another constraint is that when the Point Site was originally 
exchanged between the Town and the Related developer 
sometime around 2005, it was expected to be a high-
value commercial property. As such, its inclusion in this 
development may be more controversial than the other 
Town Hall parcels. As such, its best use may be for one of the 
community amenities discussed previously.

The draw function of the site itself will be one of the more 
challenging attributes to overcome. A draw is formed by two 
parallel ridges with low ground in between them. The area of 

and typically contains loose rocks from eroded rockfall and 

development plan, as will the re-routing of the existing Hawk 
Ridge Trail. There will also be short-term disruption to Town 

During site plan development, three options to layout 
building massing and parking were considered. Option 1 
suggested locating building massing around the perimeter 
of the draw with internal parking lots. Option 2 considered 
buildings more parallel to the contours of the draw, stacking 
up into the hill. Option 3 considered a large, central, urban-
style apartment building to maximize density. Ultimately, 
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As with many of the sites in this Master Plan, the concept 
for the Town Hall Draw site requires a Parking Alternative 
Plan that allows less than 1 parking space per bedroom. 
As currently designed, the site has a parking ratio of 1.3 
spaces per unit or 0.7 spaces per bedroom (approximately 
half the code minimum). Given its proximity to transit, the 
site is suited for a lower parking ratio with the assistance of 
public transportation and potentially a car-share program. A 

in Appendix B regarding proximity to transportation (with 
suggested improvements) and essential daily needs.

While this concept has been developed with a particular 
spread of unit types, it would also lend itself to more three-
bedroom, family-friendly housing. 

The last consideration would be that any development on 
land with greater than 30% slope will require a variance and 
should be avoided if possible.
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Town Hall

TOTAL UNITS: 90  

(30) one bedroom

(44) two bedroom

(16) three bedroom

TOTAL PARKING SPACES: 120  

(120) on grade parking

Town Hall
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Parcel# 
273506100852

LU: Public
Zoning: Public

Public Works
The Public Works site, as considered in this Master Plan, 
consists of one portion of a larger parcel owned by the Town. 
That parcel contains various buildings for the Town’s Public 
Works facility. Two residential units currently exist on the 

and are rented to employees of that department.

unit output is small but it is a beautiful site perched on a hill 
with hillside vegetation, detention area, and amazing views 
towards town. Units can be nested into the existing contours 
without a great deal of impact on the ridge. Low-sloped gable 
roofs would enhance this visual nesting goal.

The prototype units could either be developed as for-sale 

market for either housing type. Consideration could be given to 
prioritizing Town employees due to the proximity to public works.

There are several sites throughout town that could support 

Creekside and Mountain View housing complexes.

As currently designed, the site meets the code minimum 
parking ratio of 1.25 spaces per bedroom (or 1.7 spaces per 
unit) and will not require any variance or.
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Constraints

the Public Works facility is that access to the units would likely 
need to be through existing parking areas. This arrangement 
is possible but may involve some excavation and losing some 
of existing parking that services Public Works’ administrative 
building. The north end of the building (currently the impound 

how much higher it is than the surrounding parcel. It would be 
best to create a schematic design where parking that serves 
the new housing remains tied to the units and is distinct from 
existing public works parking.

During site plan development, two options to lay out building 
massing were considered. Option 1 tested the feasibility 

constructability of narrow townhomes. Option 1 was chosen 
because it provided a better overall standard of living. The 
design goal would be to build one story above the existing 

units. The team also designed common decks off of the 
existing berm that would serve each of the buildings, creating 
an opportunity for community-building outside of the units.

Further study needs to be given to the circulation through 

Moreover, the existing parking will need to be 
accommodated.

The Town may have a civil plan from when the 
site was developed for the Public Works facility. 
This document may provide information on 
soils, the detention area, and sub-surface water 
infrastructure.

The Town’s bus route does not currently serve 
this location. If developed, consideration should 
be given to adding this stop to Bus Route #3.

The last consideration would be that any 
development on land with greater than 30% slope 
will require a variance and should be avoided 
if possible.

28
TOSV MASTER HOUSING PLAN

11-20-23 TC Packet 83 of 244



Northwest View

View Looking Up Hill from Owl Creek Rd.

View of Massing as it Drops with Terrain

Public WorksO
wl

 C
re

ek
 R

d

Plan View Owl Creek Rd.

Public Works

29
TOSV MASTER HOUSING PLAN

SITE PLAN W/ PROGRAM SUMMARY

TOTAL UNITS: 12  

(8)   one bedroom

(4)   two bedroom

TOTAL PARKING SPACES: 20  

(20) on grade parking

11-20-23 TC Packet 84 of 244



Pedestrian B
ridge

Lot 1

C
ar

ri
ag

e
W

ay

Lot 2

Lot 3

N 200’100’0’

Parcel# 
273302424001

LU: Public
Zoning: SPA-1
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273302400851

LU: Public
Zoning: SPA-1

Carriage Way & Lot 1 
The property at 250 Carriage Way is an existing 12-unit 
multifamily property that was built in 1967 and is located 
directly below Parking Lot 1. It has 4 each: studios, one-
bedroom, and two-bedroom apartments served by 12 existing 
parking spaces. It was purchased by the Town in 2019 to 
preserve it as affordable and with the thought of potential 
future redevelopment. 

For purposes of this Master Plan, 250 Carriage Way is 
combined with Parking Lot 1, which is directly uphill. It is the 
smallest of the parking lots, is not as close to the slopes as 
the other lots, and its proximity to 250 Carriage Way makes it 
a logical extension for development purposes. Lot 2 was not 
chosen to be a part of this analysis at this time.

In considering combining 250 Carriage Way and Lot 1, the 
team’s goal was to retain all previous day-skier parking spaces. 
Likewise, the existing pedestrian bridge over the Brush Creek 
is one of the Town’s main pedestrian and bicycle corridors. 
Proximity to these connectors is opportune but must be 
recognized and remain visible and accessible with any 
site design.

This site is located in an area of relatively high density. The 
Stonebridge, Lower Willows, and Tamarack Townhomes are all 
abutting residential/commercial properties, and all cover the 
majority of their respective sites with buildings and parking.
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A car share program could be successful at this location, 
particularly on Lot 1, because of its location in the core and 
close proximity to bus transit. The slope and grade also have 
the advantage of allowing for tuck-under parking on-site.

Constraints

There are 12 existing units that would need to be fully torn 
down and replaced as part of the redevelopment. This would 
necessitate displacing and relocating the tenants.

of Lot 1, and has used the lot as storage, bus parking, and 
staging for many years. Development of this site for housing 
would necessitate ending that relationship. In addition, 
approximately forty-eight (48) day-skier parking spaces exist 
in Lot 1 and would have to be accounted for in the new 
design, as the lot is often full during the winter. The 48 does 
not include spaces where the existing Blazing Adventures 
shack is located but does include spaces that are typically 
taken by their shuttles in the summer.

There is an 18-foot grade change between the parking lot at 
250 Carriage Way and the Lot 1 parking lot. This is a steep 
drop-off that would need to be re-graded or accommodated 
in the design process.

During site plan development for this site, two options 
were considered, both of which looked to accommodate 
the existing parking in Lot 1. Option 1 looked at two 
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The historic schematic plans (two separate efforts have 
been noted) and urban renewal efforts in the area should be 
reviewed to understand the design efforts that have taken 
place thus far. 

The suggested density is consistent with adjacent lots; 
however, there may be some community push-back due the 
suggested density. 

The Town currently leases a portion of the lot in the summers 
to Blazing Adventures; this would not be able to continue if 
the maximum number of parking spaces are to be maintained. 

Consideration would also need to be given to seasonal 
permits to the Stonebridge for use of the lot.

As with many of the sites in this Master Plan, the concept 
for the Carriage Way site requires a Parking Alternative Plan 
that allows less than 1 parking space per bedroom or less 
dedicated skier parking in Lot 1. As currently designed, the 
site has a parking ratio of 0.6 spaces per unit or 0.3 spaces 
per bedroom (approximately one quarter the code minimum). 
Given its proximity to transit, the site is suited for a lower 
parking ratio with the assistance of public transportation and 
potentially a car-share program. A parking alternative analysis 

proximity to transportation (with suggested improvements) 
and essential daily needs.

separate surface parking lots, one for skiers and one for the 
residential building, in largely the way it exists today. Option 
2 considered a structured parking scenario that placed 
residential parking above under-grade skier parking (this is 
similar to the direction that was discussed for the Upper Lots). 
Concerns over construction costs and the desire to create 
a more village-like massing rather than one huge structural 
mass ultimately led the team to move forward with Option 1.

The proposed mass of buildings is divided by transparent, 
at-grade circulation cores. The goal was to squeeze in parking 
where possible but not at the expense of living units. The 
lower lot would be reduced in size and expanse to avoid 
unnecessarily paving large areas. Landscaped areas should 
be prominently considered in the next phase of design to 
optimize outdoor green space, gathering areas, and softening 
of the building facades.

The proposed design favors two-bedroom units over one-
bedroom units at a 4-1 ratio, mirroring previous schematic 
plans for this site. This site also includes somewhat less that 
the required parking ratio for the residential units, but has 
a net gain of 27 spaces over the existing usage. That gain is 
due, in part, to the utilization of Lot 1 for more parking. The 

eliminated in favor of additional parking and/or green space; 
the furthest northeast corner building has an opportunity to 

drop-off in that area.
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Southwest View

View Uphill Looking Southwest

Southeast View

View of Massing as it Drops with Terrain

Approx Lot 1

A
pprox Lot 1

Carriage Way

Carriage Way

TOTAL UNITS: 39
NET GAIN: 27

(9)   one bedroom

(30) two bedroom

TOTAL PARKING SPACES: 75
NET GAIN: 27

(24) in lower lot parking

(51)   in upper lot parking  

(48) existing skier parking
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LU: Lodging, 
Zoning: SPA-1

Parcel# 
273302400007, 

LU: Lodging, 
Zoning: SPA-1Parcel# 

273302423852, 
LU: Multi-Use, 

Zoning: Multi-Use

Daly Lane 
The Daly Lane site, as discussed in this Master Plan, consists 
of three parcels – the existing Snowmass Inn, the existing 
Snowmass Shuttle Depot, and a vacant parcel currently owned 
by the Snowmass Village Community Foundation located next 
to the Snowmass Inn (formerly the site of the Town pool). The 
portion of Daly Lane dividing the Snowmass Inn and the Depot 
parcels could also be considered as part of the development. 

The three adjacent parcels just recently became an 
opportunity for the Town to invest in housing at this location. 
The existing bus depot will be closed when the new Transit 
Center comes online, anticipated in 2023. The Snowmass 
Inn was purchased by the Town in 2020 to both preserve its 
current use as short-term worker housing and for its potential 
for future redevelopment. The parcel consisting of the 
Snowmass Inn will only be considered for development on 
the western side to preserve the existing green space and 
drainage on the east, which is part of the historic Benedict 
Trail. This trail area should also be restored and enhanced.

Benedict Trail is a “pocket park” that can be an asset to this 
property if considered as part of the development. Building 
massing should interface with the the park, allowing residents 
access to this desired amenity, while ensuring that the space 
remains accessible to the public as part of the trail through 
the central core of the Village. The building massing as 
shown in the schematic plan encroaches approximately 13’ 
into the park.
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Due to the site’s location in the central core, the Daly Lane 
site offers an excellent opportunity to maximize density, 
with close proximity to other dense development such as 
the Snowmass Mall and the Mountain Chalet. Density, in this 
context, includes both horizontal building extents and vertical 
building height.

If developed as proposed, there is an opportunity to include a 
pedestrian bridge from the development on the north side of 
Daly Lane to the Snowmass Mall on the south side. 

The site sketch shown here deliberately avoids putting 
housing development where the bus depot currently is so 
as not to block the windows of the existing Mall commercial 
units. During the masterplanning process however, it was 
discussed that the commercial edge of the Mall that makes 
up the backside of the existing depot might be redeveloped. 
In that case, the Daly Lane project could take advantage 
and build on the south side of Daly Lane, up against a new 
commercial development backside.

Constraints

There are currently 39 units in the Snowmass Inn being 
occupied seasonally as workforce housing. With a full demo and 
redevelopment, these tenants will have to be relocated and the 
loss of those units taken into account in the total net gain of units.

The Town of Snowmass Village does not currently control the 
parcel that historically was the pool site. This development 
plan would require acquiring that site or otherwise partnering 
with the owner, the Snowmass Village Community Foundation.

The space is currently used by residents and visitors as 
recreation space, especially for walking dogs.

The units at Daly Lane are proposed to be a mix of rental 
and for-sale. This site is virtually slope-side, which would lend 
itself well to both types of units. There is also the possibility 

families and/or alternative living arrangements such as shared/
roommate housing.

The team proposed a building massing broken into three 
smaller buildings to maximize natural light, create a more 
village-like setting, and to incorporate east-west connector 
paths to Benedict Park. There is currently no parking at any 
of these locations; Snowmass Inn tenants use the numbered 
lots. Therefore, to accommodate the new development, 
the schematic plan proposes to add both the nine (9) 
on-grade spaces and to build approximately sixty (60) 
spaces underground. Access would be from both Daly and 
Campground Lanes.

Several iterations of the western building were discussed in 
its relation to Daly Lane. The building as shown in the site 
plan sketch is cantilevered over the existing Daly Lane road 
alignment, accommodating one row of tuck-under parking. 
In this case, the emergency access lane and Daly Lane as a 
street would be rerouted into the former bus depot parcel. 

back the facade of the building massing and retaining the 
alignment of the Daly Lane street.

Daly Lane currently provides access to Snowmass Mall 
businesses, and the present depot site is used as both a bus 
stop and for bus storage. Access and bus storage will need 
to be accommodated or relocated in any redevelopment plan 
along this street.

The phasing of the project will need to be carefully thought 
through. It could be possible to redevelop on the existing 
Snowmass Inn footprints, and then later add on the former 
pool site and/or on to the depot site. If this is the desired 
approach, a redesign of the site and building massings would 
need to occur, and the program summary and pro forma 
assumptions would be reduced. Likewise, thought should be 
given to adding any underground parking early on in the site 
development, since the lower parking garage spans all three 
buildings and would need to be designed to properly serve 

The parking garage entries need to be further studied 
regarding the feasibility of two separate garages on different 
elevations accessed from both the Daly Lane side and the 
Campground Lane side. In initial design sketches, it was 

option that needs to be fully examined and considered as a 
next phase of design.

If the development is to move forward with all three parcels, 

would need to be purchased. In addition, a property 
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boundary amendment would need to occur to include the 
right-of-way between the lots.

As with many of the sites in this Master Plan, the concept for 
the Daly Lane site requires a Parking Alternative Plan that 
allows less than 1 parking space per bedroom. As currently 
designed, the site has a parking ratio of 0.9 spaces per unit or 
0.5 spaces per bedroom (less than half the code minimum). 
Given its proximity to transit, the site is suited for a lower 
parking ratio with the assistance of public transportation and 
potentially a car-share program. A parking alternative analysis 

proximity to transportation (with suggested improvements) 
and essential daily needs.
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SITE PLAN W/ PROGRAM SUMMARY

TOTAL UNITS: 72  
NET GAIN: 33  

(19)   one bedroom

(47) two bedroom

(6)   three bedroom

TOTAL PARKING SPACES: 69

(9)   on grade

(60) below grade    
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Carriage Way

Lot 13

Lot 10

Lot 9

Lot 11
Lot 12

N

Parcel# 
273302400851

LU: Public
Zoning: SPA-1

Upper Lots
The Upper Parking Lots site proposes to utilize the existing 
parking lots 10, 11 and 12 for development of affordable 
workforce housing over the existing spaces and tiered to 
enable excellent down-slope views and near slope-side living. 

without losing existing skier parking and could be replicated 
in lower lots if desired. Lot 13 was not considered due to 
the limitations of its size and the fact that it already includes 
worker housing in a stand-alone building. 

Development of the Upper Parking Lots present many 
opportunities, including existing infrastructure, access to 
village services and amenities, public transportation service, 

Lots 10, 11, and 12 of the Upper Parking Lot grouping were 
chosen for further site design and massing studies, these 
lots serve as a prototype for what can be done on any of the 
parking lots, en masse or individually. This also lends itself to 
a long-term phasing approach, developing each lot as needed 
to meet the affordable housing market needs at the time.

and of Carriage Way. Lower level parking areas could be 
screened from the downhill side with perforated screens or 
vegetation to soften the uphill view plane.

0’ 100’50’
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Constraints

The numbered parking lots have long been discussed for 
redevelopment. But there has been equal pressure against 
development both from members of the public and from the 
Planning Commission during the development of the current 
Snowmass Comprehensive Plan.

Development on any of the numbered lots would have to 
account for and not reduce the existing number of parking 
spaces for the public. Per the Transportation Department, 
there are 92 spaces in Lot 10, 118 in Lot 11, and 110 in Lot 12. 
Residential parking should be assumed at a rate of not less 
than one car per bedroom. However, even at this rate and 
despite its adjacent location to the Town core, the residents 
of the Upper Parking Lots site might end up parking in the 
spots meant for the public, thereby reducing skier-designated 
parking. This would have to be carefully monitored and could 
be mitigated with a parking permit system for the residents.

During site plan development, two options were considered 
to address massing by looking at feasibility of the existing 
parking and livability. Option 1 looked at a stepped building 
over structured parking. Option 2 considered village-like units 
over a full-plate parking structure. Option 2 was ultimately 
progressed due to concerns about immense, overbearing 
massing. Option 2 was revised slightly to make the building 

resulting revision is included in the following plan sketch.

Option 2 presents the concept that each existing parking lot 
would remain located within its boundary. A structural deck 
would then be added over the at-grade parking to create 
room for building massing and outdoor community space, 
all over the top of the deck. Resident parking would then be 
added at-grade upslope of the buildings. The public parking 
below the deck would be altered in favor of angled parking 
to maximize parking counts. The berming between each lot 
would remain largely undisturbed.

In this stacked scenario, all living spaces in the units are 
positioned on the downhill side to maximize natural 
light and views.

As with the Town Hall Draw site, the Parking Lots site could 
lend itself to a mix of rental and condominium ownership. 
This is currently envisioned as providing one and two 

apartment would have a deck to take advantage of the down 
valley views.

The design as proposed in the Master Plan meets a parking 
ratio of one space per unit - not one per bedroom. This would 
have to be accepted by the Town as a variance to the Town’s 
parking requirement. Another option would be to decrease 
the unit count in favor of more parking. A third consideration 
might be a car-share program. This plan could also easily be 
built in phases. 

As with many of the sites in this Master Plan, the concept 
for the Upper Lots site requires a Parking Alternative Plan 
that allows less than 1 parking space per bedroom. As 
currently designed, the site has a parking ratio of 1.1 spaces 
per unit or 0.7 spaces per bedroom (approximately half the 
code minimum). Given its proximity to transit, the site is 
suited for a lower parking ratio with the assistance of public 
transportation and potentially a car-share program. A parking 

Appendix B regarding proximity to transportation (with 
suggested improvements) and essential daily needs.
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SITE PLAN W/ PROGRAM SUMMARY

TOTAL UNITS:   78

(26) one bedroom

(52) two bedroom

TOTAL PARKING SPACES: 389  
NET GAIN: 69

(89)  on grade

(300)below grade

(320) existing skier parking
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Architectural 
Precedent Imagery

fo
rm

The following are 
images collected by the 
design team to describe 
(and illicit reactions to) 
the intended density, 
form, materiality, 
and detailing for the 
proposed affordable 
housing units described 
in this Master Plan.
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Parking Considerations
The designs presented in this masterplan likely do not 
meet the current standards called for in the land use code.  
Current Town of Snowmass Village zoning requires at least 
one (1) space per bedroom for residential development, and 
1.5 space per bedroom for deed restricted housing. These 
minimum standards have the result of applying a much higher 
requirement for affordable housing than for free market units, 
adding considerable cost and taking up a great deal of space.  

needs of Snowmass Village and its employees. 

Parking requirements are necessary to ensure that residents 
have a dedicated place for their vehicles without creating 
negative impacts on public parking and roadways. At the 
same time - and especially in multifamily housing - parking 
increases the cost of developing housing by increasing the 

land area required, taking away from the area that could be 
used for additional residential development. Alternatively, 
structured or underground parking can conserve land but 
cost anywhere from $25,000 to $65,000 per space.

There is a growing movement across the U.S. to reduce 
parking requirements for affordable housing, especially 
where it is in close proximity to public transit. Lifestyles are 
changing, and many Millennials and Gen-Z households are 
opting out of being automobile owners. The idea of “smart 
growth,” which concentrates growth in compact, walkable 
centers to avoid sprawl, is now considered a best practice 
that should be embedded in planning and zoning practice. 
The Town’s employee housing prioritizes Snowmass Village 
employment, which means that most people live near 
where they work.

In addition to requirements related to building size and 
location, some communities establish parking standards 
based on the planned occupants of a building. These 
adjustments account for lower vehicle ownership rates among 
certain types of households, 
such as lower income 
households. This is the opposite 
of the Town’s requirement, 
which currently requires 50% 
more parking for its affordable 
housing. Consideration 
needs to be given to the local 
transit proximity, the amount 
of secured bicycle parking 

provided, and the viability of emerging options such as 
electric bicycles, tandem parking, car-sharing vehicles, and 
shared-use parking.

The below table is an assessment of current parking 
availability across Snowmass Village’s restricted rental 
housing. The existing availability does not, for the most part, 
meet the minimum standard of 1.5 spaces per bedroom as 
currently required in the Code. Only the Mountain View II 
development meets that standard. The other developments 
range from 0.7 to 1.3 spaces per bedroom.

To maximize the housing potential of each site and take best 
advantage of the Town’s excellent public transit network, 
the design and steering team recommend a lower parking 
requirement than is currently in place for affordable workforce 
housing in the zoning regulations. This would be a departure 
from past practice. As the individual sites are advanced, a 
policy-level discussion on the pros and cons of the current 
parking requirements will be needed.

Creek
Carriage

Creekside North
Mountain Mountain 

units 26 12 45 26 32 92 26

bedrooms 26 16 75 36 46 131 30

spaces 17 13 97 31 51 167 44

source: Seth Goodman, graphicparking.com
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Financial Considerations

Conservative “order of magnitude” estimates were developed 
for each site based on the following “point-in-time” 
assumptions:

• Building and Site Costs = $420/sf

• Surface Parking = $10,000/space

• Structured Parking = $60,000/space

• Soft Cost Fees = 16.5% of Hard Costs

• Land costs = $0 (Town-owned sites)

Financing Recommendations

Because workforce housing costs more to build than renters 
and home buyers can afford to pay, all of the Town’s stock 
has been developed through a combination of mortgage/

estate market exploded, municipals bonds combined with 
contributed land and publicly-funded infrastructure were 

years, those two funding sources have been supplemented 
with a municipal cash subsidy, such as the $5.8 million 
contributed to making the cost of the Coffey Place homes in 
Snowmass Village more affordable.

An ambitious housing program can, and should, also seek 
to bring in other proven sources of funding. The federal 
government has, since the late 1980s, offered investors the 
opportunity to contribute to affordable housing in exchange 
for long-term tax credits. That program, known as the Low 
Income Housing Tax Credit, or LIHTC Program, can generate 
as much as half of the cash needed to build affordable rental 
housing. The State of Colorado has other, smaller grant 
programs that can, and should, be explored as a way to 
reduce the need for local subsidy. 

Local institutions such as RFTA, Colorado Mountain College, 
the School District, Aspen Hospital, Pitkin County, and SkiCo 
have all expressed interest in partnering. They could be a 
source of funding, especially if they were able to have some 
units set aside for their employees in exchange.

one site is being moved forward for development. Financial 
feasibility will be determined at that time, and each site 
will have a set of funding sources that are unique and that 
make sense for the ultimate outcome. For example, the 
development of the Town Hall Draw, which is complicated by 
slope and shale, might include a combination of rental and 
condominium units, and could be designed to be affordable 
to a range of entry-level local households. A site like the Daly 
Lane/Snowmass Inn site, alternately, could be built in phases 

needs and approach for these two examples would be 
very different.

Each recommended housing site should be approached 
individually at the start of development planning with a 

•
structured to maximize the project’s ability to service 
debt from rent payments. For-sale housing should 
likewise look to a purchaser household’s ability to carry 
a mortgage in the current market.

• State and Federal grants – grants for affordable housing 
should be evaluated and secured, provided they are 
aligned with the workforce housing program goals and the 
incomes of the residents that the Town wishes to serve.

• Federal Tax Credits – Larger rental developments 

as much as 50% or more of the total development costs.

Units

Total 
Development

Cost

Town Hall Draw 90 120 $62,377,361

Public Works 12 20 $7,264,824

Carriage Way & Lot 1 39 75 $25,649,108

Daly Lane 72 69 $52,001,328

Upper Parking Lots 78 389  
(incl skier 
parking)

$73,546,809

Totals:
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• Partnership Opportunities – many local partners have 
needs that are well-aligned with the Town’s workforce 
housing goals. The Town should actively seek out 

that make sense.

• Municipal Subsidy – even with all of these tools, it 
is likely that development of these sites will require 
some local subsidy to make the development feasible 
for the local workforce. That subsidy can be in the 
form of the value of the town-owned land, in utilities, 
and infrastructure brought to the sites - and, where 
necessary, cash.

Timing Recommendations
The proposed Master Plan provides a “road-map” to achieve 
Snowmass Village’s workforce housing needs based on 
known conditions. Much can change over time, and the 
suitability and need for development should be evaluated on 
an ongoing basis. The recommended sites may continue to 
be the most likely. Conversely, if new opportunities arise or 
needs change, the Plan can change in response.

Based on the current suitability and potential cost, desirability, 
and community impact; the team recommends pursuing 
development generally in the order as presented in this Plan, 

by the Public Works and/or Carriage Way/Lot 1 sites. The 
Town should, however, remain responsive to opportunities as 
they arise and to possibilities to work with local businesses 

or institutions that may be interested in creating housing in 
partnership with the Town. 

If approved, initial schematic design work could begin on the 

Developer Roundtable
As part of the Master Plan development, the team invited a 
roundtable of developers and local institutions to review and 
comment on the 5 sites and to provide feedback. There was 
considerable interest among these outside developers to 

Those in attendance have considerable experience with tax 

tools. A summary of that meeting is appended.

Conclusions
Any plan to build 185 units of high-quality, affordable 
workforce housing is bold. It will take consistent effort, 
planning, hard work, and dollars. The cost of construction 
in the high country is very steep, currently averaging over 
$400/square foot without including the cost of land. While 
there are ways to reduce costs using modular and other 
emerging construction options, there will always be a sizable 
gap between what it costs on a per-unit basis to build and 
maintain housing, and the rents or mortgages that most of 
the workforce can pay.

However, the cost of not building is even higher. As real 
estate costs outstrip wages at an ever-increasing rate, 

Snowmass Village’s workforce is getting pushed farther 
and farther down-Valley. This, in turn, places an enormous 
burden on the valley’s transportation and road systems. 

of our region, which can have long-term negative impacts 
on our sustainability as a desirable mountain community. 
Increasingly, businesses are unable to pay workers enough to 
entice them here or convince them to make the hour or longer 
commute each way to their jobs. 

Any estimate of potential cost associated with the 
development of these 5 sites is speculative and can only be 
made at the highest level. Development costs will depend on 
many factors, including site conditions, type of construction, 

materials costs in the Roaring Fork Valley.

Snowmass Village has, almost since its inception, seen the 
value of creating a vibrant workforce housing program. Like 
other essential community services, housing is part of the 
core infrastructure of the town - as important and as integral 
to our daily functioning as the shuttle, the local roads, and 
our parks and trails systems. We have been able to create a 
portfolio of options for our residents through a combination 

building methods. This approach should be supplemented 
by seeking available state and federal grant and tax credit 
programs that are consistent with our community goals, 
and by actively engaging partners who share our interest in 
creating housing options.
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Workforce Housing 
Demand Forecast

2017 Update

Town of Snowmass Village
Planning Commission 

August 28, 2017
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Workforce Housing Demand
Analysis Updates Since June Meeting

• Employee generation calculations done for all development in Snowmass 
Village (Analysis B)

– Included as an alternative analysis for current and future workforce housing demand

• RRC Update (Analysis A) modified with new calculations from Planning 
Commission recommendations:

– 150 additional “Dedicated” not restricted units added to current inventory
– 10.1% occupancy by Pitkin County “Out-commuters” removed from current inventory 
– Retiree occupancy calculated from TOSV housing data (10 deed restricted units)
– Results in reduction from previous total future unmet need of 383 units to 350 units

• Number of qualified applicants per unit in 2017 updated
Workforce Housing Demand Forecast, 

August 2017
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Workforce Housing Demand
Summary of Results

Workforce Housing Demand Forecast, 
August 2017
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Analysis A
RRC 2008 Study Update

Workforce Housing Demand Forecast, 
August 2017

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
Snowmass Village Employees 2304 2376 2437 2516 2559 2572

Housing
Available Housing Units 966 682 665 647 630 608
PC Out Commuter Occupancy -98
Free market Loss -122 -14 -14 -14 -14 -14
Restricted Unit Loss -55 -6 -6 -6 -6 -6
Retiree Units -10 -3 -3 -3 -3 -3
Additional Base Village Units 0 5 4 5 0 0

Total Net Housing Units 682 665 647 630 608 585

Employee Capacity
Avg. Employees / Unit 1.65 1.65 1.65 1.65 1.65 1.65
Total Employee Capacity 1125 1097 1067 1039 1002 966
% of Employees 48.8% 46.2% 43.8% 41.3% 39.2% 37.6%

Employee Housing Goal 60% 60% 60% 60% 60% 60%
Employee Gap 257 329 395 471 533 577

Total Units Needed (5 yr. Forecast) 156 199 239 285 323 350
Additional Units Needed by Year 156 43 40 46 38 27

2017
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Analysis B
Employee Generation Calculations

• Analysis B uses the Housing Mitigation Requirements included in the Land 
Use Code:

– Single Family Homes & Duplexes: Employees = .0331 x e(.005) x (Unit Sq. Ft.)

– Multifamily & Lodges: Employees = 0.38 - 0.72 employees per unit
– Commercial: Employees = 0.97 – 5.9 employees per 1,000 sq. ft.

• F&B:  5.9 employees per 1,000 sq. ft.
• General Retail: 4.83 employees per 1,000 sq. ft.
• Office: 3.68 employees per 1,000 sq. ft.

– Ski Area: Employees = 61.95 employees per 1,000 skiers at one time

Workforce Housing Demand Forecast, 
August 2017
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Analysis B (residential & lodging)
Land Use Code Employee Generation 

Calculations

Workforce Housing Demand Forecast, 
August 2017
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Analysis B (commercial & ski area)
Land Use Code Employee Generation 

Calculations

Workforce Housing Demand Forecast, 
August 2017
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Analysis B 
Total Employees Generated

Workforce Housing Demand Forecast, 
August 2017
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Workforce Housing Demand
Avg. # of Qualified Applicants per Deed-

Restricted Unit

Workforce Housing Demand Forecast, 
August 2017
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Suitability 
Category

Physiology 4.0 4.0 4.0

Slope 5

Parcel area = 79,224 SF
42,605 SF < 10% slope
=54% of site
17,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 31,181 SF
17,741 SF < 10% slope
 =57% of site
5,700 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 21,228 SF
16,188 SF < 10% slope
=76% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

Drainage 5 None 5 None 5 None

Soils 1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

Hazards 5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

Utilities 3.0 3.5 4.5

Proximity 2

Water - main 60' from parcel 
Sewer - main 500' from parcel 
and uphill, will need to be 
pumped, right now on septic    
Electric-Feed to parcel

3

Water - main goes through 
parcel                                      
Sewer - main 400' from parcel 
and uphill, will need to be 
pumped, right now on septic    
Electric-Feed to parcel

4
Water & Sewer- main in 
adjacent ROW                      
Electric-Main in adjacent ROW

Existing Capacity 4 No issues with water 4 No issues with water 5 No capacity issues

Services 
Proximity

3.0 3.0 3.3

Essential Daily Services 2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

Emergency Services 3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.6mi to Police Station
2.1mi to Fire Station
1.4mi to Snowmass Clinic

Open Space Recreation 4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.0mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.1mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

273303401015

Krabloonik Kennels Krabloonik Parking Lot Divide Trail Parking Lot

273302302815

3

273303401853

1 2

Suitability Category

Physiology 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 3.8 3.3 2.8 3.0 2.0 1.8 2.0 3.0 2.3 3.5 3.8 3.0 2.5 1.5

Slope 5

Parcel area = 79,224 SF
42,605 SF < 10% slope
=54% of site
17,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 31,181 SF
17,741 SF < 10% slope
 =57% of site
5,700 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 21,228 SF
16,188 SF < 10% slope
=76% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 238,612 SF
162,140 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 170,419 SF
116,127 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5
Site area = 65,668 SF
32,655 SF < 10% slope
=50% of site
12,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 12,901 SF
10,167 SF < 10% slope
=79% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 10,493 SF
6,046 SF < 10% slope
=57% of site
3,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3

Site area = 39,090 SF
32,442 SF < 30% slope
=83% of site
1,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3
Site area = 32,739 SF
22,541 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
1,400 SF contiguous area < 10%

3
Site area = 57,397 SF
34,040 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
900 SF contiguous area < 10%

3

Site area = 99,353 SF
59,279 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5,075 SF contiguous area < 
30%

2

Site area = 739,000 SF
532,132 SF < 45% slope
=72% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 670,110 SF
448,315 SF > 30% slope
=67% of site
1580 SF contiguous area < 
30%

3

Site area = 42,588 SF
29,560 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
2050 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 371,535 SF
218,015 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
14,600 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 48,272 SF
27,443 SF < 30% slope
=57% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 64,839 SF
51,905 SF < 30% slope
=80% of site
7280 SF contiguous area < 
15%

3

Site area = 502,816 SF
300,805 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5278 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 25,667 SF
15,900 SF > 30% slope
=62% of site
750 SF contiguous area < 30%

1

Site area = 3,446,139 SF
2,670,988 SF > 30% slope
=77% of sit
1500 SF contiguous area < 
15%

Drainage 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 4
West Fork Brush Creek covers 
portion of site.

2
2 discharging culverts to 
drainage basin downhill

3 Existing natural drainage gulley 2 Irrigation ditch running on site 2

Signifigant drainage collection 
from surrounding hills. Man 
made channel down area of 
likely access.  Many natural 
drainage ways have

4
Drainage collection from 
surrounding hills.

5
No drainage conflicts shown 
on GIS

2

Significant drainage/debris 
field from surrounding hills. 
Natural drainage paths carving 
in.

4
Road drainage collection and 
inlet collecting runoff from 
sites above.

5 None 5 None 5 None 3

Brush Creek irrigation ditch 
follows NE site boundary and 
would require crossing in at 
least one location to access 
the site

Soils 1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 11) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Dollard-Rock 
outcrop, shale complex, 25 to 
65 percent slopes (Map Unit 
30) - Very limited site 
development rating

Hazards 5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

3

Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard. 
Existing bus stop retaining 
wall need to be avoided

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

1
Servere wildfire hazard; high 
debris/avalanch

Utilities 3.0 3.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 3.0 4.0 2.5 2.5 4.5 2.0

Proximity 2

Water - main 60' from parcel 
Sewer - main 500' from parcel 
and uphill, will need to be 
pumped, right now on septic     
Electric-Feed to parcel

3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 3 3 3
Water & Sewer - main 120' 
from parcel                             
Electric-Main 500' from parcel

4 3
Water & Sewer - main 100' 
from parcel                                 
Electric-Main 100' from parcel

3
Water & Sewer -Main 800' from 
parcel                             
Electric-Main 1200' from parcel

3 3

Water - main 600' from parcel 
Sewer - main 2000' from 
parcel Electric-substation 200' 
from parcel

4 3

Existing Capacity 4 No issues with water 4 No issues with water 5 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 3 5 2 2 5 1

Services Proximity 3.0 3.0 3.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.0 4.3 3.3 3.7 4.7 4.7 4.7 3.7 3.3 2.7 3.0 2.7

Essential Daily Services 2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3 0.9mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4 0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.1mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi walkable route via ped 
path to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2 2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 1
3.8mi to Woody Creek Post 
Office 
6.7mi to Roxy's 

Emergency Services 3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.6mi to Police Station
2.1mi to Fire Station
1.4mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.9mi to Police Station
1.3mi to Fire Station
0.2mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.6mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.5mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.3mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge 
to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.5mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge to 
Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.7mi to Fire Station
0.8mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
0.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi walkable route or 0.6mi 
drive to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
1.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
1.3mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
2.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.1mi to Police Station
1.5mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

2
2.5mi to Police Station
2.0mi to Fire Station
3.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.2mi to Police Station
1.4mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

8.5mi to Basalt Police Stn, 
9.2mi to TOSV Police Stn
0.5mi to Fire Station
9.6mi to Snowmass Clinic
9.7mi to Aspen Valley Hosp

Open Space Recreation 4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.0mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.1mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.2mi to Nature Trail

4

0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

3
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.3mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South

4
0.1mi to Mountain View Trail
0.2mi to Rim Trail South
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

3
0.2mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

0.0mi to Rim Trail South
0.0mi to Mountain View Trail
Both trails cross into site, 
actual distance to access trail 
depends on location of 
development.
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

Mountain View Trail crosses 
into site, would need a trail 
connector (0.0mi)
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

0.1mi to Mountain View Trail to 
the west, would need a 
connector. 0.2mi from 
Mountain View to the east.
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

Proposed Rim Trail Bail Out 
crosses through site (0.0mi) 
Could be 1 way only?
0.0mi to Melton Ranch Trail
0.2mi to May Fly Trail
0.2mi Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.1mi to Golf Course
0.1mi to Cathy Robinson Park
0.1mi to Village Way Trail

5

0.0mi to Horse Ranch Trail
0.0mi to Town Park, 
Playground and path network
0.2mi to Upper North Mesa 
Trail & Open Space (incl 
Seven Star Trail)

4

0.25mi to Highline, Lowline, 
Viewline, Ditchline, Deadline 
Trails
Surrounded by the Hidden 
Valley Open Space (not 
passive though)

4

0.0mi to Lowline Trail (Connects to 
Highline/Deadline Trails)
0.2mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.2mi to Tom Blake Trail

2

0.3mi to Aspen Village OS
0.5mi+ to Aspen Village/Hwy 
82 Trail connecting to Rio 
Grande Trail
0.1mi to Snowmass Divide 
Ditch Rd (Road, walkable, but 
not a designated trail)

Vehicular Access 4.0 4.5 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 4.5 5.0 2.5 2.5 1.5 3.5 4.5 2.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 5.0 1.0

Existing Infrastructure to buildable area 4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~350lf of 
paving required.

4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~275lf of 
paving required.

5
Existing road access via Pinon 
Dr. Paved road into site exists.

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved roads into each terrace 
exist. 

5
Existing road access via 
Carriage Way. Paved roads 
into each terrace exist. 

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved road into site exist. 

5
Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Paved road into site exits 
for bus terminal.

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln runs along one side of 
parcel (and buildable area). 
No road into site but might 
only require garage parking 
(therefore no road needed)

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Small paved spur enters 
parcel for exterior parking and 
access but is in bad condition.

5
Site is bisected by Brush Creek 
Ln. Lots of existing parking 
exists.

3

Most likely access from existing Deerfield 
Dr parking lot. Pedestrian access protrudes 
across slope and between buildings to 
gain lower access. Likelihood of building a 
spur off of Brush Creek Rd ?

3

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (west arm). New 
road required either from cul-
de-sac (~50lf) or from "Y" 
(~70lf).

2

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (east arm), access 
drive would be where exiting 
man-made drainage channel 
is.
Could access from lower 
Deerfield Dr to the west 
around the back of the existing 
condo.
Access to site would require at 
least 120ft of new paved road.

3

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall. 
Terminated C&G road exists 
ready for expansion (<100lf).

4

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall.  
Adjacent to site's north 
perimeter and already has 
parking in the likely 
development parking spot.

2

Existing road access via 
Upper Woodbridge Rd. 
Access to site would require at 
least 280ft of new road. 
Possible access via path on 
upper side of existing condos 
(Road  on east side of existing 
condos, pedestrian via stairs 
on SW side of exisitng 
condos.)

3
Existing road access via Owl 
Creek Rd. Estimated ~50lf of 
new paved road required.

3
Existing road access via Horse 
Ranch Dr. Estimated ~80lf of 
new paved road required.

3

Existing road access via 
Highline Rd. Existing gravel 
road accesses whole site. 
Estimated 1,000 lf of new 
paving required.
Would paving be required or 
would TOSV consider a gravel 
drive to this remote site?

5
Existing spur and parking exists 
accessing Public Works. Not likely new 
road would be required.

1

Access would likely have to be 
through Aspen Village 
Subdivision with an additional 
constructed road through 
Subdivision property or 
Watson Divide Ranch 
property. Could come of the 
cul-de-sac at the park and 
switchback to the E/SE

Slope 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 2 1 4 5 3 4 4 4 5 1

Alternative 
Transportation Proximity 

1.0 1.0 2.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 5.0 3.0 4.0 2.0

Distance to Walkways/Bikeways 1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

2

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.7mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way 
to attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5

300ft to Brush Creek Trail 
(paved). Must walk through 
parking lot to access.
0.2mi to Carriage Way attached 
sidewalk. Must walk through 3 
parking lots and across Carriage 
Way to access.

3

Walk on local paved roads to crossalk, 
cross Brush Creek, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads to bridge 
accessing Carriage Way lots, 0.3mi to 
bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads to 
crossalk, cross Brush Creek, 
walk along Brush Creek 
sholder, on side roads to 
bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads 
down to Brush Creek, 
crosswalk, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads 
to bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

5

Walk along Town Hall access 
road to attached sidewalk 
towards Brush Creek (475ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (600ft)

5

Adjacent to attached 
sidewalks towards Brush 
Creek (<150ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5

Adjacent to paved Melton 
Ranch trail connecting to 
bridge over Brush Creek and 
Brush Creek Trail (<50ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5
Adjacent to paved Owl Creek 
Trail (<50ft)

5

Adjacent to Horse Ranch trail 
(asphalt), connects across 
Town Park (via walkways), 
under underpass, to Brush 
Creek trail (<50ft to access 
paved network)

3

Walk down Hidden Valley Rd 
(gravel, could be paved in 
future), walk along shoulder of 
Highline Rd, cross at 
dangerous crosswalk, reach 
Brush Creek Trail at 
roundabout (0.3mi to get 
there).

4

Walk through paved Public Works 
parking lot, down spur road, along Owl 
Creek road shoulder, cross Owl Creek 
Rd without crosswalk, walk down Pine 
Crest Dr to Owl Creek Trail (paved) 
(800ft)

2

Walk down whatever access 
road is built w/ development, 
through Aspen Village 
neighborhood roads, to Aspen 
Village/Hwy 82 Trail (paved) 
(0.5+mi).

Distance to Bus Stops 1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

2
0.8mi to op of Village bus stop
1.0mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Top of Village bus stop
0.1mi to #5/Elbert Lane bus stope
0.2mi to Mall Transit Station
0.2mi to existing Mall-Village Shuttle

5

0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus 
stop
0.1mi to Mall-Village Shuttle
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus stop
0.1mi to Lichenhearth bus stop
0.2 to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5

0.2mi to Mountain View & Dirt 
Circle bus stops (by walking in 
parking/local road and avoiding 
Brush Creek Rd.
0.3mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter

5

0.0mi to Dirt circle bus stop (would need 
connector)
0.1mi to Mountain View Bus Shelter (via 
local roads)

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Stop
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Conoco bus stop (via 
sidewalks)
0.2mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)
0.1mi to Upper/Lower 
Snowmass Center bus stops

5

Adjacent to Conoco bus stop
0.1mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)

5
0.1mi to Upper Woodbridge 2 
bus stop

4

0.2mi to UH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via walkways and 
crosswalk)
0.3mi to DH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via paved path around 
Cathy Robinson Park and 
attached sidwalks) 

5 0.1mi to Town Park Station 3 0.5mi to Town Park Station 4
0.5mi to Two Creek Portal stop
0.5mi to Fairway Drive stop

2

0.7mi to RFTA Local UV - 
Aspen Village Stop
0.75mi to RFTA Local DV - 
Aspen Village Stop

Density Potential 1.5 1.5 1.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 5.0 4.5 3.0 2.5 2.5 2.5 4.0 3.5 4.0 2.5 2.5 1.0 2.5 1.0

Current Landuse & Zoning 2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Commercial [need to 
confirm in the PUD]

2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: OS/Cons

1
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Public

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4

Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities 
[have to verify via SPA-1 
language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area

5
Zoning: MF
LU: Village Core Area

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU:Village Core Area

3
Zoning: PUD
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU: Publically Owned OS

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:  Publically Owned OS

4
Zoning: SPA-1 
LU: Community Facilities

3
Zoning: CC-PUD
LU: Community Facilities

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: n/a
LU: n/a

2
Zoning: CON
LU: Residential

1
Zoning: CON
LU: Private OS

4
Zoning: PUB
LU: Community Facility

1
Zoning: Wildcat PUD
LU: Not Shown

Surrounding Parcel & Comprehensive Plan 
Compatibility

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area [not 
zoned for med./high density]

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, OS, MU-2, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area + Village 
Core Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU, SPA-1, CC
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU, CC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
PUD, MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also MF-PUD, 
OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MF, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
MF, PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CON, OS, REC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
OS, PUB
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

1
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

Ecological Constraints & 
Protection

5.0 5.0 5.0 4.3 3.7 3.7 5.0 5.0 3.0 3.7 2.3 3.7 3.7 3.0 3.0 3.7 5.0 3.7 2.0 3.7 3.0

Wildlife Sensative Areas 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Surrounded by Ecologically 
sensitive areas.

5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5 None 5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Ecologically sensitive area 
borders Site to the N and S.

5 None 5

Near North Mesa wildlife 
closure but does not cross or 
border site. 
Near Elk Severe Winter Range, 
Elk Winter Concentration Area, 
Elk Winter Range.
Near Mule Deer Winter Range.

1

Elk Winter Range & Elk Winter 
Concentration Area covers 
site.
Site borders Sky Mountain 
Park wildlife closure but does 
not cross into site.

3

Contains portion of Elk Winter Range
Borders on Elk Winter Concentration 
Area, Severe Winter Range, Migration 
Corridors, and road crossings.
Borders on Mule Deer Migration 
Corridor.
Near Sky Mountain Park & Burnt 
Mountain North wildlife closure areas 
but does not cross into site. 
Ecologically sensitive area borders Site 
to the W and NE.

-
No closures. Wildlife 
assessment maps in comp 
plan do not extend to this Site.

Wetlands & Creek Buffers 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers portion of Site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

1

1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.
Flood Hazard Zone covers small 
NW sliver of Site.

5 None 5 None 1
200ft West Fork Brush Creek 
buffer (arbitrary buffer) covers 
majority of site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone covers 
entire site.

5 None 5 None on site. 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers small portion of 
Site

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

5 None 5 None 5 None 4
None on site. 1000ft Brush 
Creek Impact Zone does cover 
site's access however

5 None 5 None

Existing Habitat to be Preserved 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
No easements
West Fork Brush Creek 
riparian ecology

5

No easements. 
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow ecology on the flats, 
riparian/dogwood ecology in gulley

1
No easements
Oak ecology, aspens on the 
plateau

1
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology

1
No easements
Oak/sagebrush ecology

3
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology on west 
side

1

No easements
Sage/serviceberry meadow 
ecology, aspen forest up 
higher. Highest is oak ecology

5

No easements
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow/Oak ecology

1
No easements
Sage/Oak/Juniper ecology

3
No easements 
Planted reveg/trees. Not original 
ecology but is serving some habitat.

1
No easements
Oak/Juniper/sage ecology

Buildable Area 3.0 2.0 1.0 5.0 5.0 3.0 1.0 1.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 1.0 3.0 1.0 2.0 1.0

Size of Suitable Area 3 2 1 5 flat and highly buildable 5 flat and highly buildable 3 flat and highly buildable 1 flat but small site 1 flat but small site 2 flat but small site 1
small with likely drainage on 
eastern side

2 4
access to area of buildable 
slopes, though still fairly steep

2 very steep slopes 4

Large buildable area but need 
to know if there is geo hazards 
in the swale area that will 
affect buildable area.

2 3 1 3 1 2 1

Community Impact 2.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 4.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 1.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 3.0

Neighbor strife, council hesitancy, existing 
structures/businesses/uses, visual/contextual 

continuity, visual impact
1 99yr lease 1 99yr lease 1

Politics to consider… The 
Divide HOA would likely have 
serious issues with housing 
here as would the general 
public (esp. trail uses).

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp Plan 
and P&Z hardily disapproved. It is 
referenced in the West Village CPA 
in the Comp Plan.

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp 
Plan and P&Z hardily 
disapproved. It is referenced 
in the West Village CPA in the 
Comp Plan.

3
Impact to skier parking. Impact to 
existing residents.

3

Bus depot being moved in 
transportation master plan. 
Pushback would likely still 
occur because of density of 
buildings around it.

3

Town doesn't own yet. 
Currently serves as green 
space for recreation - needed 
in the area. Pushback would 
likely still occur because of 
density of buildings around it.

3

Daly Ln Redevelopment 
(Snowmass Inn) and the 
Mountain Chalet were bought 
as a package deal.
Slope-side housing is a 
premium and would be better 
as free market.

3
Heavy density around this site 
and likely pushback from 
existing residents.

3
Wildlife conservation issues throughout 
Mountain View.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as future 
expansion.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as Open Space in 
PUD.

5
Has been discussed for 
housing for many years.

3
Very prominent location and 
might get pushback.

1

Town doesn't currently own 
the sites.
Current ownership (Related) is 
trying to give/get-rid-of the 
parcels to the Town in lieu of 
what is owed.

1
Highly visible and would go 
against many of Snowmass' 
development principles.

1

Being rezoned to Open Space 
(verify)
Town has historically not 
succeeded in buying land 
from Horse Ranch.

3

Currently owned by 
Snowmass Chapel. Might 
have less pushback because 
there are no nieghbors but 
wildlife issues abound.

5
probably little pushback because of 
existing uses

1
County might not be receptive. 
Likely a political quagmire for 
many reasons.

Replacement Impact/Cost 3
Company and kennels would 
need to relocate.
Basic demolition required.

3

If parking lot is developed 
while Krabloonik remains, 
parking will need to be located 
elsewhere.

5
Parking would be lost (impact 
to community) but is not 
prohibitive

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in redevelopment

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in 
redevelopment

1

Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces (48 spaces in Lot 
1, ~15 spaces in Carriage Way) in 
redevelopment. 12 units must be 
accounted for elsewhere.

5

Bus terminal is already being 
relocated under transportation 
master plan. Some demolition 
costs but not prohibitive.

5
Basic demolition, nothing 
requires replacement

1

39 rooms currently used as 
year-round, free-market 
employee housing through 
private owner. Current 
employee housing would need 
to be accounted for 
elsewhere.

3
Constructuion would require 
demolition and/or obstruction of 
current parking lot/access.

5
No replacement required. Loss of yard 
space for existing units. Potential loss of 
bus pull off if accessed from that point.

3 Ditch replacement/rerouting. 5 No replacement required 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 1
Would need to replace or 
account for the debris field

5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 3 Loss and/or impact to existing parking. 5 No replacement required.

 26.5 26.5 28.8 38.2 37.5 35.5 37.3 37.1 33.1 31.9 29.2 29.0 27.1 35.2 34.2 29.1 30.7 30.3 22.7 31.2 17.2

Wildcat RanchLower Mountain View Upper Mountain View Mountain View Draw Owl Creek ROW Rodeo Place Extension

273303401015

Daly Ln Bus Terminal Daly Ln Infill Hidden Valley Public Works HousingKrabloonik Kennels Krabloonik Parking Lot Divide Trail Parking Lot Carriage Way & Lot 1Lower Parking LotsUpper Parking Lots

273302424001 and a part of 273302400851273302302815

Town Hall Point

6 18

Portion of 264331105002

11

Lower portions of 273302418751 and 273302106756

12

273302106752

13

273302106851

10

273301345800 and part of 273302422751

16

Creekside Infill Upper WoodbridgeTown Hall Draw

Not a parcel, at 39.215063, -106.927458

3

273303401853 273302400851 minus Lot 1

4

Part of 273302400851

5 9

273302400007

7

273302423852

8

Daly Ln Redevelopment

Sites
20

Portion of 273506100852

21

264307110852 and 264307210853

19

Portion of 264331400801273302420001 273301113001 and 273301201006

14

273301201854 and 273301201855

15

273301200001

1 2 17

5

0.0mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground 
runs (counts as passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail & Sleig
Ride Trail
0.1mi to proposed Mammo

3
1.6mi to Police Station
2.1mi to Fire Station
1.4mi to Snowmass Clinic

2
1.6mi to Post Office & Clark
Market

3.33.0

2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 

3.0

2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 

Suitability Category

Physiology 4.04.0 4.0

Slope 5

Parcel area = 79,224 SF
42,605 SF < 10% slope
=54% of site
17,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 31,181 SF
17,741 SF < 10% slope
 =57% of site
5,700 SF contiguous area < 
10%

Drainage 5 None 5 None

Soils 1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

Hazards 5
Standard TOSV wildfire
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire
hazard; low debris/avalanc
hazard

Utilities 3.0 3.5

Proximity 2

Water - main 60' from parcel 
Sewer - main 500' from parcel 
and uphill, will need to be 
pumped, right now on septic     
Electric-Feed to parcel

3

Existing Capacity 4 No issues with water 4 No issues with water 5

Services Proximity

Essential Daily Services

Emergency Services

Open Space Recreation

4

4.5

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slo
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited
site development rating

5 None

5

Site area = 21,228 SF
16,188 SF < 10% slope
=76% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area
10%

4.0

273303401015

Krabloonik Kennels Krabloonik Parking Lot Divide Trail Parking Lot

273302302815

3

273303401853

1 2
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Suitability 
Category

273303401015

Krabloonik Kennels Krabloonik Parking Lot Divide Trail Parking Lot

273302302815

3

273303401853

1 2

Vehicular 
Access

4.0 4.5 5.0

Existing Infrastructure to
buildable area

4

Existing road access via 
Divide Rd. Graded, dirt road 
into site exists. Estimated 
~350lf of paving required.

4

Existing road access via 
Divide Rd. Graded, dirt road 
into site exists. Estimated 
~275lf of paving required.

5
Existing road access via Pinon 
Dr. Paved road into site exists.

Slope 4 5 5

Alternative 
Transportation 
Proximity 

1.0 1.0 2.0

Distance to
Walkways/Bikeways

1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

2

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.7mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

Distance to Bus Stops 1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

2
0.8mi to op of Village bus stop
1.0mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

Density 
Potential

1.5 1.5 1.0

Current Landuse & Zoning 2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Commercial [need to 
confirm in the PUD]

2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: OS/Cons

1
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Public

Surrounding Parcel &
Comprehensive Plan

Compatibility
1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area [not 
zoned for med./high density]

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

Suitability Category

Physiology 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 3.8 3.3 2.8 3.0 2.0 1.8 2.0 3.0 2.3 3.5 3.8 3.0 2.5 1.5

Slope 5

Parcel area = 79,224 SF
42,605 SF < 10% slope
=54% of site
17,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 31,181 SF
17,741 SF < 10% slope
 =57% of site
5,700 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 21,228 SF
16,188 SF < 10% slope
=76% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 238,612 SF
162,140 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 170,419 SF
116,127 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5
Site area = 65,668 SF
32,655 SF < 10% slope
=50% of site
12,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 12,901 SF
10,167 SF < 10% slope
=79% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 10,493 SF
6,046 SF < 10% slope
=57% of site
3,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3

Site area = 39,090 SF
32,442 SF < 30% slope
=83% of site
1,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3
Site area = 32,739 SF
22,541 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
1,400 SF contiguous area < 10%

3
Site area = 57,397 SF
34,040 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
900 SF contiguous area < 10%

3

Site area = 99,353 SF
59,279 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5,075 SF contiguous area < 
30%

2

Site area = 739,000 SF
532,132 SF < 45% slope
=72% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 670,110 SF
448,315 SF > 30% slope
=67% of site
1580 SF contiguous area < 
30%

3

Site area = 42,588 SF
29,560 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
2050 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 371,535 SF
218,015 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
14,600 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 48,272 SF
27,443 SF < 30% slope
=57% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 64,839 SF
51,905 SF < 30% slope
=80% of site
7280 SF contiguous area < 
15%

3

Site area = 502,816 SF
300,805 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5278 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 25,667 SF
15,900 SF > 30% slope
=62% of site
750 SF contiguous area < 30%

1

Site area = 3,446,139 SF
2,670,988 SF > 30% slope
=77% of sit
1500 SF contiguous area < 
15%

Drainage 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 4
West Fork Brush Creek covers 
portion of site.

2
2 discharging culverts to 
drainage basin downhill

3 Existing natural drainage gulley 2 Irrigation ditch running on site 2

Signifigant drainage collection 
from surrounding hills. Man 
made channel down area of 
likely access.  Many natural 
drainage ways have

4
Drainage collection from 
surrounding hills.

5
No drainage conflicts shown 
on GIS

2

Significant drainage/debris 
field from surrounding hills. 
Natural drainage paths carving 
in.

4
Road drainage collection and 
inlet collecting runoff from 
sites above.

5 None 5 None 5 None 3

Brush Creek irrigation ditch 
follows NE site boundary and 
would require crossing in at 
least one location to access 
the site

Soils 1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 11) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Dollard-Rock 
outcrop, shale complex, 25 to 
65 percent slopes (Map Unit 
30) - Very limited site 
development rating

Hazards 5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

3

Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard. 
Existing bus stop retaining 
wall need to be avoided

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

1
Servere wildfire hazard; high 
debris/avalanch

Utilities 3.0 3.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 3.0 4.0 2.5 2.5 4.5 2.0

Proximity 2

Water - main 60' from parcel 
Sewer - main 500' from parcel 
and uphill, will need to be 
pumped, right now on septic     
Electric-Feed to parcel

3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 3 3 3
Water & Sewer - main 120' 
from parcel                             
Electric-Main 500' from parcel

4 3
Water & Sewer - main 100' 
from parcel                                 
Electric-Main 100' from parcel

3
Water & Sewer -Main 800' from 
parcel                             
Electric-Main 1200' from parcel

3 3

Water - main 600' from parcel 
Sewer - main 2000' from 
parcel Electric-substation 200' 
from parcel

4 3

Existing Capacity 4 No issues with water 4 No issues with water 5 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 3 5 2 2 5 1

Services Proximity 3.0 3.0 3.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.0 4.3 3.3 3.7 4.7 4.7 4.7 3.7 3.3 2.7 3.0 2.7

Essential Daily Services 2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3 0.9mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4 0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.1mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi walkable route via ped 
path to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2 2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 1
3.8mi to Woody Creek Post 
Office 
6.7mi to Roxy's 

Emergency Services 3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.6mi to Police Station
2.1mi to Fire Station
1.4mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.9mi to Police Station
1.3mi to Fire Station
0.2mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.6mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.5mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.3mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge 
to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.5mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge to 
Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.7mi to Fire Station
0.8mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
0.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi walkable route or 0.6mi 
drive to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
1.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
1.3mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
2.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.1mi to Police Station
1.5mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

2
2.5mi to Police Station
2.0mi to Fire Station
3.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.2mi to Police Station
1.4mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

8.5mi to Basalt Police Stn, 
9.2mi to TOSV Police Stn
0.5mi to Fire Station
9.6mi to Snowmass Clinic
9.7mi to Aspen Valley Hosp

Open Space Recreation 4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.0mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.1mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.2mi to Nature Trail

4

0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

3
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.3mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South

4
0.1mi to Mountain View Trail
0.2mi to Rim Trail South
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

3
0.2mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

0.0mi to Rim Trail South
0.0mi to Mountain View Trail
Both trails cross into site, 
actual distance to access trail 
depends on location of 
development.
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

Mountain View Trail crosses 
into site, would need a trail 
connector (0.0mi)
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

0.1mi to Mountain View Trail to 
the west, would need a 
connector. 0.2mi from 
Mountain View to the east.
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

Proposed Rim Trail Bail Out 
crosses through site (0.0mi) 
Could be 1 way only?
0.0mi to Melton Ranch Trail
0.2mi to May Fly Trail
0.2mi Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.1mi to Golf Course
0.1mi to Cathy Robinson Park
0.1mi to Village Way Trail

5

0.0mi to Horse Ranch Trail
0.0mi to Town Park, 
Playground and path network
0.2mi to Upper North Mesa 
Trail & Open Space (incl 
Seven Star Trail)

4

0.25mi to Highline, Lowline, 
Viewline, Ditchline, Deadline 
Trails
Surrounded by the Hidden 
Valley Open Space (not 
passive though)

4

0.0mi to Lowline Trail (Connects to 
Highline/Deadline Trails)
0.2mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.2mi to Tom Blake Trail

2

0.3mi to Aspen Village OS
0.5mi+ to Aspen Village/Hwy 
82 Trail connecting to Rio 
Grande Trail
0.1mi to Snowmass Divide 
Ditch Rd (Road, walkable, but 
not a designated trail)

Vehicular Access 4.0 4.5 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 4.5 5.0 2.5 2.5 1.5 3.5 4.5 2.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 5.0 1.0

Existing Infrastructure to buildable area 4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~350lf of 
paving required.

4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~275lf of 
paving required.

5
Existing road access via Pinon 
Dr. Paved road into site exists.

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved roads into each terrace 
exist. 

5
Existing road access via 
Carriage Way. Paved roads 
into each terrace exist. 

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved road into site exist. 

5
Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Paved road into site exits 
for bus terminal.

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln runs along one side of 
parcel (and buildable area). 
No road into site but might 
only require garage parking 
(therefore no road needed)

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Small paved spur enters 
parcel for exterior parking and 
access but is in bad condition.

5
Site is bisected by Brush Creek 
Ln. Lots of existing parking 
exists.

3

Most likely access from existing Deerfield 
Dr parking lot. Pedestrian access protrudes 
across slope and between buildings to 
gain lower access. Likelihood of building a 
spur off of Brush Creek Rd ?

3

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (west arm). New 
road required either from cul-
de-sac (~50lf) or from "Y" 
(~70lf).

2

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (east arm), access 
drive would be where exiting 
man-made drainage channel 
is.
Could access from lower 
Deerfield Dr to the west 
around the back of the existing 
condo.
Access to site would require at 
least 120ft of new paved road.

3

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall. 
Terminated C&G road exists 
ready for expansion (<100lf).

4

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall.  
Adjacent to site's north 
perimeter and already has 
parking in the likely 
development parking spot.

2

Existing road access via 
Upper Woodbridge Rd. 
Access to site would require at 
least 280ft of new road. 
Possible access via path on 
upper side of existing condos 
(Road  on east side of existing 
condos, pedestrian via stairs 
on SW side of exisitng 
condos.)

3
Existing road access via Owl 
Creek Rd. Estimated ~50lf of 
new paved road required.

3
Existing road access via Horse 
Ranch Dr. Estimated ~80lf of 
new paved road required.

3

Existing road access via 
Highline Rd. Existing gravel 
road accesses whole site. 
Estimated 1,000 lf of new 
paving required.
Would paving be required or 
would TOSV consider a gravel 
drive to this remote site?

5
Existing spur and parking exists 
accessing Public Works. Not likely new 
road would be required.

1

Access would likely have to be 
through Aspen Village 
Subdivision with an additional 
constructed road through 
Subdivision property or 
Watson Divide Ranch 
property. Could come of the 
cul-de-sac at the park and 
switchback to the E/SE

Slope 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 2 1 4 5 3 4 4 4 5 1

Alternative 
Transportation Proximity 

1.0 1.0 2.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 5.0 3.0 4.0 2.0

Distance to Walkways/Bikeways 1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

2

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.7mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way 
to attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5

300ft to Brush Creek Trail 
(paved). Must walk through 
parking lot to access.
0.2mi to Carriage Way attached 
sidewalk. Must walk through 3 
parking lots and across Carriage 
Way to access.

3

Walk on local paved roads to crossalk, 
cross Brush Creek, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads to bridge 
accessing Carriage Way lots, 0.3mi to 
bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads to 
crossalk, cross Brush Creek, 
walk along Brush Creek 
sholder, on side roads to 
bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads 
down to Brush Creek, 
crosswalk, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads 
to bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

5

Walk along Town Hall access 
road to attached sidewalk 
towards Brush Creek (475ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (600ft)

5

Adjacent to attached 
sidewalks towards Brush 
Creek (<150ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5

Adjacent to paved Melton 
Ranch trail connecting to 
bridge over Brush Creek and 
Brush Creek Trail (<50ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5
Adjacent to paved Owl Creek 
Trail (<50ft)

5

Adjacent to Horse Ranch trail 
(asphalt), connects across 
Town Park (via walkways), 
under underpass, to Brush 
Creek trail (<50ft to access 
paved network)

3

Walk down Hidden Valley Rd 
(gravel, could be paved in 
future), walk along shoulder of 
Highline Rd, cross at 
dangerous crosswalk, reach 
Brush Creek Trail at 
roundabout (0.3mi to get 
there).

4

Walk through paved Public Works 
parking lot, down spur road, along Owl 
Creek road shoulder, cross Owl Creek 
Rd without crosswalk, walk down Pine 
Crest Dr to Owl Creek Trail (paved) 
(800ft)

2

Walk down whatever access 
road is built w/ development, 
through Aspen Village 
neighborhood roads, to Aspen 
Village/Hwy 82 Trail (paved) 
(0.5+mi).

Distance to Bus Stops 1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

2
0.8mi to op of Village bus stop
1.0mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Top of Village bus stop
0.1mi to #5/Elbert Lane bus stope
0.2mi to Mall Transit Station
0.2mi to existing Mall-Village Shuttle

5

0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus 
stop
0.1mi to Mall-Village Shuttle
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus stop
0.1mi to Lichenhearth bus stop
0.2 to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5

0.2mi to Mountain View & Dirt 
Circle bus stops (by walking in 
parking/local road and avoiding 
Brush Creek Rd.
0.3mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter

5

0.0mi to Dirt circle bus stop (would need 
connector)
0.1mi to Mountain View Bus Shelter (via 
local roads)

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Stop
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Conoco bus stop (via 
sidewalks)
0.2mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)
0.1mi to Upper/Lower 
Snowmass Center bus stops

5

Adjacent to Conoco bus stop
0.1mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)

5
0.1mi to Upper Woodbridge 2 
bus stop

4

0.2mi to UH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via walkways and 
crosswalk)
0.3mi to DH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via paved path around 
Cathy Robinson Park and 
attached sidwalks) 

5 0.1mi to Town Park Station 3 0.5mi to Town Park Station 4
0.5mi to Two Creek Portal stop
0.5mi to Fairway Drive stop

2

0.7mi to RFTA Local UV - 
Aspen Village Stop
0.75mi to RFTA Local DV - 
Aspen Village Stop

Density Potential 1.5 1.5 1.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 5.0 4.5 3.0 2.5 2.5 2.5 4.0 3.5 4.0 2.5 2.5 1.0 2.5 1.0

Current Landuse & Zoning 2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Commercial [need to 
confirm in the PUD]

2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: OS/Cons

1
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Public

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4

Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities 
[have to verify via SPA-1 
language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area

5
Zoning: MF
LU: Village Core Area

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU:Village Core Area

3
Zoning: PUD
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU: Publically Owned OS

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:  Publically Owned OS

4
Zoning: SPA-1 
LU: Community Facilities

3
Zoning: CC-PUD
LU: Community Facilities

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: n/a
LU: n/a

2
Zoning: CON
LU: Residential

1
Zoning: CON
LU: Private OS

4
Zoning: PUB
LU: Community Facility

1
Zoning: Wildcat PUD
LU: Not Shown

Surrounding Parcel & Comprehensive Plan 
Compatibility

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area [not 
zoned for med./high density]

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, OS, MU-2, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area + Village 
Core Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU, SPA-1, CC
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU, CC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
PUD, MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also MF-PUD, 
OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MF, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
MF, PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CON, OS, REC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
OS, PUB
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

1
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

Ecological Constraints & 
Protection

5.0 5.0 5.0 4.3 3.7 3.7 5.0 5.0 3.0 3.7 2.3 3.7 3.7 3.0 3.0 3.7 5.0 3.7 2.0 3.7 3.0

Wildlife Sensative Areas 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Surrounded by Ecologically 
sensitive areas.

5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5 None 5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Ecologically sensitive area 
borders Site to the N and S.

5 None 5

Near North Mesa wildlife 
closure but does not cross or 
border site. 
Near Elk Severe Winter Range, 
Elk Winter Concentration Area, 
Elk Winter Range.
Near Mule Deer Winter Range.

1

Elk Winter Range & Elk Winter 
Concentration Area covers 
site.
Site borders Sky Mountain 
Park wildlife closure but does 
not cross into site.

3

Contains portion of Elk Winter Range
Borders on Elk Winter Concentration 
Area, Severe Winter Range, Migration 
Corridors, and road crossings.
Borders on Mule Deer Migration 
Corridor.
Near Sky Mountain Park & Burnt 
Mountain North wildlife closure areas 
but does not cross into site. 
Ecologically sensitive area borders Site 
to the W and NE.

-
No closures. Wildlife 
assessment maps in comp 
plan do not extend to this Site.

Wetlands & Creek Buffers 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers portion of Site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

1

1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.
Flood Hazard Zone covers small 
NW sliver of Site.

5 None 5 None 1
200ft West Fork Brush Creek 
buffer (arbitrary buffer) covers 
majority of site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone covers 
entire site.

5 None 5 None on site. 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers small portion of 
Site

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

5 None 5 None 5 None 4
None on site. 1000ft Brush 
Creek Impact Zone does cover 
site's access however

5 None 5 None

Existing Habitat to be Preserved 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
No easements
West Fork Brush Creek 
riparian ecology

5

No easements. 
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow ecology on the flats, 
riparian/dogwood ecology in gulley

1
No easements
Oak ecology, aspens on the 
plateau

1
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology

1
No easements
Oak/sagebrush ecology

3
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology on west 
side

1

No easements
Sage/serviceberry meadow 
ecology, aspen forest up 
higher. Highest is oak ecology

5

No easements
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow/Oak ecology

1
No easements
Sage/Oak/Juniper ecology

3
No easements 
Planted reveg/trees. Not original 
ecology but is serving some habitat.

1
No easements
Oak/Juniper/sage ecology

Buildable Area 3.0 2.0 1.0 5.0 5.0 3.0 1.0 1.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 1.0 3.0 1.0 2.0 1.0

Size of Suitable Area 3 2 1 5 flat and highly buildable 5 flat and highly buildable 3 flat and highly buildable 1 flat but small site 1 flat but small site 2 flat but small site 1
small with likely drainage on 
eastern side

2 4
access to area of buildable 
slopes, though still fairly steep

2 very steep slopes 4

Large buildable area but need 
to know if there is geo hazards 
in the swale area that will 
affect buildable area.

2 3 1 3 1 2 1

Community Impact 2.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 4.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 1.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 3.0

Neighbor strife, council hesitancy, existing 
structures/businesses/uses, visual/contextual 

continuity, visual impact
1 99yr lease 1 99yr lease 1

Politics to consider… The 
Divide HOA would likely have 
serious issues with housing 
here as would the general 
public (esp. trail uses).

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp Plan 
and P&Z hardily disapproved. It is 
referenced in the West Village CPA 
in the Comp Plan.

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp 
Plan and P&Z hardily 
disapproved. It is referenced 
in the West Village CPA in the 
Comp Plan.

3
Impact to skier parking. Impact to 
existing residents.

3

Bus depot being moved in 
transportation master plan. 
Pushback would likely still 
occur because of density of 
buildings around it.

3

Town doesn't own yet. 
Currently serves as green 
space for recreation - needed 
in the area. Pushback would 
likely still occur because of 
density of buildings around it.

3

Daly Ln Redevelopment 
(Snowmass Inn) and the 
Mountain Chalet were bought 
as a package deal.
Slope-side housing is a 
premium and would be better 
as free market.

3
Heavy density around this site 
and likely pushback from 
existing residents.

3
Wildlife conservation issues throughout 
Mountain View.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as future 
expansion.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as Open Space in 
PUD.

5
Has been discussed for 
housing for many years.

3
Very prominent location and 
might get pushback.

1

Town doesn't currently own 
the sites.
Current ownership (Related) is 
trying to give/get-rid-of the 
parcels to the Town in lieu of 
what is owed.

1
Highly visible and would go 
against many of Snowmass' 
development principles.

1

Being rezoned to Open Space 
(verify)
Town has historically not 
succeeded in buying land 
from Horse Ranch.

3

Currently owned by 
Snowmass Chapel. Might 
have less pushback because 
there are no nieghbors but 
wildlife issues abound.

5
probably little pushback because of 
existing uses

1
County might not be receptive. 
Likely a political quagmire for 
many reasons.

Replacement Impact/Cost 3
Company and kennels would 
need to relocate.
Basic demolition required.

3

If parking lot is developed 
while Krabloonik remains, 
parking will need to be located 
elsewhere.

5
Parking would be lost (impact 
to community) but is not 
prohibitive

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in redevelopment

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in 
redevelopment

1

Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces (48 spaces in Lot 
1, ~15 spaces in Carriage Way) in 
redevelopment. 12 units must be 
accounted for elsewhere.

5

Bus terminal is already being 
relocated under transportation 
master plan. Some demolition 
costs but not prohibitive.

5
Basic demolition, nothing 
requires replacement

1

39 rooms currently used as 
year-round, free-market 
employee housing through 
private owner. Current 
employee housing would need 
to be accounted for 
elsewhere.

3
Constructuion would require 
demolition and/or obstruction of 
current parking lot/access.

5
No replacement required. Loss of yard 
space for existing units. Potential loss of 
bus pull off if accessed from that point.

3 Ditch replacement/rerouting. 5 No replacement required 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 1
Would need to replace or 
account for the debris field

5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 3 Loss and/or impact to existing parking. 5 No replacement required.

 26.5 26.5 28.8 38.2 37.5 35.5 37.3 37.1 33.1 31.9 29.2 29.0 27.1 35.2 34.2 29.1 30.7 30.3 22.7 31.2 17.2
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11
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12
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10
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16
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Not a parcel, at 39.215063, -106.927458

3

273303401853 273302400851 minus Lot 1

4

Part of 273302400851

5 9

273302400007

7

273302423852

8

Daly Ln Redevelopment

Sites
20

Portion of 273506100852

21
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19

Portion of 264331400801273302420001 273301113001 and 273301201006

14

273301201854 and 273301201855

15
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1 2 17

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Communit
Facility/Institutional Area

1.5

2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: OS/Cons

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1.5

2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Commercial [need to 
confirm in the PUD]

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area [not 
zoned for med./high density]

Vehicular Access 4.0 4.5

Existing Infrastructure to buildable area 4

Existing road access via Divide
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site
exists. Estimated ~350lf of 
paving required.

4

Existing road access via Divide
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site
exists. Estimated ~275lf of 
paving required.

Slope 4 5 5

Alternative 
Transportation Proximity 

1.0 1.0

Distance to Walkways/Bikeways 1

Walk across paved parking lot
(could add stair access up
hills for direct access to Divide
Rd), along Divide Rd (road),
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

1

Walk across paved parking lot
(could add stair access up
hills for direct access to Divide
Rd), along Divide Rd (road),
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

Distance to Bus Stops 1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

2
0.8mi to op of Village bus s
1.0mi to #5/Lot13/Timberlin
bus stop

Density Potential

Current Landuse & Zoning

Surrounding Parcel & Comprehensive Plan 
Compatibility

2

Walk across paved parking
(could add stair access up
hills for direct access to Div
Rd), along Divide Rd (road)
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough
gravel) to upper Carriage W
(has an attached sidewalk)
0.7mi to access designated
paved walkway.

2.0

5
Existing road access via Pin
Dr. Paved road into site exi

5.0

1
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Public

1.0

Discovery Trail Discovery Trail Discovery Trail
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Suitability 
Category

273303401015

Krabloonik Kennels Krabloonik Parking Lot Divide Trail Parking Lot

273302302815

3

273303401853

1 2

Ecological 
Constraints & 
Protection

5.0 5.0 5.0

Wildlife Sensative Areas 5 None 5 None 5 None

Wetlands & Creek Buffers 5 None 5 None 5 None

Existing Habitat to be
Preserved

5 None 5 None 5 None

Buildable Area 3.0 2.0 1.0

Size of Suitable Area 3 2 1

Community 
Impact

2.0 2.0 3.0

Neighbor strife, council
hesitancy, existing

structures/businesses/uses,
visual/contextual continuity,

visual impact

1 99yr lease 1 99yr lease 1

Politics to consider… The 
Divide HOA would likely have 
serious issues with housing 
here as would the general 
public (esp. trail uses).

Replacement Impact/Cost 3
Company and kennels would 
need to relocate.
Basic demolition required.

3

If parking lot is developed 
while Krabloonik remains, 
parking will need to be located
elsewhere.

5
Parking would be lost (impact 
to community) but is not 
prohibitive

 26.5 26.5 28.8

Suitability Category

Physiology 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 3.8 3.3 2.8 3.0 2.0 1.8 2.0 3.0 2.3 3.5 3.8 3.0 2.5 1.5

Slope 5

Parcel area = 79,224 SF
42,605 SF < 10% slope
=54% of site
17,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 31,181 SF
17,741 SF < 10% slope
 =57% of site
5,700 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 21,228 SF
16,188 SF < 10% slope
=76% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 238,612 SF
162,140 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 170,419 SF
116,127 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5
Site area = 65,668 SF
32,655 SF < 10% slope
=50% of site
12,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 12,901 SF
10,167 SF < 10% slope
=79% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 10,493 SF
6,046 SF < 10% slope
=57% of site
3,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3

Site area = 39,090 SF
32,442 SF < 30% slope
=83% of site
1,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3
Site area = 32,739 SF
22,541 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
1,400 SF contiguous area < 10%

3
Site area = 57,397 SF
34,040 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
900 SF contiguous area < 10%

3

Site area = 99,353 SF
59,279 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5,075 SF contiguous area < 
30%

2

Site area = 739,000 SF
532,132 SF < 45% slope
=72% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 670,110 SF
448,315 SF > 30% slope
=67% of site
1580 SF contiguous area < 
30%

3

Site area = 42,588 SF
29,560 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
2050 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 371,535 SF
218,015 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
14,600 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 48,272 SF
27,443 SF < 30% slope
=57% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 64,839 SF
51,905 SF < 30% slope
=80% of site
7280 SF contiguous area < 
15%

3

Site area = 502,816 SF
300,805 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5278 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 25,667 SF
15,900 SF > 30% slope
=62% of site
750 SF contiguous area < 30%

1

Site area = 3,446,139 SF
2,670,988 SF > 30% slope
=77% of sit
1500 SF contiguous area < 
15%

Drainage 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 4
West Fork Brush Creek covers 
portion of site.

2
2 discharging culverts to 
drainage basin downhill

3 Existing natural drainage gulley 2 Irrigation ditch running on site 2

Signifigant drainage collection 
from surrounding hills. Man 
made channel down area of 
likely access.  Many natural 
drainage ways have

4
Drainage collection from 
surrounding hills.

5
No drainage conflicts shown 
on GIS

2

Significant drainage/debris 
field from surrounding hills. 
Natural drainage paths carving 
in.

4
Road drainage collection and 
inlet collecting runoff from 
sites above.

5 None 5 None 5 None 3

Brush Creek irrigation ditch 
follows NE site boundary and 
would require crossing in at 
least one location to access 
the site

Soils 1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 11) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Dollard-Rock 
outcrop, shale complex, 25 to 
65 percent slopes (Map Unit 
30) - Very limited site 
development rating

Hazards 5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

3

Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard. 
Existing bus stop retaining 
wall need to be avoided

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

1
Servere wildfire hazard; high 
debris/avalanch

Utilities 3.0 3.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 3.0 4.0 2.5 2.5 4.5 2.0

Proximity 2

Water - main 60' from parcel 
Sewer - main 500' from parcel 
and uphill, will need to be 
pumped, right now on septic     
Electric-Feed to parcel

3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 3 3 3
Water & Sewer - main 120' 
from parcel                             
Electric-Main 500' from parcel

4 3
Water & Sewer - main 100' 
from parcel                                 
Electric-Main 100' from parcel

3
Water & Sewer -Main 800' from 
parcel                             
Electric-Main 1200' from parcel

3 3

Water - main 600' from parcel 
Sewer - main 2000' from 
parcel Electric-substation 200' 
from parcel

4 3

Existing Capacity 4 No issues with water 4 No issues with water 5 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 3 5 2 2 5 1

Services Proximity 3.0 3.0 3.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.0 4.3 3.3 3.7 4.7 4.7 4.7 3.7 3.3 2.7 3.0 2.7

Essential Daily Services 2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3 0.9mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4 0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.1mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi walkable route via ped 
path to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2 2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 1
3.8mi to Woody Creek Post 
Office 
6.7mi to Roxy's 

Emergency Services 3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.6mi to Police Station
2.1mi to Fire Station
1.4mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.9mi to Police Station
1.3mi to Fire Station
0.2mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.6mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.5mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.3mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge 
to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.5mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge to 
Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.7mi to Fire Station
0.8mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
0.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi walkable route or 0.6mi 
drive to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
1.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
1.3mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
2.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.1mi to Police Station
1.5mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

2
2.5mi to Police Station
2.0mi to Fire Station
3.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.2mi to Police Station
1.4mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

8.5mi to Basalt Police Stn, 
9.2mi to TOSV Police Stn
0.5mi to Fire Station
9.6mi to Snowmass Clinic
9.7mi to Aspen Valley Hosp

Open Space Recreation 4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.0mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.1mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.2mi to Nature Trail

4

0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

3
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.3mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South

4
0.1mi to Mountain View Trail
0.2mi to Rim Trail South
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

3
0.2mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

0.0mi to Rim Trail South
0.0mi to Mountain View Trail
Both trails cross into site, 
actual distance to access trail 
depends on location of 
development.
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

Mountain View Trail crosses 
into site, would need a trail 
connector (0.0mi)
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

0.1mi to Mountain View Trail to 
the west, would need a 
connector. 0.2mi from 
Mountain View to the east.
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

Proposed Rim Trail Bail Out 
crosses through site (0.0mi) 
Could be 1 way only?
0.0mi to Melton Ranch Trail
0.2mi to May Fly Trail
0.2mi Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.1mi to Golf Course
0.1mi to Cathy Robinson Park
0.1mi to Village Way Trail

5

0.0mi to Horse Ranch Trail
0.0mi to Town Park, 
Playground and path network
0.2mi to Upper North Mesa 
Trail & Open Space (incl 
Seven Star Trail)

4

0.25mi to Highline, Lowline, 
Viewline, Ditchline, Deadline 
Trails
Surrounded by the Hidden 
Valley Open Space (not 
passive though)

4

0.0mi to Lowline Trail (Connects to 
Highline/Deadline Trails)
0.2mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.2mi to Tom Blake Trail

2

0.3mi to Aspen Village OS
0.5mi+ to Aspen Village/Hwy 
82 Trail connecting to Rio 
Grande Trail
0.1mi to Snowmass Divide 
Ditch Rd (Road, walkable, but 
not a designated trail)

Vehicular Access 4.0 4.5 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 4.5 5.0 2.5 2.5 1.5 3.5 4.5 2.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 5.0 1.0

Existing Infrastructure to buildable area 4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~350lf of 
paving required.

4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~275lf of 
paving required.

5
Existing road access via Pinon 
Dr. Paved road into site exists.

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved roads into each terrace 
exist. 

5
Existing road access via 
Carriage Way. Paved roads 
into each terrace exist. 

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved road into site exist. 

5
Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Paved road into site exits 
for bus terminal.

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln runs along one side of 
parcel (and buildable area). 
No road into site but might 
only require garage parking 
(therefore no road needed)

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Small paved spur enters 
parcel for exterior parking and 
access but is in bad condition.

5
Site is bisected by Brush Creek 
Ln. Lots of existing parking 
exists.

3

Most likely access from existing Deerfield 
Dr parking lot. Pedestrian access protrudes 
across slope and between buildings to 
gain lower access. Likelihood of building a 
spur off of Brush Creek Rd ?

3

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (west arm). New 
road required either from cul-
de-sac (~50lf) or from "Y" 
(~70lf).

2

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (east arm), access 
drive would be where exiting 
man-made drainage channel 
is.
Could access from lower 
Deerfield Dr to the west 
around the back of the existing 
condo.
Access to site would require at 
least 120ft of new paved road.

3

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall. 
Terminated C&G road exists 
ready for expansion (<100lf).

4

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall.  
Adjacent to site's north 
perimeter and already has 
parking in the likely 
development parking spot.

2

Existing road access via 
Upper Woodbridge Rd. 
Access to site would require at 
least 280ft of new road. 
Possible access via path on 
upper side of existing condos 
(Road  on east side of existing 
condos, pedestrian via stairs 
on SW side of exisitng 
condos.)

3
Existing road access via Owl 
Creek Rd. Estimated ~50lf of 
new paved road required.

3
Existing road access via Horse 
Ranch Dr. Estimated ~80lf of 
new paved road required.

3

Existing road access via 
Highline Rd. Existing gravel 
road accesses whole site. 
Estimated 1,000 lf of new 
paving required.
Would paving be required or 
would TOSV consider a gravel 
drive to this remote site?

5
Existing spur and parking exists 
accessing Public Works. Not likely new 
road would be required.

1

Access would likely have to be 
through Aspen Village 
Subdivision with an additional 
constructed road through 
Subdivision property or 
Watson Divide Ranch 
property. Could come of the 
cul-de-sac at the park and 
switchback to the E/SE

Slope 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 2 1 4 5 3 4 4 4 5 1

Alternative 
Transportation Proximity 

1.0 1.0 2.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 5.0 3.0 4.0 2.0

Distance to Walkways/Bikeways 1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

2

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.7mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way 
to attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5

300ft to Brush Creek Trail 
(paved). Must walk through 
parking lot to access.
0.2mi to Carriage Way attached 
sidewalk. Must walk through 3 
parking lots and across Carriage 
Way to access.

3

Walk on local paved roads to crossalk, 
cross Brush Creek, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads to bridge 
accessing Carriage Way lots, 0.3mi to 
bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads to 
crossalk, cross Brush Creek, 
walk along Brush Creek 
sholder, on side roads to 
bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads 
down to Brush Creek, 
crosswalk, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads 
to bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

5

Walk along Town Hall access 
road to attached sidewalk 
towards Brush Creek (475ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (600ft)

5

Adjacent to attached 
sidewalks towards Brush 
Creek (<150ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5

Adjacent to paved Melton 
Ranch trail connecting to 
bridge over Brush Creek and 
Brush Creek Trail (<50ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5
Adjacent to paved Owl Creek 
Trail (<50ft)

5

Adjacent to Horse Ranch trail 
(asphalt), connects across 
Town Park (via walkways), 
under underpass, to Brush 
Creek trail (<50ft to access 
paved network)

3

Walk down Hidden Valley Rd 
(gravel, could be paved in 
future), walk along shoulder of 
Highline Rd, cross at 
dangerous crosswalk, reach 
Brush Creek Trail at 
roundabout (0.3mi to get 
there).

4

Walk through paved Public Works 
parking lot, down spur road, along Owl 
Creek road shoulder, cross Owl Creek 
Rd without crosswalk, walk down Pine 
Crest Dr to Owl Creek Trail (paved) 
(800ft)

2

Walk down whatever access 
road is built w/ development, 
through Aspen Village 
neighborhood roads, to Aspen 
Village/Hwy 82 Trail (paved) 
(0.5+mi).

Distance to Bus Stops 1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

2
0.8mi to op of Village bus stop
1.0mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Top of Village bus stop
0.1mi to #5/Elbert Lane bus stope
0.2mi to Mall Transit Station
0.2mi to existing Mall-Village Shuttle

5

0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus 
stop
0.1mi to Mall-Village Shuttle
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus stop
0.1mi to Lichenhearth bus stop
0.2 to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5

0.2mi to Mountain View & Dirt 
Circle bus stops (by walking in 
parking/local road and avoiding 
Brush Creek Rd.
0.3mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter

5

0.0mi to Dirt circle bus stop (would need 
connector)
0.1mi to Mountain View Bus Shelter (via 
local roads)

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Stop
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Conoco bus stop (via 
sidewalks)
0.2mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)
0.1mi to Upper/Lower 
Snowmass Center bus stops

5

Adjacent to Conoco bus stop
0.1mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)

5
0.1mi to Upper Woodbridge 2 
bus stop

4

0.2mi to UH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via walkways and 
crosswalk)
0.3mi to DH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via paved path around 
Cathy Robinson Park and 
attached sidwalks) 

5 0.1mi to Town Park Station 3 0.5mi to Town Park Station 4
0.5mi to Two Creek Portal stop
0.5mi to Fairway Drive stop

2

0.7mi to RFTA Local UV - 
Aspen Village Stop
0.75mi to RFTA Local DV - 
Aspen Village Stop

Density Potential 1.5 1.5 1.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 5.0 4.5 3.0 2.5 2.5 2.5 4.0 3.5 4.0 2.5 2.5 1.0 2.5 1.0

Current Landuse & Zoning 2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Commercial [need to 
confirm in the PUD]

2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: OS/Cons

1
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Public

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4

Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities 
[have to verify via SPA-1 
language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area

5
Zoning: MF
LU: Village Core Area

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU:Village Core Area

3
Zoning: PUD
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU: Publically Owned OS

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:  Publically Owned OS

4
Zoning: SPA-1 
LU: Community Facilities

3
Zoning: CC-PUD
LU: Community Facilities

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: n/a
LU: n/a

2
Zoning: CON
LU: Residential

1
Zoning: CON
LU: Private OS

4
Zoning: PUB
LU: Community Facility

1
Zoning: Wildcat PUD
LU: Not Shown

Surrounding Parcel & Comprehensive Plan 
Compatibility

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area [not 
zoned for med./high density]

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, OS, MU-2, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area + Village 
Core Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU, SPA-1, CC
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU, CC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
PUD, MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also MF-PUD, 
OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MF, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
MF, PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CON, OS, REC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
OS, PUB
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

1
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

Ecological Constraints & 
Protection

5.0 5.0 5.0 4.3 3.7 3.7 5.0 5.0 3.0 3.7 2.3 3.7 3.7 3.0 3.0 3.7 5.0 3.7 2.0 3.7 3.0

Wildlife Sensative Areas 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Surrounded by Ecologically 
sensitive areas.

5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5 None 5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Ecologically sensitive area 
borders Site to the N and S.

5 None 5

Near North Mesa wildlife 
closure but does not cross or 
border site. 
Near Elk Severe Winter Range, 
Elk Winter Concentration Area, 
Elk Winter Range.
Near Mule Deer Winter Range.

1

Elk Winter Range & Elk Winter 
Concentration Area covers 
site.
Site borders Sky Mountain 
Park wildlife closure but does 
not cross into site.

3

Contains portion of Elk Winter Range
Borders on Elk Winter Concentration 
Area, Severe Winter Range, Migration 
Corridors, and road crossings.
Borders on Mule Deer Migration 
Corridor.
Near Sky Mountain Park & Burnt 
Mountain North wildlife closure areas 
but does not cross into site. 
Ecologically sensitive area borders Site 
to the W and NE.

-
No closures. Wildlife 
assessment maps in comp 
plan do not extend to this Site.

Wetlands & Creek Buffers 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers portion of Site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

1

1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.
Flood Hazard Zone covers small 
NW sliver of Site.

5 None 5 None 1
200ft West Fork Brush Creek 
buffer (arbitrary buffer) covers 
majority of site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone covers 
entire site.

5 None 5 None on site. 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers small portion of 
Site

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

5 None 5 None 5 None 4
None on site. 1000ft Brush 
Creek Impact Zone does cover 
site's access however

5 None 5 None

Existing Habitat to be Preserved 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
No easements
West Fork Brush Creek 
riparian ecology

5

No easements. 
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow ecology on the flats, 
riparian/dogwood ecology in gulley

1
No easements
Oak ecology, aspens on the 
plateau

1
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology

1
No easements
Oak/sagebrush ecology

3
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology on west 
side

1

No easements
Sage/serviceberry meadow 
ecology, aspen forest up 
higher. Highest is oak ecology

5

No easements
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow/Oak ecology

1
No easements
Sage/Oak/Juniper ecology

3
No easements 
Planted reveg/trees. Not original 
ecology but is serving some habitat.

1
No easements
Oak/Juniper/sage ecology

Buildable Area 3.0 2.0 1.0 5.0 5.0 3.0 1.0 1.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 1.0 3.0 1.0 2.0 1.0

Size of Suitable Area 3 2 1 5 flat and highly buildable 5 flat and highly buildable 3 flat and highly buildable 1 flat but small site 1 flat but small site 2 flat but small site 1
small with likely drainage on 
eastern side

2 4
access to area of buildable 
slopes, though still fairly steep

2 very steep slopes 4

Large buildable area but need 
to know if there is geo hazards 
in the swale area that will 
affect buildable area.

2 3 1 3 1 2 1

Community Impact 2.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 4.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 1.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 3.0

Neighbor strife, council hesitancy, existing 
structures/businesses/uses, visual/contextual 

continuity, visual impact
1 99yr lease 1 99yr lease 1

Politics to consider… The 
Divide HOA would likely have 
serious issues with housing 
here as would the general 
public (esp. trail uses).

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp Plan 
and P&Z hardily disapproved. It is 
referenced in the West Village CPA 
in the Comp Plan.

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp 
Plan and P&Z hardily 
disapproved. It is referenced 
in the West Village CPA in the 
Comp Plan.

3
Impact to skier parking. Impact to 
existing residents.

3

Bus depot being moved in 
transportation master plan. 
Pushback would likely still 
occur because of density of 
buildings around it.

3

Town doesn't own yet. 
Currently serves as green 
space for recreation - needed 
in the area. Pushback would 
likely still occur because of 
density of buildings around it.

3

Daly Ln Redevelopment 
(Snowmass Inn) and the 
Mountain Chalet were bought 
as a package deal.
Slope-side housing is a 
premium and would be better 
as free market.

3
Heavy density around this site 
and likely pushback from 
existing residents.

3
Wildlife conservation issues throughout 
Mountain View.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as future 
expansion.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as Open Space in 
PUD.

5
Has been discussed for 
housing for many years.

3
Very prominent location and 
might get pushback.

1

Town doesn't currently own 
the sites.
Current ownership (Related) is 
trying to give/get-rid-of the 
parcels to the Town in lieu of 
what is owed.

1
Highly visible and would go 
against many of Snowmass' 
development principles.

1

Being rezoned to Open Space 
(verify)
Town has historically not 
succeeded in buying land 
from Horse Ranch.

3

Currently owned by 
Snowmass Chapel. Might 
have less pushback because 
there are no nieghbors but 
wildlife issues abound.

5
probably little pushback because of 
existing uses

1
County might not be receptive. 
Likely a political quagmire for 
many reasons.

Replacement Impact/Cost 3
Company and kennels would 
need to relocate.
Basic demolition required.

3

If parking lot is developed 
while Krabloonik remains, 
parking will need to be located 
elsewhere.

5
Parking would be lost (impact 
to community) but is not 
prohibitive

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in redevelopment

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in 
redevelopment

1

Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces (48 spaces in Lot 
1, ~15 spaces in Carriage Way) in 
redevelopment. 12 units must be 
accounted for elsewhere.

5

Bus terminal is already being 
relocated under transportation 
master plan. Some demolition 
costs but not prohibitive.

5
Basic demolition, nothing 
requires replacement

1

39 rooms currently used as 
year-round, free-market 
employee housing through 
private owner. Current 
employee housing would need 
to be accounted for 
elsewhere.

3
Constructuion would require 
demolition and/or obstruction of 
current parking lot/access.

5
No replacement required. Loss of yard 
space for existing units. Potential loss of 
bus pull off if accessed from that point.

3 Ditch replacement/rerouting. 5 No replacement required 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 1
Would need to replace or 
account for the debris field

5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 3 Loss and/or impact to existing parking. 5 No replacement required.

 26.5 26.5 28.8 38.2 37.5 35.5 37.3 37.1 33.1 31.9 29.2 29.0 27.1 35.2 34.2 29.1 30.7 30.3 22.7 31.2 17.2

Wildcat RanchLower Mountain View Upper Mountain View Mountain View Draw Owl Creek ROW Rodeo Place Extension

273303401015

Daly Ln Bus Terminal Daly Ln Infill Hidden Valley Public Works HousingKrabloonik Kennels Krabloonik Parking Lot Divide Trail Parking Lot Carriage Way & Lot 1Lower Parking LotsUpper Parking Lots

273302424001 and a part of 273302400851273302302815

Town Hall Point

6 18

Portion of 264331105002

11

Lower portions of 273302418751 and 273302106756

12

273302106752

13

273302106851

10

273301345800 and part of 273302422751

16

Creekside Infill Upper WoodbridgeTown Hall Draw

Not a parcel, at 39.215063, -106.927458

3

273303401853 273302400851 minus Lot 1

4

Part of 273302400851

5 9

273302400007

7

273302423852

8

Daly Ln Redevelopment

Sites
20

Portion of 273506100852

21

264307110852 and 264307210853

19

Portion of 264331400801273302420001 273301113001 and 273301201006

14

273301201854 and 273301201855

15

273301200001

1 2 17

Ecological Constraints & 
Protection

5.05.0 5.0

Wildlife Sensative Areas 5 None 5 None

Wetlands & Creek Buffers 5 None 5 None

Existing Habitat to be Preserved 5 None 5 None 5 None

Buildable Area 3.0 2.0

Size of Suitable Area 3 2 1

Community Impact 2.0 2.0

Neighbor strife, council hesitancy, existing 
structures/businesses/uses, visual/contextual 

continuity, visual impact
1 99yr lease 1 99yr lease

Replacement Impact/Cost 3
Company and kennels would 
need to relocate.
Basic demolition required.

3

If parking lot is developed
while Krabloonik remains,
parking will need to be located
elsewhere.

5
Parking would be lost (imp
to community) but is not 
prohibitive

26.5 26.5 28.826.5 26.5 28.8

1.0

5 None

5 None

5.0

1

Politics to consider… The 
Divide HOA would likely ha
serious issues with housing
here as would the general 
public (esp. trail uses).

3.0

zoned for med./high density]
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Suitability 
Category

Physiology

Slope

Drainage

Soils

Hazards

Utilities

Proximity

Existing Capacity

Services 
Proximity

Essential Daily Services

Emergency Services

Open Space Recreation

4.0 4.0 4.0

5

Site area = 238,612 SF
162,140 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 170,419 SF
116,127 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5
Site area = 65,668 SF
32,655 SF < 10% slope
=50% of site
12,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5 None 5 None 5 None

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 11) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very limited 
site development rating

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

4.0 4.0 4.0

4
Water - main goes through parcel 
Sewer - main in Snowmelt Road 
Electric-Main in adjacent ROW

4

Water - main goes through 
parcel                                     
Sewer - main in Snowmelt 
Road                                      
Electric-Feed to parcel

4
Water- main in adjacent ROW 
Sewer - main in Snowmelt Road    
Electric-Feed to parcel

4
No capacity issues, sewer tap would
require snowmelt fix

4
No capacity issues, sewer tap 
would require snowmelt fix

4
No capacity issues, sewer tap 
would require snowmelt fix

4.3 4.3 4.3

3 0.9mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.9mi to Police Station
1.3mi to Fire Station
0.2mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.6mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.5mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.3mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.2mi to Nature Trail

4

0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail

Carriage Way & Lot 1Lower Parking LotsUpper Parking Lots

273302424001 and a part of 273302400851

6

273302400851 minus Lot 1

4

Part of 273302400851

5

Suitability Category

Physiology 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 3.8 3.3 2.8 3.0 2.0 1.8 2.0 3.0 2.3 3.5 3.8 3.0 2.5 1.5

Slope 5

Parcel area = 79,224 SF
42,605 SF < 10% slope
=54% of site
17,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 31,181 SF
17,741 SF < 10% slope
 =57% of site
5,700 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 21,228 SF
16,188 SF < 10% slope
=76% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 238,612 SF
162,140 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 170,419 SF
116,127 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5
Site area = 65,668 SF
32,655 SF < 10% slope
=50% of site
12,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 12,901 SF
10,167 SF < 10% slope
=79% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 10,493 SF
6,046 SF < 10% slope
=57% of site
3,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3

Site area = 39,090 SF
32,442 SF < 30% slope
=83% of site
1,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3
Site area = 32,739 SF
22,541 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
1,400 SF contiguous area < 10%

3
Site area = 57,397 SF
34,040 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
900 SF contiguous area < 10%

3

Site area = 99,353 SF
59,279 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5,075 SF contiguous area < 
30%

2

Site area = 739,000 SF
532,132 SF < 45% slope
=72% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 670,110 SF
448,315 SF > 30% slope
=67% of site
1580 SF contiguous area < 
30%

3

Site area = 42,588 SF
29,560 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
2050 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 371,535 SF
218,015 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
14,600 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 48,272 SF
27,443 SF < 30% slope
=57% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 64,839 SF
51,905 SF < 30% slope
=80% of site
7280 SF contiguous area < 
15%

3

Site area = 502,816 SF
300,805 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5278 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 25,667 SF
15,900 SF > 30% slope
=62% of site
750 SF contiguous area < 30%

1

Site area = 3,446,139 SF
2,670,988 SF > 30% slope
=77% of sit
1500 SF contiguous area < 
15%

Drainage 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 4
West Fork Brush Creek covers 
portion of site.

2
2 discharging culverts to 
drainage basin downhill

3 Existing natural drainage gulley 2 Irrigation ditch running on site 2

Signifigant drainage collection 
from surrounding hills. Man 
made channel down area of 
likely access.  Many natural 
drainage ways have

4
Drainage collection from 
surrounding hills.

5
No drainage conflicts shown 
on GIS

2

Significant drainage/debris 
field from surrounding hills. 
Natural drainage paths carving 
in.

4
Road drainage collection and 
inlet collecting runoff from 
sites above.

5 None 5 None 5 None 3

Brush Creek irrigation ditch 
follows NE site boundary and 
would require crossing in at 
least one location to access 
the site

Soils 1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 11) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Dollard-Rock 
outcrop, shale complex, 25 to 
65 percent slopes (Map Unit 
30) - Very limited site 
development rating

Hazards 5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

3

Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard. 
Existing bus stop retaining 
wall need to be avoided

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

1
Servere wildfire hazard; high 
debris/avalanch

Utilities 3.0 3.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 3.0 4.0 2.5 2.5 4.5 2.0

Proximity 2

Water - main 60' from parcel 
Sewer - main 500' from parcel 
and uphill, will need to be 
pumped, right now on septic     
Electric-Feed to parcel

3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 3 3 3
Water & Sewer - main 120' 
from parcel                             
Electric-Main 500' from parcel

4 3
Water & Sewer - main 100' 
from parcel                                 
Electric-Main 100' from parcel

3
Water & Sewer -Main 800' from 
parcel                             
Electric-Main 1200' from parcel

3 3

Water - main 600' from parcel 
Sewer - main 2000' from 
parcel Electric-substation 200' 
from parcel

4 3

Existing Capacity 4 No issues with water 4 No issues with water 5 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 3 5 2 2 5 1

Services Proximity 3.0 3.0 3.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.0 4.3 3.3 3.7 4.7 4.7 4.7 3.7 3.3 2.7 3.0 2.7

Essential Daily Services 2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3 0.9mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4 0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.1mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi walkable route via ped 
path to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2 2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 1
3.8mi to Woody Creek Post 
Office 
6.7mi to Roxy's 

Emergency Services 3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.6mi to Police Station
2.1mi to Fire Station
1.4mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.9mi to Police Station
1.3mi to Fire Station
0.2mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.6mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.5mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.3mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge 
to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.5mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge to 
Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.7mi to Fire Station
0.8mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
0.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi walkable route or 0.6mi 
drive to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
1.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
1.3mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
2.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.1mi to Police Station
1.5mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

2
2.5mi to Police Station
2.0mi to Fire Station
3.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.2mi to Police Station
1.4mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

8.5mi to Basalt Police Stn, 
9.2mi to TOSV Police Stn
0.5mi to Fire Station
9.6mi to Snowmass Clinic
9.7mi to Aspen Valley Hosp

Open Space Recreation 4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.0mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.1mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.2mi to Nature Trail

4

0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

3
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.3mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South

4
0.1mi to Mountain View Trail
0.2mi to Rim Trail South
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

3
0.2mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

0.0mi to Rim Trail South
0.0mi to Mountain View Trail
Both trails cross into site, 
actual distance to access trail 
depends on location of 
development.
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

Mountain View Trail crosses 
into site, would need a trail 
connector (0.0mi)
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

0.1mi to Mountain View Trail to 
the west, would need a 
connector. 0.2mi from 
Mountain View to the east.
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

Proposed Rim Trail Bail Out 
crosses through site (0.0mi) 
Could be 1 way only?
0.0mi to Melton Ranch Trail
0.2mi to May Fly Trail
0.2mi Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.1mi to Golf Course
0.1mi to Cathy Robinson Park
0.1mi to Village Way Trail

5

0.0mi to Horse Ranch Trail
0.0mi to Town Park, 
Playground and path network
0.2mi to Upper North Mesa 
Trail & Open Space (incl 
Seven Star Trail)

4

0.25mi to Highline, Lowline, 
Viewline, Ditchline, Deadline 
Trails
Surrounded by the Hidden 
Valley Open Space (not 
passive though)

4

0.0mi to Lowline Trail (Connects to 
Highline/Deadline Trails)
0.2mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.2mi to Tom Blake Trail

2

0.3mi to Aspen Village OS
0.5mi+ to Aspen Village/Hwy 
82 Trail connecting to Rio 
Grande Trail
0.1mi to Snowmass Divide 
Ditch Rd (Road, walkable, but 
not a designated trail)

Vehicular Access 4.0 4.5 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 4.5 5.0 2.5 2.5 1.5 3.5 4.5 2.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 5.0 1.0

Existing Infrastructure to buildable area 4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~350lf of 
paving required.

4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~275lf of 
paving required.

5
Existing road access via Pinon 
Dr. Paved road into site exists.

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved roads into each terrace 
exist. 

5
Existing road access via 
Carriage Way. Paved roads 
into each terrace exist. 

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved road into site exist. 

5
Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Paved road into site exits 
for bus terminal.

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln runs along one side of 
parcel (and buildable area). 
No road into site but might 
only require garage parking 
(therefore no road needed)

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Small paved spur enters 
parcel for exterior parking and 
access but is in bad condition.

5
Site is bisected by Brush Creek 
Ln. Lots of existing parking 
exists.

3

Most likely access from existing Deerfield 
Dr parking lot. Pedestrian access protrudes 
across slope and between buildings to 
gain lower access. Likelihood of building a 
spur off of Brush Creek Rd ?

3

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (west arm). New 
road required either from cul-
de-sac (~50lf) or from "Y" 
(~70lf).

2

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (east arm), access 
drive would be where exiting 
man-made drainage channel 
is.
Could access from lower 
Deerfield Dr to the west 
around the back of the existing 
condo.
Access to site would require at 
least 120ft of new paved road.

3

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall. 
Terminated C&G road exists 
ready for expansion (<100lf).

4

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall.  
Adjacent to site's north 
perimeter and already has 
parking in the likely 
development parking spot.

2

Existing road access via 
Upper Woodbridge Rd. 
Access to site would require at 
least 280ft of new road. 
Possible access via path on 
upper side of existing condos 
(Road  on east side of existing 
condos, pedestrian via stairs 
on SW side of exisitng 
condos.)

3
Existing road access via Owl 
Creek Rd. Estimated ~50lf of 
new paved road required.

3
Existing road access via Horse 
Ranch Dr. Estimated ~80lf of 
new paved road required.

3

Existing road access via 
Highline Rd. Existing gravel 
road accesses whole site. 
Estimated 1,000 lf of new 
paving required.
Would paving be required or 
would TOSV consider a gravel 
drive to this remote site?

5
Existing spur and parking exists 
accessing Public Works. Not likely new 
road would be required.

1

Access would likely have to be 
through Aspen Village 
Subdivision with an additional 
constructed road through 
Subdivision property or 
Watson Divide Ranch 
property. Could come of the 
cul-de-sac at the park and 
switchback to the E/SE

Slope 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 2 1 4 5 3 4 4 4 5 1

Alternative 
Transportation Proximity 

1.0 1.0 2.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 5.0 3.0 4.0 2.0

Distance to Walkways/Bikeways 1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

2

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.7mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way 
to attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5

300ft to Brush Creek Trail 
(paved). Must walk through 
parking lot to access.
0.2mi to Carriage Way attached 
sidewalk. Must walk through 3 
parking lots and across Carriage 
Way to access.

3

Walk on local paved roads to crossalk, 
cross Brush Creek, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads to bridge 
accessing Carriage Way lots, 0.3mi to 
bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads to 
crossalk, cross Brush Creek, 
walk along Brush Creek 
sholder, on side roads to 
bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads 
down to Brush Creek, 
crosswalk, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads 
to bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

5

Walk along Town Hall access 
road to attached sidewalk 
towards Brush Creek (475ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (600ft)

5

Adjacent to attached 
sidewalks towards Brush 
Creek (<150ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5

Adjacent to paved Melton 
Ranch trail connecting to 
bridge over Brush Creek and 
Brush Creek Trail (<50ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5
Adjacent to paved Owl Creek 
Trail (<50ft)

5

Adjacent to Horse Ranch trail 
(asphalt), connects across 
Town Park (via walkways), 
under underpass, to Brush 
Creek trail (<50ft to access 
paved network)

3

Walk down Hidden Valley Rd 
(gravel, could be paved in 
future), walk along shoulder of 
Highline Rd, cross at 
dangerous crosswalk, reach 
Brush Creek Trail at 
roundabout (0.3mi to get 
there).

4

Walk through paved Public Works 
parking lot, down spur road, along Owl 
Creek road shoulder, cross Owl Creek 
Rd without crosswalk, walk down Pine 
Crest Dr to Owl Creek Trail (paved) 
(800ft)

2

Walk down whatever access 
road is built w/ development, 
through Aspen Village 
neighborhood roads, to Aspen 
Village/Hwy 82 Trail (paved) 
(0.5+mi).

Distance to Bus Stops 1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

2
0.8mi to op of Village bus stop
1.0mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Top of Village bus stop
0.1mi to #5/Elbert Lane bus stope
0.2mi to Mall Transit Station
0.2mi to existing Mall-Village Shuttle

5

0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus 
stop
0.1mi to Mall-Village Shuttle
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus stop
0.1mi to Lichenhearth bus stop
0.2 to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5

0.2mi to Mountain View & Dirt 
Circle bus stops (by walking in 
parking/local road and avoiding 
Brush Creek Rd.
0.3mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter

5

0.0mi to Dirt circle bus stop (would need 
connector)
0.1mi to Mountain View Bus Shelter (via 
local roads)

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Stop
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Conoco bus stop (via 
sidewalks)
0.2mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)
0.1mi to Upper/Lower 
Snowmass Center bus stops

5

Adjacent to Conoco bus stop
0.1mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)

5
0.1mi to Upper Woodbridge 2 
bus stop

4

0.2mi to UH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via walkways and 
crosswalk)
0.3mi to DH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via paved path around 
Cathy Robinson Park and 
attached sidwalks) 

5 0.1mi to Town Park Station 3 0.5mi to Town Park Station 4
0.5mi to Two Creek Portal stop
0.5mi to Fairway Drive stop

2

0.7mi to RFTA Local UV - 
Aspen Village Stop
0.75mi to RFTA Local DV - 
Aspen Village Stop

Density Potential 1.5 1.5 1.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 5.0 4.5 3.0 2.5 2.5 2.5 4.0 3.5 4.0 2.5 2.5 1.0 2.5 1.0

Current Landuse & Zoning 2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Commercial [need to 
confirm in the PUD]

2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: OS/Cons

1
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Public

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4

Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities 
[have to verify via SPA-1 
language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area

5
Zoning: MF
LU: Village Core Area

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU:Village Core Area

3
Zoning: PUD
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU: Publically Owned OS

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:  Publically Owned OS

4
Zoning: SPA-1 
LU: Community Facilities

3
Zoning: CC-PUD
LU: Community Facilities

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: n/a
LU: n/a

2
Zoning: CON
LU: Residential

1
Zoning: CON
LU: Private OS

4
Zoning: PUB
LU: Community Facility

1
Zoning: Wildcat PUD
LU: Not Shown

Surrounding Parcel & Comprehensive Plan 
Compatibility

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area [not 
zoned for med./high density]

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, OS, MU-2, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area + Village 
Core Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU, SPA-1, CC
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU, CC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
PUD, MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also MF-PUD, 
OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MF, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
MF, PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CON, OS, REC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
OS, PUB
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

1
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

Ecological Constraints & 
Protection

5.0 5.0 5.0 4.3 3.7 3.7 5.0 5.0 3.0 3.7 2.3 3.7 3.7 3.0 3.0 3.7 5.0 3.7 2.0 3.7 3.0

Wildlife Sensative Areas 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Surrounded by Ecologically 
sensitive areas.

5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5 None 5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Ecologically sensitive area 
borders Site to the N and S.

5 None 5

Near North Mesa wildlife 
closure but does not cross or 
border site. 
Near Elk Severe Winter Range, 
Elk Winter Concentration Area, 
Elk Winter Range.
Near Mule Deer Winter Range.

1

Elk Winter Range & Elk Winter 
Concentration Area covers 
site.
Site borders Sky Mountain 
Park wildlife closure but does 
not cross into site.

3

Contains portion of Elk Winter Range
Borders on Elk Winter Concentration 
Area, Severe Winter Range, Migration 
Corridors, and road crossings.
Borders on Mule Deer Migration 
Corridor.
Near Sky Mountain Park & Burnt 
Mountain North wildlife closure areas 
but does not cross into site. 
Ecologically sensitive area borders Site 
to the W and NE.

-
No closures. Wildlife 
assessment maps in comp 
plan do not extend to this Site.

Wetlands & Creek Buffers 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers portion of Site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

1

1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.
Flood Hazard Zone covers small 
NW sliver of Site.

5 None 5 None 1
200ft West Fork Brush Creek 
buffer (arbitrary buffer) covers 
majority of site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone covers 
entire site.

5 None 5 None on site. 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers small portion of 
Site

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

5 None 5 None 5 None 4
None on site. 1000ft Brush 
Creek Impact Zone does cover 
site's access however

5 None 5 None

Existing Habitat to be Preserved 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
No easements
West Fork Brush Creek 
riparian ecology

5

No easements. 
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow ecology on the flats, 
riparian/dogwood ecology in gulley

1
No easements
Oak ecology, aspens on the 
plateau

1
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology

1
No easements
Oak/sagebrush ecology

3
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology on west 
side

1

No easements
Sage/serviceberry meadow 
ecology, aspen forest up 
higher. Highest is oak ecology

5

No easements
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow/Oak ecology

1
No easements
Sage/Oak/Juniper ecology

3
No easements 
Planted reveg/trees. Not original 
ecology but is serving some habitat.

1
No easements
Oak/Juniper/sage ecology

Buildable Area 3.0 2.0 1.0 5.0 5.0 3.0 1.0 1.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 1.0 3.0 1.0 2.0 1.0

Size of Suitable Area 3 2 1 5 flat and highly buildable 5 flat and highly buildable 3 flat and highly buildable 1 flat but small site 1 flat but small site 2 flat but small site 1
small with likely drainage on 
eastern side

2 4
access to area of buildable 
slopes, though still fairly steep

2 very steep slopes 4

Large buildable area but need 
to know if there is geo hazards 
in the swale area that will 
affect buildable area.

2 3 1 3 1 2 1

Community Impact 2.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 4.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 1.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 3.0

Neighbor strife, council hesitancy, existing 
structures/businesses/uses, visual/contextual 

continuity, visual impact
1 99yr lease 1 99yr lease 1

Politics to consider… The 
Divide HOA would likely have 
serious issues with housing 
here as would the general 
public (esp. trail uses).

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp Plan 
and P&Z hardily disapproved. It is 
referenced in the West Village CPA 
in the Comp Plan.

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp 
Plan and P&Z hardily 
disapproved. It is referenced 
in the West Village CPA in the 
Comp Plan.

3
Impact to skier parking. Impact to 
existing residents.

3

Bus depot being moved in 
transportation master plan. 
Pushback would likely still 
occur because of density of 
buildings around it.

3

Town doesn't own yet. 
Currently serves as green 
space for recreation - needed 
in the area. Pushback would 
likely still occur because of 
density of buildings around it.

3

Daly Ln Redevelopment 
(Snowmass Inn) and the 
Mountain Chalet were bought 
as a package deal.
Slope-side housing is a 
premium and would be better 
as free market.

3
Heavy density around this site 
and likely pushback from 
existing residents.

3
Wildlife conservation issues throughout 
Mountain View.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as future 
expansion.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as Open Space in 
PUD.

5
Has been discussed for 
housing for many years.

3
Very prominent location and 
might get pushback.

1

Town doesn't currently own 
the sites.
Current ownership (Related) is 
trying to give/get-rid-of the 
parcels to the Town in lieu of 
what is owed.

1
Highly visible and would go 
against many of Snowmass' 
development principles.

1

Being rezoned to Open Space 
(verify)
Town has historically not 
succeeded in buying land 
from Horse Ranch.

3

Currently owned by 
Snowmass Chapel. Might 
have less pushback because 
there are no nieghbors but 
wildlife issues abound.

5
probably little pushback because of 
existing uses

1
County might not be receptive. 
Likely a political quagmire for 
many reasons.

Replacement Impact/Cost 3
Company and kennels would 
need to relocate.
Basic demolition required.

3

If parking lot is developed 
while Krabloonik remains, 
parking will need to be located 
elsewhere.

5
Parking would be lost (impact 
to community) but is not 
prohibitive

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in redevelopment

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in 
redevelopment

1

Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces (48 spaces in Lot 
1, ~15 spaces in Carriage Way) in 
redevelopment. 12 units must be 
accounted for elsewhere.

5

Bus terminal is already being 
relocated under transportation 
master plan. Some demolition 
costs but not prohibitive.

5
Basic demolition, nothing 
requires replacement

1

39 rooms currently used as 
year-round, free-market 
employee housing through 
private owner. Current 
employee housing would need 
to be accounted for 
elsewhere.

3
Constructuion would require 
demolition and/or obstruction of 
current parking lot/access.

5
No replacement required. Loss of yard 
space for existing units. Potential loss of 
bus pull off if accessed from that point.

3 Ditch replacement/rerouting. 5 No replacement required 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 1
Would need to replace or 
account for the debris field

5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 3 Loss and/or impact to existing parking. 5 No replacement required.

 26.5 26.5 28.8 38.2 37.5 35.5 37.3 37.1 33.1 31.9 29.2 29.0 27.1 35.2 34.2 29.1 30.7 30.3 22.7 31.2 17.2

Wildcat RanchLower Mountain View Upper Mountain View Mountain View Draw Owl Creek ROW Rodeo Place Extension

273303401015

Daly Ln Bus Terminal Daly Ln Infill Hidden Valley Public Works HousingKrabloonik Kennels Krabloonik Parking Lot Divide Trail Parking Lot Carriage Way & Lot 1Lower Parking LotsUpper Parking Lots

273302424001 and a part of 273302400851273302302815

Town Hall Point

6 18

Portion of 264331105002

11

Lower portions of 273302418751 and 273302106756

12

273302106752

13

273302106851

10

273301345800 and part of 273302422751

16

Creekside Infill Upper WoodbridgeTown Hall Draw

Not a parcel, at 39.215063, -106.927458

3

273303401853 273302400851 minus Lot 1

4

Part of 273302400851

5 9

273302400007

7

273302423852

8

Daly Ln Redevelopment

Sites
20

Portion of 273506100852

21

264307110852 and 264307210853

19

Portion of 264331400801273302420001 273301113001 and 273301201006

14

273301201854 and 273301201855

15

273301200001

1 2 17

4.3

4
0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.5mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.3mi to Snowmass Clinic

4

0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail

4.3

3
0.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.6mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.0mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.2mi to Nature Trail

4.3

3 0.9mi to Post Office & Clark's Market

5
0.9mi to Police Station
1.3mi to Fire Station
0.2mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

4.04.0 4.0 4.0

4 4 4

4 4 4

4.0 4.04.0 4.0 4.0

5

Site area = 238,612 SF
162,140 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 170,419 SF
116,127 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5
Site area = 65,668 SF
32,655 SF < 10% slope
=50% of site
12,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5 None 5 None 5 None

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting
association, 25 to 50 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 11) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very limited 
site development rating

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low
debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

273302424001 and a part of 273302400851273302400851 minus Lot 1Part of 273302400851

Carriage Way & Lot 1Lower Parking LotsUpper Parking Lots
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Suitability 
Category

Vehicular 
Access

Existing Infrastructure to
buildable area

Slope

Alternative 
Transportation 
Proximity 

Distance to
Walkways/Bikeways

Distance to Bus Stops

Density 
Potential

Current Landuse & Zoning

Surrounding Parcel &
Comprehensive Plan

Compatibility

Carriage Way & Lot 1Lower Parking LotsUpper Parking Lots

273302424001 and a part of 273302400851

6

273302400851 minus Lot 1

4

Part of 273302400851

5

5.0 5.0 5.0

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved roads into each terrace 
exist. 

5
Existing road access via 
Carriage Way. Paved roads 
into each terrace exist. 

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved road into site exist. 

5 5 5

5.0 5.0 5.0

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way 
to attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5

0.1mi to Top of Village bus stop
0.1mi to #5/Elbert Lane bus stope
0.2mi to Mall Transit Station
0.2mi to existing Mall-Village Shuttle

5

0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus 
stop
0.1mi to Mall-Village Shuttle
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus stop
0.1mi to Lichenhearth bus stop
0.2 to Mall Transit Station

4.5 4.5 4.5

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4

Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities 
[have to verify via SPA-1 
language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, OS, MU-2, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area + Village 
Core Area

Suitability Category

Physiology 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 3.8 3.3 2.8 3.0 2.0 1.8 2.0 3.0 2.3 3.5 3.8 3.0 2.5 1.5

Slope 5

Parcel area = 79,224 SF
42,605 SF < 10% slope
=54% of site
17,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 31,181 SF
17,741 SF < 10% slope
 =57% of site
5,700 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 21,228 SF
16,188 SF < 10% slope
=76% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 238,612 SF
162,140 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 170,419 SF
116,127 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5
Site area = 65,668 SF
32,655 SF < 10% slope
=50% of site
12,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 12,901 SF
10,167 SF < 10% slope
=79% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 10,493 SF
6,046 SF < 10% slope
=57% of site
3,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3

Site area = 39,090 SF
32,442 SF < 30% slope
=83% of site
1,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3
Site area = 32,739 SF
22,541 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
1,400 SF contiguous area < 10%

3
Site area = 57,397 SF
34,040 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
900 SF contiguous area < 10%

3

Site area = 99,353 SF
59,279 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5,075 SF contiguous area < 
30%

2

Site area = 739,000 SF
532,132 SF < 45% slope
=72% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 670,110 SF
448,315 SF > 30% slope
=67% of site
1580 SF contiguous area < 
30%

3

Site area = 42,588 SF
29,560 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
2050 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 371,535 SF
218,015 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
14,600 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 48,272 SF
27,443 SF < 30% slope
=57% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 64,839 SF
51,905 SF < 30% slope
=80% of site
7280 SF contiguous area < 
15%

3

Site area = 502,816 SF
300,805 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5278 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 25,667 SF
15,900 SF > 30% slope
=62% of site
750 SF contiguous area < 30%

1

Site area = 3,446,139 SF
2,670,988 SF > 30% slope
=77% of sit
1500 SF contiguous area < 
15%

Drainage 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 4
West Fork Brush Creek covers 
portion of site.

2
2 discharging culverts to 
drainage basin downhill

3 Existing natural drainage gulley 2 Irrigation ditch running on site 2

Signifigant drainage collection 
from surrounding hills. Man 
made channel down area of 
likely access.  Many natural 
drainage ways have

4
Drainage collection from 
surrounding hills.

5
No drainage conflicts shown 
on GIS

2

Significant drainage/debris 
field from surrounding hills. 
Natural drainage paths carving 
in.

4
Road drainage collection and 
inlet collecting runoff from 
sites above.

5 None 5 None 5 None 3

Brush Creek irrigation ditch 
follows NE site boundary and 
would require crossing in at 
least one location to access 
the site

Soils 1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 11) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Dollard-Rock 
outcrop, shale complex, 25 to 
65 percent slopes (Map Unit 
30) - Very limited site 
development rating

Hazards 5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

3

Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard. 
Existing bus stop retaining 
wall need to be avoided

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

1
Servere wildfire hazard; high 
debris/avalanch

Utilities 3.0 3.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 3.0 4.0 2.5 2.5 4.5 2.0

Proximity 2

Water - main 60' from parcel 
Sewer - main 500' from parcel 
and uphill, will need to be 
pumped, right now on septic     
Electric-Feed to parcel

3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 3 3 3
Water & Sewer - main 120' 
from parcel                             
Electric-Main 500' from parcel

4 3
Water & Sewer - main 100' 
from parcel                                 
Electric-Main 100' from parcel

3
Water & Sewer -Main 800' from 
parcel                             
Electric-Main 1200' from parcel

3 3

Water - main 600' from parcel 
Sewer - main 2000' from 
parcel Electric-substation 200' 
from parcel

4 3

Existing Capacity 4 No issues with water 4 No issues with water 5 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 3 5 2 2 5 1

Services Proximity 3.0 3.0 3.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.0 4.3 3.3 3.7 4.7 4.7 4.7 3.7 3.3 2.7 3.0 2.7

Essential Daily Services 2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3 0.9mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4 0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.1mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi walkable route via ped 
path to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2 2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 1
3.8mi to Woody Creek Post 
Office 
6.7mi to Roxy's 

Emergency Services 3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.6mi to Police Station
2.1mi to Fire Station
1.4mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.9mi to Police Station
1.3mi to Fire Station
0.2mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.6mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.5mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.3mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge 
to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.5mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge to 
Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.7mi to Fire Station
0.8mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
0.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi walkable route or 0.6mi 
drive to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
1.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
1.3mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
2.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.1mi to Police Station
1.5mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

2
2.5mi to Police Station
2.0mi to Fire Station
3.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.2mi to Police Station
1.4mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

8.5mi to Basalt Police Stn, 
9.2mi to TOSV Police Stn
0.5mi to Fire Station
9.6mi to Snowmass Clinic
9.7mi to Aspen Valley Hosp

Open Space Recreation 4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.0mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.1mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.2mi to Nature Trail

4

0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

3
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.3mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South

4
0.1mi to Mountain View Trail
0.2mi to Rim Trail South
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

3
0.2mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

0.0mi to Rim Trail South
0.0mi to Mountain View Trail
Both trails cross into site, 
actual distance to access trail 
depends on location of 
development.
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

Mountain View Trail crosses 
into site, would need a trail 
connector (0.0mi)
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

0.1mi to Mountain View Trail to 
the west, would need a 
connector. 0.2mi from 
Mountain View to the east.
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

Proposed Rim Trail Bail Out 
crosses through site (0.0mi) 
Could be 1 way only?
0.0mi to Melton Ranch Trail
0.2mi to May Fly Trail
0.2mi Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.1mi to Golf Course
0.1mi to Cathy Robinson Park
0.1mi to Village Way Trail

5

0.0mi to Horse Ranch Trail
0.0mi to Town Park, 
Playground and path network
0.2mi to Upper North Mesa 
Trail & Open Space (incl 
Seven Star Trail)

4

0.25mi to Highline, Lowline, 
Viewline, Ditchline, Deadline 
Trails
Surrounded by the Hidden 
Valley Open Space (not 
passive though)

4

0.0mi to Lowline Trail (Connects to 
Highline/Deadline Trails)
0.2mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.2mi to Tom Blake Trail

2

0.3mi to Aspen Village OS
0.5mi+ to Aspen Village/Hwy 
82 Trail connecting to Rio 
Grande Trail
0.1mi to Snowmass Divide 
Ditch Rd (Road, walkable, but 
not a designated trail)

Vehicular Access 4.0 4.5 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 4.5 5.0 2.5 2.5 1.5 3.5 4.5 2.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 5.0 1.0

Existing Infrastructure to buildable area 4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~350lf of 
paving required.

4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~275lf of 
paving required.

5
Existing road access via Pinon 
Dr. Paved road into site exists.

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved roads into each terrace 
exist. 

5
Existing road access via 
Carriage Way. Paved roads 
into each terrace exist. 

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved road into site exist. 

5
Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Paved road into site exits 
for bus terminal.

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln runs along one side of 
parcel (and buildable area). 
No road into site but might 
only require garage parking 
(therefore no road needed)

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Small paved spur enters 
parcel for exterior parking and 
access but is in bad condition.

5
Site is bisected by Brush Creek 
Ln. Lots of existing parking 
exists.

3

Most likely access from existing Deerfield 
Dr parking lot. Pedestrian access protrudes 
across slope and between buildings to 
gain lower access. Likelihood of building a 
spur off of Brush Creek Rd ?

3

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (west arm). New 
road required either from cul-
de-sac (~50lf) or from "Y" 
(~70lf).

2

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (east arm), access 
drive would be where exiting 
man-made drainage channel 
is.
Could access from lower 
Deerfield Dr to the west 
around the back of the existing 
condo.
Access to site would require at 
least 120ft of new paved road.

3

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall. 
Terminated C&G road exists 
ready for expansion (<100lf).

4

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall.  
Adjacent to site's north 
perimeter and already has 
parking in the likely 
development parking spot.

2

Existing road access via 
Upper Woodbridge Rd. 
Access to site would require at 
least 280ft of new road. 
Possible access via path on 
upper side of existing condos 
(Road  on east side of existing 
condos, pedestrian via stairs 
on SW side of exisitng 
condos.)

3
Existing road access via Owl 
Creek Rd. Estimated ~50lf of 
new paved road required.

3
Existing road access via Horse 
Ranch Dr. Estimated ~80lf of 
new paved road required.

3

Existing road access via 
Highline Rd. Existing gravel 
road accesses whole site. 
Estimated 1,000 lf of new 
paving required.
Would paving be required or 
would TOSV consider a gravel 
drive to this remote site?

5
Existing spur and parking exists 
accessing Public Works. Not likely new 
road would be required.

1

Access would likely have to be 
through Aspen Village 
Subdivision with an additional 
constructed road through 
Subdivision property or 
Watson Divide Ranch 
property. Could come of the 
cul-de-sac at the park and 
switchback to the E/SE

Slope 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 2 1 4 5 3 4 4 4 5 1

Alternative 
Transportation Proximity 

1.0 1.0 2.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 5.0 3.0 4.0 2.0

Distance to Walkways/Bikeways 1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

2

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.7mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way 
to attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5

300ft to Brush Creek Trail 
(paved). Must walk through 
parking lot to access.
0.2mi to Carriage Way attached 
sidewalk. Must walk through 3 
parking lots and across Carriage 
Way to access.

3

Walk on local paved roads to crossalk, 
cross Brush Creek, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads to bridge 
accessing Carriage Way lots, 0.3mi to 
bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads to 
crossalk, cross Brush Creek, 
walk along Brush Creek 
sholder, on side roads to 
bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads 
down to Brush Creek, 
crosswalk, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads 
to bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

5

Walk along Town Hall access 
road to attached sidewalk 
towards Brush Creek (475ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (600ft)

5

Adjacent to attached 
sidewalks towards Brush 
Creek (<150ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5

Adjacent to paved Melton 
Ranch trail connecting to 
bridge over Brush Creek and 
Brush Creek Trail (<50ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5
Adjacent to paved Owl Creek 
Trail (<50ft)

5

Adjacent to Horse Ranch trail 
(asphalt), connects across 
Town Park (via walkways), 
under underpass, to Brush 
Creek trail (<50ft to access 
paved network)

3

Walk down Hidden Valley Rd 
(gravel, could be paved in 
future), walk along shoulder of 
Highline Rd, cross at 
dangerous crosswalk, reach 
Brush Creek Trail at 
roundabout (0.3mi to get 
there).

4

Walk through paved Public Works 
parking lot, down spur road, along Owl 
Creek road shoulder, cross Owl Creek 
Rd without crosswalk, walk down Pine 
Crest Dr to Owl Creek Trail (paved) 
(800ft)

2

Walk down whatever access 
road is built w/ development, 
through Aspen Village 
neighborhood roads, to Aspen 
Village/Hwy 82 Trail (paved) 
(0.5+mi).

Distance to Bus Stops 1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

2
0.8mi to op of Village bus stop
1.0mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Top of Village bus stop
0.1mi to #5/Elbert Lane bus stope
0.2mi to Mall Transit Station
0.2mi to existing Mall-Village Shuttle

5

0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus 
stop
0.1mi to Mall-Village Shuttle
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus stop
0.1mi to Lichenhearth bus stop
0.2 to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5

0.2mi to Mountain View & Dirt 
Circle bus stops (by walking in 
parking/local road and avoiding 
Brush Creek Rd.
0.3mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter

5

0.0mi to Dirt circle bus stop (would need 
connector)
0.1mi to Mountain View Bus Shelter (via 
local roads)

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Stop
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Conoco bus stop (via 
sidewalks)
0.2mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)
0.1mi to Upper/Lower 
Snowmass Center bus stops

5

Adjacent to Conoco bus stop
0.1mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)

5
0.1mi to Upper Woodbridge 2 
bus stop

4

0.2mi to UH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via walkways and 
crosswalk)
0.3mi to DH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via paved path around 
Cathy Robinson Park and 
attached sidwalks) 

5 0.1mi to Town Park Station 3 0.5mi to Town Park Station 4
0.5mi to Two Creek Portal stop
0.5mi to Fairway Drive stop

2

0.7mi to RFTA Local UV - 
Aspen Village Stop
0.75mi to RFTA Local DV - 
Aspen Village Stop

Density Potential 1.5 1.5 1.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 5.0 4.5 3.0 2.5 2.5 2.5 4.0 3.5 4.0 2.5 2.5 1.0 2.5 1.0

Current Landuse & Zoning 2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Commercial [need to 
confirm in the PUD]

2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: OS/Cons

1
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Public

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4

Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities 
[have to verify via SPA-1 
language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area

5
Zoning: MF
LU: Village Core Area

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU:Village Core Area

3
Zoning: PUD
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU: Publically Owned OS

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:  Publically Owned OS

4
Zoning: SPA-1 
LU: Community Facilities

3
Zoning: CC-PUD
LU: Community Facilities

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: n/a
LU: n/a

2
Zoning: CON
LU: Residential

1
Zoning: CON
LU: Private OS

4
Zoning: PUB
LU: Community Facility

1
Zoning: Wildcat PUD
LU: Not Shown

Surrounding Parcel & Comprehensive Plan 
Compatibility

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area [not 
zoned for med./high density]

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, OS, MU-2, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area + Village 
Core Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU, SPA-1, CC
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU, CC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
PUD, MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also MF-PUD, 
OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MF, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
MF, PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CON, OS, REC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
OS, PUB
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

1
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

Ecological Constraints & 
Protection

5.0 5.0 5.0 4.3 3.7 3.7 5.0 5.0 3.0 3.7 2.3 3.7 3.7 3.0 3.0 3.7 5.0 3.7 2.0 3.7 3.0

Wildlife Sensative Areas 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Surrounded by Ecologically 
sensitive areas.

5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5 None 5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Ecologically sensitive area 
borders Site to the N and S.

5 None 5

Near North Mesa wildlife 
closure but does not cross or 
border site. 
Near Elk Severe Winter Range, 
Elk Winter Concentration Area, 
Elk Winter Range.
Near Mule Deer Winter Range.

1

Elk Winter Range & Elk Winter 
Concentration Area covers 
site.
Site borders Sky Mountain 
Park wildlife closure but does 
not cross into site.

3

Contains portion of Elk Winter Range
Borders on Elk Winter Concentration 
Area, Severe Winter Range, Migration 
Corridors, and road crossings.
Borders on Mule Deer Migration 
Corridor.
Near Sky Mountain Park & Burnt 
Mountain North wildlife closure areas 
but does not cross into site. 
Ecologically sensitive area borders Site 
to the W and NE.

-
No closures. Wildlife 
assessment maps in comp 
plan do not extend to this Site.

Wetlands & Creek Buffers 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers portion of Site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

1

1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.
Flood Hazard Zone covers small 
NW sliver of Site.

5 None 5 None 1
200ft West Fork Brush Creek 
buffer (arbitrary buffer) covers 
majority of site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone covers 
entire site.

5 None 5 None on site. 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers small portion of 
Site

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

5 None 5 None 5 None 4
None on site. 1000ft Brush 
Creek Impact Zone does cover 
site's access however

5 None 5 None

Existing Habitat to be Preserved 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
No easements
West Fork Brush Creek 
riparian ecology

5

No easements. 
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow ecology on the flats, 
riparian/dogwood ecology in gulley

1
No easements
Oak ecology, aspens on the 
plateau

1
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology

1
No easements
Oak/sagebrush ecology

3
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology on west 
side

1

No easements
Sage/serviceberry meadow 
ecology, aspen forest up 
higher. Highest is oak ecology

5

No easements
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow/Oak ecology

1
No easements
Sage/Oak/Juniper ecology

3
No easements 
Planted reveg/trees. Not original 
ecology but is serving some habitat.

1
No easements
Oak/Juniper/sage ecology

Buildable Area 3.0 2.0 1.0 5.0 5.0 3.0 1.0 1.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 1.0 3.0 1.0 2.0 1.0

Size of Suitable Area 3 2 1 5 flat and highly buildable 5 flat and highly buildable 3 flat and highly buildable 1 flat but small site 1 flat but small site 2 flat but small site 1
small with likely drainage on 
eastern side

2 4
access to area of buildable 
slopes, though still fairly steep

2 very steep slopes 4

Large buildable area but need 
to know if there is geo hazards 
in the swale area that will 
affect buildable area.

2 3 1 3 1 2 1

Community Impact 2.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 4.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 1.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 3.0

Neighbor strife, council hesitancy, existing 
structures/businesses/uses, visual/contextual 

continuity, visual impact
1 99yr lease 1 99yr lease 1

Politics to consider… The 
Divide HOA would likely have 
serious issues with housing 
here as would the general 
public (esp. trail uses).

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp Plan 
and P&Z hardily disapproved. It is 
referenced in the West Village CPA 
in the Comp Plan.

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp 
Plan and P&Z hardily 
disapproved. It is referenced 
in the West Village CPA in the 
Comp Plan.

3
Impact to skier parking. Impact to 
existing residents.

3

Bus depot being moved in 
transportation master plan. 
Pushback would likely still 
occur because of density of 
buildings around it.

3

Town doesn't own yet. 
Currently serves as green 
space for recreation - needed 
in the area. Pushback would 
likely still occur because of 
density of buildings around it.

3

Daly Ln Redevelopment 
(Snowmass Inn) and the 
Mountain Chalet were bought 
as a package deal.
Slope-side housing is a 
premium and would be better 
as free market.

3
Heavy density around this site 
and likely pushback from 
existing residents.

3
Wildlife conservation issues throughout 
Mountain View.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as future 
expansion.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as Open Space in 
PUD.

5
Has been discussed for 
housing for many years.

3
Very prominent location and 
might get pushback.

1

Town doesn't currently own 
the sites.
Current ownership (Related) is 
trying to give/get-rid-of the 
parcels to the Town in lieu of 
what is owed.

1
Highly visible and would go 
against many of Snowmass' 
development principles.

1

Being rezoned to Open Space 
(verify)
Town has historically not 
succeeded in buying land 
from Horse Ranch.

3

Currently owned by 
Snowmass Chapel. Might 
have less pushback because 
there are no nieghbors but 
wildlife issues abound.

5
probably little pushback because of 
existing uses

1
County might not be receptive. 
Likely a political quagmire for 
many reasons.

Replacement Impact/Cost 3
Company and kennels would 
need to relocate.
Basic demolition required.

3

If parking lot is developed 
while Krabloonik remains, 
parking will need to be located 
elsewhere.

5
Parking would be lost (impact 
to community) but is not 
prohibitive

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in redevelopment

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in 
redevelopment

1

Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces (48 spaces in Lot 
1, ~15 spaces in Carriage Way) in 
redevelopment. 12 units must be 
accounted for elsewhere.

5

Bus terminal is already being 
relocated under transportation 
master plan. Some demolition 
costs but not prohibitive.

5
Basic demolition, nothing 
requires replacement

1

39 rooms currently used as 
year-round, free-market 
employee housing through 
private owner. Current 
employee housing would need 
to be accounted for 
elsewhere.

3
Constructuion would require 
demolition and/or obstruction of 
current parking lot/access.

5
No replacement required. Loss of yard 
space for existing units. Potential loss of 
bus pull off if accessed from that point.

3 Ditch replacement/rerouting. 5 No replacement required 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 1
Would need to replace or 
account for the debris field

5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 3 Loss and/or impact to existing parking. 5 No replacement required.

 26.5 26.5 28.8 38.2 37.5 35.5 37.3 37.1 33.1 31.9 29.2 29.0 27.1 35.2 34.2 29.1 30.7 30.3 22.7 31.2 17.2

Wildcat RanchLower Mountain View Upper Mountain View Mountain View Draw Owl Creek ROW Rodeo Place Extension

273303401015

Daly Ln Bus Terminal Daly Ln Infill Hidden Valley Public Works HousingKrabloonik Kennels Krabloonik Parking Lot Divide Trail Parking Lot Carriage Way & Lot 1Lower Parking LotsUpper Parking Lots

273302424001 and a part of 273302400851273302302815

Town Hall Point

6 18

Portion of 264331105002

11

Lower portions of 273302418751 and 273302106756

12

273302106752

13

273302106851

10

273301345800 and part of 273302422751

16

Creekside Infill Upper WoodbridgeTown Hall Draw

Not a parcel, at 39.215063, -106.927458

3

273303401853 273302400851 minus Lot 1

4

Part of 273302400851

5 9

273302400007

7

273302423852

8

Daly Ln Redevelopment

Sites
20

Portion of 273506100852

21

264307110852 and 264307210853

19

Portion of 264331400801273302420001 273301113001 and 273301201006

14

273301201854 and 273301201855

15

273301200001

1 2 17

4.5

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area + Village 
Core Area

4.5

4

Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities 
[have to verify via SPA-1 
language]

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, OS, MU-2, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4.5

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5.0 5.05.0 5.0 5.0

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way 
to attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5

0.1mi to Top of Village bus stop
0.1mi to #5/Elbert Lane bus stope
0.2mi to Mall Transit Station
0.2mi to existing Mall-Village Shuttle

5

0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus 
stop
0.1mi to Mall-Village Shuttle
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus stop
0.1mi to Lichenhearth bus stop
0.2 to Mall Transit Station

5.0 5.0 5.05.0 5.0 5.0

5
Existing road access via Carriage
Way. Paved roads into each terrace 
exist.

5
Existing road access via
Carriage Way. Paved roads 
into each terrace exist. 

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved road into site exist. 

5 5 5
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Suitability 
Category

Ecological 
Constraints & 
Protection

Wildlife Sensative Areas

Wetlands & Creek Buffers

Existing Habitat to be
Preserved

Buildable Area

Size of Suitable Area

Community 
Impact

Neighbor strife, council
hesitancy, existing

structures/businesses/uses,
visual/contextual continuity,

visual impact

Replacement Impact/Cost

Carriage Way & Lot 1Lower Parking LotsUpper Parking Lots

273302424001 and a part of 273302400851

6

273302400851 minus Lot 1

4

Part of 273302400851

5

4.3 3.7 3.7

5 None 5 None 5 None

3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers portion of Site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

1

1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.
Flood Hazard Zone covers small 
NW sliver of Site.

5 None 5 None 5 None

5.0 5.0 3.0

5 flat and highly buildable 5 flat and highly buildable 3 flat and highly buildable

2.0 2.0 2.0

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp Plan 
and P&Z hardily disapproved. It is 
referenced in the West Village CPA 
in the Comp Plan.

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp 
Plan and P&Z hardily 
disapproved. It is referenced 
in the West Village CPA in the 
Comp Plan.

3
Impact to skier parking. Impact to 
existing residents.

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in redevelopment

1
Must account for lost skier day
parking spaces in 
redevelopment

1

Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces (48 spaces in Lot 
1, ~15 spaces in Carriage Way) in 
redevelopment. 12 units must be 
accounted for elsewhere.

38.2 37.5 35.5

Suitability Category

Physiology 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 3.8 3.3 2.8 3.0 2.0 1.8 2.0 3.0 2.3 3.5 3.8 3.0 2.5 1.5

Slope 5

Parcel area = 79,224 SF
42,605 SF < 10% slope
=54% of site
17,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 31,181 SF
17,741 SF < 10% slope
 =57% of site
5,700 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 21,228 SF
16,188 SF < 10% slope
=76% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 238,612 SF
162,140 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 170,419 SF
116,127 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5
Site area = 65,668 SF
32,655 SF < 10% slope
=50% of site
12,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 12,901 SF
10,167 SF < 10% slope
=79% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 10,493 SF
6,046 SF < 10% slope
=57% of site
3,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3

Site area = 39,090 SF
32,442 SF < 30% slope
=83% of site
1,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3
Site area = 32,739 SF
22,541 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
1,400 SF contiguous area < 10%

3
Site area = 57,397 SF
34,040 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
900 SF contiguous area < 10%

3

Site area = 99,353 SF
59,279 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5,075 SF contiguous area < 
30%

2

Site area = 739,000 SF
532,132 SF < 45% slope
=72% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 670,110 SF
448,315 SF > 30% slope
=67% of site
1580 SF contiguous area < 
30%

3

Site area = 42,588 SF
29,560 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
2050 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 371,535 SF
218,015 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
14,600 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 48,272 SF
27,443 SF < 30% slope
=57% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 64,839 SF
51,905 SF < 30% slope
=80% of site
7280 SF contiguous area < 
15%

3

Site area = 502,816 SF
300,805 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5278 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 25,667 SF
15,900 SF > 30% slope
=62% of site
750 SF contiguous area < 30%

1

Site area = 3,446,139 SF
2,670,988 SF > 30% slope
=77% of sit
1500 SF contiguous area < 
15%

Drainage 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 4
West Fork Brush Creek covers 
portion of site.

2
2 discharging culverts to 
drainage basin downhill

3 Existing natural drainage gulley 2 Irrigation ditch running on site 2

Signifigant drainage collection 
from surrounding hills. Man 
made channel down area of 
likely access.  Many natural 
drainage ways have

4
Drainage collection from 
surrounding hills.

5
No drainage conflicts shown 
on GIS

2

Significant drainage/debris 
field from surrounding hills. 
Natural drainage paths carving 
in.

4
Road drainage collection and 
inlet collecting runoff from 
sites above.

5 None 5 None 5 None 3

Brush Creek irrigation ditch 
follows NE site boundary and 
would require crossing in at 
least one location to access 
the site

Soils 1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 11) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Dollard-Rock 
outcrop, shale complex, 25 to 
65 percent slopes (Map Unit 
30) - Very limited site 
development rating

Hazards 5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

3

Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard. 
Existing bus stop retaining 
wall need to be avoided

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

1
Servere wildfire hazard; high 
debris/avalanch

Utilities 3.0 3.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 3.0 4.0 2.5 2.5 4.5 2.0

Proximity 2

Water - main 60' from parcel 
Sewer - main 500' from parcel 
and uphill, will need to be 
pumped, right now on septic     
Electric-Feed to parcel

3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 3 3 3
Water & Sewer - main 120' 
from parcel                             
Electric-Main 500' from parcel

4 3
Water & Sewer - main 100' 
from parcel                                 
Electric-Main 100' from parcel

3
Water & Sewer -Main 800' from 
parcel                             
Electric-Main 1200' from parcel

3 3

Water - main 600' from parcel 
Sewer - main 2000' from 
parcel Electric-substation 200' 
from parcel

4 3

Existing Capacity 4 No issues with water 4 No issues with water 5 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 3 5 2 2 5 1

Services Proximity 3.0 3.0 3.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.0 4.3 3.3 3.7 4.7 4.7 4.7 3.7 3.3 2.7 3.0 2.7

Essential Daily Services 2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3 0.9mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4 0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.1mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi walkable route via ped 
path to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2 2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 1
3.8mi to Woody Creek Post 
Office 
6.7mi to Roxy's 

Emergency Services 3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.6mi to Police Station
2.1mi to Fire Station
1.4mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.9mi to Police Station
1.3mi to Fire Station
0.2mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.6mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.5mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.3mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge 
to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.5mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge to 
Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.7mi to Fire Station
0.8mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
0.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi walkable route or 0.6mi 
drive to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
1.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
1.3mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
2.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.1mi to Police Station
1.5mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

2
2.5mi to Police Station
2.0mi to Fire Station
3.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.2mi to Police Station
1.4mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

8.5mi to Basalt Police Stn, 
9.2mi to TOSV Police Stn
0.5mi to Fire Station
9.6mi to Snowmass Clinic
9.7mi to Aspen Valley Hosp

Open Space Recreation 4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.0mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.1mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.2mi to Nature Trail

4

0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

3
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.3mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South

4
0.1mi to Mountain View Trail
0.2mi to Rim Trail South
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

3
0.2mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

0.0mi to Rim Trail South
0.0mi to Mountain View Trail
Both trails cross into site, 
actual distance to access trail 
depends on location of 
development.
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

Mountain View Trail crosses 
into site, would need a trail 
connector (0.0mi)
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

0.1mi to Mountain View Trail to 
the west, would need a 
connector. 0.2mi from 
Mountain View to the east.
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

Proposed Rim Trail Bail Out 
crosses through site (0.0mi) 
Could be 1 way only?
0.0mi to Melton Ranch Trail
0.2mi to May Fly Trail
0.2mi Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.1mi to Golf Course
0.1mi to Cathy Robinson Park
0.1mi to Village Way Trail

5

0.0mi to Horse Ranch Trail
0.0mi to Town Park, 
Playground and path network
0.2mi to Upper North Mesa 
Trail & Open Space (incl 
Seven Star Trail)

4

0.25mi to Highline, Lowline, 
Viewline, Ditchline, Deadline 
Trails
Surrounded by the Hidden 
Valley Open Space (not 
passive though)

4

0.0mi to Lowline Trail (Connects to 
Highline/Deadline Trails)
0.2mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.2mi to Tom Blake Trail

2

0.3mi to Aspen Village OS
0.5mi+ to Aspen Village/Hwy 
82 Trail connecting to Rio 
Grande Trail
0.1mi to Snowmass Divide 
Ditch Rd (Road, walkable, but 
not a designated trail)

Vehicular Access 4.0 4.5 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 4.5 5.0 2.5 2.5 1.5 3.5 4.5 2.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 5.0 1.0

Existing Infrastructure to buildable area 4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~350lf of 
paving required.

4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~275lf of 
paving required.

5
Existing road access via Pinon 
Dr. Paved road into site exists.

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved roads into each terrace 
exist. 

5
Existing road access via 
Carriage Way. Paved roads 
into each terrace exist. 

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved road into site exist. 

5
Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Paved road into site exits 
for bus terminal.

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln runs along one side of 
parcel (and buildable area). 
No road into site but might 
only require garage parking 
(therefore no road needed)

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Small paved spur enters 
parcel for exterior parking and 
access but is in bad condition.

5
Site is bisected by Brush Creek 
Ln. Lots of existing parking 
exists.

3

Most likely access from existing Deerfield 
Dr parking lot. Pedestrian access protrudes 
across slope and between buildings to 
gain lower access. Likelihood of building a 
spur off of Brush Creek Rd ?

3

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (west arm). New 
road required either from cul-
de-sac (~50lf) or from "Y" 
(~70lf).

2

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (east arm), access 
drive would be where exiting 
man-made drainage channel 
is.
Could access from lower 
Deerfield Dr to the west 
around the back of the existing 
condo.
Access to site would require at 
least 120ft of new paved road.

3

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall. 
Terminated C&G road exists 
ready for expansion (<100lf).

4

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall.  
Adjacent to site's north 
perimeter and already has 
parking in the likely 
development parking spot.

2

Existing road access via 
Upper Woodbridge Rd. 
Access to site would require at 
least 280ft of new road. 
Possible access via path on 
upper side of existing condos 
(Road  on east side of existing 
condos, pedestrian via stairs 
on SW side of exisitng 
condos.)

3
Existing road access via Owl 
Creek Rd. Estimated ~50lf of 
new paved road required.

3
Existing road access via Horse 
Ranch Dr. Estimated ~80lf of 
new paved road required.

3

Existing road access via 
Highline Rd. Existing gravel 
road accesses whole site. 
Estimated 1,000 lf of new 
paving required.
Would paving be required or 
would TOSV consider a gravel 
drive to this remote site?

5
Existing spur and parking exists 
accessing Public Works. Not likely new 
road would be required.

1

Access would likely have to be 
through Aspen Village 
Subdivision with an additional 
constructed road through 
Subdivision property or 
Watson Divide Ranch 
property. Could come of the 
cul-de-sac at the park and 
switchback to the E/SE

Slope 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 2 1 4 5 3 4 4 4 5 1

Alternative 
Transportation Proximity 

1.0 1.0 2.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 5.0 3.0 4.0 2.0

Distance to Walkways/Bikeways 1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

2

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.7mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way 
to attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5

300ft to Brush Creek Trail 
(paved). Must walk through 
parking lot to access.
0.2mi to Carriage Way attached 
sidewalk. Must walk through 3 
parking lots and across Carriage 
Way to access.

3

Walk on local paved roads to crossalk, 
cross Brush Creek, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads to bridge 
accessing Carriage Way lots, 0.3mi to 
bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads to 
crossalk, cross Brush Creek, 
walk along Brush Creek 
sholder, on side roads to 
bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads 
down to Brush Creek, 
crosswalk, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads 
to bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

5

Walk along Town Hall access 
road to attached sidewalk 
towards Brush Creek (475ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (600ft)

5

Adjacent to attached 
sidewalks towards Brush 
Creek (<150ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5

Adjacent to paved Melton 
Ranch trail connecting to 
bridge over Brush Creek and 
Brush Creek Trail (<50ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5
Adjacent to paved Owl Creek 
Trail (<50ft)

5

Adjacent to Horse Ranch trail 
(asphalt), connects across 
Town Park (via walkways), 
under underpass, to Brush 
Creek trail (<50ft to access 
paved network)

3

Walk down Hidden Valley Rd 
(gravel, could be paved in 
future), walk along shoulder of 
Highline Rd, cross at 
dangerous crosswalk, reach 
Brush Creek Trail at 
roundabout (0.3mi to get 
there).

4

Walk through paved Public Works 
parking lot, down spur road, along Owl 
Creek road shoulder, cross Owl Creek 
Rd without crosswalk, walk down Pine 
Crest Dr to Owl Creek Trail (paved) 
(800ft)

2

Walk down whatever access 
road is built w/ development, 
through Aspen Village 
neighborhood roads, to Aspen 
Village/Hwy 82 Trail (paved) 
(0.5+mi).

Distance to Bus Stops 1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

2
0.8mi to op of Village bus stop
1.0mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Top of Village bus stop
0.1mi to #5/Elbert Lane bus stope
0.2mi to Mall Transit Station
0.2mi to existing Mall-Village Shuttle

5

0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus 
stop
0.1mi to Mall-Village Shuttle
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus stop
0.1mi to Lichenhearth bus stop
0.2 to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5

0.2mi to Mountain View & Dirt 
Circle bus stops (by walking in 
parking/local road and avoiding 
Brush Creek Rd.
0.3mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter

5

0.0mi to Dirt circle bus stop (would need 
connector)
0.1mi to Mountain View Bus Shelter (via 
local roads)

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Stop
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Conoco bus stop (via 
sidewalks)
0.2mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)
0.1mi to Upper/Lower 
Snowmass Center bus stops

5

Adjacent to Conoco bus stop
0.1mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)

5
0.1mi to Upper Woodbridge 2 
bus stop

4

0.2mi to UH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via walkways and 
crosswalk)
0.3mi to DH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via paved path around 
Cathy Robinson Park and 
attached sidwalks) 

5 0.1mi to Town Park Station 3 0.5mi to Town Park Station 4
0.5mi to Two Creek Portal stop
0.5mi to Fairway Drive stop

2

0.7mi to RFTA Local UV - 
Aspen Village Stop
0.75mi to RFTA Local DV - 
Aspen Village Stop

Density Potential 1.5 1.5 1.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 5.0 4.5 3.0 2.5 2.5 2.5 4.0 3.5 4.0 2.5 2.5 1.0 2.5 1.0

Current Landuse & Zoning 2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Commercial [need to 
confirm in the PUD]

2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: OS/Cons

1
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Public

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4

Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities 
[have to verify via SPA-1 
language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area

5
Zoning: MF
LU: Village Core Area

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU:Village Core Area

3
Zoning: PUD
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU: Publically Owned OS

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:  Publically Owned OS

4
Zoning: SPA-1 
LU: Community Facilities

3
Zoning: CC-PUD
LU: Community Facilities

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: n/a
LU: n/a

2
Zoning: CON
LU: Residential

1
Zoning: CON
LU: Private OS

4
Zoning: PUB
LU: Community Facility

1
Zoning: Wildcat PUD
LU: Not Shown

Surrounding Parcel & Comprehensive Plan 
Compatibility

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area [not 
zoned for med./high density]

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, OS, MU-2, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area + Village 
Core Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU, SPA-1, CC
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU, CC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
PUD, MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also MF-PUD, 
OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MF, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
MF, PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CON, OS, REC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
OS, PUB
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

1
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

Ecological Constraints & 
Protection

5.0 5.0 5.0 4.3 3.7 3.7 5.0 5.0 3.0 3.7 2.3 3.7 3.7 3.0 3.0 3.7 5.0 3.7 2.0 3.7 3.0

Wildlife Sensative Areas 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Surrounded by Ecologically 
sensitive areas.

5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5 None 5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Ecologically sensitive area 
borders Site to the N and S.

5 None 5

Near North Mesa wildlife 
closure but does not cross or 
border site. 
Near Elk Severe Winter Range, 
Elk Winter Concentration Area, 
Elk Winter Range.
Near Mule Deer Winter Range.

1

Elk Winter Range & Elk Winter 
Concentration Area covers 
site.
Site borders Sky Mountain 
Park wildlife closure but does 
not cross into site.

3

Contains portion of Elk Winter Range
Borders on Elk Winter Concentration 
Area, Severe Winter Range, Migration 
Corridors, and road crossings.
Borders on Mule Deer Migration 
Corridor.
Near Sky Mountain Park & Burnt 
Mountain North wildlife closure areas 
but does not cross into site. 
Ecologically sensitive area borders Site 
to the W and NE.

-
No closures. Wildlife 
assessment maps in comp 
plan do not extend to this Site.

Wetlands & Creek Buffers 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers portion of Site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

1

1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.
Flood Hazard Zone covers small 
NW sliver of Site.

5 None 5 None 1
200ft West Fork Brush Creek 
buffer (arbitrary buffer) covers 
majority of site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone covers 
entire site.

5 None 5 None on site. 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers small portion of 
Site

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

5 None 5 None 5 None 4
None on site. 1000ft Brush 
Creek Impact Zone does cover 
site's access however

5 None 5 None

Existing Habitat to be Preserved 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
No easements
West Fork Brush Creek 
riparian ecology

5

No easements. 
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow ecology on the flats, 
riparian/dogwood ecology in gulley

1
No easements
Oak ecology, aspens on the 
plateau

1
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology

1
No easements
Oak/sagebrush ecology

3
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology on west 
side

1

No easements
Sage/serviceberry meadow 
ecology, aspen forest up 
higher. Highest is oak ecology

5

No easements
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow/Oak ecology

1
No easements
Sage/Oak/Juniper ecology

3
No easements 
Planted reveg/trees. Not original 
ecology but is serving some habitat.

1
No easements
Oak/Juniper/sage ecology

Buildable Area 3.0 2.0 1.0 5.0 5.0 3.0 1.0 1.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 1.0 3.0 1.0 2.0 1.0

Size of Suitable Area 3 2 1 5 flat and highly buildable 5 flat and highly buildable 3 flat and highly buildable 1 flat but small site 1 flat but small site 2 flat but small site 1
small with likely drainage on 
eastern side

2 4
access to area of buildable 
slopes, though still fairly steep

2 very steep slopes 4

Large buildable area but need 
to know if there is geo hazards 
in the swale area that will 
affect buildable area.

2 3 1 3 1 2 1

Community Impact 2.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 4.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 1.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 3.0

Neighbor strife, council hesitancy, existing 
structures/businesses/uses, visual/contextual 

continuity, visual impact
1 99yr lease 1 99yr lease 1

Politics to consider… The 
Divide HOA would likely have 
serious issues with housing 
here as would the general 
public (esp. trail uses).

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp Plan 
and P&Z hardily disapproved. It is 
referenced in the West Village CPA 
in the Comp Plan.

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp 
Plan and P&Z hardily 
disapproved. It is referenced 
in the West Village CPA in the 
Comp Plan.

3
Impact to skier parking. Impact to 
existing residents.

3

Bus depot being moved in 
transportation master plan. 
Pushback would likely still 
occur because of density of 
buildings around it.

3

Town doesn't own yet. 
Currently serves as green 
space for recreation - needed 
in the area. Pushback would 
likely still occur because of 
density of buildings around it.

3

Daly Ln Redevelopment 
(Snowmass Inn) and the 
Mountain Chalet were bought 
as a package deal.
Slope-side housing is a 
premium and would be better 
as free market.

3
Heavy density around this site 
and likely pushback from 
existing residents.

3
Wildlife conservation issues throughout 
Mountain View.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as future 
expansion.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as Open Space in 
PUD.

5
Has been discussed for 
housing for many years.

3
Very prominent location and 
might get pushback.

1

Town doesn't currently own 
the sites.
Current ownership (Related) is 
trying to give/get-rid-of the 
parcels to the Town in lieu of 
what is owed.

1
Highly visible and would go 
against many of Snowmass' 
development principles.

1

Being rezoned to Open Space 
(verify)
Town has historically not 
succeeded in buying land 
from Horse Ranch.

3

Currently owned by 
Snowmass Chapel. Might 
have less pushback because 
there are no nieghbors but 
wildlife issues abound.

5
probably little pushback because of 
existing uses

1
County might not be receptive. 
Likely a political quagmire for 
many reasons.

Replacement Impact/Cost 3
Company and kennels would 
need to relocate.
Basic demolition required.

3

If parking lot is developed 
while Krabloonik remains, 
parking will need to be located 
elsewhere.

5
Parking would be lost (impact 
to community) but is not 
prohibitive

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in redevelopment

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in 
redevelopment

1

Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces (48 spaces in Lot 
1, ~15 spaces in Carriage Way) in 
redevelopment. 12 units must be 
accounted for elsewhere.

5

Bus terminal is already being 
relocated under transportation 
master plan. Some demolition 
costs but not prohibitive.

5
Basic demolition, nothing 
requires replacement

1

39 rooms currently used as 
year-round, free-market 
employee housing through 
private owner. Current 
employee housing would need 
to be accounted for 
elsewhere.

3
Constructuion would require 
demolition and/or obstruction of 
current parking lot/access.

5
No replacement required. Loss of yard 
space for existing units. Potential loss of 
bus pull off if accessed from that point.

3 Ditch replacement/rerouting. 5 No replacement required 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 1
Would need to replace or 
account for the debris field

5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 3 Loss and/or impact to existing parking. 5 No replacement required.

 26.5 26.5 28.8 38.2 37.5 35.5 37.3 37.1 33.1 31.9 29.2 29.0 27.1 35.2 34.2 29.1 30.7 30.3 22.7 31.2 17.2

Wildcat RanchLower Mountain View Upper Mountain View Mountain View Draw Owl Creek ROW Rodeo Place Extension

273303401015

Daly Ln Bus Terminal Daly Ln Infill Hidden Valley Public Works HousingKrabloonik Kennels Krabloonik Parking Lot Divide Trail Parking Lot Carriage Way & Lot 1Lower Parking LotsUpper Parking Lots

273302424001 and a part of 273302400851273302302815

Town Hall Point

6 18

Portion of 264331105002

11

Lower portions of 273302418751 and 273302106756

12

273302106752

13

273302106851

10

273301345800 and part of 273302422751

16

Creekside Infill Upper WoodbridgeTown Hall Draw

Not a parcel, at 39.215063, -106.927458

3

273303401853 273302400851 minus Lot 1

4

Part of 273302400851

5 9

273302400007

7

273302423852

8

Daly Ln Redevelopment

Sites
20

Portion of 273506100852

21

264307110852 and 264307210853

19

Portion of 264331400801273302420001 273301113001 and 273301201006

14

273301201854 and 273301201855

15

273301200001

1 2 17

38.2 37.5 35.538.2 37.5 35.5

2.02.0 2.0 2.0

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp Plan 
and P&Z hardily disapproved. It is
referenced in the West Village CPA 
in the Comp Plan.

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp 
Plan and P&Z hardily
disapproved. It is referenced
in the West Village CPA in the 
Comp Plan.

3
Impact to skier parking. Impact to 
existing residents.

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in redevelopment

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in
redevelopment

1

Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces (48 spaces in Lot 
1, ~15 spaces in Carriage Way) in 
redevelopment. 12 units must be 
accounted for elsewhere.

5.0 5.0 3.0

5 flat and highly buildable 5 flat and highly buildable 3 flat and highly buildable

3.74.3 3.7 3.7

5 None 5 None 5 None

3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers portion of Site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

1

1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.
Flood Hazard Zone covers small 
NW sliver of Site.

5 None 5 None 5 None

3

4

5

5 None 5 None 5 None

5 None 5 None 5 None

Core Area
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Suitability 
Category

Physiology

Slope

Drainage

Soils

Hazards

Utilities

Proximity

Existing Capacity

Services 
Proximity

Essential Daily Services

Emergency Services

Open Space Recreation

4.0 3.8 3.3

5

Site area = 12,901 SF
10,167 SF < 10% slope
=79% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 10,493 SF
6,046 SF < 10% slope
=57% of site
3,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3

Site area = 39,090 SF
32,442 SF < 30% slope
=83% of site
1,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5 None 5 None 4
West Fork Brush Creek covers 
portion of site.

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

4.5 4.5 4.5

4
Water & Sewer- main in 
adjacent ROW                
Electric-Feed to parcel

4
Water & Sewer - main in 
adjacent ROW                 
Electric-Feed to parcel

4
Water & Sewer - main in 
adjacent ROW                
Electric-Feed to parcel

5 No capacity issues 5 No capacity issues 5 No capacity issues

4.3 4.3 4.3

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

Daly Ln Bus Terminal Daly Ln Infill

9

273302400007

7

273302423852

8

Daly Ln Redevelopment

273302420001

Suitability Category

Physiology 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 3.8 3.3 2.8 3.0 2.0 1.8 2.0 3.0 2.3 3.5 3.8 3.0 2.5 1.5

Slope 5

Parcel area = 79,224 SF
42,605 SF < 10% slope
=54% of site
17,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 31,181 SF
17,741 SF < 10% slope
 =57% of site
5,700 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 21,228 SF
16,188 SF < 10% slope
=76% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 238,612 SF
162,140 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 170,419 SF
116,127 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5
Site area = 65,668 SF
32,655 SF < 10% slope
=50% of site
12,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 12,901 SF
10,167 SF < 10% slope
=79% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 10,493 SF
6,046 SF < 10% slope
=57% of site
3,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3

Site area = 39,090 SF
32,442 SF < 30% slope
=83% of site
1,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3
Site area = 32,739 SF
22,541 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
1,400 SF contiguous area < 10%

3
Site area = 57,397 SF
34,040 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
900 SF contiguous area < 10%

3

Site area = 99,353 SF
59,279 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5,075 SF contiguous area < 
30%

2

Site area = 739,000 SF
532,132 SF < 45% slope
=72% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 670,110 SF
448,315 SF > 30% slope
=67% of site
1580 SF contiguous area < 
30%

3

Site area = 42,588 SF
29,560 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
2050 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 371,535 SF
218,015 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
14,600 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 48,272 SF
27,443 SF < 30% slope
=57% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 64,839 SF
51,905 SF < 30% slope
=80% of site
7280 SF contiguous area < 
15%

3

Site area = 502,816 SF
300,805 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5278 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 25,667 SF
15,900 SF > 30% slope
=62% of site
750 SF contiguous area < 30%

1

Site area = 3,446,139 SF
2,670,988 SF > 30% slope
=77% of sit
1500 SF contiguous area < 
15%

Drainage 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 4
West Fork Brush Creek covers 
portion of site.

2
2 discharging culverts to 
drainage basin downhill

3 Existing natural drainage gulley 2 Irrigation ditch running on site 2

Signifigant drainage collection 
from surrounding hills. Man 
made channel down area of 
likely access.  Many natural 
drainage ways have

4
Drainage collection from 
surrounding hills.

5
No drainage conflicts shown 
on GIS

2

Significant drainage/debris 
field from surrounding hills. 
Natural drainage paths carving 
in.

4
Road drainage collection and 
inlet collecting runoff from 
sites above.

5 None 5 None 5 None 3

Brush Creek irrigation ditch 
follows NE site boundary and 
would require crossing in at 
least one location to access 
the site

Soils 1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 11) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Dollard-Rock 
outcrop, shale complex, 25 to 
65 percent slopes (Map Unit 
30) - Very limited site 
development rating

Hazards 5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

3

Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard. 
Existing bus stop retaining 
wall need to be avoided

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

1
Servere wildfire hazard; high 
debris/avalanch

Utilities 3.0 3.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 3.0 4.0 2.5 2.5 4.5 2.0

Proximity 2

Water - main 60' from parcel 
Sewer - main 500' from parcel 
and uphill, will need to be 
pumped, right now on septic     
Electric-Feed to parcel

3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 3 3 3
Water & Sewer - main 120' 
from parcel                             
Electric-Main 500' from parcel

4 3
Water & Sewer - main 100' 
from parcel                                 
Electric-Main 100' from parcel

3
Water & Sewer -Main 800' from 
parcel                             
Electric-Main 1200' from parcel

3 3

Water - main 600' from parcel 
Sewer - main 2000' from 
parcel Electric-substation 200' 
from parcel

4 3

Existing Capacity 4 No issues with water 4 No issues with water 5 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 3 5 2 2 5 1

Services Proximity 3.0 3.0 3.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.0 4.3 3.3 3.7 4.7 4.7 4.7 3.7 3.3 2.7 3.0 2.7

Essential Daily Services 2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3 0.9mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4 0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.1mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi walkable route via ped 
path to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2 2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 1
3.8mi to Woody Creek Post 
Office 
6.7mi to Roxy's 

Emergency Services 3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.6mi to Police Station
2.1mi to Fire Station
1.4mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.9mi to Police Station
1.3mi to Fire Station
0.2mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.6mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.5mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.3mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge 
to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.5mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge to 
Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.7mi to Fire Station
0.8mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
0.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi walkable route or 0.6mi 
drive to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
1.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
1.3mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
2.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.1mi to Police Station
1.5mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

2
2.5mi to Police Station
2.0mi to Fire Station
3.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.2mi to Police Station
1.4mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

8.5mi to Basalt Police Stn, 
9.2mi to TOSV Police Stn
0.5mi to Fire Station
9.6mi to Snowmass Clinic
9.7mi to Aspen Valley Hosp

Open Space Recreation 4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.0mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.1mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.2mi to Nature Trail

4

0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

3
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.3mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South

4
0.1mi to Mountain View Trail
0.2mi to Rim Trail South
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

3
0.2mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

0.0mi to Rim Trail South
0.0mi to Mountain View Trail
Both trails cross into site, 
actual distance to access trail 
depends on location of 
development.
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

Mountain View Trail crosses 
into site, would need a trail 
connector (0.0mi)
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

0.1mi to Mountain View Trail to 
the west, would need a 
connector. 0.2mi from 
Mountain View to the east.
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

Proposed Rim Trail Bail Out 
crosses through site (0.0mi) 
Could be 1 way only?
0.0mi to Melton Ranch Trail
0.2mi to May Fly Trail
0.2mi Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.1mi to Golf Course
0.1mi to Cathy Robinson Park
0.1mi to Village Way Trail

5

0.0mi to Horse Ranch Trail
0.0mi to Town Park, 
Playground and path network
0.2mi to Upper North Mesa 
Trail & Open Space (incl 
Seven Star Trail)

4

0.25mi to Highline, Lowline, 
Viewline, Ditchline, Deadline 
Trails
Surrounded by the Hidden 
Valley Open Space (not 
passive though)

4

0.0mi to Lowline Trail (Connects to 
Highline/Deadline Trails)
0.2mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.2mi to Tom Blake Trail

2

0.3mi to Aspen Village OS
0.5mi+ to Aspen Village/Hwy 
82 Trail connecting to Rio 
Grande Trail
0.1mi to Snowmass Divide 
Ditch Rd (Road, walkable, but 
not a designated trail)

Vehicular Access 4.0 4.5 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 4.5 5.0 2.5 2.5 1.5 3.5 4.5 2.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 5.0 1.0

Existing Infrastructure to buildable area 4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~350lf of 
paving required.

4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~275lf of 
paving required.

5
Existing road access via Pinon 
Dr. Paved road into site exists.

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved roads into each terrace 
exist. 

5
Existing road access via 
Carriage Way. Paved roads 
into each terrace exist. 

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved road into site exist. 

5
Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Paved road into site exits 
for bus terminal.

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln runs along one side of 
parcel (and buildable area). 
No road into site but might 
only require garage parking 
(therefore no road needed)

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Small paved spur enters 
parcel for exterior parking and 
access but is in bad condition.

5
Site is bisected by Brush Creek 
Ln. Lots of existing parking 
exists.

3

Most likely access from existing Deerfield 
Dr parking lot. Pedestrian access protrudes 
across slope and between buildings to 
gain lower access. Likelihood of building a 
spur off of Brush Creek Rd ?

3

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (west arm). New 
road required either from cul-
de-sac (~50lf) or from "Y" 
(~70lf).

2

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (east arm), access 
drive would be where exiting 
man-made drainage channel 
is.
Could access from lower 
Deerfield Dr to the west 
around the back of the existing 
condo.
Access to site would require at 
least 120ft of new paved road.

3

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall. 
Terminated C&G road exists 
ready for expansion (<100lf).

4

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall.  
Adjacent to site's north 
perimeter and already has 
parking in the likely 
development parking spot.

2

Existing road access via 
Upper Woodbridge Rd. 
Access to site would require at 
least 280ft of new road. 
Possible access via path on 
upper side of existing condos 
(Road  on east side of existing 
condos, pedestrian via stairs 
on SW side of exisitng 
condos.)

3
Existing road access via Owl 
Creek Rd. Estimated ~50lf of 
new paved road required.

3
Existing road access via Horse 
Ranch Dr. Estimated ~80lf of 
new paved road required.

3

Existing road access via 
Highline Rd. Existing gravel 
road accesses whole site. 
Estimated 1,000 lf of new 
paving required.
Would paving be required or 
would TOSV consider a gravel 
drive to this remote site?

5
Existing spur and parking exists 
accessing Public Works. Not likely new 
road would be required.

1

Access would likely have to be 
through Aspen Village 
Subdivision with an additional 
constructed road through 
Subdivision property or 
Watson Divide Ranch 
property. Could come of the 
cul-de-sac at the park and 
switchback to the E/SE

Slope 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 2 1 4 5 3 4 4 4 5 1

Alternative 
Transportation Proximity 

1.0 1.0 2.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 5.0 3.0 4.0 2.0

Distance to Walkways/Bikeways 1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

2

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.7mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way 
to attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5

300ft to Brush Creek Trail 
(paved). Must walk through 
parking lot to access.
0.2mi to Carriage Way attached 
sidewalk. Must walk through 3 
parking lots and across Carriage 
Way to access.

3

Walk on local paved roads to crossalk, 
cross Brush Creek, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads to bridge 
accessing Carriage Way lots, 0.3mi to 
bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads to 
crossalk, cross Brush Creek, 
walk along Brush Creek 
sholder, on side roads to 
bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads 
down to Brush Creek, 
crosswalk, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads 
to bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

5

Walk along Town Hall access 
road to attached sidewalk 
towards Brush Creek (475ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (600ft)

5

Adjacent to attached 
sidewalks towards Brush 
Creek (<150ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5

Adjacent to paved Melton 
Ranch trail connecting to 
bridge over Brush Creek and 
Brush Creek Trail (<50ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5
Adjacent to paved Owl Creek 
Trail (<50ft)

5

Adjacent to Horse Ranch trail 
(asphalt), connects across 
Town Park (via walkways), 
under underpass, to Brush 
Creek trail (<50ft to access 
paved network)

3

Walk down Hidden Valley Rd 
(gravel, could be paved in 
future), walk along shoulder of 
Highline Rd, cross at 
dangerous crosswalk, reach 
Brush Creek Trail at 
roundabout (0.3mi to get 
there).

4

Walk through paved Public Works 
parking lot, down spur road, along Owl 
Creek road shoulder, cross Owl Creek 
Rd without crosswalk, walk down Pine 
Crest Dr to Owl Creek Trail (paved) 
(800ft)

2

Walk down whatever access 
road is built w/ development, 
through Aspen Village 
neighborhood roads, to Aspen 
Village/Hwy 82 Trail (paved) 
(0.5+mi).

Distance to Bus Stops 1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

2
0.8mi to op of Village bus stop
1.0mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Top of Village bus stop
0.1mi to #5/Elbert Lane bus stope
0.2mi to Mall Transit Station
0.2mi to existing Mall-Village Shuttle

5

0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus 
stop
0.1mi to Mall-Village Shuttle
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus stop
0.1mi to Lichenhearth bus stop
0.2 to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5

0.2mi to Mountain View & Dirt 
Circle bus stops (by walking in 
parking/local road and avoiding 
Brush Creek Rd.
0.3mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter

5

0.0mi to Dirt circle bus stop (would need 
connector)
0.1mi to Mountain View Bus Shelter (via 
local roads)

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Stop
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Conoco bus stop (via 
sidewalks)
0.2mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)
0.1mi to Upper/Lower 
Snowmass Center bus stops

5

Adjacent to Conoco bus stop
0.1mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)

5
0.1mi to Upper Woodbridge 2 
bus stop

4

0.2mi to UH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via walkways and 
crosswalk)
0.3mi to DH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via paved path around 
Cathy Robinson Park and 
attached sidwalks) 

5 0.1mi to Town Park Station 3 0.5mi to Town Park Station 4
0.5mi to Two Creek Portal stop
0.5mi to Fairway Drive stop

2

0.7mi to RFTA Local UV - 
Aspen Village Stop
0.75mi to RFTA Local DV - 
Aspen Village Stop

Density Potential 1.5 1.5 1.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 5.0 4.5 3.0 2.5 2.5 2.5 4.0 3.5 4.0 2.5 2.5 1.0 2.5 1.0

Current Landuse & Zoning 2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Commercial [need to 
confirm in the PUD]

2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: OS/Cons

1
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Public

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4

Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities 
[have to verify via SPA-1 
language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area

5
Zoning: MF
LU: Village Core Area

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU:Village Core Area

3
Zoning: PUD
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU: Publically Owned OS

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:  Publically Owned OS

4
Zoning: SPA-1 
LU: Community Facilities

3
Zoning: CC-PUD
LU: Community Facilities

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: n/a
LU: n/a

2
Zoning: CON
LU: Residential

1
Zoning: CON
LU: Private OS

4
Zoning: PUB
LU: Community Facility

1
Zoning: Wildcat PUD
LU: Not Shown

Surrounding Parcel & Comprehensive Plan 
Compatibility

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area [not 
zoned for med./high density]

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, OS, MU-2, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area + Village 
Core Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU, SPA-1, CC
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU, CC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
PUD, MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also MF-PUD, 
OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MF, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
MF, PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CON, OS, REC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
OS, PUB
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

1
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

Ecological Constraints & 
Protection

5.0 5.0 5.0 4.3 3.7 3.7 5.0 5.0 3.0 3.7 2.3 3.7 3.7 3.0 3.0 3.7 5.0 3.7 2.0 3.7 3.0

Wildlife Sensative Areas 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Surrounded by Ecologically 
sensitive areas.

5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5 None 5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Ecologically sensitive area 
borders Site to the N and S.

5 None 5

Near North Mesa wildlife 
closure but does not cross or 
border site. 
Near Elk Severe Winter Range, 
Elk Winter Concentration Area, 
Elk Winter Range.
Near Mule Deer Winter Range.

1

Elk Winter Range & Elk Winter 
Concentration Area covers 
site.
Site borders Sky Mountain 
Park wildlife closure but does 
not cross into site.

3

Contains portion of Elk Winter Range
Borders on Elk Winter Concentration 
Area, Severe Winter Range, Migration 
Corridors, and road crossings.
Borders on Mule Deer Migration 
Corridor.
Near Sky Mountain Park & Burnt 
Mountain North wildlife closure areas 
but does not cross into site. 
Ecologically sensitive area borders Site 
to the W and NE.

-
No closures. Wildlife 
assessment maps in comp 
plan do not extend to this Site.

Wetlands & Creek Buffers 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers portion of Site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

1

1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.
Flood Hazard Zone covers small 
NW sliver of Site.

5 None 5 None 1
200ft West Fork Brush Creek 
buffer (arbitrary buffer) covers 
majority of site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone covers 
entire site.

5 None 5 None on site. 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers small portion of 
Site

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

5 None 5 None 5 None 4
None on site. 1000ft Brush 
Creek Impact Zone does cover 
site's access however

5 None 5 None

Existing Habitat to be Preserved 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
No easements
West Fork Brush Creek 
riparian ecology

5

No easements. 
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow ecology on the flats, 
riparian/dogwood ecology in gulley

1
No easements
Oak ecology, aspens on the 
plateau

1
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology

1
No easements
Oak/sagebrush ecology

3
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology on west 
side

1

No easements
Sage/serviceberry meadow 
ecology, aspen forest up 
higher. Highest is oak ecology

5

No easements
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow/Oak ecology

1
No easements
Sage/Oak/Juniper ecology

3
No easements 
Planted reveg/trees. Not original 
ecology but is serving some habitat.

1
No easements
Oak/Juniper/sage ecology

Buildable Area 3.0 2.0 1.0 5.0 5.0 3.0 1.0 1.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 1.0 3.0 1.0 2.0 1.0

Size of Suitable Area 3 2 1 5 flat and highly buildable 5 flat and highly buildable 3 flat and highly buildable 1 flat but small site 1 flat but small site 2 flat but small site 1
small with likely drainage on 
eastern side

2 4
access to area of buildable 
slopes, though still fairly steep

2 very steep slopes 4

Large buildable area but need 
to know if there is geo hazards 
in the swale area that will 
affect buildable area.

2 3 1 3 1 2 1

Community Impact 2.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 4.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 1.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 3.0

Neighbor strife, council hesitancy, existing 
structures/businesses/uses, visual/contextual 

continuity, visual impact
1 99yr lease 1 99yr lease 1

Politics to consider… The 
Divide HOA would likely have 
serious issues with housing 
here as would the general 
public (esp. trail uses).

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp Plan 
and P&Z hardily disapproved. It is 
referenced in the West Village CPA 
in the Comp Plan.

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp 
Plan and P&Z hardily 
disapproved. It is referenced 
in the West Village CPA in the 
Comp Plan.

3
Impact to skier parking. Impact to 
existing residents.

3

Bus depot being moved in 
transportation master plan. 
Pushback would likely still 
occur because of density of 
buildings around it.

3

Town doesn't own yet. 
Currently serves as green 
space for recreation - needed 
in the area. Pushback would 
likely still occur because of 
density of buildings around it.

3

Daly Ln Redevelopment 
(Snowmass Inn) and the 
Mountain Chalet were bought 
as a package deal.
Slope-side housing is a 
premium and would be better 
as free market.

3
Heavy density around this site 
and likely pushback from 
existing residents.

3
Wildlife conservation issues throughout 
Mountain View.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as future 
expansion.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as Open Space in 
PUD.

5
Has been discussed for 
housing for many years.

3
Very prominent location and 
might get pushback.

1

Town doesn't currently own 
the sites.
Current ownership (Related) is 
trying to give/get-rid-of the 
parcels to the Town in lieu of 
what is owed.

1
Highly visible and would go 
against many of Snowmass' 
development principles.

1

Being rezoned to Open Space 
(verify)
Town has historically not 
succeeded in buying land 
from Horse Ranch.

3

Currently owned by 
Snowmass Chapel. Might 
have less pushback because 
there are no nieghbors but 
wildlife issues abound.

5
probably little pushback because of 
existing uses

1
County might not be receptive. 
Likely a political quagmire for 
many reasons.

Replacement Impact/Cost 3
Company and kennels would 
need to relocate.
Basic demolition required.

3

If parking lot is developed 
while Krabloonik remains, 
parking will need to be located 
elsewhere.

5
Parking would be lost (impact 
to community) but is not 
prohibitive

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in redevelopment

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in 
redevelopment

1

Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces (48 spaces in Lot 
1, ~15 spaces in Carriage Way) in 
redevelopment. 12 units must be 
accounted for elsewhere.

5

Bus terminal is already being 
relocated under transportation 
master plan. Some demolition 
costs but not prohibitive.

5
Basic demolition, nothing 
requires replacement

1

39 rooms currently used as 
year-round, free-market 
employee housing through 
private owner. Current 
employee housing would need 
to be accounted for 
elsewhere.

3
Constructuion would require 
demolition and/or obstruction of 
current parking lot/access.

5
No replacement required. Loss of yard 
space for existing units. Potential loss of 
bus pull off if accessed from that point.

3 Ditch replacement/rerouting. 5 No replacement required 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 1
Would need to replace or 
account for the debris field

5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 3 Loss and/or impact to existing parking. 5 No replacement required.

 26.5 26.5 28.8 38.2 37.5 35.5 37.3 37.1 33.1 31.9 29.2 29.0 27.1 35.2 34.2 29.1 30.7 30.3 22.7 31.2 17.2

Wildcat RanchLower Mountain View Upper Mountain View Mountain View Draw Owl Creek ROW Rodeo Place Extension

273303401015

Daly Ln Bus Terminal Daly Ln Infill Hidden Valley Public Works HousingKrabloonik Kennels Krabloonik Parking Lot Divide Trail Parking Lot Carriage Way & Lot 1Lower Parking LotsUpper Parking Lots

273302424001 and a part of 273302400851273302302815

Town Hall Point

6 18

Portion of 264331105002

11

Lower portions of 273302418751 and 273302106756

12

273302106752

13

273302106851

10

273301345800 and part of 273302422751

16

Creekside Infill Upper WoodbridgeTown Hall Draw

Not a parcel, at 39.215063, -106.927458

3

273303401853 273302400851 minus Lot 1

4

Part of 273302400851

5 9

273302400007

7

273302423852

8

Daly Ln Redevelopment

Sites
20

Portion of 273506100852

21

264307110852 and 264307210853

19

Portion of 264331400801273302420001 273301113001 and 273301201006

14

273301201854 and 273301201855

15

273301200001

1 2 17

4.3

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

4.3

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

4.3

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

4.5 4.54.5 4.5 4.5

4 4 4

5 5 5

4.0 3.8 3.3

5

Site area = 12,901 SF
10,167 SF < 10% slope
=79% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 10,493 SF
6,046 SF < 10% slope
=57% of site
3,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3

Site area = 39,090 SF
32,442 SF < 30% slope
=83% of site
1,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5 None 5 None 4
West Fork Brush Creek covers 
portion of site.

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

5
Standard TOSV wildfire
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

273302400007273302423852 273302420001

Daly Ln Bus Terminal Daly Ln Infill
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Suitability 
Category

Vehicular 
Access

Existing Infrastructure to
buildable area

Slope

Alternative 
Transportation 
Proximity 

Distance to
Walkways/Bikeways

Distance to Bus Stops

Density 
Potential

Current Landuse & Zoning

Surrounding Parcel &
Comprehensive Plan

Compatibility

Daly Ln Bus Terminal Daly Ln Infill

9

273302400007

7

273302423852

8

Daly Ln Redevelopment

273302420001

5.0 4.5 4.5

5
Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Paved road into site exits 
for bus terminal.

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln runs along one side of 
parcel (and buildable area). 
No road into site but might 
only require garage parking 
(therefore no road needed)

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Small paved spur enters 
parcel for exterior parking and 
access but is in bad condition.

5 5 5

5.0 5.0 5.0

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

4.5 5.0 4.5

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area

5
Zoning: MF
LU: Village Core Area

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU:Village Core Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU, SPA-1, CC
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU, CC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

Suitability Category

Physiology 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 3.8 3.3 2.8 3.0 2.0 1.8 2.0 3.0 2.3 3.5 3.8 3.0 2.5 1.5

Slope 5

Parcel area = 79,224 SF
42,605 SF < 10% slope
=54% of site
17,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 31,181 SF
17,741 SF < 10% slope
 =57% of site
5,700 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 21,228 SF
16,188 SF < 10% slope
=76% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 238,612 SF
162,140 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 170,419 SF
116,127 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5
Site area = 65,668 SF
32,655 SF < 10% slope
=50% of site
12,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 12,901 SF
10,167 SF < 10% slope
=79% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 10,493 SF
6,046 SF < 10% slope
=57% of site
3,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3

Site area = 39,090 SF
32,442 SF < 30% slope
=83% of site
1,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3
Site area = 32,739 SF
22,541 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
1,400 SF contiguous area < 10%

3
Site area = 57,397 SF
34,040 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
900 SF contiguous area < 10%

3

Site area = 99,353 SF
59,279 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5,075 SF contiguous area < 
30%

2

Site area = 739,000 SF
532,132 SF < 45% slope
=72% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 670,110 SF
448,315 SF > 30% slope
=67% of site
1580 SF contiguous area < 
30%

3

Site area = 42,588 SF
29,560 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
2050 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 371,535 SF
218,015 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
14,600 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 48,272 SF
27,443 SF < 30% slope
=57% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 64,839 SF
51,905 SF < 30% slope
=80% of site
7280 SF contiguous area < 
15%

3

Site area = 502,816 SF
300,805 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5278 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 25,667 SF
15,900 SF > 30% slope
=62% of site
750 SF contiguous area < 30%

1

Site area = 3,446,139 SF
2,670,988 SF > 30% slope
=77% of sit
1500 SF contiguous area < 
15%

Drainage 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 4
West Fork Brush Creek covers 
portion of site.

2
2 discharging culverts to 
drainage basin downhill

3 Existing natural drainage gulley 2 Irrigation ditch running on site 2

Signifigant drainage collection 
from surrounding hills. Man 
made channel down area of 
likely access.  Many natural 
drainage ways have

4
Drainage collection from 
surrounding hills.

5
No drainage conflicts shown 
on GIS

2

Significant drainage/debris 
field from surrounding hills. 
Natural drainage paths carving 
in.

4
Road drainage collection and 
inlet collecting runoff from 
sites above.

5 None 5 None 5 None 3

Brush Creek irrigation ditch 
follows NE site boundary and 
would require crossing in at 
least one location to access 
the site

Soils 1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 11) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Dollard-Rock 
outcrop, shale complex, 25 to 
65 percent slopes (Map Unit 
30) - Very limited site 
development rating

Hazards 5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

3

Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard. 
Existing bus stop retaining 
wall need to be avoided

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

1
Servere wildfire hazard; high 
debris/avalanch

Utilities 3.0 3.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 3.0 4.0 2.5 2.5 4.5 2.0

Proximity 2

Water - main 60' from parcel 
Sewer - main 500' from parcel 
and uphill, will need to be 
pumped, right now on septic     
Electric-Feed to parcel

3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 3 3 3
Water & Sewer - main 120' 
from parcel                             
Electric-Main 500' from parcel

4 3
Water & Sewer - main 100' 
from parcel                                 
Electric-Main 100' from parcel

3
Water & Sewer -Main 800' from 
parcel                             
Electric-Main 1200' from parcel

3 3

Water - main 600' from parcel 
Sewer - main 2000' from 
parcel Electric-substation 200' 
from parcel

4 3

Existing Capacity 4 No issues with water 4 No issues with water 5 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 3 5 2 2 5 1

Services Proximity 3.0 3.0 3.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.0 4.3 3.3 3.7 4.7 4.7 4.7 3.7 3.3 2.7 3.0 2.7

Essential Daily Services 2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3 0.9mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4 0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.1mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi walkable route via ped 
path to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2 2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 1
3.8mi to Woody Creek Post 
Office 
6.7mi to Roxy's 

Emergency Services 3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.6mi to Police Station
2.1mi to Fire Station
1.4mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.9mi to Police Station
1.3mi to Fire Station
0.2mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.6mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.5mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.3mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge 
to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.5mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge to 
Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.7mi to Fire Station
0.8mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
0.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi walkable route or 0.6mi 
drive to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
1.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
1.3mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
2.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.1mi to Police Station
1.5mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

2
2.5mi to Police Station
2.0mi to Fire Station
3.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.2mi to Police Station
1.4mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

8.5mi to Basalt Police Stn, 
9.2mi to TOSV Police Stn
0.5mi to Fire Station
9.6mi to Snowmass Clinic
9.7mi to Aspen Valley Hosp

Open Space Recreation 4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.0mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.1mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.2mi to Nature Trail

4

0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

3
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.3mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South

4
0.1mi to Mountain View Trail
0.2mi to Rim Trail South
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

3
0.2mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

0.0mi to Rim Trail South
0.0mi to Mountain View Trail
Both trails cross into site, 
actual distance to access trail 
depends on location of 
development.
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

Mountain View Trail crosses 
into site, would need a trail 
connector (0.0mi)
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

0.1mi to Mountain View Trail to 
the west, would need a 
connector. 0.2mi from 
Mountain View to the east.
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

Proposed Rim Trail Bail Out 
crosses through site (0.0mi) 
Could be 1 way only?
0.0mi to Melton Ranch Trail
0.2mi to May Fly Trail
0.2mi Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.1mi to Golf Course
0.1mi to Cathy Robinson Park
0.1mi to Village Way Trail

5

0.0mi to Horse Ranch Trail
0.0mi to Town Park, 
Playground and path network
0.2mi to Upper North Mesa 
Trail & Open Space (incl 
Seven Star Trail)

4

0.25mi to Highline, Lowline, 
Viewline, Ditchline, Deadline 
Trails
Surrounded by the Hidden 
Valley Open Space (not 
passive though)

4

0.0mi to Lowline Trail (Connects to 
Highline/Deadline Trails)
0.2mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.2mi to Tom Blake Trail

2

0.3mi to Aspen Village OS
0.5mi+ to Aspen Village/Hwy 
82 Trail connecting to Rio 
Grande Trail
0.1mi to Snowmass Divide 
Ditch Rd (Road, walkable, but 
not a designated trail)

Vehicular Access 4.0 4.5 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 4.5 5.0 2.5 2.5 1.5 3.5 4.5 2.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 5.0 1.0

Existing Infrastructure to buildable area 4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~350lf of 
paving required.

4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~275lf of 
paving required.

5
Existing road access via Pinon 
Dr. Paved road into site exists.

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved roads into each terrace 
exist. 

5
Existing road access via 
Carriage Way. Paved roads 
into each terrace exist. 

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved road into site exist. 

5
Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Paved road into site exits 
for bus terminal.

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln runs along one side of 
parcel (and buildable area). 
No road into site but might 
only require garage parking 
(therefore no road needed)

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Small paved spur enters 
parcel for exterior parking and 
access but is in bad condition.

5
Site is bisected by Brush Creek 
Ln. Lots of existing parking 
exists.

3

Most likely access from existing Deerfield 
Dr parking lot. Pedestrian access protrudes 
across slope and between buildings to 
gain lower access. Likelihood of building a 
spur off of Brush Creek Rd ?

3

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (west arm). New 
road required either from cul-
de-sac (~50lf) or from "Y" 
(~70lf).

2

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (east arm), access 
drive would be where exiting 
man-made drainage channel 
is.
Could access from lower 
Deerfield Dr to the west 
around the back of the existing 
condo.
Access to site would require at 
least 120ft of new paved road.

3

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall. 
Terminated C&G road exists 
ready for expansion (<100lf).

4

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall.  
Adjacent to site's north 
perimeter and already has 
parking in the likely 
development parking spot.

2

Existing road access via 
Upper Woodbridge Rd. 
Access to site would require at 
least 280ft of new road. 
Possible access via path on 
upper side of existing condos 
(Road  on east side of existing 
condos, pedestrian via stairs 
on SW side of exisitng 
condos.)

3
Existing road access via Owl 
Creek Rd. Estimated ~50lf of 
new paved road required.

3
Existing road access via Horse 
Ranch Dr. Estimated ~80lf of 
new paved road required.

3

Existing road access via 
Highline Rd. Existing gravel 
road accesses whole site. 
Estimated 1,000 lf of new 
paving required.
Would paving be required or 
would TOSV consider a gravel 
drive to this remote site?

5
Existing spur and parking exists 
accessing Public Works. Not likely new 
road would be required.

1

Access would likely have to be 
through Aspen Village 
Subdivision with an additional 
constructed road through 
Subdivision property or 
Watson Divide Ranch 
property. Could come of the 
cul-de-sac at the park and 
switchback to the E/SE

Slope 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 2 1 4 5 3 4 4 4 5 1

Alternative 
Transportation Proximity 

1.0 1.0 2.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 5.0 3.0 4.0 2.0

Distance to Walkways/Bikeways 1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

2

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.7mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way 
to attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5

300ft to Brush Creek Trail 
(paved). Must walk through 
parking lot to access.
0.2mi to Carriage Way attached 
sidewalk. Must walk through 3 
parking lots and across Carriage 
Way to access.

3

Walk on local paved roads to crossalk, 
cross Brush Creek, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads to bridge 
accessing Carriage Way lots, 0.3mi to 
bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads to 
crossalk, cross Brush Creek, 
walk along Brush Creek 
sholder, on side roads to 
bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads 
down to Brush Creek, 
crosswalk, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads 
to bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

5

Walk along Town Hall access 
road to attached sidewalk 
towards Brush Creek (475ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (600ft)

5

Adjacent to attached 
sidewalks towards Brush 
Creek (<150ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5

Adjacent to paved Melton 
Ranch trail connecting to 
bridge over Brush Creek and 
Brush Creek Trail (<50ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5
Adjacent to paved Owl Creek 
Trail (<50ft)

5

Adjacent to Horse Ranch trail 
(asphalt), connects across 
Town Park (via walkways), 
under underpass, to Brush 
Creek trail (<50ft to access 
paved network)

3

Walk down Hidden Valley Rd 
(gravel, could be paved in 
future), walk along shoulder of 
Highline Rd, cross at 
dangerous crosswalk, reach 
Brush Creek Trail at 
roundabout (0.3mi to get 
there).

4

Walk through paved Public Works 
parking lot, down spur road, along Owl 
Creek road shoulder, cross Owl Creek 
Rd without crosswalk, walk down Pine 
Crest Dr to Owl Creek Trail (paved) 
(800ft)

2

Walk down whatever access 
road is built w/ development, 
through Aspen Village 
neighborhood roads, to Aspen 
Village/Hwy 82 Trail (paved) 
(0.5+mi).

Distance to Bus Stops 1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

2
0.8mi to op of Village bus stop
1.0mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Top of Village bus stop
0.1mi to #5/Elbert Lane bus stope
0.2mi to Mall Transit Station
0.2mi to existing Mall-Village Shuttle

5

0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus 
stop
0.1mi to Mall-Village Shuttle
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus stop
0.1mi to Lichenhearth bus stop
0.2 to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5

0.2mi to Mountain View & Dirt 
Circle bus stops (by walking in 
parking/local road and avoiding 
Brush Creek Rd.
0.3mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter

5

0.0mi to Dirt circle bus stop (would need 
connector)
0.1mi to Mountain View Bus Shelter (via 
local roads)

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Stop
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Conoco bus stop (via 
sidewalks)
0.2mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)
0.1mi to Upper/Lower 
Snowmass Center bus stops

5

Adjacent to Conoco bus stop
0.1mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)

5
0.1mi to Upper Woodbridge 2 
bus stop

4

0.2mi to UH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via walkways and 
crosswalk)
0.3mi to DH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via paved path around 
Cathy Robinson Park and 
attached sidwalks) 

5 0.1mi to Town Park Station 3 0.5mi to Town Park Station 4
0.5mi to Two Creek Portal stop
0.5mi to Fairway Drive stop

2

0.7mi to RFTA Local UV - 
Aspen Village Stop
0.75mi to RFTA Local DV - 
Aspen Village Stop

Density Potential 1.5 1.5 1.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 5.0 4.5 3.0 2.5 2.5 2.5 4.0 3.5 4.0 2.5 2.5 1.0 2.5 1.0

Current Landuse & Zoning 2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Commercial [need to 
confirm in the PUD]

2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: OS/Cons

1
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Public

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4

Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities 
[have to verify via SPA-1 
language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area

5
Zoning: MF
LU: Village Core Area

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU:Village Core Area

3
Zoning: PUD
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU: Publically Owned OS

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:  Publically Owned OS

4
Zoning: SPA-1 
LU: Community Facilities

3
Zoning: CC-PUD
LU: Community Facilities

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: n/a
LU: n/a

2
Zoning: CON
LU: Residential

1
Zoning: CON
LU: Private OS

4
Zoning: PUB
LU: Community Facility

1
Zoning: Wildcat PUD
LU: Not Shown

Surrounding Parcel & Comprehensive Plan 
Compatibility

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area [not 
zoned for med./high density]

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, OS, MU-2, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area + Village 
Core Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU, SPA-1, CC
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU, CC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
PUD, MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also MF-PUD, 
OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MF, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
MF, PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CON, OS, REC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
OS, PUB
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

1
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

Ecological Constraints & 
Protection

5.0 5.0 5.0 4.3 3.7 3.7 5.0 5.0 3.0 3.7 2.3 3.7 3.7 3.0 3.0 3.7 5.0 3.7 2.0 3.7 3.0

Wildlife Sensative Areas 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Surrounded by Ecologically 
sensitive areas.

5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5 None 5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Ecologically sensitive area 
borders Site to the N and S.

5 None 5

Near North Mesa wildlife 
closure but does not cross or 
border site. 
Near Elk Severe Winter Range, 
Elk Winter Concentration Area, 
Elk Winter Range.
Near Mule Deer Winter Range.

1

Elk Winter Range & Elk Winter 
Concentration Area covers 
site.
Site borders Sky Mountain 
Park wildlife closure but does 
not cross into site.

3

Contains portion of Elk Winter Range
Borders on Elk Winter Concentration 
Area, Severe Winter Range, Migration 
Corridors, and road crossings.
Borders on Mule Deer Migration 
Corridor.
Near Sky Mountain Park & Burnt 
Mountain North wildlife closure areas 
but does not cross into site. 
Ecologically sensitive area borders Site 
to the W and NE.

-
No closures. Wildlife 
assessment maps in comp 
plan do not extend to this Site.

Wetlands & Creek Buffers 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers portion of Site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

1

1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.
Flood Hazard Zone covers small 
NW sliver of Site.

5 None 5 None 1
200ft West Fork Brush Creek 
buffer (arbitrary buffer) covers 
majority of site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone covers 
entire site.

5 None 5 None on site. 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers small portion of 
Site

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

5 None 5 None 5 None 4
None on site. 1000ft Brush 
Creek Impact Zone does cover 
site's access however

5 None 5 None

Existing Habitat to be Preserved 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
No easements
West Fork Brush Creek 
riparian ecology

5

No easements. 
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow ecology on the flats, 
riparian/dogwood ecology in gulley

1
No easements
Oak ecology, aspens on the 
plateau

1
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology

1
No easements
Oak/sagebrush ecology

3
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology on west 
side

1

No easements
Sage/serviceberry meadow 
ecology, aspen forest up 
higher. Highest is oak ecology

5

No easements
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow/Oak ecology

1
No easements
Sage/Oak/Juniper ecology

3
No easements 
Planted reveg/trees. Not original 
ecology but is serving some habitat.

1
No easements
Oak/Juniper/sage ecology

Buildable Area 3.0 2.0 1.0 5.0 5.0 3.0 1.0 1.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 1.0 3.0 1.0 2.0 1.0

Size of Suitable Area 3 2 1 5 flat and highly buildable 5 flat and highly buildable 3 flat and highly buildable 1 flat but small site 1 flat but small site 2 flat but small site 1
small with likely drainage on 
eastern side

2 4
access to area of buildable 
slopes, though still fairly steep

2 very steep slopes 4

Large buildable area but need 
to know if there is geo hazards 
in the swale area that will 
affect buildable area.

2 3 1 3 1 2 1

Community Impact 2.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 4.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 1.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 3.0

Neighbor strife, council hesitancy, existing 
structures/businesses/uses, visual/contextual 

continuity, visual impact
1 99yr lease 1 99yr lease 1

Politics to consider… The 
Divide HOA would likely have 
serious issues with housing 
here as would the general 
public (esp. trail uses).

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp Plan 
and P&Z hardily disapproved. It is 
referenced in the West Village CPA 
in the Comp Plan.

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp 
Plan and P&Z hardily 
disapproved. It is referenced 
in the West Village CPA in the 
Comp Plan.

3
Impact to skier parking. Impact to 
existing residents.

3

Bus depot being moved in 
transportation master plan. 
Pushback would likely still 
occur because of density of 
buildings around it.

3

Town doesn't own yet. 
Currently serves as green 
space for recreation - needed 
in the area. Pushback would 
likely still occur because of 
density of buildings around it.

3

Daly Ln Redevelopment 
(Snowmass Inn) and the 
Mountain Chalet were bought 
as a package deal.
Slope-side housing is a 
premium and would be better 
as free market.

3
Heavy density around this site 
and likely pushback from 
existing residents.

3
Wildlife conservation issues throughout 
Mountain View.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as future 
expansion.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as Open Space in 
PUD.

5
Has been discussed for 
housing for many years.

3
Very prominent location and 
might get pushback.

1

Town doesn't currently own 
the sites.
Current ownership (Related) is 
trying to give/get-rid-of the 
parcels to the Town in lieu of 
what is owed.

1
Highly visible and would go 
against many of Snowmass' 
development principles.

1

Being rezoned to Open Space 
(verify)
Town has historically not 
succeeded in buying land 
from Horse Ranch.

3

Currently owned by 
Snowmass Chapel. Might 
have less pushback because 
there are no nieghbors but 
wildlife issues abound.

5
probably little pushback because of 
existing uses

1
County might not be receptive. 
Likely a political quagmire for 
many reasons.

Replacement Impact/Cost 3
Company and kennels would 
need to relocate.
Basic demolition required.

3

If parking lot is developed 
while Krabloonik remains, 
parking will need to be located 
elsewhere.

5
Parking would be lost (impact 
to community) but is not 
prohibitive

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in redevelopment

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in 
redevelopment

1

Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces (48 spaces in Lot 
1, ~15 spaces in Carriage Way) in 
redevelopment. 12 units must be 
accounted for elsewhere.

5

Bus terminal is already being 
relocated under transportation 
master plan. Some demolition 
costs but not prohibitive.

5
Basic demolition, nothing 
requires replacement

1

39 rooms currently used as 
year-round, free-market 
employee housing through 
private owner. Current 
employee housing would need 
to be accounted for 
elsewhere.

3
Constructuion would require 
demolition and/or obstruction of 
current parking lot/access.

5
No replacement required. Loss of yard 
space for existing units. Potential loss of 
bus pull off if accessed from that point.

3 Ditch replacement/rerouting. 5 No replacement required 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 1
Would need to replace or 
account for the debris field

5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 3 Loss and/or impact to existing parking. 5 No replacement required.

 26.5 26.5 28.8 38.2 37.5 35.5 37.3 37.1 33.1 31.9 29.2 29.0 27.1 35.2 34.2 29.1 30.7 30.3 22.7 31.2 17.2

Wildcat RanchLower Mountain View Upper Mountain View Mountain View Draw Owl Creek ROW Rodeo Place Extension

273303401015

Daly Ln Bus Terminal Daly Ln Infill Hidden Valley Public Works HousingKrabloonik Kennels Krabloonik Parking Lot Divide Trail Parking Lot Carriage Way & Lot 1Lower Parking LotsUpper Parking Lots

273302424001 and a part of 273302400851273302302815

Town Hall Point

6 18

Portion of 264331105002

11

Lower portions of 273302418751 and 273302106756

12

273302106752

13

273302106851

10

273301345800 and part of 273302422751

16

Creekside Infill Upper WoodbridgeTown Hall Draw

Not a parcel, at 39.215063, -106.927458

3

273303401853 273302400851 minus Lot 1

4

Part of 273302400851

5 9

273302400007

7

273302423852

8

Daly Ln Redevelopment

Sites
20

Portion of 273506100852

21

264307110852 and 264307210853

19

Portion of 264331400801273302420001 273301113001 and 273301201006

14

273301201854 and 273301201855

15

273301200001

1 2 17

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU, CC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core
Area

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU:Village Core Area

4.55.0

5
Zoning: MF
LU: Village Core Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core
Area

4.5

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU, SPA-1, CC
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core
Area

5.0 5.05.0 5.0 5.0

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

4.5 4.55.0 4.5 4.5

5
Existing road access via Daly
Ln. Paved road into site exits 
for bus terminal.

4

Existing road access via Daly
Ln runs along one side of 
parcel (and buildable area).
No road into site but might
only require garage parking
(therefore no road needed)

4

Existing road access via Daly
Ln. Small paved spur enters
parcel for exterior parking and
access but is in bad condition.

5 5 5
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Suitability 
Category

Ecological 
Constraints & 
Protection

Wildlife Sensative Areas

Wetlands & Creek Buffers

Existing Habitat to be
Preserved

Buildable Area

Size of Suitable Area

Community 
Impact

Neighbor strife, council
hesitancy, existing

structures/businesses/uses,
visual/contextual continuity,

visual impact

Replacement Impact/Cost

Daly Ln Bus Terminal Daly Ln Infill

9

273302400007

7

273302423852

8

Daly Ln Redevelopment

273302420001

5.0 5.0 3.0

5 None 5 None 5 None

5 None 5 None 1
200ft West Fork Brush Creek 
buffer (arbitrary buffer) covers 
majority of site.

5 None 5 None 3
No easements
West Fork Brush Creek 
riparian ecology

1.0 1.0 2.0

1 flat but small site 1 flat but small site 2 flat but small site

4.0 4.0 2.0

3

Bus depot being moved in 
transportation master plan. 
Pushback would likely still 
occur because of density of 
buildings around it.

3

Town doesn't own yet. 
Currently serves as green 
space for recreation - needed 
in the area. Pushback would 
likely still occur because of 
density of buildings around it.

3

Daly Ln Redevelopment 
(Snowmass Inn) and the 
Mountain Chalet were bought 
as a package deal.
Slope-side housing is a 
premium and would be better 
as free market.

5

Bus terminal is already being 
relocated under transportation 
master plan. Some demolition 
costs but not prohibitive.

5
Basic demolition, nothing 
requires replacement

1

39 rooms currently used as 
year-round, free-market 
employee housing through 
private owner. Current 
employee housing would 
need to be accounted for 
elsewhere.

37.3 37.1 33.1

Suitability Category

Physiology 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 3.8 3.3 2.8 3.0 2.0 1.8 2.0 3.0 2.3 3.5 3.8 3.0 2.5 1.5

Slope 5

Parcel area = 79,224 SF
42,605 SF < 10% slope
=54% of site
17,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 31,181 SF
17,741 SF < 10% slope
 =57% of site
5,700 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 21,228 SF
16,188 SF < 10% slope
=76% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 238,612 SF
162,140 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 170,419 SF
116,127 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5
Site area = 65,668 SF
32,655 SF < 10% slope
=50% of site
12,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 12,901 SF
10,167 SF < 10% slope
=79% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 10,493 SF
6,046 SF < 10% slope
=57% of site
3,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3

Site area = 39,090 SF
32,442 SF < 30% slope
=83% of site
1,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3
Site area = 32,739 SF
22,541 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
1,400 SF contiguous area < 10%

3
Site area = 57,397 SF
34,040 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
900 SF contiguous area < 10%

3

Site area = 99,353 SF
59,279 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5,075 SF contiguous area < 
30%

2

Site area = 739,000 SF
532,132 SF < 45% slope
=72% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 670,110 SF
448,315 SF > 30% slope
=67% of site
1580 SF contiguous area < 
30%

3

Site area = 42,588 SF
29,560 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
2050 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 371,535 SF
218,015 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
14,600 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 48,272 SF
27,443 SF < 30% slope
=57% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 64,839 SF
51,905 SF < 30% slope
=80% of site
7280 SF contiguous area < 
15%

3

Site area = 502,816 SF
300,805 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5278 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 25,667 SF
15,900 SF > 30% slope
=62% of site
750 SF contiguous area < 30%

1

Site area = 3,446,139 SF
2,670,988 SF > 30% slope
=77% of sit
1500 SF contiguous area < 
15%

Drainage 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 4
West Fork Brush Creek covers 
portion of site.

2
2 discharging culverts to 
drainage basin downhill

3 Existing natural drainage gulley 2 Irrigation ditch running on site 2

Signifigant drainage collection 
from surrounding hills. Man 
made channel down area of 
likely access.  Many natural 
drainage ways have

4
Drainage collection from 
surrounding hills.

5
No drainage conflicts shown 
on GIS

2

Significant drainage/debris 
field from surrounding hills. 
Natural drainage paths carving 
in.

4
Road drainage collection and 
inlet collecting runoff from 
sites above.

5 None 5 None 5 None 3

Brush Creek irrigation ditch 
follows NE site boundary and 
would require crossing in at 
least one location to access 
the site

Soils 1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 11) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Dollard-Rock 
outcrop, shale complex, 25 to 
65 percent slopes (Map Unit 
30) - Very limited site 
development rating

Hazards 5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

3

Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard. 
Existing bus stop retaining 
wall need to be avoided

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

1
Servere wildfire hazard; high 
debris/avalanch

Utilities 3.0 3.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 3.0 4.0 2.5 2.5 4.5 2.0

Proximity 2

Water - main 60' from parcel 
Sewer - main 500' from parcel 
and uphill, will need to be 
pumped, right now on septic     
Electric-Feed to parcel

3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 3 3 3
Water & Sewer - main 120' 
from parcel                             
Electric-Main 500' from parcel

4 3
Water & Sewer - main 100' 
from parcel                                 
Electric-Main 100' from parcel

3
Water & Sewer -Main 800' from 
parcel                             
Electric-Main 1200' from parcel

3 3

Water - main 600' from parcel 
Sewer - main 2000' from 
parcel Electric-substation 200' 
from parcel

4 3

Existing Capacity 4 No issues with water 4 No issues with water 5 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 3 5 2 2 5 1

Services Proximity 3.0 3.0 3.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.0 4.3 3.3 3.7 4.7 4.7 4.7 3.7 3.3 2.7 3.0 2.7

Essential Daily Services 2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3 0.9mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4 0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.1mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi walkable route via ped 
path to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2 2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 1
3.8mi to Woody Creek Post 
Office 
6.7mi to Roxy's 

Emergency Services 3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.6mi to Police Station
2.1mi to Fire Station
1.4mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.9mi to Police Station
1.3mi to Fire Station
0.2mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.6mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.5mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.3mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge 
to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.5mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge to 
Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.7mi to Fire Station
0.8mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
0.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi walkable route or 0.6mi 
drive to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
1.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
1.3mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
2.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.1mi to Police Station
1.5mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

2
2.5mi to Police Station
2.0mi to Fire Station
3.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.2mi to Police Station
1.4mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

8.5mi to Basalt Police Stn, 
9.2mi to TOSV Police Stn
0.5mi to Fire Station
9.6mi to Snowmass Clinic
9.7mi to Aspen Valley Hosp

Open Space Recreation 4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.0mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.1mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.2mi to Nature Trail

4

0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

3
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.3mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South

4
0.1mi to Mountain View Trail
0.2mi to Rim Trail South
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

3
0.2mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

0.0mi to Rim Trail South
0.0mi to Mountain View Trail
Both trails cross into site, 
actual distance to access trail 
depends on location of 
development.
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

Mountain View Trail crosses 
into site, would need a trail 
connector (0.0mi)
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

0.1mi to Mountain View Trail to 
the west, would need a 
connector. 0.2mi from 
Mountain View to the east.
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

Proposed Rim Trail Bail Out 
crosses through site (0.0mi) 
Could be 1 way only?
0.0mi to Melton Ranch Trail
0.2mi to May Fly Trail
0.2mi Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.1mi to Golf Course
0.1mi to Cathy Robinson Park
0.1mi to Village Way Trail

5

0.0mi to Horse Ranch Trail
0.0mi to Town Park, 
Playground and path network
0.2mi to Upper North Mesa 
Trail & Open Space (incl 
Seven Star Trail)

4

0.25mi to Highline, Lowline, 
Viewline, Ditchline, Deadline 
Trails
Surrounded by the Hidden 
Valley Open Space (not 
passive though)

4

0.0mi to Lowline Trail (Connects to 
Highline/Deadline Trails)
0.2mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.2mi to Tom Blake Trail

2

0.3mi to Aspen Village OS
0.5mi+ to Aspen Village/Hwy 
82 Trail connecting to Rio 
Grande Trail
0.1mi to Snowmass Divide 
Ditch Rd (Road, walkable, but 
not a designated trail)

Vehicular Access 4.0 4.5 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 4.5 5.0 2.5 2.5 1.5 3.5 4.5 2.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 5.0 1.0

Existing Infrastructure to buildable area 4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~350lf of 
paving required.

4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~275lf of 
paving required.

5
Existing road access via Pinon 
Dr. Paved road into site exists.

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved roads into each terrace 
exist. 

5
Existing road access via 
Carriage Way. Paved roads 
into each terrace exist. 

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved road into site exist. 

5
Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Paved road into site exits 
for bus terminal.

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln runs along one side of 
parcel (and buildable area). 
No road into site but might 
only require garage parking 
(therefore no road needed)

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Small paved spur enters 
parcel for exterior parking and 
access but is in bad condition.

5
Site is bisected by Brush Creek 
Ln. Lots of existing parking 
exists.

3

Most likely access from existing Deerfield 
Dr parking lot. Pedestrian access protrudes 
across slope and between buildings to 
gain lower access. Likelihood of building a 
spur off of Brush Creek Rd ?

3

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (west arm). New 
road required either from cul-
de-sac (~50lf) or from "Y" 
(~70lf).

2

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (east arm), access 
drive would be where exiting 
man-made drainage channel 
is.
Could access from lower 
Deerfield Dr to the west 
around the back of the existing 
condo.
Access to site would require at 
least 120ft of new paved road.

3

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall. 
Terminated C&G road exists 
ready for expansion (<100lf).

4

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall.  
Adjacent to site's north 
perimeter and already has 
parking in the likely 
development parking spot.

2

Existing road access via 
Upper Woodbridge Rd. 
Access to site would require at 
least 280ft of new road. 
Possible access via path on 
upper side of existing condos 
(Road  on east side of existing 
condos, pedestrian via stairs 
on SW side of exisitng 
condos.)

3
Existing road access via Owl 
Creek Rd. Estimated ~50lf of 
new paved road required.

3
Existing road access via Horse 
Ranch Dr. Estimated ~80lf of 
new paved road required.

3

Existing road access via 
Highline Rd. Existing gravel 
road accesses whole site. 
Estimated 1,000 lf of new 
paving required.
Would paving be required or 
would TOSV consider a gravel 
drive to this remote site?

5
Existing spur and parking exists 
accessing Public Works. Not likely new 
road would be required.

1

Access would likely have to be 
through Aspen Village 
Subdivision with an additional 
constructed road through 
Subdivision property or 
Watson Divide Ranch 
property. Could come of the 
cul-de-sac at the park and 
switchback to the E/SE

Slope 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 2 1 4 5 3 4 4 4 5 1

Alternative 
Transportation Proximity 

1.0 1.0 2.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 5.0 3.0 4.0 2.0

Distance to Walkways/Bikeways 1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

2

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.7mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way 
to attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5

300ft to Brush Creek Trail 
(paved). Must walk through 
parking lot to access.
0.2mi to Carriage Way attached 
sidewalk. Must walk through 3 
parking lots and across Carriage 
Way to access.

3

Walk on local paved roads to crossalk, 
cross Brush Creek, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads to bridge 
accessing Carriage Way lots, 0.3mi to 
bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads to 
crossalk, cross Brush Creek, 
walk along Brush Creek 
sholder, on side roads to 
bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads 
down to Brush Creek, 
crosswalk, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads 
to bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

5

Walk along Town Hall access 
road to attached sidewalk 
towards Brush Creek (475ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (600ft)

5

Adjacent to attached 
sidewalks towards Brush 
Creek (<150ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5

Adjacent to paved Melton 
Ranch trail connecting to 
bridge over Brush Creek and 
Brush Creek Trail (<50ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5
Adjacent to paved Owl Creek 
Trail (<50ft)

5

Adjacent to Horse Ranch trail 
(asphalt), connects across 
Town Park (via walkways), 
under underpass, to Brush 
Creek trail (<50ft to access 
paved network)

3

Walk down Hidden Valley Rd 
(gravel, could be paved in 
future), walk along shoulder of 
Highline Rd, cross at 
dangerous crosswalk, reach 
Brush Creek Trail at 
roundabout (0.3mi to get 
there).

4

Walk through paved Public Works 
parking lot, down spur road, along Owl 
Creek road shoulder, cross Owl Creek 
Rd without crosswalk, walk down Pine 
Crest Dr to Owl Creek Trail (paved) 
(800ft)

2

Walk down whatever access 
road is built w/ development, 
through Aspen Village 
neighborhood roads, to Aspen 
Village/Hwy 82 Trail (paved) 
(0.5+mi).

Distance to Bus Stops 1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

2
0.8mi to op of Village bus stop
1.0mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Top of Village bus stop
0.1mi to #5/Elbert Lane bus stope
0.2mi to Mall Transit Station
0.2mi to existing Mall-Village Shuttle

5

0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus 
stop
0.1mi to Mall-Village Shuttle
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus stop
0.1mi to Lichenhearth bus stop
0.2 to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5

0.2mi to Mountain View & Dirt 
Circle bus stops (by walking in 
parking/local road and avoiding 
Brush Creek Rd.
0.3mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter

5

0.0mi to Dirt circle bus stop (would need 
connector)
0.1mi to Mountain View Bus Shelter (via 
local roads)

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Stop
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Conoco bus stop (via 
sidewalks)
0.2mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)
0.1mi to Upper/Lower 
Snowmass Center bus stops

5

Adjacent to Conoco bus stop
0.1mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)

5
0.1mi to Upper Woodbridge 2 
bus stop

4

0.2mi to UH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via walkways and 
crosswalk)
0.3mi to DH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via paved path around 
Cathy Robinson Park and 
attached sidwalks) 

5 0.1mi to Town Park Station 3 0.5mi to Town Park Station 4
0.5mi to Two Creek Portal stop
0.5mi to Fairway Drive stop

2

0.7mi to RFTA Local UV - 
Aspen Village Stop
0.75mi to RFTA Local DV - 
Aspen Village Stop

Density Potential 1.5 1.5 1.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 5.0 4.5 3.0 2.5 2.5 2.5 4.0 3.5 4.0 2.5 2.5 1.0 2.5 1.0

Current Landuse & Zoning 2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Commercial [need to 
confirm in the PUD]

2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: OS/Cons

1
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Public

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4

Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities 
[have to verify via SPA-1 
language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area

5
Zoning: MF
LU: Village Core Area

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU:Village Core Area

3
Zoning: PUD
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU: Publically Owned OS

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:  Publically Owned OS

4
Zoning: SPA-1 
LU: Community Facilities

3
Zoning: CC-PUD
LU: Community Facilities

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: n/a
LU: n/a

2
Zoning: CON
LU: Residential

1
Zoning: CON
LU: Private OS

4
Zoning: PUB
LU: Community Facility

1
Zoning: Wildcat PUD
LU: Not Shown

Surrounding Parcel & Comprehensive Plan 
Compatibility

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area [not 
zoned for med./high density]

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, OS, MU-2, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area + Village 
Core Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU, SPA-1, CC
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU, CC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
PUD, MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also MF-PUD, 
OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MF, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
MF, PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CON, OS, REC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
OS, PUB
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

1
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

Ecological Constraints & 
Protection

5.0 5.0 5.0 4.3 3.7 3.7 5.0 5.0 3.0 3.7 2.3 3.7 3.7 3.0 3.0 3.7 5.0 3.7 2.0 3.7 3.0

Wildlife Sensative Areas 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Surrounded by Ecologically 
sensitive areas.

5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5 None 5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Ecologically sensitive area 
borders Site to the N and S.

5 None 5

Near North Mesa wildlife 
closure but does not cross or 
border site. 
Near Elk Severe Winter Range, 
Elk Winter Concentration Area, 
Elk Winter Range.
Near Mule Deer Winter Range.

1

Elk Winter Range & Elk Winter 
Concentration Area covers 
site.
Site borders Sky Mountain 
Park wildlife closure but does 
not cross into site.

3

Contains portion of Elk Winter Range
Borders on Elk Winter Concentration 
Area, Severe Winter Range, Migration 
Corridors, and road crossings.
Borders on Mule Deer Migration 
Corridor.
Near Sky Mountain Park & Burnt 
Mountain North wildlife closure areas 
but does not cross into site. 
Ecologically sensitive area borders Site 
to the W and NE.

-
No closures. Wildlife 
assessment maps in comp 
plan do not extend to this Site.

Wetlands & Creek Buffers 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers portion of Site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

1

1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.
Flood Hazard Zone covers small 
NW sliver of Site.

5 None 5 None 1
200ft West Fork Brush Creek 
buffer (arbitrary buffer) covers 
majority of site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone covers 
entire site.

5 None 5 None on site. 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers small portion of 
Site

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

5 None 5 None 5 None 4
None on site. 1000ft Brush 
Creek Impact Zone does cover 
site's access however

5 None 5 None

Existing Habitat to be Preserved 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
No easements
West Fork Brush Creek 
riparian ecology

5

No easements. 
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow ecology on the flats, 
riparian/dogwood ecology in gulley

1
No easements
Oak ecology, aspens on the 
plateau

1
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology

1
No easements
Oak/sagebrush ecology

3
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology on west 
side

1

No easements
Sage/serviceberry meadow 
ecology, aspen forest up 
higher. Highest is oak ecology

5

No easements
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow/Oak ecology

1
No easements
Sage/Oak/Juniper ecology

3
No easements 
Planted reveg/trees. Not original 
ecology but is serving some habitat.

1
No easements
Oak/Juniper/sage ecology

Buildable Area 3.0 2.0 1.0 5.0 5.0 3.0 1.0 1.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 1.0 3.0 1.0 2.0 1.0

Size of Suitable Area 3 2 1 5 flat and highly buildable 5 flat and highly buildable 3 flat and highly buildable 1 flat but small site 1 flat but small site 2 flat but small site 1
small with likely drainage on 
eastern side

2 4
access to area of buildable 
slopes, though still fairly steep

2 very steep slopes 4

Large buildable area but need 
to know if there is geo hazards 
in the swale area that will 
affect buildable area.

2 3 1 3 1 2 1

Community Impact 2.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 4.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 1.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 3.0

Neighbor strife, council hesitancy, existing 
structures/businesses/uses, visual/contextual 

continuity, visual impact
1 99yr lease 1 99yr lease 1

Politics to consider… The 
Divide HOA would likely have 
serious issues with housing 
here as would the general 
public (esp. trail uses).

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp Plan 
and P&Z hardily disapproved. It is 
referenced in the West Village CPA 
in the Comp Plan.

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp 
Plan and P&Z hardily 
disapproved. It is referenced 
in the West Village CPA in the 
Comp Plan.

3
Impact to skier parking. Impact to 
existing residents.

3

Bus depot being moved in 
transportation master plan. 
Pushback would likely still 
occur because of density of 
buildings around it.

3

Town doesn't own yet. 
Currently serves as green 
space for recreation - needed 
in the area. Pushback would 
likely still occur because of 
density of buildings around it.

3

Daly Ln Redevelopment 
(Snowmass Inn) and the 
Mountain Chalet were bought 
as a package deal.
Slope-side housing is a 
premium and would be better 
as free market.

3
Heavy density around this site 
and likely pushback from 
existing residents.

3
Wildlife conservation issues throughout 
Mountain View.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as future 
expansion.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as Open Space in 
PUD.

5
Has been discussed for 
housing for many years.

3
Very prominent location and 
might get pushback.

1

Town doesn't currently own 
the sites.
Current ownership (Related) is 
trying to give/get-rid-of the 
parcels to the Town in lieu of 
what is owed.

1
Highly visible and would go 
against many of Snowmass' 
development principles.

1

Being rezoned to Open Space 
(verify)
Town has historically not 
succeeded in buying land 
from Horse Ranch.

3

Currently owned by 
Snowmass Chapel. Might 
have less pushback because 
there are no nieghbors but 
wildlife issues abound.

5
probably little pushback because of 
existing uses

1
County might not be receptive. 
Likely a political quagmire for 
many reasons.

Replacement Impact/Cost 3
Company and kennels would 
need to relocate.
Basic demolition required.

3

If parking lot is developed 
while Krabloonik remains, 
parking will need to be located 
elsewhere.

5
Parking would be lost (impact 
to community) but is not 
prohibitive

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in redevelopment

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in 
redevelopment

1

Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces (48 spaces in Lot 
1, ~15 spaces in Carriage Way) in 
redevelopment. 12 units must be 
accounted for elsewhere.

5

Bus terminal is already being 
relocated under transportation 
master plan. Some demolition 
costs but not prohibitive.

5
Basic demolition, nothing 
requires replacement

1

39 rooms currently used as 
year-round, free-market 
employee housing through 
private owner. Current 
employee housing would need 
to be accounted for 
elsewhere.

3
Constructuion would require 
demolition and/or obstruction of 
current parking lot/access.

5
No replacement required. Loss of yard 
space for existing units. Potential loss of 
bus pull off if accessed from that point.

3 Ditch replacement/rerouting. 5 No replacement required 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 1
Would need to replace or 
account for the debris field

5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 3 Loss and/or impact to existing parking. 5 No replacement required.

 26.5 26.5 28.8 38.2 37.5 35.5 37.3 37.1 33.1 31.9 29.2 29.0 27.1 35.2 34.2 29.1 30.7 30.3 22.7 31.2 17.2

Wildcat RanchLower Mountain View Upper Mountain View Mountain View Draw Owl Creek ROW Rodeo Place Extension

273303401015

Daly Ln Bus Terminal Daly Ln Infill Hidden Valley Public Works HousingKrabloonik Kennels Krabloonik Parking Lot Divide Trail Parking Lot Carriage Way & Lot 1Lower Parking LotsUpper Parking Lots

273302424001 and a part of 273302400851273302302815

Town Hall Point

6 18

Portion of 264331105002

11

Lower portions of 273302418751 and 273302106756

12

273302106752

13

273302106851

10

273301345800 and part of 273302422751

16

Creekside Infill Upper WoodbridgeTown Hall Draw

Not a parcel, at 39.215063, -106.927458

3

273303401853 273302400851 minus Lot 1

4

Part of 273302400851

5 9

273302400007

7

273302423852

8

Daly Ln Redevelopment

Sites
20

Portion of 273506100852

21

264307110852 and 264307210853

19

Portion of 264331400801273302420001 273301113001 and 273301201006

14

273301201854 and 273301201855

15

273301200001

1 2 17

37.3 37.1 33.137.3 37.1 33.1

4.0 4.0

3

Bus depot being moved in 
transportation master plan. 
Pushback would likely still 
occur because of density of 
buildings around it.

3

Town doesn't own yet. 
Currently serves as green 
space for recreation - needed 
in the area. Pushback would
likely still occur because of 
density of buildings around it.

5

Bus terminal is already being 
relocated under transportation
master plan. Some demolition
costs but not prohibitive.

5
Basic demolition, nothing
requires replacement

1

39 rooms currently used as 
year-round, free-market 
employee housing through 
private owner. Current 
employee housing would need 
to be accounted for 
elsewhere.

2.0

3

Daly Ln Redevelopment 
(Snowmass Inn) and the 
Mountain Chalet were bought 
as a package deal.
Slope-side housing is a
premium and would be better 
as free market.

1.0 1.0 2.0

1 flat but small site 1 flat but small site 2 flat but small site

5.0 5.0 3.0

5 None 5 None 5 None

5 None 5 None 1
200ft West Fork Brush Creek 
buffer (arbitrary buffer) covers 
majority of site.

5 None 5 None 3
No easements
West Fork Brush Creek
riparian ecology

37.3 37.1 33.1 3

5 None 5 None 5 None
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Suitability 
Category

Physiology

Slope

Drainage

Soils

Hazards

Utilities

Proximity

Existing Capacity

Services 
Proximity

Essential Daily Services

Emergency Services

Open Space Recreation

2.8 3.0 2.0

3

Site area = 32,739 SF
22,541 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
1,400 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3
Site area = 57,397 SF
34,040 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
900 SF contiguous area < 10%

3

Site area = 99,353 SF
59,279 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5,075 SF contiguous area < 
30%

2
2 discharging culverts to 
drainage basin downhill

3 Existing natural drainage gulley 2 Irrigation ditch running on site

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

4.5 4.5 4.0

4
Water & Sewer- main in adjacent 
ROW                     Electric-Main 
in adjacent ROW

5
Water - main goes through parcel                
Sewer - main in adjacent ROW                     
Electric-Main goes through parcel

3

Water - main in adjacent 
parking lot                              
Sewer - main 200' from parcel 
Electric-Main 80' from parcel

5 No capacity issues 4
Sewer main is uphill of parcel, could likely 
still be gravity fed

5 No capacity issues

4.0 4.3 3.3

4
0.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4 0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5

0.4mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge 
to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.5mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge to 
Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.3mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South

4
0.1mi to Mountain View Trail
0.2mi to Rim Trail South
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

3
0.2mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

Lower Mountain View Upper Mountain View

11

Lower portions of 273302418751 and 273302106756

12

273302106752

10

273301345800 and part of 273302422751

Creekside Infill

Suitability Category

Physiology 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 3.8 3.3 2.8 3.0 2.0 1.8 2.0 3.0 2.3 3.5 3.8 3.0 2.5 1.5

Slope 5

Parcel area = 79,224 SF
42,605 SF < 10% slope
=54% of site
17,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 31,181 SF
17,741 SF < 10% slope
 =57% of site
5,700 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 21,228 SF
16,188 SF < 10% slope
=76% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 238,612 SF
162,140 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 170,419 SF
116,127 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5
Site area = 65,668 SF
32,655 SF < 10% slope
=50% of site
12,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 12,901 SF
10,167 SF < 10% slope
=79% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 10,493 SF
6,046 SF < 10% slope
=57% of site
3,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3

Site area = 39,090 SF
32,442 SF < 30% slope
=83% of site
1,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3
Site area = 32,739 SF
22,541 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
1,400 SF contiguous area < 10%

3
Site area = 57,397 SF
34,040 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
900 SF contiguous area < 10%

3

Site area = 99,353 SF
59,279 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5,075 SF contiguous area < 
30%

2

Site area = 739,000 SF
532,132 SF < 45% slope
=72% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 670,110 SF
448,315 SF > 30% slope
=67% of site
1580 SF contiguous area < 
30%

3

Site area = 42,588 SF
29,560 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
2050 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 371,535 SF
218,015 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
14,600 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 48,272 SF
27,443 SF < 30% slope
=57% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 64,839 SF
51,905 SF < 30% slope
=80% of site
7280 SF contiguous area < 
15%

3

Site area = 502,816 SF
300,805 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5278 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 25,667 SF
15,900 SF > 30% slope
=62% of site
750 SF contiguous area < 30%

1

Site area = 3,446,139 SF
2,670,988 SF > 30% slope
=77% of sit
1500 SF contiguous area < 
15%

Drainage 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 4
West Fork Brush Creek covers 
portion of site.

2
2 discharging culverts to 
drainage basin downhill

3 Existing natural drainage gulley 2 Irrigation ditch running on site 2

Signifigant drainage collection 
from surrounding hills. Man 
made channel down area of 
likely access.  Many natural 
drainage ways have

4
Drainage collection from 
surrounding hills.

5
No drainage conflicts shown 
on GIS

2

Significant drainage/debris 
field from surrounding hills. 
Natural drainage paths carving 
in.

4
Road drainage collection and 
inlet collecting runoff from 
sites above.

5 None 5 None 5 None 3

Brush Creek irrigation ditch 
follows NE site boundary and 
would require crossing in at 
least one location to access 
the site

Soils 1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 11) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Dollard-Rock 
outcrop, shale complex, 25 to 
65 percent slopes (Map Unit 
30) - Very limited site 
development rating

Hazards 5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

3

Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard. 
Existing bus stop retaining 
wall need to be avoided

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

1
Servere wildfire hazard; high 
debris/avalanch

Utilities 3.0 3.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 3.0 4.0 2.5 2.5 4.5 2.0

Proximity 2

Water - main 60' from parcel 
Sewer - main 500' from parcel 
and uphill, will need to be 
pumped, right now on septic     
Electric-Feed to parcel

3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 3 3 3
Water & Sewer - main 120' 
from parcel                             
Electric-Main 500' from parcel

4 3
Water & Sewer - main 100' 
from parcel                                 
Electric-Main 100' from parcel

3
Water & Sewer -Main 800' from 
parcel                             
Electric-Main 1200' from parcel

3 3

Water - main 600' from parcel 
Sewer - main 2000' from 
parcel Electric-substation 200' 
from parcel

4 3

Existing Capacity 4 No issues with water 4 No issues with water 5 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 3 5 2 2 5 1

Services Proximity 3.0 3.0 3.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.0 4.3 3.3 3.7 4.7 4.7 4.7 3.7 3.3 2.7 3.0 2.7

Essential Daily Services 2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3 0.9mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4 0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.1mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi walkable route via ped 
path to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2 2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 1
3.8mi to Woody Creek Post 
Office 
6.7mi to Roxy's 

Emergency Services 3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.6mi to Police Station
2.1mi to Fire Station
1.4mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.9mi to Police Station
1.3mi to Fire Station
0.2mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.6mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.5mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.3mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge 
to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.5mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge to 
Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.7mi to Fire Station
0.8mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
0.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi walkable route or 0.6mi 
drive to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
1.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
1.3mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
2.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.1mi to Police Station
1.5mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

2
2.5mi to Police Station
2.0mi to Fire Station
3.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.2mi to Police Station
1.4mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

8.5mi to Basalt Police Stn, 
9.2mi to TOSV Police Stn
0.5mi to Fire Station
9.6mi to Snowmass Clinic
9.7mi to Aspen Valley Hosp

Open Space Recreation 4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.0mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.1mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.2mi to Nature Trail

4

0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

3
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.3mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South

4
0.1mi to Mountain View Trail
0.2mi to Rim Trail South
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

3
0.2mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

0.0mi to Rim Trail South
0.0mi to Mountain View Trail
Both trails cross into site, 
actual distance to access trail 
depends on location of 
development.
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

Mountain View Trail crosses 
into site, would need a trail 
connector (0.0mi)
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

0.1mi to Mountain View Trail to 
the west, would need a 
connector. 0.2mi from 
Mountain View to the east.
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

Proposed Rim Trail Bail Out 
crosses through site (0.0mi) 
Could be 1 way only?
0.0mi to Melton Ranch Trail
0.2mi to May Fly Trail
0.2mi Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.1mi to Golf Course
0.1mi to Cathy Robinson Park
0.1mi to Village Way Trail

5

0.0mi to Horse Ranch Trail
0.0mi to Town Park, 
Playground and path network
0.2mi to Upper North Mesa 
Trail & Open Space (incl 
Seven Star Trail)

4

0.25mi to Highline, Lowline, 
Viewline, Ditchline, Deadline 
Trails
Surrounded by the Hidden 
Valley Open Space (not 
passive though)

4

0.0mi to Lowline Trail (Connects to 
Highline/Deadline Trails)
0.2mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.2mi to Tom Blake Trail

2

0.3mi to Aspen Village OS
0.5mi+ to Aspen Village/Hwy 
82 Trail connecting to Rio 
Grande Trail
0.1mi to Snowmass Divide 
Ditch Rd (Road, walkable, but 
not a designated trail)

Vehicular Access 4.0 4.5 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 4.5 5.0 2.5 2.5 1.5 3.5 4.5 2.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 5.0 1.0

Existing Infrastructure to buildable area 4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~350lf of 
paving required.

4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~275lf of 
paving required.

5
Existing road access via Pinon 
Dr. Paved road into site exists.

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved roads into each terrace 
exist. 

5
Existing road access via 
Carriage Way. Paved roads 
into each terrace exist. 

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved road into site exist. 

5
Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Paved road into site exits 
for bus terminal.

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln runs along one side of 
parcel (and buildable area). 
No road into site but might 
only require garage parking 
(therefore no road needed)

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Small paved spur enters 
parcel for exterior parking and 
access but is in bad condition.

5
Site is bisected by Brush Creek 
Ln. Lots of existing parking 
exists.

3

Most likely access from existing Deerfield 
Dr parking lot. Pedestrian access protrudes 
across slope and between buildings to 
gain lower access. Likelihood of building a 
spur off of Brush Creek Rd ?

3

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (west arm). New 
road required either from cul-
de-sac (~50lf) or from "Y" 
(~70lf).

2

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (east arm), access 
drive would be where exiting 
man-made drainage channel 
is.
Could access from lower 
Deerfield Dr to the west 
around the back of the existing 
condo.
Access to site would require at 
least 120ft of new paved road.

3

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall. 
Terminated C&G road exists 
ready for expansion (<100lf).

4

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall.  
Adjacent to site's north 
perimeter and already has 
parking in the likely 
development parking spot.

2

Existing road access via 
Upper Woodbridge Rd. 
Access to site would require at 
least 280ft of new road. 
Possible access via path on 
upper side of existing condos 
(Road  on east side of existing 
condos, pedestrian via stairs 
on SW side of exisitng 
condos.)

3
Existing road access via Owl 
Creek Rd. Estimated ~50lf of 
new paved road required.

3
Existing road access via Horse 
Ranch Dr. Estimated ~80lf of 
new paved road required.

3

Existing road access via 
Highline Rd. Existing gravel 
road accesses whole site. 
Estimated 1,000 lf of new 
paving required.
Would paving be required or 
would TOSV consider a gravel 
drive to this remote site?

5
Existing spur and parking exists 
accessing Public Works. Not likely new 
road would be required.

1

Access would likely have to be 
through Aspen Village 
Subdivision with an additional 
constructed road through 
Subdivision property or 
Watson Divide Ranch 
property. Could come of the 
cul-de-sac at the park and 
switchback to the E/SE

Slope 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 2 1 4 5 3 4 4 4 5 1

Alternative 
Transportation Proximity 

1.0 1.0 2.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 5.0 3.0 4.0 2.0

Distance to Walkways/Bikeways 1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

2

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.7mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way 
to attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5

300ft to Brush Creek Trail 
(paved). Must walk through 
parking lot to access.
0.2mi to Carriage Way attached 
sidewalk. Must walk through 3 
parking lots and across Carriage 
Way to access.

3

Walk on local paved roads to crossalk, 
cross Brush Creek, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads to bridge 
accessing Carriage Way lots, 0.3mi to 
bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads to 
crossalk, cross Brush Creek, 
walk along Brush Creek 
sholder, on side roads to 
bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads 
down to Brush Creek, 
crosswalk, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads 
to bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

5

Walk along Town Hall access 
road to attached sidewalk 
towards Brush Creek (475ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (600ft)

5

Adjacent to attached 
sidewalks towards Brush 
Creek (<150ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5

Adjacent to paved Melton 
Ranch trail connecting to 
bridge over Brush Creek and 
Brush Creek Trail (<50ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5
Adjacent to paved Owl Creek 
Trail (<50ft)

5

Adjacent to Horse Ranch trail 
(asphalt), connects across 
Town Park (via walkways), 
under underpass, to Brush 
Creek trail (<50ft to access 
paved network)

3

Walk down Hidden Valley Rd 
(gravel, could be paved in 
future), walk along shoulder of 
Highline Rd, cross at 
dangerous crosswalk, reach 
Brush Creek Trail at 
roundabout (0.3mi to get 
there).

4

Walk through paved Public Works 
parking lot, down spur road, along Owl 
Creek road shoulder, cross Owl Creek 
Rd without crosswalk, walk down Pine 
Crest Dr to Owl Creek Trail (paved) 
(800ft)

2

Walk down whatever access 
road is built w/ development, 
through Aspen Village 
neighborhood roads, to Aspen 
Village/Hwy 82 Trail (paved) 
(0.5+mi).

Distance to Bus Stops 1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

2
0.8mi to op of Village bus stop
1.0mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Top of Village bus stop
0.1mi to #5/Elbert Lane bus stope
0.2mi to Mall Transit Station
0.2mi to existing Mall-Village Shuttle

5

0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus 
stop
0.1mi to Mall-Village Shuttle
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus stop
0.1mi to Lichenhearth bus stop
0.2 to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5

0.2mi to Mountain View & Dirt 
Circle bus stops (by walking in 
parking/local road and avoiding 
Brush Creek Rd.
0.3mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter

5

0.0mi to Dirt circle bus stop (would need 
connector)
0.1mi to Mountain View Bus Shelter (via 
local roads)

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Stop
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Conoco bus stop (via 
sidewalks)
0.2mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)
0.1mi to Upper/Lower 
Snowmass Center bus stops

5

Adjacent to Conoco bus stop
0.1mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)

5
0.1mi to Upper Woodbridge 2 
bus stop

4

0.2mi to UH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via walkways and 
crosswalk)
0.3mi to DH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via paved path around 
Cathy Robinson Park and 
attached sidwalks) 

5 0.1mi to Town Park Station 3 0.5mi to Town Park Station 4
0.5mi to Two Creek Portal stop
0.5mi to Fairway Drive stop

2

0.7mi to RFTA Local UV - 
Aspen Village Stop
0.75mi to RFTA Local DV - 
Aspen Village Stop

Density Potential 1.5 1.5 1.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 5.0 4.5 3.0 2.5 2.5 2.5 4.0 3.5 4.0 2.5 2.5 1.0 2.5 1.0

Current Landuse & Zoning 2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Commercial [need to 
confirm in the PUD]

2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: OS/Cons

1
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Public

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4

Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities 
[have to verify via SPA-1 
language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area

5
Zoning: MF
LU: Village Core Area

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU:Village Core Area

3
Zoning: PUD
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU: Publically Owned OS

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:  Publically Owned OS

4
Zoning: SPA-1 
LU: Community Facilities

3
Zoning: CC-PUD
LU: Community Facilities

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: n/a
LU: n/a

2
Zoning: CON
LU: Residential

1
Zoning: CON
LU: Private OS

4
Zoning: PUB
LU: Community Facility

1
Zoning: Wildcat PUD
LU: Not Shown

Surrounding Parcel & Comprehensive Plan 
Compatibility

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area [not 
zoned for med./high density]

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, OS, MU-2, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area + Village 
Core Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU, SPA-1, CC
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU, CC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
PUD, MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also MF-PUD, 
OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MF, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
MF, PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CON, OS, REC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
OS, PUB
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

1
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

Ecological Constraints & 
Protection

5.0 5.0 5.0 4.3 3.7 3.7 5.0 5.0 3.0 3.7 2.3 3.7 3.7 3.0 3.0 3.7 5.0 3.7 2.0 3.7 3.0

Wildlife Sensative Areas 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Surrounded by Ecologically 
sensitive areas.

5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5 None 5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Ecologically sensitive area 
borders Site to the N and S.

5 None 5

Near North Mesa wildlife 
closure but does not cross or 
border site. 
Near Elk Severe Winter Range, 
Elk Winter Concentration Area, 
Elk Winter Range.
Near Mule Deer Winter Range.

1

Elk Winter Range & Elk Winter 
Concentration Area covers 
site.
Site borders Sky Mountain 
Park wildlife closure but does 
not cross into site.

3

Contains portion of Elk Winter Range
Borders on Elk Winter Concentration 
Area, Severe Winter Range, Migration 
Corridors, and road crossings.
Borders on Mule Deer Migration 
Corridor.
Near Sky Mountain Park & Burnt 
Mountain North wildlife closure areas 
but does not cross into site. 
Ecologically sensitive area borders Site 
to the W and NE.

-
No closures. Wildlife 
assessment maps in comp 
plan do not extend to this Site.

Wetlands & Creek Buffers 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers portion of Site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

1

1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.
Flood Hazard Zone covers small 
NW sliver of Site.

5 None 5 None 1
200ft West Fork Brush Creek 
buffer (arbitrary buffer) covers 
majority of site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone covers 
entire site.

5 None 5 None on site. 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers small portion of 
Site

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

5 None 5 None 5 None 4
None on site. 1000ft Brush 
Creek Impact Zone does cover 
site's access however

5 None 5 None

Existing Habitat to be Preserved 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
No easements
West Fork Brush Creek 
riparian ecology

5

No easements. 
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow ecology on the flats, 
riparian/dogwood ecology in gulley

1
No easements
Oak ecology, aspens on the 
plateau

1
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology

1
No easements
Oak/sagebrush ecology

3
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology on west 
side

1

No easements
Sage/serviceberry meadow 
ecology, aspen forest up 
higher. Highest is oak ecology

5

No easements
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow/Oak ecology

1
No easements
Sage/Oak/Juniper ecology

3
No easements 
Planted reveg/trees. Not original 
ecology but is serving some habitat.

1
No easements
Oak/Juniper/sage ecology

Buildable Area 3.0 2.0 1.0 5.0 5.0 3.0 1.0 1.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 1.0 3.0 1.0 2.0 1.0

Size of Suitable Area 3 2 1 5 flat and highly buildable 5 flat and highly buildable 3 flat and highly buildable 1 flat but small site 1 flat but small site 2 flat but small site 1
small with likely drainage on 
eastern side

2 4
access to area of buildable 
slopes, though still fairly steep

2 very steep slopes 4

Large buildable area but need 
to know if there is geo hazards 
in the swale area that will 
affect buildable area.

2 3 1 3 1 2 1

Community Impact 2.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 4.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 1.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 3.0

Neighbor strife, council hesitancy, existing 
structures/businesses/uses, visual/contextual 

continuity, visual impact
1 99yr lease 1 99yr lease 1

Politics to consider… The 
Divide HOA would likely have 
serious issues with housing 
here as would the general 
public (esp. trail uses).

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp Plan 
and P&Z hardily disapproved. It is 
referenced in the West Village CPA 
in the Comp Plan.

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp 
Plan and P&Z hardily 
disapproved. It is referenced 
in the West Village CPA in the 
Comp Plan.

3
Impact to skier parking. Impact to 
existing residents.

3

Bus depot being moved in 
transportation master plan. 
Pushback would likely still 
occur because of density of 
buildings around it.

3

Town doesn't own yet. 
Currently serves as green 
space for recreation - needed 
in the area. Pushback would 
likely still occur because of 
density of buildings around it.

3

Daly Ln Redevelopment 
(Snowmass Inn) and the 
Mountain Chalet were bought 
as a package deal.
Slope-side housing is a 
premium and would be better 
as free market.

3
Heavy density around this site 
and likely pushback from 
existing residents.

3
Wildlife conservation issues throughout 
Mountain View.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as future 
expansion.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as Open Space in 
PUD.

5
Has been discussed for 
housing for many years.

3
Very prominent location and 
might get pushback.

1

Town doesn't currently own 
the sites.
Current ownership (Related) is 
trying to give/get-rid-of the 
parcels to the Town in lieu of 
what is owed.

1
Highly visible and would go 
against many of Snowmass' 
development principles.

1

Being rezoned to Open Space 
(verify)
Town has historically not 
succeeded in buying land 
from Horse Ranch.

3

Currently owned by 
Snowmass Chapel. Might 
have less pushback because 
there are no nieghbors but 
wildlife issues abound.

5
probably little pushback because of 
existing uses

1
County might not be receptive. 
Likely a political quagmire for 
many reasons.

Replacement Impact/Cost 3
Company and kennels would 
need to relocate.
Basic demolition required.

3

If parking lot is developed 
while Krabloonik remains, 
parking will need to be located 
elsewhere.

5
Parking would be lost (impact 
to community) but is not 
prohibitive

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in redevelopment

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in 
redevelopment

1

Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces (48 spaces in Lot 
1, ~15 spaces in Carriage Way) in 
redevelopment. 12 units must be 
accounted for elsewhere.

5

Bus terminal is already being 
relocated under transportation 
master plan. Some demolition 
costs but not prohibitive.

5
Basic demolition, nothing 
requires replacement

1

39 rooms currently used as 
year-round, free-market 
employee housing through 
private owner. Current 
employee housing would need 
to be accounted for 
elsewhere.

3
Constructuion would require 
demolition and/or obstruction of 
current parking lot/access.

5
No replacement required. Loss of yard 
space for existing units. Potential loss of 
bus pull off if accessed from that point.

3 Ditch replacement/rerouting. 5 No replacement required 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 1
Would need to replace or 
account for the debris field

5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 3 Loss and/or impact to existing parking. 5 No replacement required.

 26.5 26.5 28.8 38.2 37.5 35.5 37.3 37.1 33.1 31.9 29.2 29.0 27.1 35.2 34.2 29.1 30.7 30.3 22.7 31.2 17.2
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Town Hall Point

6 18

Portion of 264331105002

11

Lower portions of 273302418751 and 273302106756

12

273302106752

13

273302106851

10

273301345800 and part of 273302422751

16

Creekside Infill Upper WoodbridgeTown Hall Draw

Not a parcel, at 39.215063, -106.927458

3

273303401853 273302400851 minus Lot 1

4

Part of 273302400851

5 9

273302400007

7

273302423852

8

Daly Ln Redevelopment

Sites
20

Portion of 273506100852

21

264307110852 and 264307210853

19

Portion of 264331400801273302420001 273301113001 and 273301201006

14

273301201854 and 273301201855

15

273301200001

1 2 17

3
0.2mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4.3

4 0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's Market

5

0.5mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge to 
Snowmass Clinic

4
0.1mi to Mountain View Trail
0.2mi to Rim Trail South
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

4.0

4
0.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5

0.4mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge 
to Snowmass Clinic

3
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.3mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3.3

4.54.5 4.5

4 5

5 4 5

3

4.0

2.82.8 3.0

3
Site area = 32,739 SF
22,541 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
1,400 SF contiguous area < 10%

3
Site area = 57,397 SF
34,040 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
900 SF contiguous area < 10%

2
2 discharging culverts to
drainage basin downhill

3 Existing natural drainage gulley

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development
rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard;
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

2 Irrigation ditch running on site

3

Site area = 99,353 SF
59,279 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5,075 SF contiguous area < 
30%

2.0

Lower portions of 273302418751 and 273302106756 273302106752273301345800 and part of 273302422751

Lower Mountain View Upper Mountain View

11 1210

Creekside Infill
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Suitability 
Category

Vehicular 
Access

Existing Infrastructure to
buildable area

Slope

Alternative 
Transportation 
Proximity 

Distance to
Walkways/Bikeways

Distance to Bus Stops

Density 
Potential

Current Landuse & Zoning

Surrounding Parcel &
Comprehensive Plan

Compatibility

Lower Mountain View Upper Mountain View

11

Lower portions of 273302418751 and 273302106756

12

273302106752

10

273301345800 and part of 273302422751

Creekside Infill

5.0 2.5 2.5

5
Site is bisected by Brush Creek 
Ln. Lots of existing parking 
exists.

3

Most likely access from existing Deerfield 
Dr parking lot. Pedestrian access 
protrudes across slope and between 
buildings to gain lower access. Likelihood 
of building a spur off of Brush Creek Rd ?

3

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (west arm). New 
road required either from cul-
de-sac (~50lf) or from "Y" 
(~70lf).

5 2 2

5.0 4.0 4.0

5

300ft to Brush Creek Trail 
(paved). Must walk through 
parking lot to access.
0.2mi to Carriage Way attached 
sidewalk. Must walk through 3 
parking lots and across Carriage 
Way to access.

3

Walk on local paved roads to crossalk, 
cross Brush Creek, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads to bridge 
accessing Carriage Way lots, 0.3mi to 
bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads to 
crossalk, cross Brush Creek, 
walk along Brush Creek 
sholder, on side roads to 
bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

5

0.2mi to Mountain View & Dirt 
Circle bus stops (by walking in 
parking/local road and avoiding 
Brush Creek Rd.
0.3mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter

5

0.0mi to Dirt circle bus stop (would need 
connector)
0.1mi to Mountain View Bus Shelter (via 
local roads)

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

3.0 2.5 2.5

3
Zoning: PUD
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU: Publically Owned OS

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
PUD, MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also MF-PUD, 
OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

Suitability Category

Physiology 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 3.8 3.3 2.8 3.0 2.0 1.8 2.0 3.0 2.3 3.5 3.8 3.0 2.5 1.5

Slope 5

Parcel area = 79,224 SF
42,605 SF < 10% slope
=54% of site
17,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 31,181 SF
17,741 SF < 10% slope
 =57% of site
5,700 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 21,228 SF
16,188 SF < 10% slope
=76% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 238,612 SF
162,140 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 170,419 SF
116,127 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5
Site area = 65,668 SF
32,655 SF < 10% slope
=50% of site
12,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 12,901 SF
10,167 SF < 10% slope
=79% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 10,493 SF
6,046 SF < 10% slope
=57% of site
3,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3

Site area = 39,090 SF
32,442 SF < 30% slope
=83% of site
1,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3
Site area = 32,739 SF
22,541 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
1,400 SF contiguous area < 10%

3
Site area = 57,397 SF
34,040 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
900 SF contiguous area < 10%

3

Site area = 99,353 SF
59,279 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5,075 SF contiguous area < 
30%

2

Site area = 739,000 SF
532,132 SF < 45% slope
=72% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 670,110 SF
448,315 SF > 30% slope
=67% of site
1580 SF contiguous area < 
30%

3

Site area = 42,588 SF
29,560 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
2050 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 371,535 SF
218,015 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
14,600 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 48,272 SF
27,443 SF < 30% slope
=57% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 64,839 SF
51,905 SF < 30% slope
=80% of site
7280 SF contiguous area < 
15%

3

Site area = 502,816 SF
300,805 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5278 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 25,667 SF
15,900 SF > 30% slope
=62% of site
750 SF contiguous area < 30%

1

Site area = 3,446,139 SF
2,670,988 SF > 30% slope
=77% of sit
1500 SF contiguous area < 
15%

Drainage 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 4
West Fork Brush Creek covers 
portion of site.

2
2 discharging culverts to 
drainage basin downhill

3 Existing natural drainage gulley 2 Irrigation ditch running on site 2

Signifigant drainage collection 
from surrounding hills. Man 
made channel down area of 
likely access.  Many natural 
drainage ways have

4
Drainage collection from 
surrounding hills.

5
No drainage conflicts shown 
on GIS

2

Significant drainage/debris 
field from surrounding hills. 
Natural drainage paths carving 
in.

4
Road drainage collection and 
inlet collecting runoff from 
sites above.

5 None 5 None 5 None 3

Brush Creek irrigation ditch 
follows NE site boundary and 
would require crossing in at 
least one location to access 
the site

Soils 1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 11) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Dollard-Rock 
outcrop, shale complex, 25 to 
65 percent slopes (Map Unit 
30) - Very limited site 
development rating

Hazards 5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

3

Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard. 
Existing bus stop retaining 
wall need to be avoided

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

1
Servere wildfire hazard; high 
debris/avalanch

Utilities 3.0 3.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 3.0 4.0 2.5 2.5 4.5 2.0

Proximity 2

Water - main 60' from parcel 
Sewer - main 500' from parcel 
and uphill, will need to be 
pumped, right now on septic     
Electric-Feed to parcel

3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 3 3 3
Water & Sewer - main 120' 
from parcel                             
Electric-Main 500' from parcel

4 3
Water & Sewer - main 100' 
from parcel                                 
Electric-Main 100' from parcel

3
Water & Sewer -Main 800' from 
parcel                             
Electric-Main 1200' from parcel

3 3

Water - main 600' from parcel 
Sewer - main 2000' from 
parcel Electric-substation 200' 
from parcel

4 3

Existing Capacity 4 No issues with water 4 No issues with water 5 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 3 5 2 2 5 1

Services Proximity 3.0 3.0 3.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.0 4.3 3.3 3.7 4.7 4.7 4.7 3.7 3.3 2.7 3.0 2.7

Essential Daily Services 2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3 0.9mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4 0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.1mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi walkable route via ped 
path to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2 2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 1
3.8mi to Woody Creek Post 
Office 
6.7mi to Roxy's 

Emergency Services 3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.6mi to Police Station
2.1mi to Fire Station
1.4mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.9mi to Police Station
1.3mi to Fire Station
0.2mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.6mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.5mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.3mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge 
to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.5mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge to 
Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.7mi to Fire Station
0.8mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
0.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi walkable route or 0.6mi 
drive to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
1.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
1.3mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
2.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.1mi to Police Station
1.5mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

2
2.5mi to Police Station
2.0mi to Fire Station
3.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.2mi to Police Station
1.4mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

8.5mi to Basalt Police Stn, 
9.2mi to TOSV Police Stn
0.5mi to Fire Station
9.6mi to Snowmass Clinic
9.7mi to Aspen Valley Hosp

Open Space Recreation 4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.0mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.1mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.2mi to Nature Trail

4

0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

3
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.3mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South

4
0.1mi to Mountain View Trail
0.2mi to Rim Trail South
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

3
0.2mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

0.0mi to Rim Trail South
0.0mi to Mountain View Trail
Both trails cross into site, 
actual distance to access trail 
depends on location of 
development.
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

Mountain View Trail crosses 
into site, would need a trail 
connector (0.0mi)
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

0.1mi to Mountain View Trail to 
the west, would need a 
connector. 0.2mi from 
Mountain View to the east.
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

Proposed Rim Trail Bail Out 
crosses through site (0.0mi) 
Could be 1 way only?
0.0mi to Melton Ranch Trail
0.2mi to May Fly Trail
0.2mi Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.1mi to Golf Course
0.1mi to Cathy Robinson Park
0.1mi to Village Way Trail

5

0.0mi to Horse Ranch Trail
0.0mi to Town Park, 
Playground and path network
0.2mi to Upper North Mesa 
Trail & Open Space (incl 
Seven Star Trail)

4

0.25mi to Highline, Lowline, 
Viewline, Ditchline, Deadline 
Trails
Surrounded by the Hidden 
Valley Open Space (not 
passive though)

4

0.0mi to Lowline Trail (Connects to 
Highline/Deadline Trails)
0.2mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.2mi to Tom Blake Trail

2

0.3mi to Aspen Village OS
0.5mi+ to Aspen Village/Hwy 
82 Trail connecting to Rio 
Grande Trail
0.1mi to Snowmass Divide 
Ditch Rd (Road, walkable, but 
not a designated trail)

Vehicular Access 4.0 4.5 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 4.5 5.0 2.5 2.5 1.5 3.5 4.5 2.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 5.0 1.0

Existing Infrastructure to buildable area 4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~350lf of 
paving required.

4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~275lf of 
paving required.

5
Existing road access via Pinon 
Dr. Paved road into site exists.

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved roads into each terrace 
exist. 

5
Existing road access via 
Carriage Way. Paved roads 
into each terrace exist. 

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved road into site exist. 

5
Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Paved road into site exits 
for bus terminal.

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln runs along one side of 
parcel (and buildable area). 
No road into site but might 
only require garage parking 
(therefore no road needed)

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Small paved spur enters 
parcel for exterior parking and 
access but is in bad condition.

5
Site is bisected by Brush Creek 
Ln. Lots of existing parking 
exists.

3

Most likely access from existing Deerfield 
Dr parking lot. Pedestrian access protrudes 
across slope and between buildings to 
gain lower access. Likelihood of building a 
spur off of Brush Creek Rd ?

3

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (west arm). New 
road required either from cul-
de-sac (~50lf) or from "Y" 
(~70lf).

2

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (east arm), access 
drive would be where exiting 
man-made drainage channel 
is.
Could access from lower 
Deerfield Dr to the west 
around the back of the existing 
condo.
Access to site would require at 
least 120ft of new paved road.

3

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall. 
Terminated C&G road exists 
ready for expansion (<100lf).

4

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall.  
Adjacent to site's north 
perimeter and already has 
parking in the likely 
development parking spot.

2

Existing road access via 
Upper Woodbridge Rd. 
Access to site would require at 
least 280ft of new road. 
Possible access via path on 
upper side of existing condos 
(Road  on east side of existing 
condos, pedestrian via stairs 
on SW side of exisitng 
condos.)

3
Existing road access via Owl 
Creek Rd. Estimated ~50lf of 
new paved road required.

3
Existing road access via Horse 
Ranch Dr. Estimated ~80lf of 
new paved road required.

3

Existing road access via 
Highline Rd. Existing gravel 
road accesses whole site. 
Estimated 1,000 lf of new 
paving required.
Would paving be required or 
would TOSV consider a gravel 
drive to this remote site?

5
Existing spur and parking exists 
accessing Public Works. Not likely new 
road would be required.

1

Access would likely have to be 
through Aspen Village 
Subdivision with an additional 
constructed road through 
Subdivision property or 
Watson Divide Ranch 
property. Could come of the 
cul-de-sac at the park and 
switchback to the E/SE

Slope 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 2 1 4 5 3 4 4 4 5 1

Alternative 
Transportation Proximity 

1.0 1.0 2.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 5.0 3.0 4.0 2.0

Distance to Walkways/Bikeways 1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

2

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.7mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way 
to attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5

300ft to Brush Creek Trail 
(paved). Must walk through 
parking lot to access.
0.2mi to Carriage Way attached 
sidewalk. Must walk through 3 
parking lots and across Carriage 
Way to access.

3

Walk on local paved roads to crossalk, 
cross Brush Creek, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads to bridge 
accessing Carriage Way lots, 0.3mi to 
bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads to 
crossalk, cross Brush Creek, 
walk along Brush Creek 
sholder, on side roads to 
bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads 
down to Brush Creek, 
crosswalk, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads 
to bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

5

Walk along Town Hall access 
road to attached sidewalk 
towards Brush Creek (475ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (600ft)

5

Adjacent to attached 
sidewalks towards Brush 
Creek (<150ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5

Adjacent to paved Melton 
Ranch trail connecting to 
bridge over Brush Creek and 
Brush Creek Trail (<50ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5
Adjacent to paved Owl Creek 
Trail (<50ft)

5

Adjacent to Horse Ranch trail 
(asphalt), connects across 
Town Park (via walkways), 
under underpass, to Brush 
Creek trail (<50ft to access 
paved network)

3

Walk down Hidden Valley Rd 
(gravel, could be paved in 
future), walk along shoulder of 
Highline Rd, cross at 
dangerous crosswalk, reach 
Brush Creek Trail at 
roundabout (0.3mi to get 
there).

4

Walk through paved Public Works 
parking lot, down spur road, along Owl 
Creek road shoulder, cross Owl Creek 
Rd without crosswalk, walk down Pine 
Crest Dr to Owl Creek Trail (paved) 
(800ft)

2

Walk down whatever access 
road is built w/ development, 
through Aspen Village 
neighborhood roads, to Aspen 
Village/Hwy 82 Trail (paved) 
(0.5+mi).

Distance to Bus Stops 1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

2
0.8mi to op of Village bus stop
1.0mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Top of Village bus stop
0.1mi to #5/Elbert Lane bus stope
0.2mi to Mall Transit Station
0.2mi to existing Mall-Village Shuttle

5

0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus 
stop
0.1mi to Mall-Village Shuttle
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus stop
0.1mi to Lichenhearth bus stop
0.2 to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5

0.2mi to Mountain View & Dirt 
Circle bus stops (by walking in 
parking/local road and avoiding 
Brush Creek Rd.
0.3mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter

5

0.0mi to Dirt circle bus stop (would need 
connector)
0.1mi to Mountain View Bus Shelter (via 
local roads)

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Stop
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Conoco bus stop (via 
sidewalks)
0.2mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)
0.1mi to Upper/Lower 
Snowmass Center bus stops

5

Adjacent to Conoco bus stop
0.1mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)

5
0.1mi to Upper Woodbridge 2 
bus stop

4

0.2mi to UH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via walkways and 
crosswalk)
0.3mi to DH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via paved path around 
Cathy Robinson Park and 
attached sidwalks) 

5 0.1mi to Town Park Station 3 0.5mi to Town Park Station 4
0.5mi to Two Creek Portal stop
0.5mi to Fairway Drive stop

2

0.7mi to RFTA Local UV - 
Aspen Village Stop
0.75mi to RFTA Local DV - 
Aspen Village Stop

Density Potential 1.5 1.5 1.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 5.0 4.5 3.0 2.5 2.5 2.5 4.0 3.5 4.0 2.5 2.5 1.0 2.5 1.0

Current Landuse & Zoning 2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Commercial [need to 
confirm in the PUD]

2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: OS/Cons

1
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Public

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4

Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities 
[have to verify via SPA-1 
language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area

5
Zoning: MF
LU: Village Core Area

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU:Village Core Area

3
Zoning: PUD
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU: Publically Owned OS

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:  Publically Owned OS

4
Zoning: SPA-1 
LU: Community Facilities

3
Zoning: CC-PUD
LU: Community Facilities

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: n/a
LU: n/a

2
Zoning: CON
LU: Residential

1
Zoning: CON
LU: Private OS

4
Zoning: PUB
LU: Community Facility

1
Zoning: Wildcat PUD
LU: Not Shown

Surrounding Parcel & Comprehensive Plan 
Compatibility

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area [not 
zoned for med./high density]

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, OS, MU-2, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area + Village 
Core Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU, SPA-1, CC
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU, CC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
PUD, MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also MF-PUD, 
OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MF, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
MF, PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CON, OS, REC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
OS, PUB
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

1
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

Ecological Constraints & 
Protection

5.0 5.0 5.0 4.3 3.7 3.7 5.0 5.0 3.0 3.7 2.3 3.7 3.7 3.0 3.0 3.7 5.0 3.7 2.0 3.7 3.0

Wildlife Sensative Areas 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Surrounded by Ecologically 
sensitive areas.

5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5 None 5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Ecologically sensitive area 
borders Site to the N and S.

5 None 5

Near North Mesa wildlife 
closure but does not cross or 
border site. 
Near Elk Severe Winter Range, 
Elk Winter Concentration Area, 
Elk Winter Range.
Near Mule Deer Winter Range.

1

Elk Winter Range & Elk Winter 
Concentration Area covers 
site.
Site borders Sky Mountain 
Park wildlife closure but does 
not cross into site.

3

Contains portion of Elk Winter Range
Borders on Elk Winter Concentration 
Area, Severe Winter Range, Migration 
Corridors, and road crossings.
Borders on Mule Deer Migration 
Corridor.
Near Sky Mountain Park & Burnt 
Mountain North wildlife closure areas 
but does not cross into site. 
Ecologically sensitive area borders Site 
to the W and NE.

-
No closures. Wildlife 
assessment maps in comp 
plan do not extend to this Site.

Wetlands & Creek Buffers 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers portion of Site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

1

1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.
Flood Hazard Zone covers small 
NW sliver of Site.

5 None 5 None 1
200ft West Fork Brush Creek 
buffer (arbitrary buffer) covers 
majority of site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone covers 
entire site.

5 None 5 None on site. 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers small portion of 
Site

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

5 None 5 None 5 None 4
None on site. 1000ft Brush 
Creek Impact Zone does cover 
site's access however

5 None 5 None

Existing Habitat to be Preserved 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
No easements
West Fork Brush Creek 
riparian ecology

5

No easements. 
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow ecology on the flats, 
riparian/dogwood ecology in gulley

1
No easements
Oak ecology, aspens on the 
plateau

1
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology

1
No easements
Oak/sagebrush ecology

3
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology on west 
side

1

No easements
Sage/serviceberry meadow 
ecology, aspen forest up 
higher. Highest is oak ecology

5

No easements
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow/Oak ecology

1
No easements
Sage/Oak/Juniper ecology

3
No easements 
Planted reveg/trees. Not original 
ecology but is serving some habitat.

1
No easements
Oak/Juniper/sage ecology

Buildable Area 3.0 2.0 1.0 5.0 5.0 3.0 1.0 1.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 1.0 3.0 1.0 2.0 1.0

Size of Suitable Area 3 2 1 5 flat and highly buildable 5 flat and highly buildable 3 flat and highly buildable 1 flat but small site 1 flat but small site 2 flat but small site 1
small with likely drainage on 
eastern side

2 4
access to area of buildable 
slopes, though still fairly steep

2 very steep slopes 4

Large buildable area but need 
to know if there is geo hazards 
in the swale area that will 
affect buildable area.

2 3 1 3 1 2 1

Community Impact 2.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 4.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 1.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 3.0

Neighbor strife, council hesitancy, existing 
structures/businesses/uses, visual/contextual 

continuity, visual impact
1 99yr lease 1 99yr lease 1

Politics to consider… The 
Divide HOA would likely have 
serious issues with housing 
here as would the general 
public (esp. trail uses).

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp Plan 
and P&Z hardily disapproved. It is 
referenced in the West Village CPA 
in the Comp Plan.

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp 
Plan and P&Z hardily 
disapproved. It is referenced 
in the West Village CPA in the 
Comp Plan.

3
Impact to skier parking. Impact to 
existing residents.

3

Bus depot being moved in 
transportation master plan. 
Pushback would likely still 
occur because of density of 
buildings around it.

3

Town doesn't own yet. 
Currently serves as green 
space for recreation - needed 
in the area. Pushback would 
likely still occur because of 
density of buildings around it.

3

Daly Ln Redevelopment 
(Snowmass Inn) and the 
Mountain Chalet were bought 
as a package deal.
Slope-side housing is a 
premium and would be better 
as free market.

3
Heavy density around this site 
and likely pushback from 
existing residents.

3
Wildlife conservation issues throughout 
Mountain View.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as future 
expansion.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as Open Space in 
PUD.

5
Has been discussed for 
housing for many years.

3
Very prominent location and 
might get pushback.

1

Town doesn't currently own 
the sites.
Current ownership (Related) is 
trying to give/get-rid-of the 
parcels to the Town in lieu of 
what is owed.

1
Highly visible and would go 
against many of Snowmass' 
development principles.

1

Being rezoned to Open Space 
(verify)
Town has historically not 
succeeded in buying land 
from Horse Ranch.

3

Currently owned by 
Snowmass Chapel. Might 
have less pushback because 
there are no nieghbors but 
wildlife issues abound.

5
probably little pushback because of 
existing uses

1
County might not be receptive. 
Likely a political quagmire for 
many reasons.

Replacement Impact/Cost 3
Company and kennels would 
need to relocate.
Basic demolition required.

3

If parking lot is developed 
while Krabloonik remains, 
parking will need to be located 
elsewhere.

5
Parking would be lost (impact 
to community) but is not 
prohibitive

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in redevelopment

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in 
redevelopment

1

Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces (48 spaces in Lot 
1, ~15 spaces in Carriage Way) in 
redevelopment. 12 units must be 
accounted for elsewhere.

5

Bus terminal is already being 
relocated under transportation 
master plan. Some demolition 
costs but not prohibitive.

5
Basic demolition, nothing 
requires replacement

1

39 rooms currently used as 
year-round, free-market 
employee housing through 
private owner. Current 
employee housing would need 
to be accounted for 
elsewhere.

3
Constructuion would require 
demolition and/or obstruction of 
current parking lot/access.

5
No replacement required. Loss of yard 
space for existing units. Potential loss of 
bus pull off if accessed from that point.

3 Ditch replacement/rerouting. 5 No replacement required 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 1
Would need to replace or 
account for the debris field

5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 3 Loss and/or impact to existing parking. 5 No replacement required.

 26.5 26.5 28.8 38.2 37.5 35.5 37.3 37.1 33.1 31.9 29.2 29.0 27.1 35.2 34.2 29.1 30.7 30.3 22.7 31.2 17.2

Wildcat RanchLower Mountain View Upper Mountain View Mountain View Draw Owl Creek ROW Rodeo Place Extension

273303401015

Daly Ln Bus Terminal Daly Ln Infill Hidden Valley Public Works HousingKrabloonik Kennels Krabloonik Parking Lot Divide Trail Parking Lot Carriage Way & Lot 1Lower Parking LotsUpper Parking Lots

273302424001 and a part of 273302400851273302302815

Town Hall Point

6 18

Portion of 264331105002

11

Lower portions of 273302418751 and 273302106756

12

273302106752

13

273302106851

10

273301345800 and part of 273302422751

16

Creekside Infill Upper WoodbridgeTown Hall Draw

Not a parcel, at 39.215063, -106.927458

3

273303401853 273302400851 minus Lot 1

4

Part of 273302400851

5 9

273302400007

7

273302423852

8

Daly Ln Redevelopment

Sites
20

Portion of 273506100852

21

264307110852 and 264307210853

19

Portion of 264331400801273302420001 273301113001 and 273301201006

14

273301201854 and 273301201855

15

273301200001

1 2 17

2.5

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU: Publically Owned OS

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

2.5

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:Residential

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also MF-PUD, 
OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also
PUD, MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3
Zoning: PUD
LU: Residential

3.0

4.04.0 4.0

3

Walk on local paved roads to crossalk,
cross Brush Creek, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads to bridge
accessing Carriage Way lots, 0.3mi to 
bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads to
crossalk, cross Brush Creek, 
walk along Brush Creek 
sholder, on side roads to
bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

5

0.2mi to Mountain View & Dirt 
Circle bus stops (by walking in 
parking/local road and avoiding
Brush Creek Rd.
0.3mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter

5

0.0mi to Dirt circle bus stop (would need 
connector)
0.1mi to Mountain View Bus Shelter (via 
local roads)

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

300ft to Brush Creek Trail 
(paved). Must walk through 
parking lot to access.
0.2mi to Carriage Way attached 
sidewalk. Must walk through 3
parking lots and across Carriage
Way to access.

5.0

5.0 2.5 2.5

5
Site is bisected by Brush Creek 
Ln. Lots of existing parking
exists.

3

Most likely access from existing Deerfield 
Dr parking lot. Pedestrian access protrudes 
across slope and between buildings to 
gain lower access. Likelihood of building a
spur off of Brush Creek Rd ?

3

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (west arm). New 
road required either from cul-
de-sac (~50lf) or from "Y" 
(~70lf).

5 2 2
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Suitability 
Category

Ecological 
Constraints & 
Protection

Wildlife Sensative Areas

Wetlands & Creek Buffers

Existing Habitat to be
Preserved

Buildable Area

Size of Suitable Area

Community 
Impact

Neighbor strife, council
hesitancy, existing

structures/businesses/uses,
visual/contextual continuity,

visual impact

Replacement Impact/Cost

Lower Mountain View Upper Mountain View

11

Lower portions of 273302418751 and 273302106756

12

273302106752

10

273301345800 and part of 273302422751

Creekside Infill

3.7 2.3 3.7

5 None 5 None 5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone covers 
entire site.

5 None

5

No easements. 
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow ecology on the flats, 
riparian/dogwood ecology in gulley

1
No easements
Oak ecology, aspens on the 
plateau

1.0 2.0 4.0

1
small with likely drainage on 
eastern side

2 4
access to area of buildable 
slopes, though still fairly steep

3.0 4.0 3.0

3
Heavy density around this site 
and likely pushback from 
existing residents.

3
Wildlife conservation issues throughout 
Mountain View.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as future 
expansion.

3
Constructuion would require 
demolition and/or obstruction of 
current parking lot/access.

5
No replacement required. Loss of yard 
space for existing units. Potential loss of 
bus pull off if accessed from that point.

3 Ditch replacement/rerouting.

31.9 29.2 29.0

Suitability Category

Physiology 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 3.8 3.3 2.8 3.0 2.0 1.8 2.0 3.0 2.3 3.5 3.8 3.0 2.5 1.5

Slope 5

Parcel area = 79,224 SF
42,605 SF < 10% slope
=54% of site
17,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 31,181 SF
17,741 SF < 10% slope
 =57% of site
5,700 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 21,228 SF
16,188 SF < 10% slope
=76% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 238,612 SF
162,140 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 170,419 SF
116,127 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5
Site area = 65,668 SF
32,655 SF < 10% slope
=50% of site
12,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 12,901 SF
10,167 SF < 10% slope
=79% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 10,493 SF
6,046 SF < 10% slope
=57% of site
3,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3

Site area = 39,090 SF
32,442 SF < 30% slope
=83% of site
1,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3
Site area = 32,739 SF
22,541 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
1,400 SF contiguous area < 10%

3
Site area = 57,397 SF
34,040 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
900 SF contiguous area < 10%

3

Site area = 99,353 SF
59,279 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5,075 SF contiguous area < 
30%

2

Site area = 739,000 SF
532,132 SF < 45% slope
=72% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 670,110 SF
448,315 SF > 30% slope
=67% of site
1580 SF contiguous area < 
30%

3

Site area = 42,588 SF
29,560 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
2050 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 371,535 SF
218,015 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
14,600 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 48,272 SF
27,443 SF < 30% slope
=57% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 64,839 SF
51,905 SF < 30% slope
=80% of site
7280 SF contiguous area < 
15%

3

Site area = 502,816 SF
300,805 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5278 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 25,667 SF
15,900 SF > 30% slope
=62% of site
750 SF contiguous area < 30%

1

Site area = 3,446,139 SF
2,670,988 SF > 30% slope
=77% of sit
1500 SF contiguous area < 
15%

Drainage 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 4
West Fork Brush Creek covers 
portion of site.

2
2 discharging culverts to 
drainage basin downhill

3 Existing natural drainage gulley 2 Irrigation ditch running on site 2

Signifigant drainage collection 
from surrounding hills. Man 
made channel down area of 
likely access.  Many natural 
drainage ways have

4
Drainage collection from 
surrounding hills.

5
No drainage conflicts shown 
on GIS

2

Significant drainage/debris 
field from surrounding hills. 
Natural drainage paths carving 
in.

4
Road drainage collection and 
inlet collecting runoff from 
sites above.

5 None 5 None 5 None 3

Brush Creek irrigation ditch 
follows NE site boundary and 
would require crossing in at 
least one location to access 
the site

Soils 1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 11) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Dollard-Rock 
outcrop, shale complex, 25 to 
65 percent slopes (Map Unit 
30) - Very limited site 
development rating

Hazards 5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

3

Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard. 
Existing bus stop retaining 
wall need to be avoided

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

1
Servere wildfire hazard; high 
debris/avalanch

Utilities 3.0 3.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 3.0 4.0 2.5 2.5 4.5 2.0

Proximity 2

Water - main 60' from parcel 
Sewer - main 500' from parcel 
and uphill, will need to be 
pumped, right now on septic     
Electric-Feed to parcel

3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 3 3 3
Water & Sewer - main 120' 
from parcel                             
Electric-Main 500' from parcel

4 3
Water & Sewer - main 100' 
from parcel                                 
Electric-Main 100' from parcel

3
Water & Sewer -Main 800' from 
parcel                             
Electric-Main 1200' from parcel

3 3

Water - main 600' from parcel 
Sewer - main 2000' from 
parcel Electric-substation 200' 
from parcel

4 3

Existing Capacity 4 No issues with water 4 No issues with water 5 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 3 5 2 2 5 1

Services Proximity 3.0 3.0 3.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.0 4.3 3.3 3.7 4.7 4.7 4.7 3.7 3.3 2.7 3.0 2.7

Essential Daily Services 2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3 0.9mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4 0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.1mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi walkable route via ped 
path to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2 2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 1
3.8mi to Woody Creek Post 
Office 
6.7mi to Roxy's 

Emergency Services 3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.6mi to Police Station
2.1mi to Fire Station
1.4mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.9mi to Police Station
1.3mi to Fire Station
0.2mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.6mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.5mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.3mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge 
to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.5mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge to 
Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.7mi to Fire Station
0.8mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
0.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi walkable route or 0.6mi 
drive to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
1.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
1.3mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
2.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.1mi to Police Station
1.5mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

2
2.5mi to Police Station
2.0mi to Fire Station
3.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.2mi to Police Station
1.4mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

8.5mi to Basalt Police Stn, 
9.2mi to TOSV Police Stn
0.5mi to Fire Station
9.6mi to Snowmass Clinic
9.7mi to Aspen Valley Hosp

Open Space Recreation 4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.0mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.1mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.2mi to Nature Trail

4

0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

3
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.3mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South

4
0.1mi to Mountain View Trail
0.2mi to Rim Trail South
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

3
0.2mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

0.0mi to Rim Trail South
0.0mi to Mountain View Trail
Both trails cross into site, 
actual distance to access trail 
depends on location of 
development.
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

Mountain View Trail crosses 
into site, would need a trail 
connector (0.0mi)
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

0.1mi to Mountain View Trail to 
the west, would need a 
connector. 0.2mi from 
Mountain View to the east.
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

Proposed Rim Trail Bail Out 
crosses through site (0.0mi) 
Could be 1 way only?
0.0mi to Melton Ranch Trail
0.2mi to May Fly Trail
0.2mi Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.1mi to Golf Course
0.1mi to Cathy Robinson Park
0.1mi to Village Way Trail

5

0.0mi to Horse Ranch Trail
0.0mi to Town Park, 
Playground and path network
0.2mi to Upper North Mesa 
Trail & Open Space (incl 
Seven Star Trail)

4

0.25mi to Highline, Lowline, 
Viewline, Ditchline, Deadline 
Trails
Surrounded by the Hidden 
Valley Open Space (not 
passive though)

4

0.0mi to Lowline Trail (Connects to 
Highline/Deadline Trails)
0.2mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.2mi to Tom Blake Trail

2

0.3mi to Aspen Village OS
0.5mi+ to Aspen Village/Hwy 
82 Trail connecting to Rio 
Grande Trail
0.1mi to Snowmass Divide 
Ditch Rd (Road, walkable, but 
not a designated trail)

Vehicular Access 4.0 4.5 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 4.5 5.0 2.5 2.5 1.5 3.5 4.5 2.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 5.0 1.0

Existing Infrastructure to buildable area 4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~350lf of 
paving required.

4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~275lf of 
paving required.

5
Existing road access via Pinon 
Dr. Paved road into site exists.

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved roads into each terrace 
exist. 

5
Existing road access via 
Carriage Way. Paved roads 
into each terrace exist. 

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved road into site exist. 

5
Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Paved road into site exits 
for bus terminal.

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln runs along one side of 
parcel (and buildable area). 
No road into site but might 
only require garage parking 
(therefore no road needed)

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Small paved spur enters 
parcel for exterior parking and 
access but is in bad condition.

5
Site is bisected by Brush Creek 
Ln. Lots of existing parking 
exists.

3

Most likely access from existing Deerfield 
Dr parking lot. Pedestrian access protrudes 
across slope and between buildings to 
gain lower access. Likelihood of building a 
spur off of Brush Creek Rd ?

3

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (west arm). New 
road required either from cul-
de-sac (~50lf) or from "Y" 
(~70lf).

2

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (east arm), access 
drive would be where exiting 
man-made drainage channel 
is.
Could access from lower 
Deerfield Dr to the west 
around the back of the existing 
condo.
Access to site would require at 
least 120ft of new paved road.

3

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall. 
Terminated C&G road exists 
ready for expansion (<100lf).

4

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall.  
Adjacent to site's north 
perimeter and already has 
parking in the likely 
development parking spot.

2

Existing road access via 
Upper Woodbridge Rd. 
Access to site would require at 
least 280ft of new road. 
Possible access via path on 
upper side of existing condos 
(Road  on east side of existing 
condos, pedestrian via stairs 
on SW side of exisitng 
condos.)

3
Existing road access via Owl 
Creek Rd. Estimated ~50lf of 
new paved road required.

3
Existing road access via Horse 
Ranch Dr. Estimated ~80lf of 
new paved road required.

3

Existing road access via 
Highline Rd. Existing gravel 
road accesses whole site. 
Estimated 1,000 lf of new 
paving required.
Would paving be required or 
would TOSV consider a gravel 
drive to this remote site?

5
Existing spur and parking exists 
accessing Public Works. Not likely new 
road would be required.

1

Access would likely have to be 
through Aspen Village 
Subdivision with an additional 
constructed road through 
Subdivision property or 
Watson Divide Ranch 
property. Could come of the 
cul-de-sac at the park and 
switchback to the E/SE

Slope 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 2 1 4 5 3 4 4 4 5 1

Alternative 
Transportation Proximity 

1.0 1.0 2.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 5.0 3.0 4.0 2.0

Distance to Walkways/Bikeways 1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

2

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.7mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way 
to attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5

300ft to Brush Creek Trail 
(paved). Must walk through 
parking lot to access.
0.2mi to Carriage Way attached 
sidewalk. Must walk through 3 
parking lots and across Carriage 
Way to access.

3

Walk on local paved roads to crossalk, 
cross Brush Creek, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads to bridge 
accessing Carriage Way lots, 0.3mi to 
bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads to 
crossalk, cross Brush Creek, 
walk along Brush Creek 
sholder, on side roads to 
bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads 
down to Brush Creek, 
crosswalk, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads 
to bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

5

Walk along Town Hall access 
road to attached sidewalk 
towards Brush Creek (475ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (600ft)

5

Adjacent to attached 
sidewalks towards Brush 
Creek (<150ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5

Adjacent to paved Melton 
Ranch trail connecting to 
bridge over Brush Creek and 
Brush Creek Trail (<50ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5
Adjacent to paved Owl Creek 
Trail (<50ft)

5

Adjacent to Horse Ranch trail 
(asphalt), connects across 
Town Park (via walkways), 
under underpass, to Brush 
Creek trail (<50ft to access 
paved network)

3

Walk down Hidden Valley Rd 
(gravel, could be paved in 
future), walk along shoulder of 
Highline Rd, cross at 
dangerous crosswalk, reach 
Brush Creek Trail at 
roundabout (0.3mi to get 
there).

4

Walk through paved Public Works 
parking lot, down spur road, along Owl 
Creek road shoulder, cross Owl Creek 
Rd without crosswalk, walk down Pine 
Crest Dr to Owl Creek Trail (paved) 
(800ft)

2

Walk down whatever access 
road is built w/ development, 
through Aspen Village 
neighborhood roads, to Aspen 
Village/Hwy 82 Trail (paved) 
(0.5+mi).

Distance to Bus Stops 1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

2
0.8mi to op of Village bus stop
1.0mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Top of Village bus stop
0.1mi to #5/Elbert Lane bus stope
0.2mi to Mall Transit Station
0.2mi to existing Mall-Village Shuttle

5

0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus 
stop
0.1mi to Mall-Village Shuttle
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus stop
0.1mi to Lichenhearth bus stop
0.2 to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5

0.2mi to Mountain View & Dirt 
Circle bus stops (by walking in 
parking/local road and avoiding 
Brush Creek Rd.
0.3mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter

5

0.0mi to Dirt circle bus stop (would need 
connector)
0.1mi to Mountain View Bus Shelter (via 
local roads)

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Stop
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Conoco bus stop (via 
sidewalks)
0.2mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)
0.1mi to Upper/Lower 
Snowmass Center bus stops

5

Adjacent to Conoco bus stop
0.1mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)

5
0.1mi to Upper Woodbridge 2 
bus stop

4

0.2mi to UH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via walkways and 
crosswalk)
0.3mi to DH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via paved path around 
Cathy Robinson Park and 
attached sidwalks) 

5 0.1mi to Town Park Station 3 0.5mi to Town Park Station 4
0.5mi to Two Creek Portal stop
0.5mi to Fairway Drive stop

2

0.7mi to RFTA Local UV - 
Aspen Village Stop
0.75mi to RFTA Local DV - 
Aspen Village Stop

Density Potential 1.5 1.5 1.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 5.0 4.5 3.0 2.5 2.5 2.5 4.0 3.5 4.0 2.5 2.5 1.0 2.5 1.0

Current Landuse & Zoning 2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Commercial [need to 
confirm in the PUD]

2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: OS/Cons

1
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Public

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4

Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities 
[have to verify via SPA-1 
language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area

5
Zoning: MF
LU: Village Core Area

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU:Village Core Area

3
Zoning: PUD
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU: Publically Owned OS

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:  Publically Owned OS

4
Zoning: SPA-1 
LU: Community Facilities

3
Zoning: CC-PUD
LU: Community Facilities

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: n/a
LU: n/a

2
Zoning: CON
LU: Residential

1
Zoning: CON
LU: Private OS

4
Zoning: PUB
LU: Community Facility

1
Zoning: Wildcat PUD
LU: Not Shown

Surrounding Parcel & Comprehensive Plan 
Compatibility

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area [not 
zoned for med./high density]

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, OS, MU-2, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area + Village 
Core Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU, SPA-1, CC
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU, CC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
PUD, MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also MF-PUD, 
OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MF, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
MF, PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CON, OS, REC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
OS, PUB
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

1
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

Ecological Constraints & 
Protection

5.0 5.0 5.0 4.3 3.7 3.7 5.0 5.0 3.0 3.7 2.3 3.7 3.7 3.0 3.0 3.7 5.0 3.7 2.0 3.7 3.0

Wildlife Sensative Areas 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Surrounded by Ecologically 
sensitive areas.

5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5 None 5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Ecologically sensitive area 
borders Site to the N and S.

5 None 5

Near North Mesa wildlife 
closure but does not cross or 
border site. 
Near Elk Severe Winter Range, 
Elk Winter Concentration Area, 
Elk Winter Range.
Near Mule Deer Winter Range.

1

Elk Winter Range & Elk Winter 
Concentration Area covers 
site.
Site borders Sky Mountain 
Park wildlife closure but does 
not cross into site.

3

Contains portion of Elk Winter Range
Borders on Elk Winter Concentration 
Area, Severe Winter Range, Migration 
Corridors, and road crossings.
Borders on Mule Deer Migration 
Corridor.
Near Sky Mountain Park & Burnt 
Mountain North wildlife closure areas 
but does not cross into site. 
Ecologically sensitive area borders Site 
to the W and NE.

-
No closures. Wildlife 
assessment maps in comp 
plan do not extend to this Site.

Wetlands & Creek Buffers 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers portion of Site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

1

1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.
Flood Hazard Zone covers small 
NW sliver of Site.

5 None 5 None 1
200ft West Fork Brush Creek 
buffer (arbitrary buffer) covers 
majority of site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone covers 
entire site.

5 None 5 None on site. 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers small portion of 
Site

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

5 None 5 None 5 None 4
None on site. 1000ft Brush 
Creek Impact Zone does cover 
site's access however

5 None 5 None

Existing Habitat to be Preserved 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
No easements
West Fork Brush Creek 
riparian ecology

5

No easements. 
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow ecology on the flats, 
riparian/dogwood ecology in gulley

1
No easements
Oak ecology, aspens on the 
plateau

1
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology

1
No easements
Oak/sagebrush ecology

3
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology on west 
side

1

No easements
Sage/serviceberry meadow 
ecology, aspen forest up 
higher. Highest is oak ecology

5

No easements
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow/Oak ecology

1
No easements
Sage/Oak/Juniper ecology

3
No easements 
Planted reveg/trees. Not original 
ecology but is serving some habitat.

1
No easements
Oak/Juniper/sage ecology

Buildable Area 3.0 2.0 1.0 5.0 5.0 3.0 1.0 1.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 1.0 3.0 1.0 2.0 1.0

Size of Suitable Area 3 2 1 5 flat and highly buildable 5 flat and highly buildable 3 flat and highly buildable 1 flat but small site 1 flat but small site 2 flat but small site 1
small with likely drainage on 
eastern side

2 4
access to area of buildable 
slopes, though still fairly steep

2 very steep slopes 4

Large buildable area but need 
to know if there is geo hazards 
in the swale area that will 
affect buildable area.

2 3 1 3 1 2 1

Community Impact 2.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 4.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 1.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 3.0

Neighbor strife, council hesitancy, existing 
structures/businesses/uses, visual/contextual 

continuity, visual impact
1 99yr lease 1 99yr lease 1

Politics to consider… The 
Divide HOA would likely have 
serious issues with housing 
here as would the general 
public (esp. trail uses).

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp Plan 
and P&Z hardily disapproved. It is 
referenced in the West Village CPA 
in the Comp Plan.

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp 
Plan and P&Z hardily 
disapproved. It is referenced 
in the West Village CPA in the 
Comp Plan.

3
Impact to skier parking. Impact to 
existing residents.

3

Bus depot being moved in 
transportation master plan. 
Pushback would likely still 
occur because of density of 
buildings around it.

3

Town doesn't own yet. 
Currently serves as green 
space for recreation - needed 
in the area. Pushback would 
likely still occur because of 
density of buildings around it.

3

Daly Ln Redevelopment 
(Snowmass Inn) and the 
Mountain Chalet were bought 
as a package deal.
Slope-side housing is a 
premium and would be better 
as free market.

3
Heavy density around this site 
and likely pushback from 
existing residents.

3
Wildlife conservation issues throughout 
Mountain View.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as future 
expansion.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as Open Space in 
PUD.

5
Has been discussed for 
housing for many years.

3
Very prominent location and 
might get pushback.

1

Town doesn't currently own 
the sites.
Current ownership (Related) is 
trying to give/get-rid-of the 
parcels to the Town in lieu of 
what is owed.

1
Highly visible and would go 
against many of Snowmass' 
development principles.

1

Being rezoned to Open Space 
(verify)
Town has historically not 
succeeded in buying land 
from Horse Ranch.

3

Currently owned by 
Snowmass Chapel. Might 
have less pushback because 
there are no nieghbors but 
wildlife issues abound.

5
probably little pushback because of 
existing uses

1
County might not be receptive. 
Likely a political quagmire for 
many reasons.

Replacement Impact/Cost 3
Company and kennels would 
need to relocate.
Basic demolition required.

3

If parking lot is developed 
while Krabloonik remains, 
parking will need to be located 
elsewhere.

5
Parking would be lost (impact 
to community) but is not 
prohibitive

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in redevelopment

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in 
redevelopment

1

Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces (48 spaces in Lot 
1, ~15 spaces in Carriage Way) in 
redevelopment. 12 units must be 
accounted for elsewhere.

5

Bus terminal is already being 
relocated under transportation 
master plan. Some demolition 
costs but not prohibitive.

5
Basic demolition, nothing 
requires replacement

1

39 rooms currently used as 
year-round, free-market 
employee housing through 
private owner. Current 
employee housing would need 
to be accounted for 
elsewhere.

3
Constructuion would require 
demolition and/or obstruction of 
current parking lot/access.

5
No replacement required. Loss of yard 
space for existing units. Potential loss of 
bus pull off if accessed from that point.

3 Ditch replacement/rerouting. 5 No replacement required 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 1
Would need to replace or 
account for the debris field

5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 3 Loss and/or impact to existing parking. 5 No replacement required.

 26.5 26.5 28.8 38.2 37.5 35.5 37.3 37.1 33.1 31.9 29.2 29.0 27.1 35.2 34.2 29.1 30.7 30.3 22.7 31.2 17.2

Wildcat RanchLower Mountain View Upper Mountain View Mountain View Draw Owl Creek ROW Rodeo Place Extension

273303401015

Daly Ln Bus Terminal Daly Ln Infill Hidden Valley Public Works HousingKrabloonik Kennels Krabloonik Parking Lot Divide Trail Parking Lot Carriage Way & Lot 1Lower Parking LotsUpper Parking Lots

273302424001 and a part of 273302400851273302302815

Town Hall Point

6 18

Portion of 264331105002

11

Lower portions of 273302418751 and 273302106756

12

273302106752

13

273302106851

10

273301345800 and part of 273302422751

16

Creekside Infill Upper WoodbridgeTown Hall Draw

Not a parcel, at 39.215063, -106.927458

3

273303401853 273302400851 minus Lot 1

4

Part of 273302400851

5 9

273302400007

7

273302423852

8

Daly Ln Redevelopment

Sites
20

Portion of 273506100852

21

264307110852 and 264307210853

19

Portion of 264331400801273302420001 273301113001 and 273301201006

14

273301201854 and 273301201855

15

273301200001

1 2 17

29.2 29.031.9 29.2 29.0

3.0 4.0 3.0

3
Heavy density around this site
and likely pushback from 
existing residents.

3
Wildlife conservation issues throughout 
Mountain View.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as future 
expansion.

3
Constructuion would require
demolition and/or obstruction of 
current parking lot/access.

5
No replacement required. Loss of yard
space for existing units. Potential loss of 
bus pull off if accessed from that point.

3 Ditch replacement/rerouting.

1.0 2.0 4.0

1
small with likely drainage on
eastern side

2 4
access to area of buildable 
slopes, though still fairly steep

3.7 2.3 3.7

5 None 5 None 5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not
cross or border site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone covers 
entire site.

5 None

5

No easements.
Existing grass reveg, nice
aesthetically but low in
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow ecology on the flats, 
riparian/dogwood ecology in gulley

1
No easements
Oak ecology, aspens on the 
plateau
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Suitability 
Category

Physiology

Slope

Drainage

Soils

Hazards

Utilities

Proximity

Existing Capacity

Services 
Proximity

Essential Daily Services

Emergency Services

Open Space Recreation

1.8 2.0 3.0

2

Site area = 739,000 SF
532,132 SF < 45% slope
=72% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 670,110 SF
448,315 SF > 30% slope
=67% of site
1580 SF contiguous area < 
30%

3

Site area = 42,588 SF
29,560 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
2050 SF contiguous area < 
30%

2

Signifigant drainage collection 
from surrounding hills. Man 
made channel down area of 
likely access.  Many natural 
drainage ways have

4
Drainage collection from 
surrounding hills.

5
No drainage conflicts shown 
on GIS

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam,
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam,
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

3

Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard. 
Existing bus stop retaining 
wall need to be avoided

4.0 4.0 4.5

3

Water  - main in adjacent 
parking lot                                 
Sewer - main 300' from parcel  
Electric-Main 80' from parcel

3
Water & Sewer - main 120' 
from parcel                             
Electric-Main 500' from parcel

4

Water - main goes through 
parcel                                      
Sewer -  in adjacent ROW 
Electric-feed to parcel

5 No capacity issues 5 No capacity issues 5 No capacity issues

3.7 4.7 4.7

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.1mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.7mi to Fire Station
0.8mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
0.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

4

0.0mi to Rim Trail South
0.0mi to Mountain View Trail
Both trails cross into site, 
actual distance to access trail 
depends on location of 
development.
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

Mountain View Trail crosses 
into site, would need a trail 
connector (0.0mi)
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

0.1mi to Mountain View Trail to
the west, would need a 
connector. 0.2mi from 
Mountain View to the east.
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Melton Ranch Trail

Mountain View Draw Town Hall Point

13

273302106851

Town Hall Draw

14

273301201854 and 273301201855

15

273301200001

Suitability Category

Physiology 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 3.8 3.3 2.8 3.0 2.0 1.8 2.0 3.0 2.3 3.5 3.8 3.0 2.5 1.5

Slope 5

Parcel area = 79,224 SF
42,605 SF < 10% slope
=54% of site
17,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 31,181 SF
17,741 SF < 10% slope
 =57% of site
5,700 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 21,228 SF
16,188 SF < 10% slope
=76% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 238,612 SF
162,140 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 170,419 SF
116,127 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5
Site area = 65,668 SF
32,655 SF < 10% slope
=50% of site
12,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 12,901 SF
10,167 SF < 10% slope
=79% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 10,493 SF
6,046 SF < 10% slope
=57% of site
3,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3

Site area = 39,090 SF
32,442 SF < 30% slope
=83% of site
1,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3
Site area = 32,739 SF
22,541 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
1,400 SF contiguous area < 10%

3
Site area = 57,397 SF
34,040 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
900 SF contiguous area < 10%

3

Site area = 99,353 SF
59,279 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5,075 SF contiguous area < 
30%

2

Site area = 739,000 SF
532,132 SF < 45% slope
=72% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 670,110 SF
448,315 SF > 30% slope
=67% of site
1580 SF contiguous area < 
30%

3

Site area = 42,588 SF
29,560 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
2050 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 371,535 SF
218,015 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
14,600 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 48,272 SF
27,443 SF < 30% slope
=57% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 64,839 SF
51,905 SF < 30% slope
=80% of site
7280 SF contiguous area < 
15%

3

Site area = 502,816 SF
300,805 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5278 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 25,667 SF
15,900 SF > 30% slope
=62% of site
750 SF contiguous area < 30%

1

Site area = 3,446,139 SF
2,670,988 SF > 30% slope
=77% of sit
1500 SF contiguous area < 
15%

Drainage 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 4
West Fork Brush Creek covers 
portion of site.

2
2 discharging culverts to 
drainage basin downhill

3 Existing natural drainage gulley 2 Irrigation ditch running on site 2

Signifigant drainage collection 
from surrounding hills. Man 
made channel down area of 
likely access.  Many natural 
drainage ways have

4
Drainage collection from 
surrounding hills.

5
No drainage conflicts shown 
on GIS

2

Significant drainage/debris 
field from surrounding hills. 
Natural drainage paths carving 
in.

4
Road drainage collection and 
inlet collecting runoff from 
sites above.

5 None 5 None 5 None 3

Brush Creek irrigation ditch 
follows NE site boundary and 
would require crossing in at 
least one location to access 
the site

Soils 1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 11) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Dollard-Rock 
outcrop, shale complex, 25 to 
65 percent slopes (Map Unit 
30) - Very limited site 
development rating

Hazards 5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

3

Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard. 
Existing bus stop retaining 
wall need to be avoided

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

1
Servere wildfire hazard; high 
debris/avalanch

Utilities 3.0 3.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 3.0 4.0 2.5 2.5 4.5 2.0

Proximity 2

Water - main 60' from parcel 
Sewer - main 500' from parcel 
and uphill, will need to be 
pumped, right now on septic     
Electric-Feed to parcel

3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 3 3 3
Water & Sewer - main 120' 
from parcel                             
Electric-Main 500' from parcel

4 3
Water & Sewer - main 100' 
from parcel                                 
Electric-Main 100' from parcel

3
Water & Sewer -Main 800' from 
parcel                             
Electric-Main 1200' from parcel

3 3

Water - main 600' from parcel 
Sewer - main 2000' from 
parcel Electric-substation 200' 
from parcel

4 3

Existing Capacity 4 No issues with water 4 No issues with water 5 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 3 5 2 2 5 1

Services Proximity 3.0 3.0 3.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.0 4.3 3.3 3.7 4.7 4.7 4.7 3.7 3.3 2.7 3.0 2.7

Essential Daily Services 2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3 0.9mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4 0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.1mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi walkable route via ped 
path to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2 2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 1
3.8mi to Woody Creek Post 
Office 
6.7mi to Roxy's 

Emergency Services 3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.6mi to Police Station
2.1mi to Fire Station
1.4mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.9mi to Police Station
1.3mi to Fire Station
0.2mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.6mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.5mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.3mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge 
to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.5mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge to 
Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.7mi to Fire Station
0.8mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
0.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi walkable route or 0.6mi 
drive to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
1.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
1.3mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
2.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.1mi to Police Station
1.5mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

2
2.5mi to Police Station
2.0mi to Fire Station
3.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.2mi to Police Station
1.4mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

8.5mi to Basalt Police Stn, 
9.2mi to TOSV Police Stn
0.5mi to Fire Station
9.6mi to Snowmass Clinic
9.7mi to Aspen Valley Hosp

Open Space Recreation 4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.0mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.1mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.2mi to Nature Trail

4

0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

3
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.3mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South

4
0.1mi to Mountain View Trail
0.2mi to Rim Trail South
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

3
0.2mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

0.0mi to Rim Trail South
0.0mi to Mountain View Trail
Both trails cross into site, 
actual distance to access trail 
depends on location of 
development.
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

Mountain View Trail crosses 
into site, would need a trail 
connector (0.0mi)
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

0.1mi to Mountain View Trail to 
the west, would need a 
connector. 0.2mi from 
Mountain View to the east.
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

Proposed Rim Trail Bail Out 
crosses through site (0.0mi) 
Could be 1 way only?
0.0mi to Melton Ranch Trail
0.2mi to May Fly Trail
0.2mi Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.1mi to Golf Course
0.1mi to Cathy Robinson Park
0.1mi to Village Way Trail

5

0.0mi to Horse Ranch Trail
0.0mi to Town Park, 
Playground and path network
0.2mi to Upper North Mesa 
Trail & Open Space (incl 
Seven Star Trail)

4

0.25mi to Highline, Lowline, 
Viewline, Ditchline, Deadline 
Trails
Surrounded by the Hidden 
Valley Open Space (not 
passive though)

4

0.0mi to Lowline Trail (Connects to 
Highline/Deadline Trails)
0.2mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.2mi to Tom Blake Trail

2

0.3mi to Aspen Village OS
0.5mi+ to Aspen Village/Hwy 
82 Trail connecting to Rio 
Grande Trail
0.1mi to Snowmass Divide 
Ditch Rd (Road, walkable, but 
not a designated trail)

Vehicular Access 4.0 4.5 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 4.5 5.0 2.5 2.5 1.5 3.5 4.5 2.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 5.0 1.0

Existing Infrastructure to buildable area 4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~350lf of 
paving required.

4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~275lf of 
paving required.

5
Existing road access via Pinon 
Dr. Paved road into site exists.

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved roads into each terrace 
exist. 

5
Existing road access via 
Carriage Way. Paved roads 
into each terrace exist. 

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved road into site exist. 

5
Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Paved road into site exits 
for bus terminal.

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln runs along one side of 
parcel (and buildable area). 
No road into site but might 
only require garage parking 
(therefore no road needed)

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Small paved spur enters 
parcel for exterior parking and 
access but is in bad condition.

5
Site is bisected by Brush Creek 
Ln. Lots of existing parking 
exists.

3

Most likely access from existing Deerfield 
Dr parking lot. Pedestrian access protrudes 
across slope and between buildings to 
gain lower access. Likelihood of building a 
spur off of Brush Creek Rd ?

3

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (west arm). New 
road required either from cul-
de-sac (~50lf) or from "Y" 
(~70lf).

2

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (east arm), access 
drive would be where exiting 
man-made drainage channel 
is.
Could access from lower 
Deerfield Dr to the west 
around the back of the existing 
condo.
Access to site would require at 
least 120ft of new paved road.

3

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall. 
Terminated C&G road exists 
ready for expansion (<100lf).

4

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall.  
Adjacent to site's north 
perimeter and already has 
parking in the likely 
development parking spot.

2

Existing road access via 
Upper Woodbridge Rd. 
Access to site would require at 
least 280ft of new road. 
Possible access via path on 
upper side of existing condos 
(Road  on east side of existing 
condos, pedestrian via stairs 
on SW side of exisitng 
condos.)

3
Existing road access via Owl 
Creek Rd. Estimated ~50lf of 
new paved road required.

3
Existing road access via Horse 
Ranch Dr. Estimated ~80lf of 
new paved road required.

3

Existing road access via 
Highline Rd. Existing gravel 
road accesses whole site. 
Estimated 1,000 lf of new 
paving required.
Would paving be required or 
would TOSV consider a gravel 
drive to this remote site?

5
Existing spur and parking exists 
accessing Public Works. Not likely new 
road would be required.

1

Access would likely have to be 
through Aspen Village 
Subdivision with an additional 
constructed road through 
Subdivision property or 
Watson Divide Ranch 
property. Could come of the 
cul-de-sac at the park and 
switchback to the E/SE

Slope 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 2 1 4 5 3 4 4 4 5 1

Alternative 
Transportation Proximity 

1.0 1.0 2.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 5.0 3.0 4.0 2.0

Distance to Walkways/Bikeways 1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

2

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.7mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way 
to attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5

300ft to Brush Creek Trail 
(paved). Must walk through 
parking lot to access.
0.2mi to Carriage Way attached 
sidewalk. Must walk through 3 
parking lots and across Carriage 
Way to access.

3

Walk on local paved roads to crossalk, 
cross Brush Creek, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads to bridge 
accessing Carriage Way lots, 0.3mi to 
bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads to 
crossalk, cross Brush Creek, 
walk along Brush Creek 
sholder, on side roads to 
bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads 
down to Brush Creek, 
crosswalk, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads 
to bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

5

Walk along Town Hall access 
road to attached sidewalk 
towards Brush Creek (475ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (600ft)

5

Adjacent to attached 
sidewalks towards Brush 
Creek (<150ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5

Adjacent to paved Melton 
Ranch trail connecting to 
bridge over Brush Creek and 
Brush Creek Trail (<50ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5
Adjacent to paved Owl Creek 
Trail (<50ft)

5

Adjacent to Horse Ranch trail 
(asphalt), connects across 
Town Park (via walkways), 
under underpass, to Brush 
Creek trail (<50ft to access 
paved network)

3

Walk down Hidden Valley Rd 
(gravel, could be paved in 
future), walk along shoulder of 
Highline Rd, cross at 
dangerous crosswalk, reach 
Brush Creek Trail at 
roundabout (0.3mi to get 
there).

4

Walk through paved Public Works 
parking lot, down spur road, along Owl 
Creek road shoulder, cross Owl Creek 
Rd without crosswalk, walk down Pine 
Crest Dr to Owl Creek Trail (paved) 
(800ft)

2

Walk down whatever access 
road is built w/ development, 
through Aspen Village 
neighborhood roads, to Aspen 
Village/Hwy 82 Trail (paved) 
(0.5+mi).

Distance to Bus Stops 1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

2
0.8mi to op of Village bus stop
1.0mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Top of Village bus stop
0.1mi to #5/Elbert Lane bus stope
0.2mi to Mall Transit Station
0.2mi to existing Mall-Village Shuttle

5

0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus 
stop
0.1mi to Mall-Village Shuttle
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus stop
0.1mi to Lichenhearth bus stop
0.2 to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5

0.2mi to Mountain View & Dirt 
Circle bus stops (by walking in 
parking/local road and avoiding 
Brush Creek Rd.
0.3mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter

5

0.0mi to Dirt circle bus stop (would need 
connector)
0.1mi to Mountain View Bus Shelter (via 
local roads)

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Stop
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Conoco bus stop (via 
sidewalks)
0.2mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)
0.1mi to Upper/Lower 
Snowmass Center bus stops

5

Adjacent to Conoco bus stop
0.1mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)

5
0.1mi to Upper Woodbridge 2 
bus stop

4

0.2mi to UH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via walkways and 
crosswalk)
0.3mi to DH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via paved path around 
Cathy Robinson Park and 
attached sidwalks) 

5 0.1mi to Town Park Station 3 0.5mi to Town Park Station 4
0.5mi to Two Creek Portal stop
0.5mi to Fairway Drive stop

2

0.7mi to RFTA Local UV - 
Aspen Village Stop
0.75mi to RFTA Local DV - 
Aspen Village Stop

Density Potential 1.5 1.5 1.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 5.0 4.5 3.0 2.5 2.5 2.5 4.0 3.5 4.0 2.5 2.5 1.0 2.5 1.0

Current Landuse & Zoning 2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Commercial [need to 
confirm in the PUD]

2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: OS/Cons

1
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Public

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4

Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities 
[have to verify via SPA-1 
language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area

5
Zoning: MF
LU: Village Core Area

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU:Village Core Area

3
Zoning: PUD
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU: Publically Owned OS

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:  Publically Owned OS

4
Zoning: SPA-1 
LU: Community Facilities

3
Zoning: CC-PUD
LU: Community Facilities

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: n/a
LU: n/a

2
Zoning: CON
LU: Residential

1
Zoning: CON
LU: Private OS

4
Zoning: PUB
LU: Community Facility

1
Zoning: Wildcat PUD
LU: Not Shown

Surrounding Parcel & Comprehensive Plan 
Compatibility

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area [not 
zoned for med./high density]

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, OS, MU-2, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area + Village 
Core Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU, SPA-1, CC
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU, CC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
PUD, MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also MF-PUD, 
OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MF, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
MF, PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CON, OS, REC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
OS, PUB
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

1
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

Ecological Constraints & 
Protection

5.0 5.0 5.0 4.3 3.7 3.7 5.0 5.0 3.0 3.7 2.3 3.7 3.7 3.0 3.0 3.7 5.0 3.7 2.0 3.7 3.0

Wildlife Sensative Areas 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Surrounded by Ecologically 
sensitive areas.

5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5 None 5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Ecologically sensitive area 
borders Site to the N and S.

5 None 5

Near North Mesa wildlife 
closure but does not cross or 
border site. 
Near Elk Severe Winter Range, 
Elk Winter Concentration Area, 
Elk Winter Range.
Near Mule Deer Winter Range.

1

Elk Winter Range & Elk Winter 
Concentration Area covers 
site.
Site borders Sky Mountain 
Park wildlife closure but does 
not cross into site.

3

Contains portion of Elk Winter Range
Borders on Elk Winter Concentration 
Area, Severe Winter Range, Migration 
Corridors, and road crossings.
Borders on Mule Deer Migration 
Corridor.
Near Sky Mountain Park & Burnt 
Mountain North wildlife closure areas 
but does not cross into site. 
Ecologically sensitive area borders Site 
to the W and NE.

-
No closures. Wildlife 
assessment maps in comp 
plan do not extend to this Site.

Wetlands & Creek Buffers 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers portion of Site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

1

1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.
Flood Hazard Zone covers small 
NW sliver of Site.

5 None 5 None 1
200ft West Fork Brush Creek 
buffer (arbitrary buffer) covers 
majority of site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone covers 
entire site.

5 None 5 None on site. 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers small portion of 
Site

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

5 None 5 None 5 None 4
None on site. 1000ft Brush 
Creek Impact Zone does cover 
site's access however

5 None 5 None

Existing Habitat to be Preserved 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
No easements
West Fork Brush Creek 
riparian ecology

5

No easements. 
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow ecology on the flats, 
riparian/dogwood ecology in gulley

1
No easements
Oak ecology, aspens on the 
plateau

1
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology

1
No easements
Oak/sagebrush ecology

3
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology on west 
side

1

No easements
Sage/serviceberry meadow 
ecology, aspen forest up 
higher. Highest is oak ecology

5

No easements
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow/Oak ecology

1
No easements
Sage/Oak/Juniper ecology

3
No easements 
Planted reveg/trees. Not original 
ecology but is serving some habitat.

1
No easements
Oak/Juniper/sage ecology

Buildable Area 3.0 2.0 1.0 5.0 5.0 3.0 1.0 1.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 1.0 3.0 1.0 2.0 1.0

Size of Suitable Area 3 2 1 5 flat and highly buildable 5 flat and highly buildable 3 flat and highly buildable 1 flat but small site 1 flat but small site 2 flat but small site 1
small with likely drainage on 
eastern side

2 4
access to area of buildable 
slopes, though still fairly steep

2 very steep slopes 4

Large buildable area but need 
to know if there is geo hazards 
in the swale area that will 
affect buildable area.

2 3 1 3 1 2 1

Community Impact 2.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 4.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 1.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 3.0

Neighbor strife, council hesitancy, existing 
structures/businesses/uses, visual/contextual 

continuity, visual impact
1 99yr lease 1 99yr lease 1

Politics to consider… The 
Divide HOA would likely have 
serious issues with housing 
here as would the general 
public (esp. trail uses).

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp Plan 
and P&Z hardily disapproved. It is 
referenced in the West Village CPA 
in the Comp Plan.

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp 
Plan and P&Z hardily 
disapproved. It is referenced 
in the West Village CPA in the 
Comp Plan.

3
Impact to skier parking. Impact to 
existing residents.

3

Bus depot being moved in 
transportation master plan. 
Pushback would likely still 
occur because of density of 
buildings around it.

3

Town doesn't own yet. 
Currently serves as green 
space for recreation - needed 
in the area. Pushback would 
likely still occur because of 
density of buildings around it.

3

Daly Ln Redevelopment 
(Snowmass Inn) and the 
Mountain Chalet were bought 
as a package deal.
Slope-side housing is a 
premium and would be better 
as free market.

3
Heavy density around this site 
and likely pushback from 
existing residents.

3
Wildlife conservation issues throughout 
Mountain View.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as future 
expansion.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as Open Space in 
PUD.

5
Has been discussed for 
housing for many years.

3
Very prominent location and 
might get pushback.

1

Town doesn't currently own 
the sites.
Current ownership (Related) is 
trying to give/get-rid-of the 
parcels to the Town in lieu of 
what is owed.

1
Highly visible and would go 
against many of Snowmass' 
development principles.

1

Being rezoned to Open Space 
(verify)
Town has historically not 
succeeded in buying land 
from Horse Ranch.

3

Currently owned by 
Snowmass Chapel. Might 
have less pushback because 
there are no nieghbors but 
wildlife issues abound.

5
probably little pushback because of 
existing uses

1
County might not be receptive. 
Likely a political quagmire for 
many reasons.

Replacement Impact/Cost 3
Company and kennels would 
need to relocate.
Basic demolition required.

3

If parking lot is developed 
while Krabloonik remains, 
parking will need to be located 
elsewhere.

5
Parking would be lost (impact 
to community) but is not 
prohibitive

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in redevelopment

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in 
redevelopment

1

Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces (48 spaces in Lot 
1, ~15 spaces in Carriage Way) in 
redevelopment. 12 units must be 
accounted for elsewhere.

5

Bus terminal is already being 
relocated under transportation 
master plan. Some demolition 
costs but not prohibitive.

5
Basic demolition, nothing 
requires replacement

1

39 rooms currently used as 
year-round, free-market 
employee housing through 
private owner. Current 
employee housing would need 
to be accounted for 
elsewhere.

3
Constructuion would require 
demolition and/or obstruction of 
current parking lot/access.

5
No replacement required. Loss of yard 
space for existing units. Potential loss of 
bus pull off if accessed from that point.

3 Ditch replacement/rerouting. 5 No replacement required 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 1
Would need to replace or 
account for the debris field

5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 3 Loss and/or impact to existing parking. 5 No replacement required.

 26.5 26.5 28.8 38.2 37.5 35.5 37.3 37.1 33.1 31.9 29.2 29.0 27.1 35.2 34.2 29.1 30.7 30.3 22.7 31.2 17.2
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273302424001 and a part of 273302400851273302302815

Town Hall Point

6 18

Portion of 264331105002

11

Lower portions of 273302418751 and 273302106756

12

273302106752

13

273302106851

10

273301345800 and part of 273302422751

16

Creekside Infill Upper WoodbridgeTown Hall Draw

Not a parcel, at 39.215063, -106.927458

3

273303401853 273302400851 minus Lot 1

4

Part of 273302400851

5 9

273302400007

7

273302423852

8

Daly Ln Redevelopment

Sites
20

Portion of 273506100852

21

264307110852 and 264307210853

19

Portion of 264331400801273302420001 273301113001 and 273301201006

14

273301201854 and 273301201855

15

273301200001

1 2 17

3.7 4.74.7 4.7

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.1mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.7mi to Fire Station
0.8mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
0.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

4

0.0mi to Rim Trail South
0.0mi to Mountain View Trail
Both trails cross into site, 
actual distance to access trail 
depends on location of 
development.

4

Mountain View Trail crosses 
into site, would need a trail 
connector (0.0mi)
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

0.1mi to Mountain View Trail to 
the west, would need a 
connector. 0.2mi from 
Mountain View to the east.
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0 1mi to Melton Ranch Trail

1.81.8 2.0 3.0

2

Site area = 739,000 SF
532,132 SF < 45% slope
=72% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 670,110 SF
448,315 SF > 30% slope
=67% of site
1580 SF contiguous area < 
30%

3

Site area = 42,588 SF
29,560 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
2050 SF contiguous area < 
30%

2

Signifigant drainage collection 
from surrounding hills. Man
made channel down area of 
likely access.  Many natural 
drainage ways have

4
Drainage collection from 
surrounding hills.

5
No drainage conflicts shown
on GIS

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam,
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam,
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

3

Standard TOSV wildfire
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard. 
Existing bus stop retaining
wall need to be avoided

4.04.0 4.0 4.5

3 3
Water & Sewer - main 120' 
from parcel                             
Electric-Main 500' from parcel

4

5 5 5

Mountain View Draw Town Hall Point

13

273302106851

Town Hall Draw

14

273301201854 and 273301201855

15

273301200001
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Suitability 
Category

Vehicular 
Access

Existing Infrastructure to
buildable area

Slope

Alternative 
Transportation 
Proximity 

Distance to
Walkways/Bikeways

Distance to Bus Stops

Density 
Potential

Current Landuse & Zoning

Surrounding Parcel &
Comprehensive Plan

Compatibility

Mountain View Draw Town Hall Point

13

273302106851

Town Hall Draw

14

273301201854 and 273301201855

15

273301200001

1.5 3.5 4.5

2

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (east arm), access 
drive would be where exiting 
man-made drainage channel 
is.
Could access from lower 
Deerfield Dr to the west 
around the back of the 
existing condo.
Access to site would require at
least 120ft of new paved road.

3

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall. 
Terminated C&G road exists 
ready for expansion (<100lf).

4

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall.  
Adjacent to site's north 
perimeter and already has 
parking in the likely 
development parking spot.

1 4 5

4.0 5.0 5.0

3

Walk on local paved roads 
down to Brush Creek, 
crosswalk, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads 
to bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

5

Walk along Town Hall access 
road to attached sidewalk 
towards Brush Creek (475ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (600ft)

5

Adjacent to attached 
sidewalks towards Brush 
Creek (<150ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Stop
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Conoco bus stop (via 
sidewalks)
0.2mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)
0.1mi to Upper/Lower 
Snowmass Center bus stops

5

Adjacent to Conoco bus stop
0.1mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)

2.5 4.0 3.5

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:  Publically Owned OS

4
Zoning: SPA-1 
LU: Community Facilities

3
Zoning: CC-PUD
LU: Community Facilities

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

Suitability Category

Physiology 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 3.8 3.3 2.8 3.0 2.0 1.8 2.0 3.0 2.3 3.5 3.8 3.0 2.5 1.5

Slope 5

Parcel area = 79,224 SF
42,605 SF < 10% slope
=54% of site
17,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 31,181 SF
17,741 SF < 10% slope
 =57% of site
5,700 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 21,228 SF
16,188 SF < 10% slope
=76% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 238,612 SF
162,140 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 170,419 SF
116,127 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5
Site area = 65,668 SF
32,655 SF < 10% slope
=50% of site
12,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 12,901 SF
10,167 SF < 10% slope
=79% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 10,493 SF
6,046 SF < 10% slope
=57% of site
3,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3

Site area = 39,090 SF
32,442 SF < 30% slope
=83% of site
1,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3
Site area = 32,739 SF
22,541 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
1,400 SF contiguous area < 10%

3
Site area = 57,397 SF
34,040 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
900 SF contiguous area < 10%

3

Site area = 99,353 SF
59,279 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5,075 SF contiguous area < 
30%

2

Site area = 739,000 SF
532,132 SF < 45% slope
=72% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 670,110 SF
448,315 SF > 30% slope
=67% of site
1580 SF contiguous area < 
30%

3

Site area = 42,588 SF
29,560 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
2050 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 371,535 SF
218,015 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
14,600 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 48,272 SF
27,443 SF < 30% slope
=57% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 64,839 SF
51,905 SF < 30% slope
=80% of site
7280 SF contiguous area < 
15%

3

Site area = 502,816 SF
300,805 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5278 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 25,667 SF
15,900 SF > 30% slope
=62% of site
750 SF contiguous area < 30%

1

Site area = 3,446,139 SF
2,670,988 SF > 30% slope
=77% of sit
1500 SF contiguous area < 
15%

Drainage 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 4
West Fork Brush Creek covers 
portion of site.

2
2 discharging culverts to 
drainage basin downhill

3 Existing natural drainage gulley 2 Irrigation ditch running on site 2

Signifigant drainage collection 
from surrounding hills. Man 
made channel down area of 
likely access.  Many natural 
drainage ways have

4
Drainage collection from 
surrounding hills.

5
No drainage conflicts shown 
on GIS

2

Significant drainage/debris 
field from surrounding hills. 
Natural drainage paths carving 
in.

4
Road drainage collection and 
inlet collecting runoff from 
sites above.

5 None 5 None 5 None 3

Brush Creek irrigation ditch 
follows NE site boundary and 
would require crossing in at 
least one location to access 
the site

Soils 1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 11) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Dollard-Rock 
outcrop, shale complex, 25 to 
65 percent slopes (Map Unit 
30) - Very limited site 
development rating

Hazards 5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

3

Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard. 
Existing bus stop retaining 
wall need to be avoided

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

1
Servere wildfire hazard; high 
debris/avalanch

Utilities 3.0 3.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 3.0 4.0 2.5 2.5 4.5 2.0

Proximity 2

Water - main 60' from parcel 
Sewer - main 500' from parcel 
and uphill, will need to be 
pumped, right now on septic     
Electric-Feed to parcel

3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 3 3 3
Water & Sewer - main 120' 
from parcel                             
Electric-Main 500' from parcel

4 3
Water & Sewer - main 100' 
from parcel                                 
Electric-Main 100' from parcel

3
Water & Sewer -Main 800' from 
parcel                             
Electric-Main 1200' from parcel

3 3

Water - main 600' from parcel 
Sewer - main 2000' from 
parcel Electric-substation 200' 
from parcel

4 3

Existing Capacity 4 No issues with water 4 No issues with water 5 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 3 5 2 2 5 1

Services Proximity 3.0 3.0 3.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.0 4.3 3.3 3.7 4.7 4.7 4.7 3.7 3.3 2.7 3.0 2.7

Essential Daily Services 2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3 0.9mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4 0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.1mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi walkable route via ped 
path to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2 2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 1
3.8mi to Woody Creek Post 
Office 
6.7mi to Roxy's 

Emergency Services 3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.6mi to Police Station
2.1mi to Fire Station
1.4mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.9mi to Police Station
1.3mi to Fire Station
0.2mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.6mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.5mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.3mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge 
to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.5mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge to 
Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.7mi to Fire Station
0.8mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
0.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi walkable route or 0.6mi 
drive to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
1.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
1.3mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
2.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.1mi to Police Station
1.5mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

2
2.5mi to Police Station
2.0mi to Fire Station
3.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.2mi to Police Station
1.4mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

8.5mi to Basalt Police Stn, 
9.2mi to TOSV Police Stn
0.5mi to Fire Station
9.6mi to Snowmass Clinic
9.7mi to Aspen Valley Hosp

Open Space Recreation 4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.0mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.1mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.2mi to Nature Trail

4

0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

3
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.3mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South

4
0.1mi to Mountain View Trail
0.2mi to Rim Trail South
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

3
0.2mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

0.0mi to Rim Trail South
0.0mi to Mountain View Trail
Both trails cross into site, 
actual distance to access trail 
depends on location of 
development.
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

Mountain View Trail crosses 
into site, would need a trail 
connector (0.0mi)
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

0.1mi to Mountain View Trail to 
the west, would need a 
connector. 0.2mi from 
Mountain View to the east.
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

Proposed Rim Trail Bail Out 
crosses through site (0.0mi) 
Could be 1 way only?
0.0mi to Melton Ranch Trail
0.2mi to May Fly Trail
0.2mi Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.1mi to Golf Course
0.1mi to Cathy Robinson Park
0.1mi to Village Way Trail

5

0.0mi to Horse Ranch Trail
0.0mi to Town Park, 
Playground and path network
0.2mi to Upper North Mesa 
Trail & Open Space (incl 
Seven Star Trail)

4

0.25mi to Highline, Lowline, 
Viewline, Ditchline, Deadline 
Trails
Surrounded by the Hidden 
Valley Open Space (not 
passive though)

4

0.0mi to Lowline Trail (Connects to 
Highline/Deadline Trails)
0.2mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.2mi to Tom Blake Trail

2

0.3mi to Aspen Village OS
0.5mi+ to Aspen Village/Hwy 
82 Trail connecting to Rio 
Grande Trail
0.1mi to Snowmass Divide 
Ditch Rd (Road, walkable, but 
not a designated trail)

Vehicular Access 4.0 4.5 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 4.5 5.0 2.5 2.5 1.5 3.5 4.5 2.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 5.0 1.0

Existing Infrastructure to buildable area 4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~350lf of 
paving required.

4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~275lf of 
paving required.

5
Existing road access via Pinon 
Dr. Paved road into site exists.

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved roads into each terrace 
exist. 

5
Existing road access via 
Carriage Way. Paved roads 
into each terrace exist. 

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved road into site exist. 

5
Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Paved road into site exits 
for bus terminal.

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln runs along one side of 
parcel (and buildable area). 
No road into site but might 
only require garage parking 
(therefore no road needed)

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Small paved spur enters 
parcel for exterior parking and 
access but is in bad condition.

5
Site is bisected by Brush Creek 
Ln. Lots of existing parking 
exists.

3

Most likely access from existing Deerfield 
Dr parking lot. Pedestrian access protrudes 
across slope and between buildings to 
gain lower access. Likelihood of building a 
spur off of Brush Creek Rd ?

3

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (west arm). New 
road required either from cul-
de-sac (~50lf) or from "Y" 
(~70lf).

2

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (east arm), access 
drive would be where exiting 
man-made drainage channel 
is.
Could access from lower 
Deerfield Dr to the west 
around the back of the existing 
condo.
Access to site would require at 
least 120ft of new paved road.

3

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall. 
Terminated C&G road exists 
ready for expansion (<100lf).

4

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall.  
Adjacent to site's north 
perimeter and already has 
parking in the likely 
development parking spot.

2

Existing road access via 
Upper Woodbridge Rd. 
Access to site would require at 
least 280ft of new road. 
Possible access via path on 
upper side of existing condos 
(Road  on east side of existing 
condos, pedestrian via stairs 
on SW side of exisitng 
condos.)

3
Existing road access via Owl 
Creek Rd. Estimated ~50lf of 
new paved road required.

3
Existing road access via Horse 
Ranch Dr. Estimated ~80lf of 
new paved road required.

3

Existing road access via 
Highline Rd. Existing gravel 
road accesses whole site. 
Estimated 1,000 lf of new 
paving required.
Would paving be required or 
would TOSV consider a gravel 
drive to this remote site?

5
Existing spur and parking exists 
accessing Public Works. Not likely new 
road would be required.

1

Access would likely have to be 
through Aspen Village 
Subdivision with an additional 
constructed road through 
Subdivision property or 
Watson Divide Ranch 
property. Could come of the 
cul-de-sac at the park and 
switchback to the E/SE

Slope 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 2 1 4 5 3 4 4 4 5 1

Alternative 
Transportation Proximity 

1.0 1.0 2.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 5.0 3.0 4.0 2.0

Distance to Walkways/Bikeways 1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

2

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.7mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way 
to attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5

300ft to Brush Creek Trail 
(paved). Must walk through 
parking lot to access.
0.2mi to Carriage Way attached 
sidewalk. Must walk through 3 
parking lots and across Carriage 
Way to access.

3

Walk on local paved roads to crossalk, 
cross Brush Creek, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads to bridge 
accessing Carriage Way lots, 0.3mi to 
bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads to 
crossalk, cross Brush Creek, 
walk along Brush Creek 
sholder, on side roads to 
bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads 
down to Brush Creek, 
crosswalk, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads 
to bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

5

Walk along Town Hall access 
road to attached sidewalk 
towards Brush Creek (475ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (600ft)

5

Adjacent to attached 
sidewalks towards Brush 
Creek (<150ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5

Adjacent to paved Melton 
Ranch trail connecting to 
bridge over Brush Creek and 
Brush Creek Trail (<50ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5
Adjacent to paved Owl Creek 
Trail (<50ft)

5

Adjacent to Horse Ranch trail 
(asphalt), connects across 
Town Park (via walkways), 
under underpass, to Brush 
Creek trail (<50ft to access 
paved network)

3

Walk down Hidden Valley Rd 
(gravel, could be paved in 
future), walk along shoulder of 
Highline Rd, cross at 
dangerous crosswalk, reach 
Brush Creek Trail at 
roundabout (0.3mi to get 
there).

4

Walk through paved Public Works 
parking lot, down spur road, along Owl 
Creek road shoulder, cross Owl Creek 
Rd without crosswalk, walk down Pine 
Crest Dr to Owl Creek Trail (paved) 
(800ft)

2

Walk down whatever access 
road is built w/ development, 
through Aspen Village 
neighborhood roads, to Aspen 
Village/Hwy 82 Trail (paved) 
(0.5+mi).

Distance to Bus Stops 1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

2
0.8mi to op of Village bus stop
1.0mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Top of Village bus stop
0.1mi to #5/Elbert Lane bus stope
0.2mi to Mall Transit Station
0.2mi to existing Mall-Village Shuttle

5

0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus 
stop
0.1mi to Mall-Village Shuttle
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus stop
0.1mi to Lichenhearth bus stop
0.2 to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5

0.2mi to Mountain View & Dirt 
Circle bus stops (by walking in 
parking/local road and avoiding 
Brush Creek Rd.
0.3mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter

5

0.0mi to Dirt circle bus stop (would need 
connector)
0.1mi to Mountain View Bus Shelter (via 
local roads)

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Stop
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Conoco bus stop (via 
sidewalks)
0.2mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)
0.1mi to Upper/Lower 
Snowmass Center bus stops

5

Adjacent to Conoco bus stop
0.1mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)

5
0.1mi to Upper Woodbridge 2 
bus stop

4

0.2mi to UH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via walkways and 
crosswalk)
0.3mi to DH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via paved path around 
Cathy Robinson Park and 
attached sidwalks) 

5 0.1mi to Town Park Station 3 0.5mi to Town Park Station 4
0.5mi to Two Creek Portal stop
0.5mi to Fairway Drive stop

2

0.7mi to RFTA Local UV - 
Aspen Village Stop
0.75mi to RFTA Local DV - 
Aspen Village Stop

Density Potential 1.5 1.5 1.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 5.0 4.5 3.0 2.5 2.5 2.5 4.0 3.5 4.0 2.5 2.5 1.0 2.5 1.0

Current Landuse & Zoning 2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Commercial [need to 
confirm in the PUD]

2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: OS/Cons

1
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Public

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4

Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities 
[have to verify via SPA-1 
language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area

5
Zoning: MF
LU: Village Core Area

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU:Village Core Area

3
Zoning: PUD
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU: Publically Owned OS

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:  Publically Owned OS

4
Zoning: SPA-1 
LU: Community Facilities

3
Zoning: CC-PUD
LU: Community Facilities

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: n/a
LU: n/a

2
Zoning: CON
LU: Residential

1
Zoning: CON
LU: Private OS

4
Zoning: PUB
LU: Community Facility

1
Zoning: Wildcat PUD
LU: Not Shown

Surrounding Parcel & Comprehensive Plan 
Compatibility

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area [not 
zoned for med./high density]

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, OS, MU-2, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area + Village 
Core Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU, SPA-1, CC
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU, CC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
PUD, MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also MF-PUD, 
OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MF, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
MF, PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CON, OS, REC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
OS, PUB
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

1
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

Ecological Constraints & 
Protection

5.0 5.0 5.0 4.3 3.7 3.7 5.0 5.0 3.0 3.7 2.3 3.7 3.7 3.0 3.0 3.7 5.0 3.7 2.0 3.7 3.0

Wildlife Sensative Areas 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Surrounded by Ecologically 
sensitive areas.

5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5 None 5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Ecologically sensitive area 
borders Site to the N and S.

5 None 5

Near North Mesa wildlife 
closure but does not cross or 
border site. 
Near Elk Severe Winter Range, 
Elk Winter Concentration Area, 
Elk Winter Range.
Near Mule Deer Winter Range.

1

Elk Winter Range & Elk Winter 
Concentration Area covers 
site.
Site borders Sky Mountain 
Park wildlife closure but does 
not cross into site.

3

Contains portion of Elk Winter Range
Borders on Elk Winter Concentration 
Area, Severe Winter Range, Migration 
Corridors, and road crossings.
Borders on Mule Deer Migration 
Corridor.
Near Sky Mountain Park & Burnt 
Mountain North wildlife closure areas 
but does not cross into site. 
Ecologically sensitive area borders Site 
to the W and NE.

-
No closures. Wildlife 
assessment maps in comp 
plan do not extend to this Site.

Wetlands & Creek Buffers 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers portion of Site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

1

1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.
Flood Hazard Zone covers small 
NW sliver of Site.

5 None 5 None 1
200ft West Fork Brush Creek 
buffer (arbitrary buffer) covers 
majority of site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone covers 
entire site.

5 None 5 None on site. 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers small portion of 
Site

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

5 None 5 None 5 None 4
None on site. 1000ft Brush 
Creek Impact Zone does cover 
site's access however

5 None 5 None

Existing Habitat to be Preserved 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
No easements
West Fork Brush Creek 
riparian ecology

5

No easements. 
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow ecology on the flats, 
riparian/dogwood ecology in gulley

1
No easements
Oak ecology, aspens on the 
plateau

1
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology

1
No easements
Oak/sagebrush ecology

3
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology on west 
side

1

No easements
Sage/serviceberry meadow 
ecology, aspen forest up 
higher. Highest is oak ecology

5

No easements
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow/Oak ecology

1
No easements
Sage/Oak/Juniper ecology

3
No easements 
Planted reveg/trees. Not original 
ecology but is serving some habitat.

1
No easements
Oak/Juniper/sage ecology

Buildable Area 3.0 2.0 1.0 5.0 5.0 3.0 1.0 1.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 1.0 3.0 1.0 2.0 1.0

Size of Suitable Area 3 2 1 5 flat and highly buildable 5 flat and highly buildable 3 flat and highly buildable 1 flat but small site 1 flat but small site 2 flat but small site 1
small with likely drainage on 
eastern side

2 4
access to area of buildable 
slopes, though still fairly steep

2 very steep slopes 4

Large buildable area but need 
to know if there is geo hazards 
in the swale area that will 
affect buildable area.

2 3 1 3 1 2 1

Community Impact 2.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 4.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 1.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 3.0

Neighbor strife, council hesitancy, existing 
structures/businesses/uses, visual/contextual 

continuity, visual impact
1 99yr lease 1 99yr lease 1

Politics to consider… The 
Divide HOA would likely have 
serious issues with housing 
here as would the general 
public (esp. trail uses).

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp Plan 
and P&Z hardily disapproved. It is 
referenced in the West Village CPA 
in the Comp Plan.

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp 
Plan and P&Z hardily 
disapproved. It is referenced 
in the West Village CPA in the 
Comp Plan.

3
Impact to skier parking. Impact to 
existing residents.

3

Bus depot being moved in 
transportation master plan. 
Pushback would likely still 
occur because of density of 
buildings around it.

3

Town doesn't own yet. 
Currently serves as green 
space for recreation - needed 
in the area. Pushback would 
likely still occur because of 
density of buildings around it.

3

Daly Ln Redevelopment 
(Snowmass Inn) and the 
Mountain Chalet were bought 
as a package deal.
Slope-side housing is a 
premium and would be better 
as free market.

3
Heavy density around this site 
and likely pushback from 
existing residents.

3
Wildlife conservation issues throughout 
Mountain View.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as future 
expansion.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as Open Space in 
PUD.

5
Has been discussed for 
housing for many years.

3
Very prominent location and 
might get pushback.

1

Town doesn't currently own 
the sites.
Current ownership (Related) is 
trying to give/get-rid-of the 
parcels to the Town in lieu of 
what is owed.

1
Highly visible and would go 
against many of Snowmass' 
development principles.

1

Being rezoned to Open Space 
(verify)
Town has historically not 
succeeded in buying land 
from Horse Ranch.

3

Currently owned by 
Snowmass Chapel. Might 
have less pushback because 
there are no nieghbors but 
wildlife issues abound.

5
probably little pushback because of 
existing uses

1
County might not be receptive. 
Likely a political quagmire for 
many reasons.

Replacement Impact/Cost 3
Company and kennels would 
need to relocate.
Basic demolition required.

3

If parking lot is developed 
while Krabloonik remains, 
parking will need to be located 
elsewhere.

5
Parking would be lost (impact 
to community) but is not 
prohibitive

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in redevelopment

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in 
redevelopment

1

Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces (48 spaces in Lot 
1, ~15 spaces in Carriage Way) in 
redevelopment. 12 units must be 
accounted for elsewhere.

5

Bus terminal is already being 
relocated under transportation 
master plan. Some demolition 
costs but not prohibitive.

5
Basic demolition, nothing 
requires replacement

1

39 rooms currently used as 
year-round, free-market 
employee housing through 
private owner. Current 
employee housing would need 
to be accounted for 
elsewhere.

3
Constructuion would require 
demolition and/or obstruction of 
current parking lot/access.

5
No replacement required. Loss of yard 
space for existing units. Potential loss of 
bus pull off if accessed from that point.

3 Ditch replacement/rerouting. 5 No replacement required 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 1
Would need to replace or 
account for the debris field

5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 3 Loss and/or impact to existing parking. 5 No replacement required.

 26.5 26.5 28.8 38.2 37.5 35.5 37.3 37.1 33.1 31.9 29.2 29.0 27.1 35.2 34.2 29.1 30.7 30.3 22.7 31.2 17.2

Wildcat RanchLower Mountain View Upper Mountain View Mountain View Draw Owl Creek ROW Rodeo Place Extension

273303401015

Daly Ln Bus Terminal Daly Ln Infill Hidden Valley Public Works HousingKrabloonik Kennels Krabloonik Parking Lot Divide Trail Parking Lot Carriage Way & Lot 1Lower Parking LotsUpper Parking Lots

273302424001 and a part of 273302400851273302302815

Town Hall Point

6 18

Portion of 264331105002

11

Lower portions of 273302418751 and 273302106756

12

273302106752

13

273302106851

10

273301345800 and part of 273302422751

16

Creekside Infill Upper WoodbridgeTown Hall Draw

Not a parcel, at 39.215063, -106.927458

3

273303401853 273302400851 minus Lot 1

4

Part of 273302400851

5 9

273302400007

7

273302423852

8

Daly Ln Redevelopment

Sites
20

Portion of 273506100852

21

264307110852 and 264307210853

19

Portion of 264331400801273302420001 273301113001 and 273301201006

14

273301201854 and 273301201855

15

273301200001

1 2 17

3.5

3
Zoning: CC-PUD
LU: Community Facilities

4.0

4
Zoning: SPA-1 
LU: Community Facilities

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 

2.5

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:  Publically Owned OS

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

Also SPA-1, CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4.0 5.05.0 5.0

3

Walk on local paved roads 
down to Brush Creek, 
crosswalk, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads
to bridge accessing Carriage
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

5

Walk along Town Hall access 
road to attached sidewalk 
towards Brush Creek (475ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (600ft)

5

Adjacent to attached 
sidewalks towards Brush 
Creek (<150ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Stop
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Conoco bus stop (via 
sidewalks)
0.2mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)
0.1mi to Upper/Lower 
Snowmass Center bus stops

5

Adjacent to Conoco bus stop
0.1mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)

1.5 3.5 4.5

2

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (east arm), access 
drive would be where exiting 
man-made drainage channel 
is.
Could access from lower 
Deerfield Dr to the west 
around the back of the existing 
condo.
Access to site would require at 
least 120ft of new paved road.

3

Existing road access via
driveway at Town Hall. 
Terminated C&G road exists 
ready for expansion (<100lf).

4

Existing road access via
driveway at Town Hall. 
Adjacent to site's north 
perimeter and already has 
parking in the likely
development parking spot.

1 4 5
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0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail
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Suitability 
Category

Ecological 
Constraints & 
Protection

Wildlife Sensative Areas

Wetlands & Creek Buffers

Existing Habitat to be
Preserved

Buildable Area

Size of Suitable Area

Community 
Impact

Neighbor strife, council
hesitancy, existing

structures/businesses/uses,
visual/contextual continuity,

visual impact

Replacement Impact/Cost

Mountain View Draw Town Hall Point

13

273302106851

Town Hall Draw

14

273301201854 and 273301201855

15

273301200001

3.7 3.0 3.0

5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Surrounded by Ecologically 
sensitive areas.

5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5 None

5 None on site. 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers small portion of 
Site

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

1
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology

1
No easements
Oak/sagebrush ecology

3
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology on west 
side

2.0 4.0 2.0

2 very steep slopes 4

Large buildable area but need 
to know if there is geo hazards 
in the swale area that will 
affect buildable area.

2

4.0 5.0 4.0

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as Open Space in 
PUD.

5
Has been discussed for 
housing for many years.

3
Very prominent location and 
might get pushback.

5 No replacement required 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required.

27.1 35.2 34.2

Suitability Category

Physiology 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 3.8 3.3 2.8 3.0 2.0 1.8 2.0 3.0 2.3 3.5 3.8 3.0 2.5 1.5

Slope 5

Parcel area = 79,224 SF
42,605 SF < 10% slope
=54% of site
17,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 31,181 SF
17,741 SF < 10% slope
 =57% of site
5,700 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 21,228 SF
16,188 SF < 10% slope
=76% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 238,612 SF
162,140 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 170,419 SF
116,127 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5
Site area = 65,668 SF
32,655 SF < 10% slope
=50% of site
12,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 12,901 SF
10,167 SF < 10% slope
=79% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 10,493 SF
6,046 SF < 10% slope
=57% of site
3,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3

Site area = 39,090 SF
32,442 SF < 30% slope
=83% of site
1,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3
Site area = 32,739 SF
22,541 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
1,400 SF contiguous area < 10%

3
Site area = 57,397 SF
34,040 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
900 SF contiguous area < 10%

3

Site area = 99,353 SF
59,279 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5,075 SF contiguous area < 
30%

2

Site area = 739,000 SF
532,132 SF < 45% slope
=72% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 670,110 SF
448,315 SF > 30% slope
=67% of site
1580 SF contiguous area < 
30%

3

Site area = 42,588 SF
29,560 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
2050 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 371,535 SF
218,015 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
14,600 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 48,272 SF
27,443 SF < 30% slope
=57% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 64,839 SF
51,905 SF < 30% slope
=80% of site
7280 SF contiguous area < 
15%

3

Site area = 502,816 SF
300,805 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5278 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 25,667 SF
15,900 SF > 30% slope
=62% of site
750 SF contiguous area < 30%

1

Site area = 3,446,139 SF
2,670,988 SF > 30% slope
=77% of sit
1500 SF contiguous area < 
15%

Drainage 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 4
West Fork Brush Creek covers 
portion of site.

2
2 discharging culverts to 
drainage basin downhill

3 Existing natural drainage gulley 2 Irrigation ditch running on site 2

Signifigant drainage collection 
from surrounding hills. Man 
made channel down area of 
likely access.  Many natural 
drainage ways have

4
Drainage collection from 
surrounding hills.

5
No drainage conflicts shown 
on GIS

2

Significant drainage/debris 
field from surrounding hills. 
Natural drainage paths carving 
in.

4
Road drainage collection and 
inlet collecting runoff from 
sites above.

5 None 5 None 5 None 3

Brush Creek irrigation ditch 
follows NE site boundary and 
would require crossing in at 
least one location to access 
the site

Soils 1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 11) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Dollard-Rock 
outcrop, shale complex, 25 to 
65 percent slopes (Map Unit 
30) - Very limited site 
development rating

Hazards 5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

3

Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard. 
Existing bus stop retaining 
wall need to be avoided

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

1
Servere wildfire hazard; high 
debris/avalanch

Utilities 3.0 3.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 3.0 4.0 2.5 2.5 4.5 2.0

Proximity 2

Water - main 60' from parcel 
Sewer - main 500' from parcel 
and uphill, will need to be 
pumped, right now on septic     
Electric-Feed to parcel

3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 3 3 3
Water & Sewer - main 120' 
from parcel                             
Electric-Main 500' from parcel

4 3
Water & Sewer - main 100' 
from parcel                                 
Electric-Main 100' from parcel

3
Water & Sewer -Main 800' from 
parcel                             
Electric-Main 1200' from parcel

3 3

Water - main 600' from parcel 
Sewer - main 2000' from 
parcel Electric-substation 200' 
from parcel

4 3

Existing Capacity 4 No issues with water 4 No issues with water 5 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 3 5 2 2 5 1

Services Proximity 3.0 3.0 3.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.0 4.3 3.3 3.7 4.7 4.7 4.7 3.7 3.3 2.7 3.0 2.7

Essential Daily Services 2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3 0.9mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4 0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.1mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi walkable route via ped 
path to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2 2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 1
3.8mi to Woody Creek Post 
Office 
6.7mi to Roxy's 

Emergency Services 3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.6mi to Police Station
2.1mi to Fire Station
1.4mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.9mi to Police Station
1.3mi to Fire Station
0.2mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.6mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.5mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.3mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge 
to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.5mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge to 
Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.7mi to Fire Station
0.8mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
0.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi walkable route or 0.6mi 
drive to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
1.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
1.3mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
2.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.1mi to Police Station
1.5mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

2
2.5mi to Police Station
2.0mi to Fire Station
3.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.2mi to Police Station
1.4mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

8.5mi to Basalt Police Stn, 
9.2mi to TOSV Police Stn
0.5mi to Fire Station
9.6mi to Snowmass Clinic
9.7mi to Aspen Valley Hosp

Open Space Recreation 4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.0mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.1mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.2mi to Nature Trail

4

0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

3
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.3mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South

4
0.1mi to Mountain View Trail
0.2mi to Rim Trail South
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

3
0.2mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

0.0mi to Rim Trail South
0.0mi to Mountain View Trail
Both trails cross into site, 
actual distance to access trail 
depends on location of 
development.
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

Mountain View Trail crosses 
into site, would need a trail 
connector (0.0mi)
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

0.1mi to Mountain View Trail to 
the west, would need a 
connector. 0.2mi from 
Mountain View to the east.
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

Proposed Rim Trail Bail Out 
crosses through site (0.0mi) 
Could be 1 way only?
0.0mi to Melton Ranch Trail
0.2mi to May Fly Trail
0.2mi Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.1mi to Golf Course
0.1mi to Cathy Robinson Park
0.1mi to Village Way Trail

5

0.0mi to Horse Ranch Trail
0.0mi to Town Park, 
Playground and path network
0.2mi to Upper North Mesa 
Trail & Open Space (incl 
Seven Star Trail)

4

0.25mi to Highline, Lowline, 
Viewline, Ditchline, Deadline 
Trails
Surrounded by the Hidden 
Valley Open Space (not 
passive though)

4

0.0mi to Lowline Trail (Connects to 
Highline/Deadline Trails)
0.2mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.2mi to Tom Blake Trail

2

0.3mi to Aspen Village OS
0.5mi+ to Aspen Village/Hwy 
82 Trail connecting to Rio 
Grande Trail
0.1mi to Snowmass Divide 
Ditch Rd (Road, walkable, but 
not a designated trail)

Vehicular Access 4.0 4.5 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 4.5 5.0 2.5 2.5 1.5 3.5 4.5 2.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 5.0 1.0

Existing Infrastructure to buildable area 4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~350lf of 
paving required.

4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~275lf of 
paving required.

5
Existing road access via Pinon 
Dr. Paved road into site exists.

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved roads into each terrace 
exist. 

5
Existing road access via 
Carriage Way. Paved roads 
into each terrace exist. 

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved road into site exist. 

5
Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Paved road into site exits 
for bus terminal.

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln runs along one side of 
parcel (and buildable area). 
No road into site but might 
only require garage parking 
(therefore no road needed)

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Small paved spur enters 
parcel for exterior parking and 
access but is in bad condition.

5
Site is bisected by Brush Creek 
Ln. Lots of existing parking 
exists.

3

Most likely access from existing Deerfield 
Dr parking lot. Pedestrian access protrudes 
across slope and between buildings to 
gain lower access. Likelihood of building a 
spur off of Brush Creek Rd ?

3

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (west arm). New 
road required either from cul-
de-sac (~50lf) or from "Y" 
(~70lf).

2

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (east arm), access 
drive would be where exiting 
man-made drainage channel 
is.
Could access from lower 
Deerfield Dr to the west 
around the back of the existing 
condo.
Access to site would require at 
least 120ft of new paved road.

3

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall. 
Terminated C&G road exists 
ready for expansion (<100lf).

4

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall.  
Adjacent to site's north 
perimeter and already has 
parking in the likely 
development parking spot.

2

Existing road access via 
Upper Woodbridge Rd. 
Access to site would require at 
least 280ft of new road. 
Possible access via path on 
upper side of existing condos 
(Road  on east side of existing 
condos, pedestrian via stairs 
on SW side of exisitng 
condos.)

3
Existing road access via Owl 
Creek Rd. Estimated ~50lf of 
new paved road required.

3
Existing road access via Horse 
Ranch Dr. Estimated ~80lf of 
new paved road required.

3

Existing road access via 
Highline Rd. Existing gravel 
road accesses whole site. 
Estimated 1,000 lf of new 
paving required.
Would paving be required or 
would TOSV consider a gravel 
drive to this remote site?

5
Existing spur and parking exists 
accessing Public Works. Not likely new 
road would be required.

1

Access would likely have to be 
through Aspen Village 
Subdivision with an additional 
constructed road through 
Subdivision property or 
Watson Divide Ranch 
property. Could come of the 
cul-de-sac at the park and 
switchback to the E/SE

Slope 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 2 1 4 5 3 4 4 4 5 1

Alternative 
Transportation Proximity 

1.0 1.0 2.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 5.0 3.0 4.0 2.0

Distance to Walkways/Bikeways 1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

2

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.7mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way 
to attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5

300ft to Brush Creek Trail 
(paved). Must walk through 
parking lot to access.
0.2mi to Carriage Way attached 
sidewalk. Must walk through 3 
parking lots and across Carriage 
Way to access.

3

Walk on local paved roads to crossalk, 
cross Brush Creek, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads to bridge 
accessing Carriage Way lots, 0.3mi to 
bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads to 
crossalk, cross Brush Creek, 
walk along Brush Creek 
sholder, on side roads to 
bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads 
down to Brush Creek, 
crosswalk, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads 
to bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

5

Walk along Town Hall access 
road to attached sidewalk 
towards Brush Creek (475ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (600ft)

5

Adjacent to attached 
sidewalks towards Brush 
Creek (<150ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5

Adjacent to paved Melton 
Ranch trail connecting to 
bridge over Brush Creek and 
Brush Creek Trail (<50ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5
Adjacent to paved Owl Creek 
Trail (<50ft)

5

Adjacent to Horse Ranch trail 
(asphalt), connects across 
Town Park (via walkways), 
under underpass, to Brush 
Creek trail (<50ft to access 
paved network)

3

Walk down Hidden Valley Rd 
(gravel, could be paved in 
future), walk along shoulder of 
Highline Rd, cross at 
dangerous crosswalk, reach 
Brush Creek Trail at 
roundabout (0.3mi to get 
there).

4

Walk through paved Public Works 
parking lot, down spur road, along Owl 
Creek road shoulder, cross Owl Creek 
Rd without crosswalk, walk down Pine 
Crest Dr to Owl Creek Trail (paved) 
(800ft)

2

Walk down whatever access 
road is built w/ development, 
through Aspen Village 
neighborhood roads, to Aspen 
Village/Hwy 82 Trail (paved) 
(0.5+mi).

Distance to Bus Stops 1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

2
0.8mi to op of Village bus stop
1.0mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Top of Village bus stop
0.1mi to #5/Elbert Lane bus stope
0.2mi to Mall Transit Station
0.2mi to existing Mall-Village Shuttle

5

0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus 
stop
0.1mi to Mall-Village Shuttle
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus stop
0.1mi to Lichenhearth bus stop
0.2 to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5

0.2mi to Mountain View & Dirt 
Circle bus stops (by walking in 
parking/local road and avoiding 
Brush Creek Rd.
0.3mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter

5

0.0mi to Dirt circle bus stop (would need 
connector)
0.1mi to Mountain View Bus Shelter (via 
local roads)

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Stop
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Conoco bus stop (via 
sidewalks)
0.2mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)
0.1mi to Upper/Lower 
Snowmass Center bus stops

5

Adjacent to Conoco bus stop
0.1mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)

5
0.1mi to Upper Woodbridge 2 
bus stop

4

0.2mi to UH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via walkways and 
crosswalk)
0.3mi to DH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via paved path around 
Cathy Robinson Park and 
attached sidwalks) 

5 0.1mi to Town Park Station 3 0.5mi to Town Park Station 4
0.5mi to Two Creek Portal stop
0.5mi to Fairway Drive stop

2

0.7mi to RFTA Local UV - 
Aspen Village Stop
0.75mi to RFTA Local DV - 
Aspen Village Stop

Density Potential 1.5 1.5 1.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 5.0 4.5 3.0 2.5 2.5 2.5 4.0 3.5 4.0 2.5 2.5 1.0 2.5 1.0

Current Landuse & Zoning 2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Commercial [need to 
confirm in the PUD]

2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: OS/Cons

1
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Public

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4

Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities 
[have to verify via SPA-1 
language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area

5
Zoning: MF
LU: Village Core Area

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU:Village Core Area

3
Zoning: PUD
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU: Publically Owned OS

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:  Publically Owned OS

4
Zoning: SPA-1 
LU: Community Facilities

3
Zoning: CC-PUD
LU: Community Facilities

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: n/a
LU: n/a

2
Zoning: CON
LU: Residential

1
Zoning: CON
LU: Private OS

4
Zoning: PUB
LU: Community Facility

1
Zoning: Wildcat PUD
LU: Not Shown

Surrounding Parcel & Comprehensive Plan 
Compatibility

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area [not 
zoned for med./high density]

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, OS, MU-2, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area + Village 
Core Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU, SPA-1, CC
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU, CC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
PUD, MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also MF-PUD, 
OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MF, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
MF, PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CON, OS, REC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
OS, PUB
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

1
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

Ecological Constraints & 
Protection

5.0 5.0 5.0 4.3 3.7 3.7 5.0 5.0 3.0 3.7 2.3 3.7 3.7 3.0 3.0 3.7 5.0 3.7 2.0 3.7 3.0

Wildlife Sensative Areas 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Surrounded by Ecologically 
sensitive areas.

5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5 None 5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Ecologically sensitive area 
borders Site to the N and S.

5 None 5

Near North Mesa wildlife 
closure but does not cross or 
border site. 
Near Elk Severe Winter Range, 
Elk Winter Concentration Area, 
Elk Winter Range.
Near Mule Deer Winter Range.

1

Elk Winter Range & Elk Winter 
Concentration Area covers 
site.
Site borders Sky Mountain 
Park wildlife closure but does 
not cross into site.

3

Contains portion of Elk Winter Range
Borders on Elk Winter Concentration 
Area, Severe Winter Range, Migration 
Corridors, and road crossings.
Borders on Mule Deer Migration 
Corridor.
Near Sky Mountain Park & Burnt 
Mountain North wildlife closure areas 
but does not cross into site. 
Ecologically sensitive area borders Site 
to the W and NE.

-
No closures. Wildlife 
assessment maps in comp 
plan do not extend to this Site.

Wetlands & Creek Buffers 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers portion of Site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

1

1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.
Flood Hazard Zone covers small 
NW sliver of Site.

5 None 5 None 1
200ft West Fork Brush Creek 
buffer (arbitrary buffer) covers 
majority of site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone covers 
entire site.

5 None 5 None on site. 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers small portion of 
Site

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

5 None 5 None 5 None 4
None on site. 1000ft Brush 
Creek Impact Zone does cover 
site's access however

5 None 5 None

Existing Habitat to be Preserved 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
No easements
West Fork Brush Creek 
riparian ecology

5

No easements. 
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow ecology on the flats, 
riparian/dogwood ecology in gulley

1
No easements
Oak ecology, aspens on the 
plateau

1
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology

1
No easements
Oak/sagebrush ecology

3
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology on west 
side

1

No easements
Sage/serviceberry meadow 
ecology, aspen forest up 
higher. Highest is oak ecology

5

No easements
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow/Oak ecology

1
No easements
Sage/Oak/Juniper ecology

3
No easements 
Planted reveg/trees. Not original 
ecology but is serving some habitat.

1
No easements
Oak/Juniper/sage ecology

Buildable Area 3.0 2.0 1.0 5.0 5.0 3.0 1.0 1.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 1.0 3.0 1.0 2.0 1.0

Size of Suitable Area 3 2 1 5 flat and highly buildable 5 flat and highly buildable 3 flat and highly buildable 1 flat but small site 1 flat but small site 2 flat but small site 1
small with likely drainage on 
eastern side

2 4
access to area of buildable 
slopes, though still fairly steep

2 very steep slopes 4

Large buildable area but need 
to know if there is geo hazards 
in the swale area that will 
affect buildable area.

2 3 1 3 1 2 1

Community Impact 2.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 4.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 1.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 3.0

Neighbor strife, council hesitancy, existing 
structures/businesses/uses, visual/contextual 

continuity, visual impact
1 99yr lease 1 99yr lease 1

Politics to consider… The 
Divide HOA would likely have 
serious issues with housing 
here as would the general 
public (esp. trail uses).

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp Plan 
and P&Z hardily disapproved. It is 
referenced in the West Village CPA 
in the Comp Plan.

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp 
Plan and P&Z hardily 
disapproved. It is referenced 
in the West Village CPA in the 
Comp Plan.

3
Impact to skier parking. Impact to 
existing residents.

3

Bus depot being moved in 
transportation master plan. 
Pushback would likely still 
occur because of density of 
buildings around it.

3

Town doesn't own yet. 
Currently serves as green 
space for recreation - needed 
in the area. Pushback would 
likely still occur because of 
density of buildings around it.

3

Daly Ln Redevelopment 
(Snowmass Inn) and the 
Mountain Chalet were bought 
as a package deal.
Slope-side housing is a 
premium and would be better 
as free market.

3
Heavy density around this site 
and likely pushback from 
existing residents.

3
Wildlife conservation issues throughout 
Mountain View.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as future 
expansion.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as Open Space in 
PUD.

5
Has been discussed for 
housing for many years.

3
Very prominent location and 
might get pushback.

1

Town doesn't currently own 
the sites.
Current ownership (Related) is 
trying to give/get-rid-of the 
parcels to the Town in lieu of 
what is owed.

1
Highly visible and would go 
against many of Snowmass' 
development principles.

1

Being rezoned to Open Space 
(verify)
Town has historically not 
succeeded in buying land 
from Horse Ranch.

3

Currently owned by 
Snowmass Chapel. Might 
have less pushback because 
there are no nieghbors but 
wildlife issues abound.

5
probably little pushback because of 
existing uses

1
County might not be receptive. 
Likely a political quagmire for 
many reasons.

Replacement Impact/Cost 3
Company and kennels would 
need to relocate.
Basic demolition required.

3

If parking lot is developed 
while Krabloonik remains, 
parking will need to be located 
elsewhere.

5
Parking would be lost (impact 
to community) but is not 
prohibitive

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in redevelopment

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in 
redevelopment

1

Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces (48 spaces in Lot 
1, ~15 spaces in Carriage Way) in 
redevelopment. 12 units must be 
accounted for elsewhere.

5

Bus terminal is already being 
relocated under transportation 
master plan. Some demolition 
costs but not prohibitive.

5
Basic demolition, nothing 
requires replacement

1

39 rooms currently used as 
year-round, free-market 
employee housing through 
private owner. Current 
employee housing would need 
to be accounted for 
elsewhere.

3
Constructuion would require 
demolition and/or obstruction of 
current parking lot/access.

5
No replacement required. Loss of yard 
space for existing units. Potential loss of 
bus pull off if accessed from that point.

3 Ditch replacement/rerouting. 5 No replacement required 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 1
Would need to replace or 
account for the debris field

5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 3 Loss and/or impact to existing parking. 5 No replacement required.

 26.5 26.5 28.8 38.2 37.5 35.5 37.3 37.1 33.1 31.9 29.2 29.0 27.1 35.2 34.2 29.1 30.7 30.3 22.7 31.2 17.2

Wildcat RanchLower Mountain View Upper Mountain View Mountain View Draw Owl Creek ROW Rodeo Place Extension

273303401015

Daly Ln Bus Terminal Daly Ln Infill Hidden Valley Public Works HousingKrabloonik Kennels Krabloonik Parking Lot Divide Trail Parking Lot Carriage Way & Lot 1Lower Parking LotsUpper Parking Lots

273302424001 and a part of 273302400851273302302815

Town Hall Point

6 18

Portion of 264331105002

11

Lower portions of 273302418751 and 273302106756

12

273302106752

13

273302106851

10

273301345800 and part of 273302422751

16

Creekside Infill Upper WoodbridgeTown Hall Draw

Not a parcel, at 39.215063, -106.927458

3

273303401853 273302400851 minus Lot 1

4

Part of 273302400851

5 9

273302400007

7

273302423852

8

Daly Ln Redevelopment

Sites
20

Portion of 273506100852

21

264307110852 and 264307210853

19

Portion of 264331400801273302420001 273301113001 and 273301201006

14

273301201854 and 273301201855

15

273301200001

1 2 17

35.2 34.227.1 35.2 34.2

4.0 5.0 4.0

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as Open Space in 
PUD.

5
Has been discussed for 
housing for many years.

3
Very prominent location and 
might get pushback.

5 No replacement required 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required.

2.0 4.0 2.0

2 very steep slopes 4

Large buildable area but need
to know if there is geo hazards 
in the swale area that will 
affect buildable area.

2

3.7 3.0 3.0

5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Surrounded by Ecologically 
sensitive areas.

5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not
cross or border site.

5 None

5 None on site. 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers small portion of 
Site

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

1
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology

1
No easements
Oak/sagebrush ecology

3
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology on west 
side

2
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Suitability 
Category

Physiology

Slope

Drainage

Soils

Hazards

Utilities

Proximity

Existing Capacity

Services 
Proximity

Essential Daily Services

Emergency Services

Open Space Recreation

2.3 3.5 3.8

4

Site area = 371,535 SF
218,015 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
14,600 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 48,272 SF
27,443 SF < 30% slope
=57% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 64,839 SF
51,905 SF < 30% slope
=80% of site
7280 SF contiguous area < 
15%

2

Significant drainage/debris 
field from surrounding hills. 
Natural drainage paths carving
in.

4
Road drainage collection and 
inlet collecting runoff from 
sites above.

5 None

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam,
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam,
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

3.0 4.0 2.5

3
Water & Sewer - main 100' 
from parcel                                
Electric-Main 100' from parcel

3
Water & Sewer -Main 800' from
parcel                             
Electric-Main 1200' from parcel

3
Water- main in adjacent ROW  
Sewer - main 200' from parcel  
Electric-Main in adjacent ROW

3

Older water and sewer mains, 
may need replacement if more 
capacity is added. 1000' to 
Brush Creek main

5 No capacity issues 2 Lift station is at capacity

4.7 3.7 3.3

5
0.2mi walkable route via ped 
path to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5

0.4mi walkable route or 0.6mi 
drive to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
1.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
1.3mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
2.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.1mi to Police Station
1.5mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

4

Proposed Rim Trail Bail Out 
crosses through site (0.0mi) 
Could be 1 way only?
0.0mi to Melton Ranch Trail
0.2mi to May Fly Trail
0.2mi Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.1mi to Golf Course
0.1mi to Cathy Robinson Park
0.1mi to Village Way Trail

5

0.0mi to Horse Ranch Trail
0.0mi to Town Park, 
Playground and path network
0.2mi to Upper North Mesa 
Trail & Open Space (incl 
Seven Star Trail)

Owl Creek ROW Rodeo Place Extension

18

Portion of 264331105002

16

Upper Woodbridge

Not a parcel, at 39.215063, -106.927458273301113001 and 273301201006

17

Suitability Category

Physiology 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 3.8 3.3 2.8 3.0 2.0 1.8 2.0 3.0 2.3 3.5 3.8 3.0 2.5 1.5

Slope 5

Parcel area = 79,224 SF
42,605 SF < 10% slope
=54% of site
17,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 31,181 SF
17,741 SF < 10% slope
 =57% of site
5,700 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 21,228 SF
16,188 SF < 10% slope
=76% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 238,612 SF
162,140 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 170,419 SF
116,127 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5
Site area = 65,668 SF
32,655 SF < 10% slope
=50% of site
12,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 12,901 SF
10,167 SF < 10% slope
=79% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 10,493 SF
6,046 SF < 10% slope
=57% of site
3,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3

Site area = 39,090 SF
32,442 SF < 30% slope
=83% of site
1,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3
Site area = 32,739 SF
22,541 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
1,400 SF contiguous area < 10%

3
Site area = 57,397 SF
34,040 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
900 SF contiguous area < 10%

3

Site area = 99,353 SF
59,279 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5,075 SF contiguous area < 
30%

2

Site area = 739,000 SF
532,132 SF < 45% slope
=72% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 670,110 SF
448,315 SF > 30% slope
=67% of site
1580 SF contiguous area < 
30%

3

Site area = 42,588 SF
29,560 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
2050 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 371,535 SF
218,015 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
14,600 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 48,272 SF
27,443 SF < 30% slope
=57% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 64,839 SF
51,905 SF < 30% slope
=80% of site
7280 SF contiguous area < 
15%

3

Site area = 502,816 SF
300,805 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5278 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 25,667 SF
15,900 SF > 30% slope
=62% of site
750 SF contiguous area < 30%

1

Site area = 3,446,139 SF
2,670,988 SF > 30% slope
=77% of sit
1500 SF contiguous area < 
15%

Drainage 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 4
West Fork Brush Creek covers 
portion of site.

2
2 discharging culverts to 
drainage basin downhill

3 Existing natural drainage gulley 2 Irrigation ditch running on site 2

Signifigant drainage collection 
from surrounding hills. Man 
made channel down area of 
likely access.  Many natural 
drainage ways have

4
Drainage collection from 
surrounding hills.

5
No drainage conflicts shown 
on GIS

2

Significant drainage/debris 
field from surrounding hills. 
Natural drainage paths carving 
in.

4
Road drainage collection and 
inlet collecting runoff from 
sites above.

5 None 5 None 5 None 3

Brush Creek irrigation ditch 
follows NE site boundary and 
would require crossing in at 
least one location to access 
the site

Soils 1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 11) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Dollard-Rock 
outcrop, shale complex, 25 to 
65 percent slopes (Map Unit 
30) - Very limited site 
development rating

Hazards 5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

3

Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard. 
Existing bus stop retaining 
wall need to be avoided

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

1
Servere wildfire hazard; high 
debris/avalanch

Utilities 3.0 3.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 3.0 4.0 2.5 2.5 4.5 2.0

Proximity 2

Water - main 60' from parcel 
Sewer - main 500' from parcel 
and uphill, will need to be 
pumped, right now on septic     
Electric-Feed to parcel

3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 3 3 3
Water & Sewer - main 120' 
from parcel                             
Electric-Main 500' from parcel

4 3
Water & Sewer - main 100' 
from parcel                                 
Electric-Main 100' from parcel

3
Water & Sewer -Main 800' from 
parcel                             
Electric-Main 1200' from parcel

3 3

Water - main 600' from parcel 
Sewer - main 2000' from 
parcel Electric-substation 200' 
from parcel

4 3

Existing Capacity 4 No issues with water 4 No issues with water 5 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 3 5 2 2 5 1

Services Proximity 3.0 3.0 3.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.0 4.3 3.3 3.7 4.7 4.7 4.7 3.7 3.3 2.7 3.0 2.7

Essential Daily Services 2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3 0.9mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4 0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.1mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi walkable route via ped 
path to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2 2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 1
3.8mi to Woody Creek Post 
Office 
6.7mi to Roxy's 

Emergency Services 3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.6mi to Police Station
2.1mi to Fire Station
1.4mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.9mi to Police Station
1.3mi to Fire Station
0.2mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.6mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.5mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.3mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge 
to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.5mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge to 
Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.7mi to Fire Station
0.8mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
0.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi walkable route or 0.6mi 
drive to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
1.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
1.3mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
2.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.1mi to Police Station
1.5mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

2
2.5mi to Police Station
2.0mi to Fire Station
3.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.2mi to Police Station
1.4mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

8.5mi to Basalt Police Stn, 
9.2mi to TOSV Police Stn
0.5mi to Fire Station
9.6mi to Snowmass Clinic
9.7mi to Aspen Valley Hosp

Open Space Recreation 4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.0mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.1mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.2mi to Nature Trail

4

0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

3
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.3mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South

4
0.1mi to Mountain View Trail
0.2mi to Rim Trail South
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

3
0.2mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

0.0mi to Rim Trail South
0.0mi to Mountain View Trail
Both trails cross into site, 
actual distance to access trail 
depends on location of 
development.
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

Mountain View Trail crosses 
into site, would need a trail 
connector (0.0mi)
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

0.1mi to Mountain View Trail to 
the west, would need a 
connector. 0.2mi from 
Mountain View to the east.
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

Proposed Rim Trail Bail Out 
crosses through site (0.0mi) 
Could be 1 way only?
0.0mi to Melton Ranch Trail
0.2mi to May Fly Trail
0.2mi Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.1mi to Golf Course
0.1mi to Cathy Robinson Park
0.1mi to Village Way Trail

5

0.0mi to Horse Ranch Trail
0.0mi to Town Park, 
Playground and path network
0.2mi to Upper North Mesa 
Trail & Open Space (incl 
Seven Star Trail)

4

0.25mi to Highline, Lowline, 
Viewline, Ditchline, Deadline 
Trails
Surrounded by the Hidden 
Valley Open Space (not 
passive though)

4

0.0mi to Lowline Trail (Connects to 
Highline/Deadline Trails)
0.2mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.2mi to Tom Blake Trail

2

0.3mi to Aspen Village OS
0.5mi+ to Aspen Village/Hwy 
82 Trail connecting to Rio 
Grande Trail
0.1mi to Snowmass Divide 
Ditch Rd (Road, walkable, but 
not a designated trail)

Vehicular Access 4.0 4.5 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 4.5 5.0 2.5 2.5 1.5 3.5 4.5 2.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 5.0 1.0

Existing Infrastructure to buildable area 4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~350lf of 
paving required.

4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~275lf of 
paving required.

5
Existing road access via Pinon 
Dr. Paved road into site exists.

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved roads into each terrace 
exist. 

5
Existing road access via 
Carriage Way. Paved roads 
into each terrace exist. 

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved road into site exist. 

5
Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Paved road into site exits 
for bus terminal.

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln runs along one side of 
parcel (and buildable area). 
No road into site but might 
only require garage parking 
(therefore no road needed)

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Small paved spur enters 
parcel for exterior parking and 
access but is in bad condition.

5
Site is bisected by Brush Creek 
Ln. Lots of existing parking 
exists.

3

Most likely access from existing Deerfield 
Dr parking lot. Pedestrian access protrudes 
across slope and between buildings to 
gain lower access. Likelihood of building a 
spur off of Brush Creek Rd ?

3

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (west arm). New 
road required either from cul-
de-sac (~50lf) or from "Y" 
(~70lf).

2

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (east arm), access 
drive would be where exiting 
man-made drainage channel 
is.
Could access from lower 
Deerfield Dr to the west 
around the back of the existing 
condo.
Access to site would require at 
least 120ft of new paved road.

3

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall. 
Terminated C&G road exists 
ready for expansion (<100lf).

4

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall.  
Adjacent to site's north 
perimeter and already has 
parking in the likely 
development parking spot.

2

Existing road access via 
Upper Woodbridge Rd. 
Access to site would require at 
least 280ft of new road. 
Possible access via path on 
upper side of existing condos 
(Road  on east side of existing 
condos, pedestrian via stairs 
on SW side of exisitng 
condos.)

3
Existing road access via Owl 
Creek Rd. Estimated ~50lf of 
new paved road required.

3
Existing road access via Horse 
Ranch Dr. Estimated ~80lf of 
new paved road required.

3

Existing road access via 
Highline Rd. Existing gravel 
road accesses whole site. 
Estimated 1,000 lf of new 
paving required.
Would paving be required or 
would TOSV consider a gravel 
drive to this remote site?

5
Existing spur and parking exists 
accessing Public Works. Not likely new 
road would be required.

1

Access would likely have to be 
through Aspen Village 
Subdivision with an additional 
constructed road through 
Subdivision property or 
Watson Divide Ranch 
property. Could come of the 
cul-de-sac at the park and 
switchback to the E/SE

Slope 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 2 1 4 5 3 4 4 4 5 1

Alternative 
Transportation Proximity 

1.0 1.0 2.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 5.0 3.0 4.0 2.0

Distance to Walkways/Bikeways 1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

2

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.7mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way 
to attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5

300ft to Brush Creek Trail 
(paved). Must walk through 
parking lot to access.
0.2mi to Carriage Way attached 
sidewalk. Must walk through 3 
parking lots and across Carriage 
Way to access.

3

Walk on local paved roads to crossalk, 
cross Brush Creek, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads to bridge 
accessing Carriage Way lots, 0.3mi to 
bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads to 
crossalk, cross Brush Creek, 
walk along Brush Creek 
sholder, on side roads to 
bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads 
down to Brush Creek, 
crosswalk, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads 
to bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

5

Walk along Town Hall access 
road to attached sidewalk 
towards Brush Creek (475ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (600ft)

5

Adjacent to attached 
sidewalks towards Brush 
Creek (<150ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5

Adjacent to paved Melton 
Ranch trail connecting to 
bridge over Brush Creek and 
Brush Creek Trail (<50ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5
Adjacent to paved Owl Creek 
Trail (<50ft)

5

Adjacent to Horse Ranch trail 
(asphalt), connects across 
Town Park (via walkways), 
under underpass, to Brush 
Creek trail (<50ft to access 
paved network)

3

Walk down Hidden Valley Rd 
(gravel, could be paved in 
future), walk along shoulder of 
Highline Rd, cross at 
dangerous crosswalk, reach 
Brush Creek Trail at 
roundabout (0.3mi to get 
there).

4

Walk through paved Public Works 
parking lot, down spur road, along Owl 
Creek road shoulder, cross Owl Creek 
Rd without crosswalk, walk down Pine 
Crest Dr to Owl Creek Trail (paved) 
(800ft)

2

Walk down whatever access 
road is built w/ development, 
through Aspen Village 
neighborhood roads, to Aspen 
Village/Hwy 82 Trail (paved) 
(0.5+mi).

Distance to Bus Stops 1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

2
0.8mi to op of Village bus stop
1.0mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Top of Village bus stop
0.1mi to #5/Elbert Lane bus stope
0.2mi to Mall Transit Station
0.2mi to existing Mall-Village Shuttle

5

0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus 
stop
0.1mi to Mall-Village Shuttle
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus stop
0.1mi to Lichenhearth bus stop
0.2 to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5

0.2mi to Mountain View & Dirt 
Circle bus stops (by walking in 
parking/local road and avoiding 
Brush Creek Rd.
0.3mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter

5

0.0mi to Dirt circle bus stop (would need 
connector)
0.1mi to Mountain View Bus Shelter (via 
local roads)

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Stop
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Conoco bus stop (via 
sidewalks)
0.2mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)
0.1mi to Upper/Lower 
Snowmass Center bus stops

5

Adjacent to Conoco bus stop
0.1mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)

5
0.1mi to Upper Woodbridge 2 
bus stop

4

0.2mi to UH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via walkways and 
crosswalk)
0.3mi to DH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via paved path around 
Cathy Robinson Park and 
attached sidwalks) 

5 0.1mi to Town Park Station 3 0.5mi to Town Park Station 4
0.5mi to Two Creek Portal stop
0.5mi to Fairway Drive stop

2

0.7mi to RFTA Local UV - 
Aspen Village Stop
0.75mi to RFTA Local DV - 
Aspen Village Stop

Density Potential 1.5 1.5 1.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 5.0 4.5 3.0 2.5 2.5 2.5 4.0 3.5 4.0 2.5 2.5 1.0 2.5 1.0

Current Landuse & Zoning 2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Commercial [need to 
confirm in the PUD]

2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: OS/Cons

1
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Public

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4

Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities 
[have to verify via SPA-1 
language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area

5
Zoning: MF
LU: Village Core Area

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU:Village Core Area

3
Zoning: PUD
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU: Publically Owned OS

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:  Publically Owned OS

4
Zoning: SPA-1 
LU: Community Facilities

3
Zoning: CC-PUD
LU: Community Facilities

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: n/a
LU: n/a

2
Zoning: CON
LU: Residential

1
Zoning: CON
LU: Private OS

4
Zoning: PUB
LU: Community Facility

1
Zoning: Wildcat PUD
LU: Not Shown

Surrounding Parcel & Comprehensive Plan 
Compatibility

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area [not 
zoned for med./high density]

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, OS, MU-2, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area + Village 
Core Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU, SPA-1, CC
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU, CC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
PUD, MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also MF-PUD, 
OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MF, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
MF, PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CON, OS, REC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
OS, PUB
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

1
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

Ecological Constraints & 
Protection

5.0 5.0 5.0 4.3 3.7 3.7 5.0 5.0 3.0 3.7 2.3 3.7 3.7 3.0 3.0 3.7 5.0 3.7 2.0 3.7 3.0

Wildlife Sensative Areas 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Surrounded by Ecologically 
sensitive areas.

5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5 None 5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Ecologically sensitive area 
borders Site to the N and S.

5 None 5

Near North Mesa wildlife 
closure but does not cross or 
border site. 
Near Elk Severe Winter Range, 
Elk Winter Concentration Area, 
Elk Winter Range.
Near Mule Deer Winter Range.

1

Elk Winter Range & Elk Winter 
Concentration Area covers 
site.
Site borders Sky Mountain 
Park wildlife closure but does 
not cross into site.

3

Contains portion of Elk Winter Range
Borders on Elk Winter Concentration 
Area, Severe Winter Range, Migration 
Corridors, and road crossings.
Borders on Mule Deer Migration 
Corridor.
Near Sky Mountain Park & Burnt 
Mountain North wildlife closure areas 
but does not cross into site. 
Ecologically sensitive area borders Site 
to the W and NE.

-
No closures. Wildlife 
assessment maps in comp 
plan do not extend to this Site.

Wetlands & Creek Buffers 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers portion of Site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

1

1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.
Flood Hazard Zone covers small 
NW sliver of Site.

5 None 5 None 1
200ft West Fork Brush Creek 
buffer (arbitrary buffer) covers 
majority of site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone covers 
entire site.

5 None 5 None on site. 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers small portion of 
Site

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

5 None 5 None 5 None 4
None on site. 1000ft Brush 
Creek Impact Zone does cover 
site's access however

5 None 5 None

Existing Habitat to be Preserved 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
No easements
West Fork Brush Creek 
riparian ecology

5

No easements. 
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow ecology on the flats, 
riparian/dogwood ecology in gulley

1
No easements
Oak ecology, aspens on the 
plateau

1
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology

1
No easements
Oak/sagebrush ecology

3
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology on west 
side

1

No easements
Sage/serviceberry meadow 
ecology, aspen forest up 
higher. Highest is oak ecology

5

No easements
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow/Oak ecology

1
No easements
Sage/Oak/Juniper ecology

3
No easements 
Planted reveg/trees. Not original 
ecology but is serving some habitat.

1
No easements
Oak/Juniper/sage ecology

Buildable Area 3.0 2.0 1.0 5.0 5.0 3.0 1.0 1.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 1.0 3.0 1.0 2.0 1.0

Size of Suitable Area 3 2 1 5 flat and highly buildable 5 flat and highly buildable 3 flat and highly buildable 1 flat but small site 1 flat but small site 2 flat but small site 1
small with likely drainage on 
eastern side

2 4
access to area of buildable 
slopes, though still fairly steep

2 very steep slopes 4

Large buildable area but need 
to know if there is geo hazards 
in the swale area that will 
affect buildable area.

2 3 1 3 1 2 1

Community Impact 2.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 4.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 1.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 3.0

Neighbor strife, council hesitancy, existing 
structures/businesses/uses, visual/contextual 

continuity, visual impact
1 99yr lease 1 99yr lease 1

Politics to consider… The 
Divide HOA would likely have 
serious issues with housing 
here as would the general 
public (esp. trail uses).

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp Plan 
and P&Z hardily disapproved. It is 
referenced in the West Village CPA 
in the Comp Plan.

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp 
Plan and P&Z hardily 
disapproved. It is referenced 
in the West Village CPA in the 
Comp Plan.

3
Impact to skier parking. Impact to 
existing residents.

3

Bus depot being moved in 
transportation master plan. 
Pushback would likely still 
occur because of density of 
buildings around it.

3

Town doesn't own yet. 
Currently serves as green 
space for recreation - needed 
in the area. Pushback would 
likely still occur because of 
density of buildings around it.

3

Daly Ln Redevelopment 
(Snowmass Inn) and the 
Mountain Chalet were bought 
as a package deal.
Slope-side housing is a 
premium and would be better 
as free market.

3
Heavy density around this site 
and likely pushback from 
existing residents.

3
Wildlife conservation issues throughout 
Mountain View.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as future 
expansion.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as Open Space in 
PUD.

5
Has been discussed for 
housing for many years.

3
Very prominent location and 
might get pushback.

1

Town doesn't currently own 
the sites.
Current ownership (Related) is 
trying to give/get-rid-of the 
parcels to the Town in lieu of 
what is owed.

1
Highly visible and would go 
against many of Snowmass' 
development principles.

1

Being rezoned to Open Space 
(verify)
Town has historically not 
succeeded in buying land 
from Horse Ranch.

3

Currently owned by 
Snowmass Chapel. Might 
have less pushback because 
there are no nieghbors but 
wildlife issues abound.

5
probably little pushback because of 
existing uses

1
County might not be receptive. 
Likely a political quagmire for 
many reasons.

Replacement Impact/Cost 3
Company and kennels would 
need to relocate.
Basic demolition required.

3

If parking lot is developed 
while Krabloonik remains, 
parking will need to be located 
elsewhere.

5
Parking would be lost (impact 
to community) but is not 
prohibitive

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in redevelopment

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in 
redevelopment

1

Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces (48 spaces in Lot 
1, ~15 spaces in Carriage Way) in 
redevelopment. 12 units must be 
accounted for elsewhere.

5

Bus terminal is already being 
relocated under transportation 
master plan. Some demolition 
costs but not prohibitive.

5
Basic demolition, nothing 
requires replacement

1

39 rooms currently used as 
year-round, free-market 
employee housing through 
private owner. Current 
employee housing would need 
to be accounted for 
elsewhere.

3
Constructuion would require 
demolition and/or obstruction of 
current parking lot/access.

5
No replacement required. Loss of yard 
space for existing units. Potential loss of 
bus pull off if accessed from that point.

3 Ditch replacement/rerouting. 5 No replacement required 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 1
Would need to replace or 
account for the debris field

5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 3 Loss and/or impact to existing parking. 5 No replacement required.
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6 18

Portion of 264331105002

11

Lower portions of 273302418751 and 273302106756

12

273302106752

13

273302106851

10

273301345800 and part of 273302422751

16

Creekside Infill Upper WoodbridgeTown Hall Draw

Not a parcel, at 39.215063, -106.927458

3

273303401853 273302400851 minus Lot 1

4

Part of 273302400851

5 9

273302400007

7

273302423852

8

Daly Ln Redevelopment

Sites
20

Portion of 273506100852

21

264307110852 and 264307210853

19

Portion of 264331400801273302420001 273301113001 and 273301201006

14

273301201854 and 273301201855

15

273301200001

1 2 17

4.7 3.7 3.3

5
0.2mi walkable route via ped 
path to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5

0.4mi walkable route or 0.6mi 
drive to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
1.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
1.3mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
2.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.1mi to Police Station
1.5mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

4

Proposed Rim Trail Bail Out 
crosses through site (0.0mi) 
Could be 1 way only?
0.0mi to Melton Ranch Trail
0.2mi to May Fly Trail
0 2mi Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.1mi to Golf Course
0.1mi to Cathy Robinson Park
0.1mi to Village Way Trail

5

0.0mi to Horse Ranch Trail
0.0mi to Town Park, 
Playground and path network
0.2mi to Upper North Mesa 
Trail & Open Space (incl 
Seven Star Trail)

3.0 4.0 2.5

3
Water & Sewer - main 100' 
from parcel                                 
Electric-Main 100' from parcel

3
Water & Sewer -Main 800' from 
parcel                             
Electric-Main 1200' from parcel

3

3 5 2

2.3 3.5 3.8

4

Site area = 371,535 SF
218,015 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
14,600 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 48,272 SF
27,443 SF < 30% slope
=57% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 64,839 SF
51,905 SF < 30% slope
=80% of site
7280 SF contiguous area < 
15%

2

Significant drainage/debris 
field from surrounding hills. 
Natural drainage paths carving 
in.

4
Road drainage collection and 
inlet collecting runoff from 
sites above.

5 None

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

Portion of 264331105002Not a parcel, at 39.215063, -106.927458273301113001 and 273301201006
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Suitability 
Category

Vehicular 
Access

Existing Infrastructure to
buildable area

Slope

Alternative 
Transportation 
Proximity 

Distance to
Walkways/Bikeways

Distance to Bus Stops

Density 
Potential

Current Landuse & Zoning

Surrounding Parcel &
Comprehensive Plan

Compatibility

Owl Creek ROW Rodeo Place Extension

18

Portion of 264331105002

16

Upper Woodbridge

Not a parcel, at 39.215063, -106.927458273301113001 and 273301201006

17

2.5 3.5 3.5

2

Existing road access via 
Upper Woodbridge Rd. 
Access to site would require at
least 280ft of new road. 
Possible access via path on 
upper side of existing condos 
(Road  on east side of existing 
condos, pedestrian via stairs 
on SW side of exisitng 
condos.)

3
Existing road access via Owl 
Creek Rd. Estimated ~50lf of 
new paved road required.

3
Existing road access via Horse
Ranch Dr. Estimated ~80lf of 
new paved road required.

3 4 4

5.0 4.5 5.0

5

Adjacent to paved Melton 
Ranch trail connecting to 
bridge over Brush Creek and 
Brush Creek Trail (<50ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5
Adjacent to paved Owl Creek 
Trail (<50ft)

5

Adjacent to Horse Ranch trail 
(asphalt), connects across 
Town Park (via walkways), 
under underpass, to Brush 
Creek trail (<50ft to access 
paved network)

5
0.1mi to Upper Woodbridge 2 
bus stop

4

0.2mi to UH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via walkways and 
crosswalk)
0.3mi to DH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via paved path around 
Cathy Robinson Park and 
attached sidwalks) 

5 0.1mi to Town Park Station

4.0 2.5 2.5

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: n/a
LU: n/a

2
Zoning: CON
LU: Residential

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MF, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
MF, PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CON, OS, REC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

Suitability Category

Physiology 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 3.8 3.3 2.8 3.0 2.0 1.8 2.0 3.0 2.3 3.5 3.8 3.0 2.5 1.5

Slope 5

Parcel area = 79,224 SF
42,605 SF < 10% slope
=54% of site
17,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 31,181 SF
17,741 SF < 10% slope
 =57% of site
5,700 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 21,228 SF
16,188 SF < 10% slope
=76% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 238,612 SF
162,140 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 170,419 SF
116,127 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5
Site area = 65,668 SF
32,655 SF < 10% slope
=50% of site
12,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 12,901 SF
10,167 SF < 10% slope
=79% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 10,493 SF
6,046 SF < 10% slope
=57% of site
3,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3

Site area = 39,090 SF
32,442 SF < 30% slope
=83% of site
1,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3
Site area = 32,739 SF
22,541 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
1,400 SF contiguous area < 10%

3
Site area = 57,397 SF
34,040 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
900 SF contiguous area < 10%

3

Site area = 99,353 SF
59,279 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5,075 SF contiguous area < 
30%

2

Site area = 739,000 SF
532,132 SF < 45% slope
=72% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 670,110 SF
448,315 SF > 30% slope
=67% of site
1580 SF contiguous area < 
30%

3

Site area = 42,588 SF
29,560 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
2050 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 371,535 SF
218,015 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
14,600 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 48,272 SF
27,443 SF < 30% slope
=57% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 64,839 SF
51,905 SF < 30% slope
=80% of site
7280 SF contiguous area < 
15%

3

Site area = 502,816 SF
300,805 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5278 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 25,667 SF
15,900 SF > 30% slope
=62% of site
750 SF contiguous area < 30%

1

Site area = 3,446,139 SF
2,670,988 SF > 30% slope
=77% of sit
1500 SF contiguous area < 
15%

Drainage 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 4
West Fork Brush Creek covers 
portion of site.

2
2 discharging culverts to 
drainage basin downhill

3 Existing natural drainage gulley 2 Irrigation ditch running on site 2

Signifigant drainage collection 
from surrounding hills. Man 
made channel down area of 
likely access.  Many natural 
drainage ways have

4
Drainage collection from 
surrounding hills.

5
No drainage conflicts shown 
on GIS

2

Significant drainage/debris 
field from surrounding hills. 
Natural drainage paths carving 
in.

4
Road drainage collection and 
inlet collecting runoff from 
sites above.

5 None 5 None 5 None 3

Brush Creek irrigation ditch 
follows NE site boundary and 
would require crossing in at 
least one location to access 
the site

Soils 1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 11) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Dollard-Rock 
outcrop, shale complex, 25 to 
65 percent slopes (Map Unit 
30) - Very limited site 
development rating

Hazards 5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

3

Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard. 
Existing bus stop retaining 
wall need to be avoided

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

1
Servere wildfire hazard; high 
debris/avalanch

Utilities 3.0 3.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 3.0 4.0 2.5 2.5 4.5 2.0

Proximity 2

Water - main 60' from parcel 
Sewer - main 500' from parcel 
and uphill, will need to be 
pumped, right now on septic     
Electric-Feed to parcel

3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 3 3 3
Water & Sewer - main 120' 
from parcel                             
Electric-Main 500' from parcel

4 3
Water & Sewer - main 100' 
from parcel                                 
Electric-Main 100' from parcel

3
Water & Sewer -Main 800' from 
parcel                             
Electric-Main 1200' from parcel

3 3

Water - main 600' from parcel 
Sewer - main 2000' from 
parcel Electric-substation 200' 
from parcel

4 3

Existing Capacity 4 No issues with water 4 No issues with water 5 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 3 5 2 2 5 1

Services Proximity 3.0 3.0 3.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.0 4.3 3.3 3.7 4.7 4.7 4.7 3.7 3.3 2.7 3.0 2.7

Essential Daily Services 2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3 0.9mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4 0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.1mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi walkable route via ped 
path to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2 2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 1
3.8mi to Woody Creek Post 
Office 
6.7mi to Roxy's 

Emergency Services 3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.6mi to Police Station
2.1mi to Fire Station
1.4mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.9mi to Police Station
1.3mi to Fire Station
0.2mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.6mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.5mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.3mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge 
to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.5mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge to 
Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.7mi to Fire Station
0.8mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
0.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi walkable route or 0.6mi 
drive to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
1.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
1.3mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
2.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.1mi to Police Station
1.5mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

2
2.5mi to Police Station
2.0mi to Fire Station
3.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.2mi to Police Station
1.4mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

8.5mi to Basalt Police Stn, 
9.2mi to TOSV Police Stn
0.5mi to Fire Station
9.6mi to Snowmass Clinic
9.7mi to Aspen Valley Hosp

Open Space Recreation 4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.0mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.1mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.2mi to Nature Trail

4

0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

3
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.3mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South

4
0.1mi to Mountain View Trail
0.2mi to Rim Trail South
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

3
0.2mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

0.0mi to Rim Trail South
0.0mi to Mountain View Trail
Both trails cross into site, 
actual distance to access trail 
depends on location of 
development.
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

Mountain View Trail crosses 
into site, would need a trail 
connector (0.0mi)
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

0.1mi to Mountain View Trail to 
the west, would need a 
connector. 0.2mi from 
Mountain View to the east.
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

Proposed Rim Trail Bail Out 
crosses through site (0.0mi) 
Could be 1 way only?
0.0mi to Melton Ranch Trail
0.2mi to May Fly Trail
0.2mi Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.1mi to Golf Course
0.1mi to Cathy Robinson Park
0.1mi to Village Way Trail

5

0.0mi to Horse Ranch Trail
0.0mi to Town Park, 
Playground and path network
0.2mi to Upper North Mesa 
Trail & Open Space (incl 
Seven Star Trail)

4

0.25mi to Highline, Lowline, 
Viewline, Ditchline, Deadline 
Trails
Surrounded by the Hidden 
Valley Open Space (not 
passive though)

4

0.0mi to Lowline Trail (Connects to 
Highline/Deadline Trails)
0.2mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.2mi to Tom Blake Trail

2

0.3mi to Aspen Village OS
0.5mi+ to Aspen Village/Hwy 
82 Trail connecting to Rio 
Grande Trail
0.1mi to Snowmass Divide 
Ditch Rd (Road, walkable, but 
not a designated trail)

Vehicular Access 4.0 4.5 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 4.5 5.0 2.5 2.5 1.5 3.5 4.5 2.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 5.0 1.0

Existing Infrastructure to buildable area 4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~350lf of 
paving required.

4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~275lf of 
paving required.

5
Existing road access via Pinon 
Dr. Paved road into site exists.

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved roads into each terrace 
exist. 

5
Existing road access via 
Carriage Way. Paved roads 
into each terrace exist. 

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved road into site exist. 

5
Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Paved road into site exits 
for bus terminal.

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln runs along one side of 
parcel (and buildable area). 
No road into site but might 
only require garage parking 
(therefore no road needed)

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Small paved spur enters 
parcel for exterior parking and 
access but is in bad condition.

5
Site is bisected by Brush Creek 
Ln. Lots of existing parking 
exists.

3

Most likely access from existing Deerfield 
Dr parking lot. Pedestrian access protrudes 
across slope and between buildings to 
gain lower access. Likelihood of building a 
spur off of Brush Creek Rd ?

3

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (west arm). New 
road required either from cul-
de-sac (~50lf) or from "Y" 
(~70lf).

2

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (east arm), access 
drive would be where exiting 
man-made drainage channel 
is.
Could access from lower 
Deerfield Dr to the west 
around the back of the existing 
condo.
Access to site would require at 
least 120ft of new paved road.

3

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall. 
Terminated C&G road exists 
ready for expansion (<100lf).

4

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall.  
Adjacent to site's north 
perimeter and already has 
parking in the likely 
development parking spot.

2

Existing road access via 
Upper Woodbridge Rd. 
Access to site would require at 
least 280ft of new road. 
Possible access via path on 
upper side of existing condos 
(Road  on east side of existing 
condos, pedestrian via stairs 
on SW side of exisitng 
condos.)

3
Existing road access via Owl 
Creek Rd. Estimated ~50lf of 
new paved road required.

3
Existing road access via Horse 
Ranch Dr. Estimated ~80lf of 
new paved road required.

3

Existing road access via 
Highline Rd. Existing gravel 
road accesses whole site. 
Estimated 1,000 lf of new 
paving required.
Would paving be required or 
would TOSV consider a gravel 
drive to this remote site?

5
Existing spur and parking exists 
accessing Public Works. Not likely new 
road would be required.

1

Access would likely have to be 
through Aspen Village 
Subdivision with an additional 
constructed road through 
Subdivision property or 
Watson Divide Ranch 
property. Could come of the 
cul-de-sac at the park and 
switchback to the E/SE

Slope 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 2 1 4 5 3 4 4 4 5 1

Alternative 
Transportation Proximity 

1.0 1.0 2.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 5.0 3.0 4.0 2.0

Distance to Walkways/Bikeways 1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

2

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.7mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way 
to attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5

300ft to Brush Creek Trail 
(paved). Must walk through 
parking lot to access.
0.2mi to Carriage Way attached 
sidewalk. Must walk through 3 
parking lots and across Carriage 
Way to access.

3

Walk on local paved roads to crossalk, 
cross Brush Creek, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads to bridge 
accessing Carriage Way lots, 0.3mi to 
bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads to 
crossalk, cross Brush Creek, 
walk along Brush Creek 
sholder, on side roads to 
bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads 
down to Brush Creek, 
crosswalk, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads 
to bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

5

Walk along Town Hall access 
road to attached sidewalk 
towards Brush Creek (475ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (600ft)

5

Adjacent to attached 
sidewalks towards Brush 
Creek (<150ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5

Adjacent to paved Melton 
Ranch trail connecting to 
bridge over Brush Creek and 
Brush Creek Trail (<50ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5
Adjacent to paved Owl Creek 
Trail (<50ft)

5

Adjacent to Horse Ranch trail 
(asphalt), connects across 
Town Park (via walkways), 
under underpass, to Brush 
Creek trail (<50ft to access 
paved network)

3

Walk down Hidden Valley Rd 
(gravel, could be paved in 
future), walk along shoulder of 
Highline Rd, cross at 
dangerous crosswalk, reach 
Brush Creek Trail at 
roundabout (0.3mi to get 
there).

4

Walk through paved Public Works 
parking lot, down spur road, along Owl 
Creek road shoulder, cross Owl Creek 
Rd without crosswalk, walk down Pine 
Crest Dr to Owl Creek Trail (paved) 
(800ft)

2

Walk down whatever access 
road is built w/ development, 
through Aspen Village 
neighborhood roads, to Aspen 
Village/Hwy 82 Trail (paved) 
(0.5+mi).

Distance to Bus Stops 1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

2
0.8mi to op of Village bus stop
1.0mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Top of Village bus stop
0.1mi to #5/Elbert Lane bus stope
0.2mi to Mall Transit Station
0.2mi to existing Mall-Village Shuttle

5

0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus 
stop
0.1mi to Mall-Village Shuttle
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus stop
0.1mi to Lichenhearth bus stop
0.2 to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5

0.2mi to Mountain View & Dirt 
Circle bus stops (by walking in 
parking/local road and avoiding 
Brush Creek Rd.
0.3mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter

5

0.0mi to Dirt circle bus stop (would need 
connector)
0.1mi to Mountain View Bus Shelter (via 
local roads)

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Stop
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Conoco bus stop (via 
sidewalks)
0.2mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)
0.1mi to Upper/Lower 
Snowmass Center bus stops

5

Adjacent to Conoco bus stop
0.1mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)

5
0.1mi to Upper Woodbridge 2 
bus stop

4

0.2mi to UH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via walkways and 
crosswalk)
0.3mi to DH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via paved path around 
Cathy Robinson Park and 
attached sidwalks) 

5 0.1mi to Town Park Station 3 0.5mi to Town Park Station 4
0.5mi to Two Creek Portal stop
0.5mi to Fairway Drive stop

2

0.7mi to RFTA Local UV - 
Aspen Village Stop
0.75mi to RFTA Local DV - 
Aspen Village Stop

Density Potential 1.5 1.5 1.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 5.0 4.5 3.0 2.5 2.5 2.5 4.0 3.5 4.0 2.5 2.5 1.0 2.5 1.0

Current Landuse & Zoning 2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Commercial [need to 
confirm in the PUD]

2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: OS/Cons

1
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Public

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4

Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities 
[have to verify via SPA-1 
language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area

5
Zoning: MF
LU: Village Core Area

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU:Village Core Area

3
Zoning: PUD
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU: Publically Owned OS

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:  Publically Owned OS

4
Zoning: SPA-1 
LU: Community Facilities

3
Zoning: CC-PUD
LU: Community Facilities

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: n/a
LU: n/a

2
Zoning: CON
LU: Residential

1
Zoning: CON
LU: Private OS

4
Zoning: PUB
LU: Community Facility

1
Zoning: Wildcat PUD
LU: Not Shown

Surrounding Parcel & Comprehensive Plan 
Compatibility

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area [not 
zoned for med./high density]

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, OS, MU-2, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area + Village 
Core Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU, SPA-1, CC
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU, CC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
PUD, MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also MF-PUD, 
OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MF, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
MF, PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CON, OS, REC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
OS, PUB
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

1
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

Ecological Constraints & 
Protection

5.0 5.0 5.0 4.3 3.7 3.7 5.0 5.0 3.0 3.7 2.3 3.7 3.7 3.0 3.0 3.7 5.0 3.7 2.0 3.7 3.0

Wildlife Sensative Areas 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Surrounded by Ecologically 
sensitive areas.

5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5 None 5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Ecologically sensitive area 
borders Site to the N and S.

5 None 5

Near North Mesa wildlife 
closure but does not cross or 
border site. 
Near Elk Severe Winter Range, 
Elk Winter Concentration Area, 
Elk Winter Range.
Near Mule Deer Winter Range.

1

Elk Winter Range & Elk Winter 
Concentration Area covers 
site.
Site borders Sky Mountain 
Park wildlife closure but does 
not cross into site.

3

Contains portion of Elk Winter Range
Borders on Elk Winter Concentration 
Area, Severe Winter Range, Migration 
Corridors, and road crossings.
Borders on Mule Deer Migration 
Corridor.
Near Sky Mountain Park & Burnt 
Mountain North wildlife closure areas 
but does not cross into site. 
Ecologically sensitive area borders Site 
to the W and NE.

-
No closures. Wildlife 
assessment maps in comp 
plan do not extend to this Site.

Wetlands & Creek Buffers 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers portion of Site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

1

1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.
Flood Hazard Zone covers small 
NW sliver of Site.

5 None 5 None 1
200ft West Fork Brush Creek 
buffer (arbitrary buffer) covers 
majority of site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone covers 
entire site.

5 None 5 None on site. 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers small portion of 
Site

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

5 None 5 None 5 None 4
None on site. 1000ft Brush 
Creek Impact Zone does cover 
site's access however

5 None 5 None

Existing Habitat to be Preserved 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
No easements
West Fork Brush Creek 
riparian ecology

5

No easements. 
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow ecology on the flats, 
riparian/dogwood ecology in gulley

1
No easements
Oak ecology, aspens on the 
plateau

1
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology

1
No easements
Oak/sagebrush ecology

3
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology on west 
side

1

No easements
Sage/serviceberry meadow 
ecology, aspen forest up 
higher. Highest is oak ecology

5

No easements
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow/Oak ecology

1
No easements
Sage/Oak/Juniper ecology

3
No easements 
Planted reveg/trees. Not original 
ecology but is serving some habitat.

1
No easements
Oak/Juniper/sage ecology

Buildable Area 3.0 2.0 1.0 5.0 5.0 3.0 1.0 1.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 1.0 3.0 1.0 2.0 1.0

Size of Suitable Area 3 2 1 5 flat and highly buildable 5 flat and highly buildable 3 flat and highly buildable 1 flat but small site 1 flat but small site 2 flat but small site 1
small with likely drainage on 
eastern side

2 4
access to area of buildable 
slopes, though still fairly steep

2 very steep slopes 4

Large buildable area but need 
to know if there is geo hazards 
in the swale area that will 
affect buildable area.

2 3 1 3 1 2 1

Community Impact 2.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 4.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 1.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 3.0

Neighbor strife, council hesitancy, existing 
structures/businesses/uses, visual/contextual 

continuity, visual impact
1 99yr lease 1 99yr lease 1

Politics to consider… The 
Divide HOA would likely have 
serious issues with housing 
here as would the general 
public (esp. trail uses).

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp Plan 
and P&Z hardily disapproved. It is 
referenced in the West Village CPA 
in the Comp Plan.

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp 
Plan and P&Z hardily 
disapproved. It is referenced 
in the West Village CPA in the 
Comp Plan.

3
Impact to skier parking. Impact to 
existing residents.

3

Bus depot being moved in 
transportation master plan. 
Pushback would likely still 
occur because of density of 
buildings around it.

3

Town doesn't own yet. 
Currently serves as green 
space for recreation - needed 
in the area. Pushback would 
likely still occur because of 
density of buildings around it.

3

Daly Ln Redevelopment 
(Snowmass Inn) and the 
Mountain Chalet were bought 
as a package deal.
Slope-side housing is a 
premium and would be better 
as free market.

3
Heavy density around this site 
and likely pushback from 
existing residents.

3
Wildlife conservation issues throughout 
Mountain View.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as future 
expansion.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as Open Space in 
PUD.

5
Has been discussed for 
housing for many years.

3
Very prominent location and 
might get pushback.

1

Town doesn't currently own 
the sites.
Current ownership (Related) is 
trying to give/get-rid-of the 
parcels to the Town in lieu of 
what is owed.

1
Highly visible and would go 
against many of Snowmass' 
development principles.

1

Being rezoned to Open Space 
(verify)
Town has historically not 
succeeded in buying land 
from Horse Ranch.

3

Currently owned by 
Snowmass Chapel. Might 
have less pushback because 
there are no nieghbors but 
wildlife issues abound.

5
probably little pushback because of 
existing uses

1
County might not be receptive. 
Likely a political quagmire for 
many reasons.

Replacement Impact/Cost 3
Company and kennels would 
need to relocate.
Basic demolition required.

3

If parking lot is developed 
while Krabloonik remains, 
parking will need to be located 
elsewhere.

5
Parking would be lost (impact 
to community) but is not 
prohibitive

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in redevelopment

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in 
redevelopment

1

Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces (48 spaces in Lot 
1, ~15 spaces in Carriage Way) in 
redevelopment. 12 units must be 
accounted for elsewhere.

5

Bus terminal is already being 
relocated under transportation 
master plan. Some demolition 
costs but not prohibitive.

5
Basic demolition, nothing 
requires replacement

1

39 rooms currently used as 
year-round, free-market 
employee housing through 
private owner. Current 
employee housing would need 
to be accounted for 
elsewhere.

3
Constructuion would require 
demolition and/or obstruction of 
current parking lot/access.

5
No replacement required. Loss of yard 
space for existing units. Potential loss of 
bus pull off if accessed from that point.

3 Ditch replacement/rerouting. 5 No replacement required 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 1
Would need to replace or 
account for the debris field

5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 3 Loss and/or impact to existing parking. 5 No replacement required.

 26.5 26.5 28.8 38.2 37.5 35.5 37.3 37.1 33.1 31.9 29.2 29.0 27.1 35.2 34.2 29.1 30.7 30.3 22.7 31.2 17.2

Wildcat RanchLower Mountain View Upper Mountain View Mountain View Draw Owl Creek ROW Rodeo Place Extension

273303401015

Daly Ln Bus Terminal Daly Ln Infill Hidden Valley Public Works HousingKrabloonik Kennels Krabloonik Parking Lot Divide Trail Parking Lot Carriage Way & Lot 1Lower Parking LotsUpper Parking Lots

273302424001 and a part of 273302400851273302302815

Town Hall Point

6 18

Portion of 264331105002

11

Lower portions of 273302418751 and 273302106756

12

273302106752

13

273302106851

10

273301345800 and part of 273302422751

16

Creekside Infill Upper WoodbridgeTown Hall Draw

Not a parcel, at 39.215063, -106.927458

3

273303401853 273302400851 minus Lot 1

4

Part of 273302400851

5 9

273302400007

7

273302423852

8

Daly Ln Redevelopment

Sites
20

Portion of 273506100852

21

264307110852 and 264307210853

19

Portion of 264331400801273302420001 273301113001 and 273301201006

14

273301201854 and 273301201855

15

273301200001

1 2 17

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CON, OS, REC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

2.5

2
Zoning: n/a
LU: n/a

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
MF, PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

4.0

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Residential

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MF, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

2
Zoning: CON
LU: Residential

2.5

4.55.0 4.5

5

Adjacent to paved Melton 
Ranch trail connecting to 
bridge over Brush Creek and 
Brush Creek Trail (<50ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5
Adjacent to paved Owl Creek 
Trail (<50ft)

5
0.1mi to Upper Woodbridge 2 
bus stop

4

0.2mi to UH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via walkways and 
crosswalk)
0.3mi to DH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via paved path around 
Cathy Robinson Park and 
attached sidwalks) 

5 0.1mi to Town Park Station

5

Adjacent to Horse Ranch trail 
(asphalt), connects across 
Town Park (via walkways), 
under underpass, to Brush 
Creek trail (<50ft to access 
paved network)

5.0

2.5 3.5

2

Existing road access via 
Upper Woodbridge Rd.
Access to site would require at 
least 280ft of new road. 
Possible access via path on 
upper side of existing condos 
(Road  on east side of existing 
condos, pedestrian via stairs 
on SW side of exisitng 
condos.)

3
Existing road access via Owl 
Creek Rd. Estimated ~50lf of 
new paved road required.

3 4 4

3.5

3
Existing road access via Horse
Ranch Dr. Estimated ~80lf of 
new paved road required.
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Suitability 
Category

Ecological 
Constraints & 
Protection

Wildlife Sensative Areas

Wetlands & Creek Buffers

Existing Habitat to be
Preserved

Buildable Area

Size of Suitable Area

Community 
Impact

Neighbor strife, council
hesitancy, existing

structures/businesses/uses,
visual/contextual continuity,

visual impact

Replacement Impact/Cost

Owl Creek ROW Rodeo Place Extension

18

Portion of 264331105002

16

Upper Woodbridge

Not a parcel, at 39.215063, -106.927458273301113001 and 273301201006

17

3.7 5.0 3.7

5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Ecologically sensitive area 
borders Site to the N and S.

5 None 5

Near North Mesa wildlife 
closure but does not cross or 
border site. 
Near Elk Severe Winter Range,
Elk Winter Concentration Area,
Elk Winter Range.
Near Mule Deer Winter Range.

5 None 5 None 5 None

1

No easements
Sage/serviceberry meadow 
ecology, aspen forest up 
higher. Highest is oak ecology

5

No easements
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow/Oak ecology

3.0 1.0 3.0

3 1 3

1.0 3.0 3.0

1

Town doesn't currently own 
the sites.
Current ownership (Related) is 
trying to give/get-rid-of the 
parcels to the Town in lieu of 
what is owed.

1
Highly visible and would go 
against many of Snowmass' 
development principles.

1

Being rezoned to Open Space 
(verify)
Town has historically not 
succeeded in buying land 
from Horse Ranch.

1
Would need to replace or 
account for the debris field

5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required.

29.1 30.7 30.3

Suitability Category

Physiology 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 3.8 3.3 2.8 3.0 2.0 1.8 2.0 3.0 2.3 3.5 3.8 3.0 2.5 1.5

Slope 5

Parcel area = 79,224 SF
42,605 SF < 10% slope
=54% of site
17,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 31,181 SF
17,741 SF < 10% slope
 =57% of site
5,700 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 21,228 SF
16,188 SF < 10% slope
=76% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 238,612 SF
162,140 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 170,419 SF
116,127 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5
Site area = 65,668 SF
32,655 SF < 10% slope
=50% of site
12,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 12,901 SF
10,167 SF < 10% slope
=79% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 10,493 SF
6,046 SF < 10% slope
=57% of site
3,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3

Site area = 39,090 SF
32,442 SF < 30% slope
=83% of site
1,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3
Site area = 32,739 SF
22,541 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
1,400 SF contiguous area < 10%

3
Site area = 57,397 SF
34,040 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
900 SF contiguous area < 10%

3

Site area = 99,353 SF
59,279 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5,075 SF contiguous area < 
30%

2

Site area = 739,000 SF
532,132 SF < 45% slope
=72% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 670,110 SF
448,315 SF > 30% slope
=67% of site
1580 SF contiguous area < 
30%

3

Site area = 42,588 SF
29,560 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
2050 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 371,535 SF
218,015 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
14,600 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 48,272 SF
27,443 SF < 30% slope
=57% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 64,839 SF
51,905 SF < 30% slope
=80% of site
7280 SF contiguous area < 
15%

3

Site area = 502,816 SF
300,805 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5278 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 25,667 SF
15,900 SF > 30% slope
=62% of site
750 SF contiguous area < 30%

1

Site area = 3,446,139 SF
2,670,988 SF > 30% slope
=77% of sit
1500 SF contiguous area < 
15%

Drainage 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 4
West Fork Brush Creek covers 
portion of site.

2
2 discharging culverts to 
drainage basin downhill

3 Existing natural drainage gulley 2 Irrigation ditch running on site 2

Signifigant drainage collection 
from surrounding hills. Man 
made channel down area of 
likely access.  Many natural 
drainage ways have

4
Drainage collection from 
surrounding hills.

5
No drainage conflicts shown 
on GIS

2

Significant drainage/debris 
field from surrounding hills. 
Natural drainage paths carving 
in.

4
Road drainage collection and 
inlet collecting runoff from 
sites above.

5 None 5 None 5 None 3

Brush Creek irrigation ditch 
follows NE site boundary and 
would require crossing in at 
least one location to access 
the site

Soils 1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 11) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Dollard-Rock 
outcrop, shale complex, 25 to 
65 percent slopes (Map Unit 
30) - Very limited site 
development rating

Hazards 5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

3

Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard. 
Existing bus stop retaining 
wall need to be avoided

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

1
Servere wildfire hazard; high 
debris/avalanch

Utilities 3.0 3.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 3.0 4.0 2.5 2.5 4.5 2.0

Proximity 2

Water - main 60' from parcel 
Sewer - main 500' from parcel 
and uphill, will need to be 
pumped, right now on septic     
Electric-Feed to parcel

3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 3 3 3
Water & Sewer - main 120' 
from parcel                             
Electric-Main 500' from parcel

4 3
Water & Sewer - main 100' 
from parcel                                 
Electric-Main 100' from parcel

3
Water & Sewer -Main 800' from 
parcel                             
Electric-Main 1200' from parcel

3 3

Water - main 600' from parcel 
Sewer - main 2000' from 
parcel Electric-substation 200' 
from parcel

4 3

Existing Capacity 4 No issues with water 4 No issues with water 5 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 3 5 2 2 5 1

Services Proximity 3.0 3.0 3.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.0 4.3 3.3 3.7 4.7 4.7 4.7 3.7 3.3 2.7 3.0 2.7

Essential Daily Services 2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3 0.9mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4 0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.1mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi walkable route via ped 
path to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2 2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 1
3.8mi to Woody Creek Post 
Office 
6.7mi to Roxy's 

Emergency Services 3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.6mi to Police Station
2.1mi to Fire Station
1.4mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.9mi to Police Station
1.3mi to Fire Station
0.2mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.6mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.5mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.3mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge 
to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.5mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge to 
Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.7mi to Fire Station
0.8mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
0.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi walkable route or 0.6mi 
drive to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
1.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
1.3mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
2.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.1mi to Police Station
1.5mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

2
2.5mi to Police Station
2.0mi to Fire Station
3.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.2mi to Police Station
1.4mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

8.5mi to Basalt Police Stn, 
9.2mi to TOSV Police Stn
0.5mi to Fire Station
9.6mi to Snowmass Clinic
9.7mi to Aspen Valley Hosp

Open Space Recreation 4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.0mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.1mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.2mi to Nature Trail

4

0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

3
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.3mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South

4
0.1mi to Mountain View Trail
0.2mi to Rim Trail South
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

3
0.2mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

0.0mi to Rim Trail South
0.0mi to Mountain View Trail
Both trails cross into site, 
actual distance to access trail 
depends on location of 
development.
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

Mountain View Trail crosses 
into site, would need a trail 
connector (0.0mi)
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

0.1mi to Mountain View Trail to 
the west, would need a 
connector. 0.2mi from 
Mountain View to the east.
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

Proposed Rim Trail Bail Out 
crosses through site (0.0mi) 
Could be 1 way only?
0.0mi to Melton Ranch Trail
0.2mi to May Fly Trail
0.2mi Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.1mi to Golf Course
0.1mi to Cathy Robinson Park
0.1mi to Village Way Trail

5

0.0mi to Horse Ranch Trail
0.0mi to Town Park, 
Playground and path network
0.2mi to Upper North Mesa 
Trail & Open Space (incl 
Seven Star Trail)

4

0.25mi to Highline, Lowline, 
Viewline, Ditchline, Deadline 
Trails
Surrounded by the Hidden 
Valley Open Space (not 
passive though)

4

0.0mi to Lowline Trail (Connects to 
Highline/Deadline Trails)
0.2mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.2mi to Tom Blake Trail

2

0.3mi to Aspen Village OS
0.5mi+ to Aspen Village/Hwy 
82 Trail connecting to Rio 
Grande Trail
0.1mi to Snowmass Divide 
Ditch Rd (Road, walkable, but 
not a designated trail)

Vehicular Access 4.0 4.5 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 4.5 5.0 2.5 2.5 1.5 3.5 4.5 2.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 5.0 1.0

Existing Infrastructure to buildable area 4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~350lf of 
paving required.

4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~275lf of 
paving required.

5
Existing road access via Pinon 
Dr. Paved road into site exists.

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved roads into each terrace 
exist. 

5
Existing road access via 
Carriage Way. Paved roads 
into each terrace exist. 

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved road into site exist. 

5
Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Paved road into site exits 
for bus terminal.

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln runs along one side of 
parcel (and buildable area). 
No road into site but might 
only require garage parking 
(therefore no road needed)

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Small paved spur enters 
parcel for exterior parking and 
access but is in bad condition.

5
Site is bisected by Brush Creek 
Ln. Lots of existing parking 
exists.

3

Most likely access from existing Deerfield 
Dr parking lot. Pedestrian access protrudes 
across slope and between buildings to 
gain lower access. Likelihood of building a 
spur off of Brush Creek Rd ?

3

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (west arm). New 
road required either from cul-
de-sac (~50lf) or from "Y" 
(~70lf).

2

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (east arm), access 
drive would be where exiting 
man-made drainage channel 
is.
Could access from lower 
Deerfield Dr to the west 
around the back of the existing 
condo.
Access to site would require at 
least 120ft of new paved road.

3

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall. 
Terminated C&G road exists 
ready for expansion (<100lf).

4

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall.  
Adjacent to site's north 
perimeter and already has 
parking in the likely 
development parking spot.

2

Existing road access via 
Upper Woodbridge Rd. 
Access to site would require at 
least 280ft of new road. 
Possible access via path on 
upper side of existing condos 
(Road  on east side of existing 
condos, pedestrian via stairs 
on SW side of exisitng 
condos.)

3
Existing road access via Owl 
Creek Rd. Estimated ~50lf of 
new paved road required.

3
Existing road access via Horse 
Ranch Dr. Estimated ~80lf of 
new paved road required.

3

Existing road access via 
Highline Rd. Existing gravel 
road accesses whole site. 
Estimated 1,000 lf of new 
paving required.
Would paving be required or 
would TOSV consider a gravel 
drive to this remote site?

5
Existing spur and parking exists 
accessing Public Works. Not likely new 
road would be required.

1

Access would likely have to be 
through Aspen Village 
Subdivision with an additional 
constructed road through 
Subdivision property or 
Watson Divide Ranch 
property. Could come of the 
cul-de-sac at the park and 
switchback to the E/SE

Slope 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 2 1 4 5 3 4 4 4 5 1

Alternative 
Transportation Proximity 

1.0 1.0 2.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 5.0 3.0 4.0 2.0

Distance to Walkways/Bikeways 1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

2

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.7mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way 
to attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5

300ft to Brush Creek Trail 
(paved). Must walk through 
parking lot to access.
0.2mi to Carriage Way attached 
sidewalk. Must walk through 3 
parking lots and across Carriage 
Way to access.

3

Walk on local paved roads to crossalk, 
cross Brush Creek, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads to bridge 
accessing Carriage Way lots, 0.3mi to 
bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads to 
crossalk, cross Brush Creek, 
walk along Brush Creek 
sholder, on side roads to 
bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads 
down to Brush Creek, 
crosswalk, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads 
to bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

5

Walk along Town Hall access 
road to attached sidewalk 
towards Brush Creek (475ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (600ft)

5

Adjacent to attached 
sidewalks towards Brush 
Creek (<150ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5

Adjacent to paved Melton 
Ranch trail connecting to 
bridge over Brush Creek and 
Brush Creek Trail (<50ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5
Adjacent to paved Owl Creek 
Trail (<50ft)

5

Adjacent to Horse Ranch trail 
(asphalt), connects across 
Town Park (via walkways), 
under underpass, to Brush 
Creek trail (<50ft to access 
paved network)

3

Walk down Hidden Valley Rd 
(gravel, could be paved in 
future), walk along shoulder of 
Highline Rd, cross at 
dangerous crosswalk, reach 
Brush Creek Trail at 
roundabout (0.3mi to get 
there).

4

Walk through paved Public Works 
parking lot, down spur road, along Owl 
Creek road shoulder, cross Owl Creek 
Rd without crosswalk, walk down Pine 
Crest Dr to Owl Creek Trail (paved) 
(800ft)

2

Walk down whatever access 
road is built w/ development, 
through Aspen Village 
neighborhood roads, to Aspen 
Village/Hwy 82 Trail (paved) 
(0.5+mi).

Distance to Bus Stops 1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

2
0.8mi to op of Village bus stop
1.0mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Top of Village bus stop
0.1mi to #5/Elbert Lane bus stope
0.2mi to Mall Transit Station
0.2mi to existing Mall-Village Shuttle

5

0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus 
stop
0.1mi to Mall-Village Shuttle
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus stop
0.1mi to Lichenhearth bus stop
0.2 to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5

0.2mi to Mountain View & Dirt 
Circle bus stops (by walking in 
parking/local road and avoiding 
Brush Creek Rd.
0.3mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter

5

0.0mi to Dirt circle bus stop (would need 
connector)
0.1mi to Mountain View Bus Shelter (via 
local roads)

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Stop
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Conoco bus stop (via 
sidewalks)
0.2mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)
0.1mi to Upper/Lower 
Snowmass Center bus stops

5

Adjacent to Conoco bus stop
0.1mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)

5
0.1mi to Upper Woodbridge 2 
bus stop

4

0.2mi to UH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via walkways and 
crosswalk)
0.3mi to DH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via paved path around 
Cathy Robinson Park and 
attached sidwalks) 

5 0.1mi to Town Park Station 3 0.5mi to Town Park Station 4
0.5mi to Two Creek Portal stop
0.5mi to Fairway Drive stop

2

0.7mi to RFTA Local UV - 
Aspen Village Stop
0.75mi to RFTA Local DV - 
Aspen Village Stop

Density Potential 1.5 1.5 1.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 5.0 4.5 3.0 2.5 2.5 2.5 4.0 3.5 4.0 2.5 2.5 1.0 2.5 1.0

Current Landuse & Zoning 2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Commercial [need to 
confirm in the PUD]

2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: OS/Cons

1
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Public

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4

Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities 
[have to verify via SPA-1 
language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area

5
Zoning: MF
LU: Village Core Area

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU:Village Core Area

3
Zoning: PUD
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU: Publically Owned OS

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:  Publically Owned OS

4
Zoning: SPA-1 
LU: Community Facilities

3
Zoning: CC-PUD
LU: Community Facilities

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: n/a
LU: n/a

2
Zoning: CON
LU: Residential

1
Zoning: CON
LU: Private OS

4
Zoning: PUB
LU: Community Facility

1
Zoning: Wildcat PUD
LU: Not Shown

Surrounding Parcel & Comprehensive Plan 
Compatibility

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area [not 
zoned for med./high density]

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, OS, MU-2, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area + Village 
Core Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU, SPA-1, CC
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU, CC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
PUD, MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also MF-PUD, 
OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MF, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
MF, PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CON, OS, REC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
OS, PUB
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

1
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

Ecological Constraints & 
Protection

5.0 5.0 5.0 4.3 3.7 3.7 5.0 5.0 3.0 3.7 2.3 3.7 3.7 3.0 3.0 3.7 5.0 3.7 2.0 3.7 3.0

Wildlife Sensative Areas 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Surrounded by Ecologically 
sensitive areas.

5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5 None 5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Ecologically sensitive area 
borders Site to the N and S.

5 None 5

Near North Mesa wildlife 
closure but does not cross or 
border site. 
Near Elk Severe Winter Range, 
Elk Winter Concentration Area, 
Elk Winter Range.
Near Mule Deer Winter Range.

1

Elk Winter Range & Elk Winter 
Concentration Area covers 
site.
Site borders Sky Mountain 
Park wildlife closure but does 
not cross into site.

3

Contains portion of Elk Winter Range
Borders on Elk Winter Concentration 
Area, Severe Winter Range, Migration 
Corridors, and road crossings.
Borders on Mule Deer Migration 
Corridor.
Near Sky Mountain Park & Burnt 
Mountain North wildlife closure areas 
but does not cross into site. 
Ecologically sensitive area borders Site 
to the W and NE.

-
No closures. Wildlife 
assessment maps in comp 
plan do not extend to this Site.

Wetlands & Creek Buffers 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers portion of Site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

1

1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.
Flood Hazard Zone covers small 
NW sliver of Site.

5 None 5 None 1
200ft West Fork Brush Creek 
buffer (arbitrary buffer) covers 
majority of site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone covers 
entire site.

5 None 5 None on site. 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers small portion of 
Site

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

5 None 5 None 5 None 4
None on site. 1000ft Brush 
Creek Impact Zone does cover 
site's access however

5 None 5 None

Existing Habitat to be Preserved 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
No easements
West Fork Brush Creek 
riparian ecology

5

No easements. 
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow ecology on the flats, 
riparian/dogwood ecology in gulley

1
No easements
Oak ecology, aspens on the 
plateau

1
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology

1
No easements
Oak/sagebrush ecology

3
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology on west 
side

1

No easements
Sage/serviceberry meadow 
ecology, aspen forest up 
higher. Highest is oak ecology

5

No easements
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow/Oak ecology

1
No easements
Sage/Oak/Juniper ecology

3
No easements 
Planted reveg/trees. Not original 
ecology but is serving some habitat.

1
No easements
Oak/Juniper/sage ecology

Buildable Area 3.0 2.0 1.0 5.0 5.0 3.0 1.0 1.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 1.0 3.0 1.0 2.0 1.0

Size of Suitable Area 3 2 1 5 flat and highly buildable 5 flat and highly buildable 3 flat and highly buildable 1 flat but small site 1 flat but small site 2 flat but small site 1
small with likely drainage on 
eastern side

2 4
access to area of buildable 
slopes, though still fairly steep

2 very steep slopes 4

Large buildable area but need 
to know if there is geo hazards 
in the swale area that will 
affect buildable area.

2 3 1 3 1 2 1

Community Impact 2.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 4.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 1.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 3.0

Neighbor strife, council hesitancy, existing 
structures/businesses/uses, visual/contextual 

continuity, visual impact
1 99yr lease 1 99yr lease 1

Politics to consider… The 
Divide HOA would likely have 
serious issues with housing 
here as would the general 
public (esp. trail uses).

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp Plan 
and P&Z hardily disapproved. It is 
referenced in the West Village CPA 
in the Comp Plan.

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp 
Plan and P&Z hardily 
disapproved. It is referenced 
in the West Village CPA in the 
Comp Plan.

3
Impact to skier parking. Impact to 
existing residents.

3

Bus depot being moved in 
transportation master plan. 
Pushback would likely still 
occur because of density of 
buildings around it.

3

Town doesn't own yet. 
Currently serves as green 
space for recreation - needed 
in the area. Pushback would 
likely still occur because of 
density of buildings around it.

3

Daly Ln Redevelopment 
(Snowmass Inn) and the 
Mountain Chalet were bought 
as a package deal.
Slope-side housing is a 
premium and would be better 
as free market.

3
Heavy density around this site 
and likely pushback from 
existing residents.

3
Wildlife conservation issues throughout 
Mountain View.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as future 
expansion.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as Open Space in 
PUD.

5
Has been discussed for 
housing for many years.

3
Very prominent location and 
might get pushback.

1

Town doesn't currently own 
the sites.
Current ownership (Related) is 
trying to give/get-rid-of the 
parcels to the Town in lieu of 
what is owed.

1
Highly visible and would go 
against many of Snowmass' 
development principles.

1

Being rezoned to Open Space 
(verify)
Town has historically not 
succeeded in buying land 
from Horse Ranch.

3

Currently owned by 
Snowmass Chapel. Might 
have less pushback because 
there are no nieghbors but 
wildlife issues abound.

5
probably little pushback because of 
existing uses

1
County might not be receptive. 
Likely a political quagmire for 
many reasons.

Replacement Impact/Cost 3
Company and kennels would 
need to relocate.
Basic demolition required.

3

If parking lot is developed 
while Krabloonik remains, 
parking will need to be located 
elsewhere.

5
Parking would be lost (impact 
to community) but is not 
prohibitive

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in redevelopment

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in 
redevelopment

1

Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces (48 spaces in Lot 
1, ~15 spaces in Carriage Way) in 
redevelopment. 12 units must be 
accounted for elsewhere.

5

Bus terminal is already being 
relocated under transportation 
master plan. Some demolition 
costs but not prohibitive.

5
Basic demolition, nothing 
requires replacement

1

39 rooms currently used as 
year-round, free-market 
employee housing through 
private owner. Current 
employee housing would need 
to be accounted for 
elsewhere.

3
Constructuion would require 
demolition and/or obstruction of 
current parking lot/access.

5
No replacement required. Loss of yard 
space for existing units. Potential loss of 
bus pull off if accessed from that point.

3 Ditch replacement/rerouting. 5 No replacement required 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 1
Would need to replace or 
account for the debris field

5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 3 Loss and/or impact to existing parking. 5 No replacement required.

 26.5 26.5 28.8 38.2 37.5 35.5 37.3 37.1 33.1 31.9 29.2 29.0 27.1 35.2 34.2 29.1 30.7 30.3 22.7 31.2 17.2

Wildcat RanchLower Mountain View Upper Mountain View Mountain View Draw Owl Creek ROW Rodeo Place Extension

273303401015

Daly Ln Bus Terminal Daly Ln Infill Hidden Valley Public Works HousingKrabloonik Kennels Krabloonik Parking Lot Divide Trail Parking Lot Carriage Way & Lot 1Lower Parking LotsUpper Parking Lots

273302424001 and a part of 273302400851273302302815

Town Hall Point

6 18

Portion of 264331105002

11

Lower portions of 273302418751 and 273302106756

12

273302106752

13

273302106851

10

273301345800 and part of 273302422751

16

Creekside Infill Upper WoodbridgeTown Hall Draw

Not a parcel, at 39.215063, -106.927458

3

273303401853 273302400851 minus Lot 1

4

Part of 273302400851

5 9

273302400007

7

273302423852

8

Daly Ln Redevelopment

Sites
20

Portion of 273506100852

21

264307110852 and 264307210853

19

Portion of 264331400801273302420001 273301113001 and 273301201006

14

273301201854 and 273301201855

15

273301200001

1 2 17

30.7 30.329.1 30.7 30.3

1.0 3.0 3.0

1

Town doesn't currently own 
the sites.
Current ownership (Related) is 
trying to give/get-rid-of the 
parcels to the Town in lieu of 
what is owed.

1
Highly visible and would go
against many of Snowmass' 
development principles.

1

Being rezoned to Open Space 
(verify)
Town has historically not 
succeeded in buying land 
from Horse Ranch.

1
Would need to replace or 
account for the debris field

5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required.

3.0 1.0 3.0

3 1 3

3.7 5.0 3.7

5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Ecologically sensitive area 
borders Site to the N and S.

5 None 5

Near North Mesa wildlife
closure but does not cross or 
border site. 
Near Elk Severe Winter Range, 
Elk Winter Concentration Area, 
Elk Winter Range.
Near Mule Deer Winter Range.

5 None 5 None 5 None

1

No easements
Sage/serviceberry meadow 
ecology, aspen forest up 
higher. Highest is oak ecology

5

No easements
Existing grass reveg, nice
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow/Oak ecology

2

4

est 
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Suitability 
Category

Physiology

Slope

Drainage

Soils

Hazards

Utilities

Proximity

Existing Capacity

Services 
Proximity

Essential Daily Services

Emergency Services

Open Space Recreation

3.0 2.5 1.5

3

Site area = 502,816 SF
300,805 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5278 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 25,667 SF
15,900 SF > 30% slope
=62% of site
750 SF contiguous area < 30%

1

Site area = 3,446,139 SF
2,670,988 SF > 30% slope
=77% of sit
1500 SF contiguous area < 
15%

5 None 5 None 3

Brush Creek irrigation ditch 
follows NE site boundary and 
would require crossing in at 
least one location to access 
the site

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam,
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Dollard-Rock 
outcrop, shale complex, 25 to 
65 percent slopes (Map Unit 
30) - Very limited site 
development rating

3
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

1
Servere wildfire hazard; high 
debris/avalanch

2.5 4.5 2.0

3

Water - main 600' from parcel 
Sewer - main 2000' from 
parcel Electric-substation 200' 
from parcel

4
Water & Sewer -main in adjacent ROW   
Electric-Vault adjacent to parcel

3 Electric - main 240' from parcel

2 Lift station is at capacity 5 No capacity issues 1
Water lines to parcel would 
need to be updgraded              
Sewer plant is at capacity

2.7 3.0 2.7

2
2.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2 2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 1
3.8mi to Woody Creek Post 
Office 
6.7mi to Roxy's 

2
2.5mi to Police Station
2.0mi to Fire Station
3.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.2mi to Police Station
1.4mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

8.5mi to Basalt Police Stn, 
9.2mi to TOSV Police Stn
0.5mi to Fire Station
9.6mi to Snowmass Clinic
9.7mi to Aspen Valley Hosp

4

0.25mi to Highline, Lowline, 
Viewline, Ditchline, Deadline 
Trails
Surrounded by the Hidden 
Valley Open Space (not 
passive though)

4

0.0mi to Lowline Trail (Connects to 
Highline/Deadline Trails)
0.2mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.2mi to Tom Blake Trail

2

0.3mi to Aspen Village OS
0.5mi+ to Aspen Village/Hwy 
82 Trail connecting to Rio 
Grande Trail
0.1mi to Snowmass Divide 
Ditch Rd (Road, walkable, but 
not a designated trail)

Wildcat RanchHidden Valley Public Works Housing

20

Portion of 273506100852

21

264307110852 and 264307210853

19

Portion of 264331400801

Suitability Category

Physiology 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 3.8 3.3 2.8 3.0 2.0 1.8 2.0 3.0 2.3 3.5 3.8 3.0 2.5 1.5

Slope 5

Parcel area = 79,224 SF
42,605 SF < 10% slope
=54% of site
17,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 31,181 SF
17,741 SF < 10% slope
 =57% of site
5,700 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 21,228 SF
16,188 SF < 10% slope
=76% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 238,612 SF
162,140 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 170,419 SF
116,127 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5
Site area = 65,668 SF
32,655 SF < 10% slope
=50% of site
12,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 12,901 SF
10,167 SF < 10% slope
=79% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 10,493 SF
6,046 SF < 10% slope
=57% of site
3,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3

Site area = 39,090 SF
32,442 SF < 30% slope
=83% of site
1,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3
Site area = 32,739 SF
22,541 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
1,400 SF contiguous area < 10%

3
Site area = 57,397 SF
34,040 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
900 SF contiguous area < 10%

3

Site area = 99,353 SF
59,279 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5,075 SF contiguous area < 
30%

2

Site area = 739,000 SF
532,132 SF < 45% slope
=72% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 670,110 SF
448,315 SF > 30% slope
=67% of site
1580 SF contiguous area < 
30%

3

Site area = 42,588 SF
29,560 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
2050 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 371,535 SF
218,015 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
14,600 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 48,272 SF
27,443 SF < 30% slope
=57% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 64,839 SF
51,905 SF < 30% slope
=80% of site
7280 SF contiguous area < 
15%

3

Site area = 502,816 SF
300,805 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5278 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 25,667 SF
15,900 SF > 30% slope
=62% of site
750 SF contiguous area < 30%

1

Site area = 3,446,139 SF
2,670,988 SF > 30% slope
=77% of sit
1500 SF contiguous area < 
15%

Drainage 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 4
West Fork Brush Creek covers 
portion of site.

2
2 discharging culverts to 
drainage basin downhill

3 Existing natural drainage gulley 2 Irrigation ditch running on site 2

Signifigant drainage collection 
from surrounding hills. Man 
made channel down area of 
likely access.  Many natural 
drainage ways have

4
Drainage collection from 
surrounding hills.

5
No drainage conflicts shown 
on GIS

2

Significant drainage/debris 
field from surrounding hills. 
Natural drainage paths carving 
in.

4
Road drainage collection and 
inlet collecting runoff from 
sites above.

5 None 5 None 5 None 3

Brush Creek irrigation ditch 
follows NE site boundary and 
would require crossing in at 
least one location to access 
the site

Soils 1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 11) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Dollard-Rock 
outcrop, shale complex, 25 to 
65 percent slopes (Map Unit 
30) - Very limited site 
development rating

Hazards 5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

3

Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard. 
Existing bus stop retaining 
wall need to be avoided

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

1
Servere wildfire hazard; high 
debris/avalanch

Utilities 3.0 3.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 3.0 4.0 2.5 2.5 4.5 2.0

Proximity 2

Water - main 60' from parcel 
Sewer - main 500' from parcel 
and uphill, will need to be 
pumped, right now on septic     
Electric-Feed to parcel

3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 3 3 3
Water & Sewer - main 120' 
from parcel                             
Electric-Main 500' from parcel

4 3
Water & Sewer - main 100' 
from parcel                                 
Electric-Main 100' from parcel

3
Water & Sewer -Main 800' from 
parcel                             
Electric-Main 1200' from parcel

3 3

Water - main 600' from parcel 
Sewer - main 2000' from 
parcel Electric-substation 200' 
from parcel

4 3

Existing Capacity 4 No issues with water 4 No issues with water 5 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 3 5 2 2 5 1

Services Proximity 3.0 3.0 3.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.0 4.3 3.3 3.7 4.7 4.7 4.7 3.7 3.3 2.7 3.0 2.7

Essential Daily Services 2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3 0.9mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4 0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.1mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi walkable route via ped 
path to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2 2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 1
3.8mi to Woody Creek Post 
Office 
6.7mi to Roxy's 

Emergency Services 3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.6mi to Police Station
2.1mi to Fire Station
1.4mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.9mi to Police Station
1.3mi to Fire Station
0.2mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.6mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.5mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.3mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge 
to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.5mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge to 
Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.7mi to Fire Station
0.8mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
0.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi walkable route or 0.6mi 
drive to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
1.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
1.3mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
2.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.1mi to Police Station
1.5mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

2
2.5mi to Police Station
2.0mi to Fire Station
3.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.2mi to Police Station
1.4mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

8.5mi to Basalt Police Stn, 
9.2mi to TOSV Police Stn
0.5mi to Fire Station
9.6mi to Snowmass Clinic
9.7mi to Aspen Valley Hosp

Open Space Recreation 4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.0mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.1mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.2mi to Nature Trail

4

0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

3
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.3mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South

4
0.1mi to Mountain View Trail
0.2mi to Rim Trail South
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

3
0.2mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

0.0mi to Rim Trail South
0.0mi to Mountain View Trail
Both trails cross into site, 
actual distance to access trail 
depends on location of 
development.
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

Mountain View Trail crosses 
into site, would need a trail 
connector (0.0mi)
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

0.1mi to Mountain View Trail to 
the west, would need a 
connector. 0.2mi from 
Mountain View to the east.
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

Proposed Rim Trail Bail Out 
crosses through site (0.0mi) 
Could be 1 way only?
0.0mi to Melton Ranch Trail
0.2mi to May Fly Trail
0.2mi Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.1mi to Golf Course
0.1mi to Cathy Robinson Park
0.1mi to Village Way Trail

5

0.0mi to Horse Ranch Trail
0.0mi to Town Park, 
Playground and path network
0.2mi to Upper North Mesa 
Trail & Open Space (incl 
Seven Star Trail)

4

0.25mi to Highline, Lowline, 
Viewline, Ditchline, Deadline 
Trails
Surrounded by the Hidden 
Valley Open Space (not 
passive though)

4

0.0mi to Lowline Trail (Connects to 
Highline/Deadline Trails)
0.2mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.2mi to Tom Blake Trail

2

0.3mi to Aspen Village OS
0.5mi+ to Aspen Village/Hwy 
82 Trail connecting to Rio 
Grande Trail
0.1mi to Snowmass Divide 
Ditch Rd (Road, walkable, but 
not a designated trail)

Vehicular Access 4.0 4.5 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 4.5 5.0 2.5 2.5 1.5 3.5 4.5 2.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 5.0 1.0

Existing Infrastructure to buildable area 4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~350lf of 
paving required.

4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~275lf of 
paving required.

5
Existing road access via Pinon 
Dr. Paved road into site exists.

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved roads into each terrace 
exist. 

5
Existing road access via 
Carriage Way. Paved roads 
into each terrace exist. 

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved road into site exist. 

5
Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Paved road into site exits 
for bus terminal.

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln runs along one side of 
parcel (and buildable area). 
No road into site but might 
only require garage parking 
(therefore no road needed)

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Small paved spur enters 
parcel for exterior parking and 
access but is in bad condition.

5
Site is bisected by Brush Creek 
Ln. Lots of existing parking 
exists.

3

Most likely access from existing Deerfield 
Dr parking lot. Pedestrian access protrudes 
across slope and between buildings to 
gain lower access. Likelihood of building a 
spur off of Brush Creek Rd ?

3

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (west arm). New 
road required either from cul-
de-sac (~50lf) or from "Y" 
(~70lf).

2

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (east arm), access 
drive would be where exiting 
man-made drainage channel 
is.
Could access from lower 
Deerfield Dr to the west 
around the back of the existing 
condo.
Access to site would require at 
least 120ft of new paved road.

3

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall. 
Terminated C&G road exists 
ready for expansion (<100lf).

4

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall.  
Adjacent to site's north 
perimeter and already has 
parking in the likely 
development parking spot.

2

Existing road access via 
Upper Woodbridge Rd. 
Access to site would require at 
least 280ft of new road. 
Possible access via path on 
upper side of existing condos 
(Road  on east side of existing 
condos, pedestrian via stairs 
on SW side of exisitng 
condos.)

3
Existing road access via Owl 
Creek Rd. Estimated ~50lf of 
new paved road required.

3
Existing road access via Horse 
Ranch Dr. Estimated ~80lf of 
new paved road required.

3

Existing road access via 
Highline Rd. Existing gravel 
road accesses whole site. 
Estimated 1,000 lf of new 
paving required.
Would paving be required or 
would TOSV consider a gravel 
drive to this remote site?

5
Existing spur and parking exists 
accessing Public Works. Not likely new 
road would be required.

1

Access would likely have to be 
through Aspen Village 
Subdivision with an additional 
constructed road through 
Subdivision property or 
Watson Divide Ranch 
property. Could come of the 
cul-de-sac at the park and 
switchback to the E/SE

Slope 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 2 1 4 5 3 4 4 4 5 1

Alternative 
Transportation Proximity 

1.0 1.0 2.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 5.0 3.0 4.0 2.0

Distance to Walkways/Bikeways 1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

2

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.7mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way 
to attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5

300ft to Brush Creek Trail 
(paved). Must walk through 
parking lot to access.
0.2mi to Carriage Way attached 
sidewalk. Must walk through 3 
parking lots and across Carriage 
Way to access.

3

Walk on local paved roads to crossalk, 
cross Brush Creek, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads to bridge 
accessing Carriage Way lots, 0.3mi to 
bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads to 
crossalk, cross Brush Creek, 
walk along Brush Creek 
sholder, on side roads to 
bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads 
down to Brush Creek, 
crosswalk, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads 
to bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

5

Walk along Town Hall access 
road to attached sidewalk 
towards Brush Creek (475ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (600ft)

5

Adjacent to attached 
sidewalks towards Brush 
Creek (<150ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5

Adjacent to paved Melton 
Ranch trail connecting to 
bridge over Brush Creek and 
Brush Creek Trail (<50ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5
Adjacent to paved Owl Creek 
Trail (<50ft)

5

Adjacent to Horse Ranch trail 
(asphalt), connects across 
Town Park (via walkways), 
under underpass, to Brush 
Creek trail (<50ft to access 
paved network)

3

Walk down Hidden Valley Rd 
(gravel, could be paved in 
future), walk along shoulder of 
Highline Rd, cross at 
dangerous crosswalk, reach 
Brush Creek Trail at 
roundabout (0.3mi to get 
there).

4

Walk through paved Public Works 
parking lot, down spur road, along Owl 
Creek road shoulder, cross Owl Creek 
Rd without crosswalk, walk down Pine 
Crest Dr to Owl Creek Trail (paved) 
(800ft)

2

Walk down whatever access 
road is built w/ development, 
through Aspen Village 
neighborhood roads, to Aspen 
Village/Hwy 82 Trail (paved) 
(0.5+mi).

Distance to Bus Stops 1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

2
0.8mi to op of Village bus stop
1.0mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Top of Village bus stop
0.1mi to #5/Elbert Lane bus stope
0.2mi to Mall Transit Station
0.2mi to existing Mall-Village Shuttle

5

0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus 
stop
0.1mi to Mall-Village Shuttle
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus stop
0.1mi to Lichenhearth bus stop
0.2 to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5

0.2mi to Mountain View & Dirt 
Circle bus stops (by walking in 
parking/local road and avoiding 
Brush Creek Rd.
0.3mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter

5

0.0mi to Dirt circle bus stop (would need 
connector)
0.1mi to Mountain View Bus Shelter (via 
local roads)

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Stop
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Conoco bus stop (via 
sidewalks)
0.2mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)
0.1mi to Upper/Lower 
Snowmass Center bus stops

5

Adjacent to Conoco bus stop
0.1mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)

5
0.1mi to Upper Woodbridge 2 
bus stop

4

0.2mi to UH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via walkways and 
crosswalk)
0.3mi to DH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via paved path around 
Cathy Robinson Park and 
attached sidwalks) 

5 0.1mi to Town Park Station 3 0.5mi to Town Park Station 4
0.5mi to Two Creek Portal stop
0.5mi to Fairway Drive stop

2

0.7mi to RFTA Local UV - 
Aspen Village Stop
0.75mi to RFTA Local DV - 
Aspen Village Stop

Density Potential 1.5 1.5 1.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 5.0 4.5 3.0 2.5 2.5 2.5 4.0 3.5 4.0 2.5 2.5 1.0 2.5 1.0

Current Landuse & Zoning 2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Commercial [need to 
confirm in the PUD]

2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: OS/Cons

1
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Public

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4

Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities 
[have to verify via SPA-1 
language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area

5
Zoning: MF
LU: Village Core Area

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU:Village Core Area

3
Zoning: PUD
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU: Publically Owned OS

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:  Publically Owned OS

4
Zoning: SPA-1 
LU: Community Facilities

3
Zoning: CC-PUD
LU: Community Facilities

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: n/a
LU: n/a

2
Zoning: CON
LU: Residential

1
Zoning: CON
LU: Private OS

4
Zoning: PUB
LU: Community Facility

1
Zoning: Wildcat PUD
LU: Not Shown

Surrounding Parcel & Comprehensive Plan 
Compatibility

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area [not 
zoned for med./high density]

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, OS, MU-2, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area + Village 
Core Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU, SPA-1, CC
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU, CC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
PUD, MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also MF-PUD, 
OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MF, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
MF, PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CON, OS, REC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
OS, PUB
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

1
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

Ecological Constraints & 
Protection

5.0 5.0 5.0 4.3 3.7 3.7 5.0 5.0 3.0 3.7 2.3 3.7 3.7 3.0 3.0 3.7 5.0 3.7 2.0 3.7 3.0

Wildlife Sensative Areas 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Surrounded by Ecologically 
sensitive areas.

5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5 None 5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Ecologically sensitive area 
borders Site to the N and S.

5 None 5

Near North Mesa wildlife 
closure but does not cross or 
border site. 
Near Elk Severe Winter Range, 
Elk Winter Concentration Area, 
Elk Winter Range.
Near Mule Deer Winter Range.

1

Elk Winter Range & Elk Winter 
Concentration Area covers 
site.
Site borders Sky Mountain 
Park wildlife closure but does 
not cross into site.

3

Contains portion of Elk Winter Range
Borders on Elk Winter Concentration 
Area, Severe Winter Range, Migration 
Corridors, and road crossings.
Borders on Mule Deer Migration 
Corridor.
Near Sky Mountain Park & Burnt 
Mountain North wildlife closure areas 
but does not cross into site. 
Ecologically sensitive area borders Site 
to the W and NE.

-
No closures. Wildlife 
assessment maps in comp 
plan do not extend to this Site.

Wetlands & Creek Buffers 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers portion of Site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

1

1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.
Flood Hazard Zone covers small 
NW sliver of Site.

5 None 5 None 1
200ft West Fork Brush Creek 
buffer (arbitrary buffer) covers 
majority of site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone covers 
entire site.

5 None 5 None on site. 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers small portion of 
Site

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

5 None 5 None 5 None 4
None on site. 1000ft Brush 
Creek Impact Zone does cover 
site's access however

5 None 5 None

Existing Habitat to be Preserved 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
No easements
West Fork Brush Creek 
riparian ecology

5

No easements. 
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow ecology on the flats, 
riparian/dogwood ecology in gulley

1
No easements
Oak ecology, aspens on the 
plateau

1
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology

1
No easements
Oak/sagebrush ecology

3
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology on west 
side

1

No easements
Sage/serviceberry meadow 
ecology, aspen forest up 
higher. Highest is oak ecology

5

No easements
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow/Oak ecology

1
No easements
Sage/Oak/Juniper ecology

3
No easements 
Planted reveg/trees. Not original 
ecology but is serving some habitat.

1
No easements
Oak/Juniper/sage ecology

Buildable Area 3.0 2.0 1.0 5.0 5.0 3.0 1.0 1.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 1.0 3.0 1.0 2.0 1.0

Size of Suitable Area 3 2 1 5 flat and highly buildable 5 flat and highly buildable 3 flat and highly buildable 1 flat but small site 1 flat but small site 2 flat but small site 1
small with likely drainage on 
eastern side

2 4
access to area of buildable 
slopes, though still fairly steep

2 very steep slopes 4

Large buildable area but need 
to know if there is geo hazards 
in the swale area that will 
affect buildable area.

2 3 1 3 1 2 1

Community Impact 2.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 4.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 1.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 3.0

Neighbor strife, council hesitancy, existing 
structures/businesses/uses, visual/contextual 

continuity, visual impact
1 99yr lease 1 99yr lease 1

Politics to consider… The 
Divide HOA would likely have 
serious issues with housing 
here as would the general 
public (esp. trail uses).

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp Plan 
and P&Z hardily disapproved. It is 
referenced in the West Village CPA 
in the Comp Plan.

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp 
Plan and P&Z hardily 
disapproved. It is referenced 
in the West Village CPA in the 
Comp Plan.

3
Impact to skier parking. Impact to 
existing residents.

3

Bus depot being moved in 
transportation master plan. 
Pushback would likely still 
occur because of density of 
buildings around it.

3

Town doesn't own yet. 
Currently serves as green 
space for recreation - needed 
in the area. Pushback would 
likely still occur because of 
density of buildings around it.

3

Daly Ln Redevelopment 
(Snowmass Inn) and the 
Mountain Chalet were bought 
as a package deal.
Slope-side housing is a 
premium and would be better 
as free market.

3
Heavy density around this site 
and likely pushback from 
existing residents.

3
Wildlife conservation issues throughout 
Mountain View.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as future 
expansion.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as Open Space in 
PUD.

5
Has been discussed for 
housing for many years.

3
Very prominent location and 
might get pushback.

1

Town doesn't currently own 
the sites.
Current ownership (Related) is 
trying to give/get-rid-of the 
parcels to the Town in lieu of 
what is owed.

1
Highly visible and would go 
against many of Snowmass' 
development principles.

1

Being rezoned to Open Space 
(verify)
Town has historically not 
succeeded in buying land 
from Horse Ranch.

3

Currently owned by 
Snowmass Chapel. Might 
have less pushback because 
there are no nieghbors but 
wildlife issues abound.

5
probably little pushback because of 
existing uses

1
County might not be receptive. 
Likely a political quagmire for 
many reasons.

Replacement Impact/Cost 3
Company and kennels would 
need to relocate.
Basic demolition required.

3

If parking lot is developed 
while Krabloonik remains, 
parking will need to be located 
elsewhere.

5
Parking would be lost (impact 
to community) but is not 
prohibitive

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in redevelopment

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in 
redevelopment

1

Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces (48 spaces in Lot 
1, ~15 spaces in Carriage Way) in 
redevelopment. 12 units must be 
accounted for elsewhere.

5

Bus terminal is already being 
relocated under transportation 
master plan. Some demolition 
costs but not prohibitive.

5
Basic demolition, nothing 
requires replacement

1

39 rooms currently used as 
year-round, free-market 
employee housing through 
private owner. Current 
employee housing would need 
to be accounted for 
elsewhere.

3
Constructuion would require 
demolition and/or obstruction of 
current parking lot/access.

5
No replacement required. Loss of yard 
space for existing units. Potential loss of 
bus pull off if accessed from that point.

3 Ditch replacement/rerouting. 5 No replacement required 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 1
Would need to replace or 
account for the debris field

5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 3 Loss and/or impact to existing parking. 5 No replacement required.
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Daly Ln Bus Terminal Daly Ln Infill Hidden Valley Public Works HousingKrabloonik Kennels Krabloonik Parking Lot Divide Trail Parking Lot Carriage Way & Lot 1Lower Parking LotsUpper Parking Lots

273302424001 and a part of 273302400851273302302815

Town Hall Point

6 18

Portion of 264331105002

11

Lower portions of 273302418751 and 273302106756

12

273302106752

13

273302106851

10

273301345800 and part of 273302422751

16

Creekside Infill Upper WoodbridgeTown Hall Draw

Not a parcel, at 39.215063, -106.927458

3

273303401853 273302400851 minus Lot 1

4

Part of 273302400851

5 9

273302400007

7

273302423852

8

Daly Ln Redevelopment

Sites
20

Portion of 273506100852

21

264307110852 and 264307210853

19

Portion of 264331400801273302420001 273301113001 and 273301201006

14

273301201854 and 273301201855

15

273301200001

1 2 17

2.7

1
3.8mi to Woody Creek Post 
Office
6.7mi to Roxy's 

5

8.5mi to Basalt Police Stn, 
9.2mi to TOSV Police Stn
0.5mi to Fire Station
9.6mi to Snowmass Clinic
9.7mi to Aspen Valley Hosp

2

0.3mi to Aspen Village OS
0.5mi+ to Aspen Village/Hwy 
82 Trail connecting to Rio 
Grande Trail
0.1mi to Snowmass Divide 
Ditch Rd (Road, walkable, but 

3.0

2 2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's Market

3
2.2mi to Police Station
1.4mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

4

0.0mi to Lowline Trail (Connects to 
Highline/Deadline Trails)
0.2mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.2mi to Tom Blake Trail

2.7

2
2.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.5mi to Police Station
2.0mi to Fire Station
3.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

4

0.25mi to Highline, Lowline, 
Viewline, Ditchline, Deadline 
Trails
Surrounded by the Hidden
Valley Open Space (not 
passive though)

2.5 4.5 2.0

3

Water - main 600' from parcel 
Sewer - main 2000' from 
parcel Electric-substation 200' 
from parcel

4 3

2 5 1

3.0 2.5 1.5

3

Site area = 502,816 SF
300,805 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5278 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 25,667 SF
15,900 SF > 30% slope
=62% of site
750 SF contiguous area < 30%

1

Site area = 3,446,139 SF
2,670,988 SF > 30% slope
=77% of sit
1500 SF contiguous area < 
15%

5 None 5 None 3

Brush Creek irrigation ditch
follows NE site boundary and
would require crossing in at 
least one location to access 
the site

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam,
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Dollard-Rock
outcrop, shale complex, 25 to 
65 percent slopes (Map Unit 
30) - Very limited site 
development rating

3
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

1
Servere wildfire hazard; high 
debris/avalanch
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Suitability 
Category

Vehicular 
Access

Existing Infrastructure to
buildable area

Slope

Alternative 
Transportation 
Proximity 

Distance to
Walkways/Bikeways

Distance to Bus Stops

Density 
Potential

Current Landuse & Zoning

Surrounding Parcel &
Comprehensive Plan

Compatibility

Wildcat RanchHidden Valley Public Works Housing

20

Portion of 273506100852

21

264307110852 and 264307210853

19

Portion of 264331400801

3.5 5.0 1.0

3

Existing road access via 
Highline Rd. Existing gravel 
road accesses whole site. 
Estimated 1,000 lf of new 
paving required.
Would paving be required or 
would TOSV consider a gravel 
drive to this remote site?

5
Existing spur and parking exists 
accessing Public Works. Not likely new 
road would be required.

1

Access would likely have to be
through Aspen Village 
Subdivision with an additional 
constructed road through 
Subdivision property or 
Watson Divide Ranch 
property. Could come of the 
cul-de-sac at the park and 
switchback to the E/SE

4 5 1

3.0 4.0 2.0

3

Walk down Hidden Valley Rd 
(gravel, could be paved in 
future), walk along shoulder of 
Highline Rd, cross at 
dangerous crosswalk, reach 
Brush Creek Trail at 
roundabout (0.3mi to get 
there).

4

Walk through paved Public Works 
parking lot, down spur road, along Owl 
Creek road shoulder, cross Owl Creek 
Rd without crosswalk, walk down Pine 
Crest Dr to Owl Creek Trail (paved) 
(800ft)

2

Walk down whatever access 
road is built w/ development, 
through Aspen Village 
neighborhood roads, to Aspen
Village/Hwy 82 Trail (paved) 
(0.5+mi).

3 0.5mi to Town Park Station 4
0.5mi to Two Creek Portal stop
0.5mi to Fairway Drive stop

2

0.7mi to RFTA Local UV - 
Aspen Village Stop
0.75mi to RFTA Local DV - 
Aspen Village Stop

1.0 2.5 1.0

1
Zoning: CON
LU: Private OS

4
Zoning: PUB
LU: Community Facility

1
Zoning: Wildcat PUD
LU: Not Shown

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
OS, PUB
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

1
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

Suitability Category

Physiology 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 3.8 3.3 2.8 3.0 2.0 1.8 2.0 3.0 2.3 3.5 3.8 3.0 2.5 1.5

Slope 5

Parcel area = 79,224 SF
42,605 SF < 10% slope
=54% of site
17,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 31,181 SF
17,741 SF < 10% slope
 =57% of site
5,700 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 21,228 SF
16,188 SF < 10% slope
=76% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 238,612 SF
162,140 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 170,419 SF
116,127 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5
Site area = 65,668 SF
32,655 SF < 10% slope
=50% of site
12,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 12,901 SF
10,167 SF < 10% slope
=79% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 10,493 SF
6,046 SF < 10% slope
=57% of site
3,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3

Site area = 39,090 SF
32,442 SF < 30% slope
=83% of site
1,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3
Site area = 32,739 SF
22,541 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
1,400 SF contiguous area < 10%

3
Site area = 57,397 SF
34,040 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
900 SF contiguous area < 10%

3

Site area = 99,353 SF
59,279 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5,075 SF contiguous area < 
30%

2

Site area = 739,000 SF
532,132 SF < 45% slope
=72% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 670,110 SF
448,315 SF > 30% slope
=67% of site
1580 SF contiguous area < 
30%

3

Site area = 42,588 SF
29,560 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
2050 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 371,535 SF
218,015 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
14,600 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 48,272 SF
27,443 SF < 30% slope
=57% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 64,839 SF
51,905 SF < 30% slope
=80% of site
7280 SF contiguous area < 
15%

3

Site area = 502,816 SF
300,805 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5278 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 25,667 SF
15,900 SF > 30% slope
=62% of site
750 SF contiguous area < 30%

1

Site area = 3,446,139 SF
2,670,988 SF > 30% slope
=77% of sit
1500 SF contiguous area < 
15%

Drainage 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 4
West Fork Brush Creek covers 
portion of site.

2
2 discharging culverts to 
drainage basin downhill

3 Existing natural drainage gulley 2 Irrigation ditch running on site 2

Signifigant drainage collection 
from surrounding hills. Man 
made channel down area of 
likely access.  Many natural 
drainage ways have

4
Drainage collection from 
surrounding hills.

5
No drainage conflicts shown 
on GIS

2

Significant drainage/debris 
field from surrounding hills. 
Natural drainage paths carving 
in.

4
Road drainage collection and 
inlet collecting runoff from 
sites above.

5 None 5 None 5 None 3

Brush Creek irrigation ditch 
follows NE site boundary and 
would require crossing in at 
least one location to access 
the site

Soils 1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 11) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Dollard-Rock 
outcrop, shale complex, 25 to 
65 percent slopes (Map Unit 
30) - Very limited site 
development rating

Hazards 5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

3

Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard. 
Existing bus stop retaining 
wall need to be avoided

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

1
Servere wildfire hazard; high 
debris/avalanch

Utilities 3.0 3.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 3.0 4.0 2.5 2.5 4.5 2.0

Proximity 2

Water - main 60' from parcel 
Sewer - main 500' from parcel 
and uphill, will need to be 
pumped, right now on septic     
Electric-Feed to parcel

3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 3 3 3
Water & Sewer - main 120' 
from parcel                             
Electric-Main 500' from parcel

4 3
Water & Sewer - main 100' 
from parcel                                 
Electric-Main 100' from parcel

3
Water & Sewer -Main 800' from 
parcel                             
Electric-Main 1200' from parcel

3 3

Water - main 600' from parcel 
Sewer - main 2000' from 
parcel Electric-substation 200' 
from parcel

4 3

Existing Capacity 4 No issues with water 4 No issues with water 5 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 3 5 2 2 5 1

Services Proximity 3.0 3.0 3.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.0 4.3 3.3 3.7 4.7 4.7 4.7 3.7 3.3 2.7 3.0 2.7

Essential Daily Services 2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3 0.9mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4 0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.1mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi walkable route via ped 
path to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2 2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 1
3.8mi to Woody Creek Post 
Office 
6.7mi to Roxy's 

Emergency Services 3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.6mi to Police Station
2.1mi to Fire Station
1.4mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.9mi to Police Station
1.3mi to Fire Station
0.2mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.6mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.5mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.3mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge 
to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.5mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge to 
Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.7mi to Fire Station
0.8mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
0.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi walkable route or 0.6mi 
drive to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
1.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
1.3mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
2.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.1mi to Police Station
1.5mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

2
2.5mi to Police Station
2.0mi to Fire Station
3.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.2mi to Police Station
1.4mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

8.5mi to Basalt Police Stn, 
9.2mi to TOSV Police Stn
0.5mi to Fire Station
9.6mi to Snowmass Clinic
9.7mi to Aspen Valley Hosp

Open Space Recreation 4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.0mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.1mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.2mi to Nature Trail

4

0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

3
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.3mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South

4
0.1mi to Mountain View Trail
0.2mi to Rim Trail South
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

3
0.2mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

0.0mi to Rim Trail South
0.0mi to Mountain View Trail
Both trails cross into site, 
actual distance to access trail 
depends on location of 
development.
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

Mountain View Trail crosses 
into site, would need a trail 
connector (0.0mi)
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

0.1mi to Mountain View Trail to 
the west, would need a 
connector. 0.2mi from 
Mountain View to the east.
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

Proposed Rim Trail Bail Out 
crosses through site (0.0mi) 
Could be 1 way only?
0.0mi to Melton Ranch Trail
0.2mi to May Fly Trail
0.2mi Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.1mi to Golf Course
0.1mi to Cathy Robinson Park
0.1mi to Village Way Trail

5

0.0mi to Horse Ranch Trail
0.0mi to Town Park, 
Playground and path network
0.2mi to Upper North Mesa 
Trail & Open Space (incl 
Seven Star Trail)

4

0.25mi to Highline, Lowline, 
Viewline, Ditchline, Deadline 
Trails
Surrounded by the Hidden 
Valley Open Space (not 
passive though)

4

0.0mi to Lowline Trail (Connects to 
Highline/Deadline Trails)
0.2mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.2mi to Tom Blake Trail

2

0.3mi to Aspen Village OS
0.5mi+ to Aspen Village/Hwy 
82 Trail connecting to Rio 
Grande Trail
0.1mi to Snowmass Divide 
Ditch Rd (Road, walkable, but 
not a designated trail)

Vehicular Access 4.0 4.5 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 4.5 5.0 2.5 2.5 1.5 3.5 4.5 2.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 5.0 1.0

Existing Infrastructure to buildable area 4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~350lf of 
paving required.

4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~275lf of 
paving required.

5
Existing road access via Pinon 
Dr. Paved road into site exists.

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved roads into each terrace 
exist. 

5
Existing road access via 
Carriage Way. Paved roads 
into each terrace exist. 

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved road into site exist. 

5
Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Paved road into site exits 
for bus terminal.

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln runs along one side of 
parcel (and buildable area). 
No road into site but might 
only require garage parking 
(therefore no road needed)

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Small paved spur enters 
parcel for exterior parking and 
access but is in bad condition.

5
Site is bisected by Brush Creek 
Ln. Lots of existing parking 
exists.

3

Most likely access from existing Deerfield 
Dr parking lot. Pedestrian access protrudes 
across slope and between buildings to 
gain lower access. Likelihood of building a 
spur off of Brush Creek Rd ?

3

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (west arm). New 
road required either from cul-
de-sac (~50lf) or from "Y" 
(~70lf).

2

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (east arm), access 
drive would be where exiting 
man-made drainage channel 
is.
Could access from lower 
Deerfield Dr to the west 
around the back of the existing 
condo.
Access to site would require at 
least 120ft of new paved road.

3

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall. 
Terminated C&G road exists 
ready for expansion (<100lf).

4

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall.  
Adjacent to site's north 
perimeter and already has 
parking in the likely 
development parking spot.

2

Existing road access via 
Upper Woodbridge Rd. 
Access to site would require at 
least 280ft of new road. 
Possible access via path on 
upper side of existing condos 
(Road  on east side of existing 
condos, pedestrian via stairs 
on SW side of exisitng 
condos.)

3
Existing road access via Owl 
Creek Rd. Estimated ~50lf of 
new paved road required.

3
Existing road access via Horse 
Ranch Dr. Estimated ~80lf of 
new paved road required.

3

Existing road access via 
Highline Rd. Existing gravel 
road accesses whole site. 
Estimated 1,000 lf of new 
paving required.
Would paving be required or 
would TOSV consider a gravel 
drive to this remote site?

5
Existing spur and parking exists 
accessing Public Works. Not likely new 
road would be required.

1

Access would likely have to be 
through Aspen Village 
Subdivision with an additional 
constructed road through 
Subdivision property or 
Watson Divide Ranch 
property. Could come of the 
cul-de-sac at the park and 
switchback to the E/SE

Slope 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 2 1 4 5 3 4 4 4 5 1

Alternative 
Transportation Proximity 

1.0 1.0 2.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 5.0 3.0 4.0 2.0

Distance to Walkways/Bikeways 1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

2

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.7mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way 
to attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5

300ft to Brush Creek Trail 
(paved). Must walk through 
parking lot to access.
0.2mi to Carriage Way attached 
sidewalk. Must walk through 3 
parking lots and across Carriage 
Way to access.

3

Walk on local paved roads to crossalk, 
cross Brush Creek, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads to bridge 
accessing Carriage Way lots, 0.3mi to 
bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads to 
crossalk, cross Brush Creek, 
walk along Brush Creek 
sholder, on side roads to 
bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads 
down to Brush Creek, 
crosswalk, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads 
to bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

5

Walk along Town Hall access 
road to attached sidewalk 
towards Brush Creek (475ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (600ft)

5

Adjacent to attached 
sidewalks towards Brush 
Creek (<150ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5

Adjacent to paved Melton 
Ranch trail connecting to 
bridge over Brush Creek and 
Brush Creek Trail (<50ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5
Adjacent to paved Owl Creek 
Trail (<50ft)

5

Adjacent to Horse Ranch trail 
(asphalt), connects across 
Town Park (via walkways), 
under underpass, to Brush 
Creek trail (<50ft to access 
paved network)

3

Walk down Hidden Valley Rd 
(gravel, could be paved in 
future), walk along shoulder of 
Highline Rd, cross at 
dangerous crosswalk, reach 
Brush Creek Trail at 
roundabout (0.3mi to get 
there).

4

Walk through paved Public Works 
parking lot, down spur road, along Owl 
Creek road shoulder, cross Owl Creek 
Rd without crosswalk, walk down Pine 
Crest Dr to Owl Creek Trail (paved) 
(800ft)

2

Walk down whatever access 
road is built w/ development, 
through Aspen Village 
neighborhood roads, to Aspen 
Village/Hwy 82 Trail (paved) 
(0.5+mi).

Distance to Bus Stops 1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

2
0.8mi to op of Village bus stop
1.0mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Top of Village bus stop
0.1mi to #5/Elbert Lane bus stope
0.2mi to Mall Transit Station
0.2mi to existing Mall-Village Shuttle

5

0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus 
stop
0.1mi to Mall-Village Shuttle
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus stop
0.1mi to Lichenhearth bus stop
0.2 to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5

0.2mi to Mountain View & Dirt 
Circle bus stops (by walking in 
parking/local road and avoiding 
Brush Creek Rd.
0.3mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter

5

0.0mi to Dirt circle bus stop (would need 
connector)
0.1mi to Mountain View Bus Shelter (via 
local roads)

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Stop
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Conoco bus stop (via 
sidewalks)
0.2mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)
0.1mi to Upper/Lower 
Snowmass Center bus stops

5

Adjacent to Conoco bus stop
0.1mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)

5
0.1mi to Upper Woodbridge 2 
bus stop

4

0.2mi to UH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via walkways and 
crosswalk)
0.3mi to DH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via paved path around 
Cathy Robinson Park and 
attached sidwalks) 

5 0.1mi to Town Park Station 3 0.5mi to Town Park Station 4
0.5mi to Two Creek Portal stop
0.5mi to Fairway Drive stop

2

0.7mi to RFTA Local UV - 
Aspen Village Stop
0.75mi to RFTA Local DV - 
Aspen Village Stop

Density Potential 1.5 1.5 1.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 5.0 4.5 3.0 2.5 2.5 2.5 4.0 3.5 4.0 2.5 2.5 1.0 2.5 1.0

Current Landuse & Zoning 2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Commercial [need to 
confirm in the PUD]

2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: OS/Cons

1
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Public

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4

Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities 
[have to verify via SPA-1 
language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area

5
Zoning: MF
LU: Village Core Area

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU:Village Core Area

3
Zoning: PUD
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU: Publically Owned OS

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:  Publically Owned OS

4
Zoning: SPA-1 
LU: Community Facilities

3
Zoning: CC-PUD
LU: Community Facilities

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: n/a
LU: n/a

2
Zoning: CON
LU: Residential

1
Zoning: CON
LU: Private OS

4
Zoning: PUB
LU: Community Facility

1
Zoning: Wildcat PUD
LU: Not Shown

Surrounding Parcel & Comprehensive Plan 
Compatibility

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area [not 
zoned for med./high density]

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, OS, MU-2, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area + Village 
Core Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU, SPA-1, CC
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU, CC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
PUD, MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also MF-PUD, 
OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MF, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
MF, PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CON, OS, REC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
OS, PUB
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

1
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

Ecological Constraints & 
Protection

5.0 5.0 5.0 4.3 3.7 3.7 5.0 5.0 3.0 3.7 2.3 3.7 3.7 3.0 3.0 3.7 5.0 3.7 2.0 3.7 3.0

Wildlife Sensative Areas 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Surrounded by Ecologically 
sensitive areas.

5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5 None 5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Ecologically sensitive area 
borders Site to the N and S.

5 None 5

Near North Mesa wildlife 
closure but does not cross or 
border site. 
Near Elk Severe Winter Range, 
Elk Winter Concentration Area, 
Elk Winter Range.
Near Mule Deer Winter Range.

1

Elk Winter Range & Elk Winter 
Concentration Area covers 
site.
Site borders Sky Mountain 
Park wildlife closure but does 
not cross into site.

3

Contains portion of Elk Winter Range
Borders on Elk Winter Concentration 
Area, Severe Winter Range, Migration 
Corridors, and road crossings.
Borders on Mule Deer Migration 
Corridor.
Near Sky Mountain Park & Burnt 
Mountain North wildlife closure areas 
but does not cross into site. 
Ecologically sensitive area borders Site 
to the W and NE.

-
No closures. Wildlife 
assessment maps in comp 
plan do not extend to this Site.

Wetlands & Creek Buffers 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers portion of Site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

1

1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.
Flood Hazard Zone covers small 
NW sliver of Site.

5 None 5 None 1
200ft West Fork Brush Creek 
buffer (arbitrary buffer) covers 
majority of site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone covers 
entire site.

5 None 5 None on site. 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers small portion of 
Site

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

5 None 5 None 5 None 4
None on site. 1000ft Brush 
Creek Impact Zone does cover 
site's access however

5 None 5 None

Existing Habitat to be Preserved 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
No easements
West Fork Brush Creek 
riparian ecology

5

No easements. 
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow ecology on the flats, 
riparian/dogwood ecology in gulley

1
No easements
Oak ecology, aspens on the 
plateau

1
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology

1
No easements
Oak/sagebrush ecology

3
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology on west 
side

1

No easements
Sage/serviceberry meadow 
ecology, aspen forest up 
higher. Highest is oak ecology

5

No easements
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow/Oak ecology

1
No easements
Sage/Oak/Juniper ecology

3
No easements 
Planted reveg/trees. Not original 
ecology but is serving some habitat.

1
No easements
Oak/Juniper/sage ecology

Buildable Area 3.0 2.0 1.0 5.0 5.0 3.0 1.0 1.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 1.0 3.0 1.0 2.0 1.0

Size of Suitable Area 3 2 1 5 flat and highly buildable 5 flat and highly buildable 3 flat and highly buildable 1 flat but small site 1 flat but small site 2 flat but small site 1
small with likely drainage on 
eastern side

2 4
access to area of buildable 
slopes, though still fairly steep

2 very steep slopes 4

Large buildable area but need 
to know if there is geo hazards 
in the swale area that will 
affect buildable area.

2 3 1 3 1 2 1

Community Impact 2.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 4.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 1.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 3.0

Neighbor strife, council hesitancy, existing 
structures/businesses/uses, visual/contextual 

continuity, visual impact
1 99yr lease 1 99yr lease 1

Politics to consider… The 
Divide HOA would likely have 
serious issues with housing 
here as would the general 
public (esp. trail uses).

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp Plan 
and P&Z hardily disapproved. It is 
referenced in the West Village CPA 
in the Comp Plan.

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp 
Plan and P&Z hardily 
disapproved. It is referenced 
in the West Village CPA in the 
Comp Plan.

3
Impact to skier parking. Impact to 
existing residents.

3

Bus depot being moved in 
transportation master plan. 
Pushback would likely still 
occur because of density of 
buildings around it.

3

Town doesn't own yet. 
Currently serves as green 
space for recreation - needed 
in the area. Pushback would 
likely still occur because of 
density of buildings around it.

3

Daly Ln Redevelopment 
(Snowmass Inn) and the 
Mountain Chalet were bought 
as a package deal.
Slope-side housing is a 
premium and would be better 
as free market.

3
Heavy density around this site 
and likely pushback from 
existing residents.

3
Wildlife conservation issues throughout 
Mountain View.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as future 
expansion.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as Open Space in 
PUD.

5
Has been discussed for 
housing for many years.

3
Very prominent location and 
might get pushback.

1

Town doesn't currently own 
the sites.
Current ownership (Related) is 
trying to give/get-rid-of the 
parcels to the Town in lieu of 
what is owed.

1
Highly visible and would go 
against many of Snowmass' 
development principles.

1

Being rezoned to Open Space 
(verify)
Town has historically not 
succeeded in buying land 
from Horse Ranch.

3

Currently owned by 
Snowmass Chapel. Might 
have less pushback because 
there are no nieghbors but 
wildlife issues abound.

5
probably little pushback because of 
existing uses

1
County might not be receptive. 
Likely a political quagmire for 
many reasons.

Replacement Impact/Cost 3
Company and kennels would 
need to relocate.
Basic demolition required.

3

If parking lot is developed 
while Krabloonik remains, 
parking will need to be located 
elsewhere.

5
Parking would be lost (impact 
to community) but is not 
prohibitive

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in redevelopment

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in 
redevelopment

1

Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces (48 spaces in Lot 
1, ~15 spaces in Carriage Way) in 
redevelopment. 12 units must be 
accounted for elsewhere.

5

Bus terminal is already being 
relocated under transportation 
master plan. Some demolition 
costs but not prohibitive.

5
Basic demolition, nothing 
requires replacement

1

39 rooms currently used as 
year-round, free-market 
employee housing through 
private owner. Current 
employee housing would need 
to be accounted for 
elsewhere.

3
Constructuion would require 
demolition and/or obstruction of 
current parking lot/access.

5
No replacement required. Loss of yard 
space for existing units. Potential loss of 
bus pull off if accessed from that point.

3 Ditch replacement/rerouting. 5 No replacement required 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 1
Would need to replace or 
account for the debris field

5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 3 Loss and/or impact to existing parking. 5 No replacement required.

 26.5 26.5 28.8 38.2 37.5 35.5 37.3 37.1 33.1 31.9 29.2 29.0 27.1 35.2 34.2 29.1 30.7 30.3 22.7 31.2 17.2

Wildcat RanchLower Mountain View Upper Mountain View Mountain View Draw Owl Creek ROW Rodeo Place Extension

273303401015

Daly Ln Bus Terminal Daly Ln Infill Hidden Valley Public Works HousingKrabloonik Kennels Krabloonik Parking Lot Divide Trail Parking Lot Carriage Way & Lot 1Lower Parking LotsUpper Parking Lots

273302424001 and a part of 273302400851273302302815

Town Hall Point

6 18

Portion of 264331105002

11

Lower portions of 273302418751 and 273302106756

12

273302106752

13

273302106851

10

273301345800 and part of 273302422751

16

Creekside Infill Upper WoodbridgeTown Hall Draw

Not a parcel, at 39.215063, -106.927458

3

273303401853 273302400851 minus Lot 1

4

Part of 273302400851

5 9

273302400007

7

273302423852

8

Daly Ln Redevelopment

Sites
20

Portion of 273506100852

21

264307110852 and 264307210853

19

Portion of 264331400801273302420001 273301113001 and 273301201006

14

273301201854 and 273301201855

15

273301200001

1 2 17

1.0

1
Zoning: Wildcat PUD
LU: Not Shown

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

2.5

4
Zoning: PUB
LU: Community Facility

1
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1.0

1
Zoning: CON
LU: Private OS

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
OS, PUB
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

3.0 4.0 2.0

3

Walk down Hidden Valley Rd 
(gravel, could be paved in
future), walk along shoulder of 
Highline Rd, cross at 
dangerous crosswalk, reach 
Brush Creek Trail at 
roundabout (0.3mi to get 
there).

4

Walk through paved Public Works 
parking lot, down spur road, along Owl
Creek road shoulder, cross Owl Creek
Rd without crosswalk, walk down Pine
Crest Dr to Owl Creek Trail (paved) 
(800ft)

2

Walk down whatever access 
road is built w/ development, 
through Aspen Village 
neighborhood roads, to Aspen
Village/Hwy 82 Trail (paved) 
(0.5+mi).

3 0.5mi to Town Park Station 4
0.5mi to Two Creek Portal stop
0.5mi to Fairway Drive stop

2

0.7mi to RFTA Local UV - 
Aspen Village Stop
0.75mi to RFTA Local DV - 
Aspen Village Stop

3.5 5.0 1.0

3

Existing road access via 
Highline Rd. Existing gravel
road accesses whole site. 
Estimated 1,000 lf of new 
paving required.
Would paving be required or
would TOSV consider a gravel 
drive to this remote site?

5
Existing spur and parking exists
accessing Public Works. Not likely new 
road would be required.

1

Access would likely have to be 
through Aspen Village 
Subdivision with an additional
constructed road through 
Subdivision property or
Watson Divide Ranch 
property. Could come of the 
cul-de-sac at the park and 
switchback to the E/SE

4 5 1
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Suitability 
Category

Ecological 
Constraints & 
Protection

Wildlife Sensative Areas

Wetlands & Creek Buffers

Existing Habitat to be
Preserved

Buildable Area

Size of Suitable Area

Community 
Impact

Neighbor strife, council
hesitancy, existing

structures/businesses/uses,
visual/contextual continuity,

visual impact

Replacement Impact/Cost

Wildcat RanchHidden Valley Public Works Housing

20

Portion of 273506100852

21

264307110852 and 264307210853

19

Portion of 264331400801

2.0 3.7 3.0

1

Elk Winter Range & Elk Winter 
Concentration Area covers 
site.
Site borders Sky Mountain 
Park wildlife closure but does 
not cross into site.

3

Contains portion of Elk Winter Range
Borders on Elk Winter Concentration 
Area, Severe Winter Range, Migration 
Corridors, and road crossings.
Borders on Mule Deer Migration 
Corridor.
Near Sky Mountain Park & Burnt 
Mountain North wildlife closure areas 
but does not cross into site. 
Ecologically sensitive area borders Site 
to the W and NE.

-
No closures. Wildlife 
assessment maps in comp 
plan do not extend to this Site.

4
None on site. 1000ft Brush 
Creek Impact Zone does 
cover site's access however

5 None 5 None

1
No easements
Sage/Oak/Juniper ecology

3
No easements 
Planted reveg/trees. Not original 
ecology but is serving some habitat.

1
No easements
Oak/Juniper/sage ecology

1.0 2.0 1.0

1 2 1

4.0 4.0 3.0

3

Currently owned by 
Snowmass Chapel. Might 
have less pushback because 
there are no nieghbors but 
wildlife issues abound.

5
probably little pushback because of 
existing uses

1
County might not be receptive.
Likely a political quagmire for 
many reasons.

5 No replacement required. 3 Loss and/or impact to existing parking. 5 No replacement required.

22.7 31.2 17.2

Suitability Category

Physiology 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 3.8 3.3 2.8 3.0 2.0 1.8 2.0 3.0 2.3 3.5 3.8 3.0 2.5 1.5

Slope 5

Parcel area = 79,224 SF
42,605 SF < 10% slope
=54% of site
17,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 31,181 SF
17,741 SF < 10% slope
 =57% of site
5,700 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 21,228 SF
16,188 SF < 10% slope
=76% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5

Site area = 238,612 SF
162,140 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 170,419 SF
116,127 SF < 10% slope
=68% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

5
Site area = 65,668 SF
32,655 SF < 10% slope
=50% of site
12,000 SF contiguous area < 10%

5

Site area = 12,901 SF
10,167 SF < 10% slope
=79% of site
6,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 10,493 SF
6,046 SF < 10% slope
=57% of site
3,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3

Site area = 39,090 SF
32,442 SF < 30% slope
=83% of site
1,500 SF contiguous area < 
10%

3
Site area = 32,739 SF
22,541 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
1,400 SF contiguous area < 10%

3
Site area = 57,397 SF
34,040 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
900 SF contiguous area < 10%

3

Site area = 99,353 SF
59,279 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5,075 SF contiguous area < 
30%

2

Site area = 739,000 SF
532,132 SF < 45% slope
=72% of site
11,000 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 670,110 SF
448,315 SF > 30% slope
=67% of site
1580 SF contiguous area < 
30%

3

Site area = 42,588 SF
29,560 SF < 30% slope
=69% of site
2050 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 371,535 SF
218,015 SF < 30% slope
=59% of site
14,600 SF contiguous area < 
30%

4

Site area = 48,272 SF
27,443 SF < 30% slope
=57% of site
10,000 SF contiguous area < 
10%

4

Site area = 64,839 SF
51,905 SF < 30% slope
=80% of site
7280 SF contiguous area < 
15%

3

Site area = 502,816 SF
300,805 SF < 30% slope
=60% of site
5278 SF contiguous area < 
30%

1

Site area = 25,667 SF
15,900 SF > 30% slope
=62% of site
750 SF contiguous area < 30%

1

Site area = 3,446,139 SF
2,670,988 SF > 30% slope
=77% of sit
1500 SF contiguous area < 
15%

Drainage 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 4
West Fork Brush Creek covers 
portion of site.

2
2 discharging culverts to 
drainage basin downhill

3 Existing natural drainage gulley 2 Irrigation ditch running on site 2

Signifigant drainage collection 
from surrounding hills. Man 
made channel down area of 
likely access.  Many natural 
drainage ways have

4
Drainage collection from 
surrounding hills.

5
No drainage conflicts shown 
on GIS

2

Significant drainage/debris 
field from surrounding hills. 
Natural drainage paths carving 
in.

4
Road drainage collection and 
inlet collecting runoff from 
sites above.

5 None 5 None 5 None 3

Brush Creek irrigation ditch 
follows NE site boundary and 
would require crossing in at 
least one location to access 
the site

Soils 1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Jerry-Millerlake 
loams, 25 to 45 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 67) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent slopes 
(Map Unit 11) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very limited 
site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 
percent slopes (Map Unit 53) - 
Very limited site development 
rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Anvil-Skylick-Sligting 
association, 25 to 50 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 11) - Very 
limited site development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Kobar silty clay loam, 
12 to 25 percent slopes (Map 
Unit 72) - Very limited site 
development rating

1
Soil type Gothic loam, 6 to 25 percent 
slopes (Map Unit 53) - Very limited site 
development rating

1

Soil type Dollard-Rock 
outcrop, shale complex, 25 to 
65 percent slopes (Map Unit 
30) - Very limited site 
development rating

Hazards 5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; 
low debris/avalanche hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; low 
debris/avalanche hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

3

Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard. 
Existing bus stop retaining 
wall need to be avoided

2
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; high debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

5
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; low debris/avalanche 
hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire 
hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

3
Standard TOSV wildfire hazard; medium 
debris/avalanche hazard

1
Servere wildfire hazard; high 
debris/avalanch

Utilities 3.0 3.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.5 3.0 4.0 2.5 2.5 4.5 2.0

Proximity 2

Water - main 60' from parcel 
Sewer - main 500' from parcel 
and uphill, will need to be 
pumped, right now on septic     
Electric-Feed to parcel

3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 3 3 3
Water & Sewer - main 120' 
from parcel                             
Electric-Main 500' from parcel

4 3
Water & Sewer - main 100' 
from parcel                                 
Electric-Main 100' from parcel

3
Water & Sewer -Main 800' from 
parcel                             
Electric-Main 1200' from parcel

3 3

Water - main 600' from parcel 
Sewer - main 2000' from 
parcel Electric-substation 200' 
from parcel

4 3

Existing Capacity 4 No issues with water 4 No issues with water 5 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 3 5 2 2 5 1

Services Proximity 3.0 3.0 3.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.3 4.0 4.3 3.3 3.7 4.7 4.7 4.7 3.7 3.3 2.7 3.0 2.7

Essential Daily Services 2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.8mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3 0.9mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.6mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4
0.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

4 0.5mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

3
0.7mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.1mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

5
0.2mi walkable route via ped 
path to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
1.2mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2
2.4mi to Post Office & Clark's 
Market

2 2.0mi to Post Office & Clark's Market 1
3.8mi to Woody Creek Post 
Office 
6.7mi to Roxy's 

Emergency Services 3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.8mi to Police Station
2.3mi to Fire Station
1.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
1.6mi to Police Station
2.1mi to Fire Station
1.4mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.9mi to Police Station
1.3mi to Fire Station
0.2mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.6mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.5mi to Police Station
1.0mi to Fire Station
0.3mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.7mi to Police Station
1.1mi to Fire Station
0.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge 
to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.5mi to Police Station
0.9mi to Fire Station
0.5mi walkable route via bridge to 
Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
0.8mi to Police Station
1.2mi to Fire Station
0.7mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.7mi to Fire Station
0.8mi to Snowmass Clinic

5
0.0mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
0.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

0.4mi walkable route or 0.6mi 
drive to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
1.1mi to Snowmass Clinic

4
1.3mi to Police Station
0.6mi to Fire Station
2.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.1mi to Police Station
1.5mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

2
2.5mi to Police Station
2.0mi to Fire Station
3.0mi to Snowmass Clinic

3
2.2mi to Police Station
1.4mi to Fire Station
2.6mi to Snowmass Clinic

5

8.5mi to Basalt Police Stn, 
9.2mi to TOSV Police Stn
0.5mi to Fire Station
9.6mi to Snowmass Clinic
9.7mi to Aspen Valley Hosp

Open Space Recreation 4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

4

0.2mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.3mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.0mi to Ditch Trail
0.2mi to Slot/Campground ski 
runs (counts as passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail & Sleigh 
Ride Trail
0.1mi to proposed Mammoth 
Discovery Trail

5

0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Nature Trail
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.2mi to Nature Trail

4

0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.3mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

5

0.0mi to Benedict Park
0.1mi to Fanny Hill (counts as 
passive)
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Nature Trail

3
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.3mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South

4
0.1mi to Mountain View Trail
0.2mi to Rim Trail South
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail

3
0.2mi to Mountain View Trail
0.3mi to Rim Trail South
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

0.0mi to Rim Trail South
0.0mi to Mountain View Trail
Both trails cross into site, 
actual distance to access trail 
depends on location of 
development.
0.3mi to Brush Creek Trail

4

Mountain View Trail crosses 
into site, would need a trail 
connector (0.0mi)
0.2mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.2mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

0.1mi to Mountain View Trail to 
the west, would need a 
connector. 0.2mi from 
Mountain View to the east.
0.1mi to Brush Creek Trail
0.1mi to Melton Ranch Trail

4

Proposed Rim Trail Bail Out 
crosses through site (0.0mi) 
Could be 1 way only?
0.0mi to Melton Ranch Trail
0.2mi to May Fly Trail
0.2mi Brush Creek Trail

5

0.0mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.1mi to Golf Course
0.1mi to Cathy Robinson Park
0.1mi to Village Way Trail

5

0.0mi to Horse Ranch Trail
0.0mi to Town Park, 
Playground and path network
0.2mi to Upper North Mesa 
Trail & Open Space (incl 
Seven Star Trail)

4

0.25mi to Highline, Lowline, 
Viewline, Ditchline, Deadline 
Trails
Surrounded by the Hidden 
Valley Open Space (not 
passive though)

4

0.0mi to Lowline Trail (Connects to 
Highline/Deadline Trails)
0.2mi to Owl Creek Trail
0.2mi to Tom Blake Trail

2

0.3mi to Aspen Village OS
0.5mi+ to Aspen Village/Hwy 
82 Trail connecting to Rio 
Grande Trail
0.1mi to Snowmass Divide 
Ditch Rd (Road, walkable, but 
not a designated trail)

Vehicular Access 4.0 4.5 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 4.5 5.0 2.5 2.5 1.5 3.5 4.5 2.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 5.0 1.0

Existing Infrastructure to buildable area 4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~350lf of 
paving required.

4

Existing road access via Divide 
Rd. Graded, dirt road into site 
exists. Estimated ~275lf of 
paving required.

5
Existing road access via Pinon 
Dr. Paved road into site exists.

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved roads into each terrace 
exist. 

5
Existing road access via 
Carriage Way. Paved roads 
into each terrace exist. 

5
Existing road access via Carriage 
Way. Paved road into site exist. 

5
Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Paved road into site exits 
for bus terminal.

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln runs along one side of 
parcel (and buildable area). 
No road into site but might 
only require garage parking 
(therefore no road needed)

4

Existing road access via Daly 
Ln. Small paved spur enters 
parcel for exterior parking and 
access but is in bad condition.

5
Site is bisected by Brush Creek 
Ln. Lots of existing parking 
exists.

3

Most likely access from existing Deerfield 
Dr parking lot. Pedestrian access protrudes 
across slope and between buildings to 
gain lower access. Likelihood of building a 
spur off of Brush Creek Rd ?

3

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (west arm). New 
road required either from cul-
de-sac (~50lf) or from "Y" 
(~70lf).

2

Existing road access via Hawk 
Ridge Ln (east arm), access 
drive would be where exiting 
man-made drainage channel 
is.
Could access from lower 
Deerfield Dr to the west 
around the back of the existing 
condo.
Access to site would require at 
least 120ft of new paved road.

3

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall. 
Terminated C&G road exists 
ready for expansion (<100lf).

4

Existing road access via 
driveway at Town Hall.  
Adjacent to site's north 
perimeter and already has 
parking in the likely 
development parking spot.

2

Existing road access via 
Upper Woodbridge Rd. 
Access to site would require at 
least 280ft of new road. 
Possible access via path on 
upper side of existing condos 
(Road  on east side of existing 
condos, pedestrian via stairs 
on SW side of exisitng 
condos.)

3
Existing road access via Owl 
Creek Rd. Estimated ~50lf of 
new paved road required.

3
Existing road access via Horse 
Ranch Dr. Estimated ~80lf of 
new paved road required.

3

Existing road access via 
Highline Rd. Existing gravel 
road accesses whole site. 
Estimated 1,000 lf of new 
paving required.
Would paving be required or 
would TOSV consider a gravel 
drive to this remote site?

5
Existing spur and parking exists 
accessing Public Works. Not likely new 
road would be required.

1

Access would likely have to be 
through Aspen Village 
Subdivision with an additional 
constructed road through 
Subdivision property or 
Watson Divide Ranch 
property. Could come of the 
cul-de-sac at the park and 
switchback to the E/SE

Slope 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 2 1 4 5 3 4 4 4 5 1

Alternative 
Transportation Proximity 

1.0 1.0 2.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.5 5.0 3.0 4.0 2.0

Distance to Walkways/Bikeways 1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

1

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.9mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

2

Walk across paved parking lot 
(could add stair access up 
hills for direct access to Divide 
Rd), along Divide Rd (road), 
Sleigh Ride Trail (rough 
gravel) to upper Carriage Way 
(has an attached sidewalk). 
0.7mi to access designated 
paved walkway.

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way 
to attached sidewalk

5
Access across Carriage Way to 
attached sidewalk

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5
0.0mi to Carriage Way 
attached sidewalk
0.0mi to pedestrian mall

5

300ft to Brush Creek Trail 
(paved). Must walk through 
parking lot to access.
0.2mi to Carriage Way attached 
sidewalk. Must walk through 3 
parking lots and across Carriage 
Way to access.

3

Walk on local paved roads to crossalk, 
cross Brush Creek, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads to bridge 
accessing Carriage Way lots, 0.3mi to 
bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads to 
crossalk, cross Brush Creek, 
walk along Brush Creek 
sholder, on side roads to 
bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

3

Walk on local paved roads 
down to Brush Creek, 
crosswalk, walk along Brush 
Creek sholder, on side roads 
to bridge accessing Carriage 
Way lots, 0.4mi to bridge

5

Walk along Town Hall access 
road to attached sidewalk 
towards Brush Creek (475ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (600ft)

5

Adjacent to attached 
sidewalks towards Brush 
Creek (<150ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5

Adjacent to paved Melton 
Ranch trail connecting to 
bridge over Brush Creek and 
Brush Creek Trail (<50ft)
OR walk on local roads to 
Snowmass Center (375ft)

5
Adjacent to paved Owl Creek 
Trail (<50ft)

5

Adjacent to Horse Ranch trail 
(asphalt), connects across 
Town Park (via walkways), 
under underpass, to Brush 
Creek trail (<50ft to access 
paved network)

3

Walk down Hidden Valley Rd 
(gravel, could be paved in 
future), walk along shoulder of 
Highline Rd, cross at 
dangerous crosswalk, reach 
Brush Creek Trail at 
roundabout (0.3mi to get 
there).

4

Walk through paved Public Works 
parking lot, down spur road, along Owl 
Creek road shoulder, cross Owl Creek 
Rd without crosswalk, walk down Pine 
Crest Dr to Owl Creek Trail (paved) 
(800ft)

2

Walk down whatever access 
road is built w/ development, 
through Aspen Village 
neighborhood roads, to Aspen 
Village/Hwy 82 Trail (paved) 
(0.5+mi).

Distance to Bus Stops 1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

1

1.0mi to Top of Village bus 
stop
1.2mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

2
0.8mi to op of Village bus stop
1.0mi to #5/Lot13/Timberline 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Top of Village bus stop
0.1mi to #5/Elbert Lane bus stope
0.2mi to Mall Transit Station
0.2mi to existing Mall-Village Shuttle

5

0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus 
stop
0.1mi to Mall-Village Shuttle
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Stonebridge Inn bus stop
0.1mi to Lichenhearth bus stop
0.2 to Mall Transit Station

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5
0.1mi to Mall Transit Station
0.1mi to Skittles lift

5

0.2mi to Mountain View & Dirt 
Circle bus stops (by walking in 
parking/local road and avoiding 
Brush Creek Rd.
0.3mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter

5

0.0mi to Dirt circle bus stop (would need 
connector)
0.1mi to Mountain View Bus Shelter (via 
local roads)

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Shelter
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.2mi to Mountain View Bus 
Stop
0.3mi to DH Mountain View 
bus stop

5

0.1mi to Conoco bus stop (via 
sidewalks)
0.2mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)
0.1mi to Upper/Lower 
Snowmass Center bus stops

5

Adjacent to Conoco bus stop
0.1mi to Brush Creek/Wood 
Rd bus shelter (via sidewalks 
and crosswalks)

5
0.1mi to Upper Woodbridge 2 
bus stop

4

0.2mi to UH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via walkways and 
crosswalk)
0.3mi to DH Gambel Way bus 
shelter (via paved path around 
Cathy Robinson Park and 
attached sidwalks) 

5 0.1mi to Town Park Station 3 0.5mi to Town Park Station 4
0.5mi to Two Creek Portal stop
0.5mi to Fairway Drive stop

2

0.7mi to RFTA Local UV - 
Aspen Village Stop
0.75mi to RFTA Local DV - 
Aspen Village Stop

Density Potential 1.5 1.5 1.0 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 5.0 4.5 3.0 2.5 2.5 2.5 4.0 3.5 4.0 2.5 2.5 1.0 2.5 1.0

Current Landuse & Zoning 2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Commercial [need to 
confirm in the PUD]

2
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: OS/Cons

1
Zoning: MU PUD
LU: Public

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4

Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Community Facilities 
[have to verify via SPA-1 
language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area [have to 
verify via SPA-1 language]

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Village Core Area

5
Zoning: MF
LU: Village Core Area

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU:Village Core Area

3
Zoning: PUD
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:Residential

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU: Publically Owned OS

2
Zoning: MF-PUD
LU:  Publically Owned OS

4
Zoning: SPA-1 
LU: Community Facilities

3
Zoning: CC-PUD
LU: Community Facilities

4
Zoning: SPA-1
LU: Residential

2
Zoning: n/a
LU: n/a

2
Zoning: CON
LU: Residential

1
Zoning: CON
LU: Private OS

4
Zoning: PUB
LU: Community Facility

1
Zoning: Wildcat PUD
LU: Not Shown

Surrounding Parcel & Comprehensive Plan 
Compatibility

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area [not 
zoned for med./high density]

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, OS, MU-2, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
SPA-1, OS, MU-2
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area + Village 
Core Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MU, SPA-1, CC
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

5

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MU, CC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Village Core 
Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also 
PUD, MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: Also MF-PUD, 
OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also MF-PUD, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Publicly-
Owned or Protected Open 
Space Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CC-PUD, CC, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

4

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also SPA-1, MF, OS
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
MF, PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

3

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also CON, OS, REC, MF
Cons/Dev Area: Residential 
Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
OS, PUB
Cons/Dev Area: Privately-
Owned Recreation & Open 
Space Area

1
Surrounding Parcel Zoning: OS
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

1

Surrounding Parcel Zoning: 
Also PUD
Cons/Dev Area: Community 
Facility/Institutional Area

Ecological Constraints & 
Protection

5.0 5.0 5.0 4.3 3.7 3.7 5.0 5.0 3.0 3.7 2.3 3.7 3.7 3.0 3.0 3.7 5.0 3.7 2.0 3.7 3.0

Wildlife Sensative Areas 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Surrounded by Ecologically 
sensitive areas.

5
None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.

5 None 5

None on site. Elk summer 
range is uphill but does not 
cross or border site.
Ecologically sensitive area 
borders Site to the N and S.

5 None 5

Near North Mesa wildlife 
closure but does not cross or 
border site. 
Near Elk Severe Winter Range, 
Elk Winter Concentration Area, 
Elk Winter Range.
Near Mule Deer Winter Range.

1

Elk Winter Range & Elk Winter 
Concentration Area covers 
site.
Site borders Sky Mountain 
Park wildlife closure but does 
not cross into site.

3

Contains portion of Elk Winter Range
Borders on Elk Winter Concentration 
Area, Severe Winter Range, Migration 
Corridors, and road crossings.
Borders on Mule Deer Migration 
Corridor.
Near Sky Mountain Park & Burnt 
Mountain North wildlife closure areas 
but does not cross into site. 
Ecologically sensitive area borders Site 
to the W and NE.

-
No closures. Wildlife 
assessment maps in comp 
plan do not extend to this Site.

Wetlands & Creek Buffers 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers portion of Site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

1

1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.
Flood Hazard Zone covers small 
NW sliver of Site.

5 None 5 None 1
200ft West Fork Brush Creek 
buffer (arbitrary buffer) covers 
majority of site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone 
covers entire site.

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact Zone covers 
entire site.

5 None 5 None on site. 3
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers small portion of 
Site

1
1000ft Brush Creek Impact 
Zone covers entire site.

5 None 5 None 5 None 4
None on site. 1000ft Brush 
Creek Impact Zone does cover 
site's access however

5 None 5 None

Existing Habitat to be Preserved 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 5 None 3
No easements
West Fork Brush Creek 
riparian ecology

5

No easements. 
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow ecology on the flats, 
riparian/dogwood ecology in gulley

1
No easements
Oak ecology, aspens on the 
plateau

1
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology

1
No easements
Oak/sagebrush ecology

3
No easements
Gambel Oak ecology on west 
side

1

No easements
Sage/serviceberry meadow 
ecology, aspen forest up 
higher. Highest is oak ecology

5

No easements
Existing grass reveg, nice 
aesthetically but low in 
ecological value

1
No easements
Meadow/Oak ecology

1
No easements
Sage/Oak/Juniper ecology

3
No easements 
Planted reveg/trees. Not original 
ecology but is serving some habitat.

1
No easements
Oak/Juniper/sage ecology

Buildable Area 3.0 2.0 1.0 5.0 5.0 3.0 1.0 1.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 1.0 3.0 1.0 2.0 1.0

Size of Suitable Area 3 2 1 5 flat and highly buildable 5 flat and highly buildable 3 flat and highly buildable 1 flat but small site 1 flat but small site 2 flat but small site 1
small with likely drainage on 
eastern side

2 4
access to area of buildable 
slopes, though still fairly steep

2 very steep slopes 4

Large buildable area but need 
to know if there is geo hazards 
in the swale area that will 
affect buildable area.

2 3 1 3 1 2 1

Community Impact 2.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 4.0 4.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 1.0 3.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 3.0

Neighbor strife, council hesitancy, existing 
structures/businesses/uses, visual/contextual 

continuity, visual impact
1 99yr lease 1 99yr lease 1

Politics to consider… The 
Divide HOA would likely have 
serious issues with housing 
here as would the general 
public (esp. trail uses).

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp Plan 
and P&Z hardily disapproved. It is 
referenced in the West Village CPA 
in the Comp Plan.

3

Tried to inlude the lots as 
redevelopment in the Comp 
Plan and P&Z hardily 
disapproved. It is referenced 
in the West Village CPA in the 
Comp Plan.

3
Impact to skier parking. Impact to 
existing residents.

3

Bus depot being moved in 
transportation master plan. 
Pushback would likely still 
occur because of density of 
buildings around it.

3

Town doesn't own yet. 
Currently serves as green 
space for recreation - needed 
in the area. Pushback would 
likely still occur because of 
density of buildings around it.

3

Daly Ln Redevelopment 
(Snowmass Inn) and the 
Mountain Chalet were bought 
as a package deal.
Slope-side housing is a 
premium and would be better 
as free market.

3
Heavy density around this site 
and likely pushback from 
existing residents.

3
Wildlife conservation issues throughout 
Mountain View.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as future 
expansion.

3

Wildlife conservation issues 
throughout Mountain View. 
Designated as Open Space in 
PUD.

5
Has been discussed for 
housing for many years.

3
Very prominent location and 
might get pushback.

1

Town doesn't currently own 
the sites.
Current ownership (Related) is 
trying to give/get-rid-of the 
parcels to the Town in lieu of 
what is owed.

1
Highly visible and would go 
against many of Snowmass' 
development principles.

1

Being rezoned to Open Space 
(verify)
Town has historically not 
succeeded in buying land 
from Horse Ranch.

3

Currently owned by 
Snowmass Chapel. Might 
have less pushback because 
there are no nieghbors but 
wildlife issues abound.

5
probably little pushback because of 
existing uses

1
County might not be receptive. 
Likely a political quagmire for 
many reasons.

Replacement Impact/Cost 3
Company and kennels would 
need to relocate.
Basic demolition required.

3

If parking lot is developed 
while Krabloonik remains, 
parking will need to be located 
elsewhere.

5
Parking would be lost (impact 
to community) but is not 
prohibitive

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in redevelopment

1
Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces in 
redevelopment

1

Must account for lost skier day 
parking spaces (48 spaces in Lot 
1, ~15 spaces in Carriage Way) in 
redevelopment. 12 units must be 
accounted for elsewhere.

5

Bus terminal is already being 
relocated under transportation 
master plan. Some demolition 
costs but not prohibitive.

5
Basic demolition, nothing 
requires replacement

1

39 rooms currently used as 
year-round, free-market 
employee housing through 
private owner. Current 
employee housing would need 
to be accounted for 
elsewhere.

3
Constructuion would require 
demolition and/or obstruction of 
current parking lot/access.

5
No replacement required. Loss of yard 
space for existing units. Potential loss of 
bus pull off if accessed from that point.

3 Ditch replacement/rerouting. 5 No replacement required 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 1
Would need to replace or 
account for the debris field

5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 5 No replacement required. 3 Loss and/or impact to existing parking. 5 No replacement required.

 26.5 26.5 28.8 38.2 37.5 35.5 37.3 37.1 33.1 31.9 29.2 29.0 27.1 35.2 34.2 29.1 30.7 30.3 22.7 31.2 17.2

Wildcat RanchLower Mountain View Upper Mountain View Mountain View Draw Owl Creek ROW Rodeo Place Extension

273303401015

Daly Ln Bus Terminal Daly Ln Infill Hidden Valley Public Works HousingKrabloonik Kennels Krabloonik Parking Lot Divide Trail Parking Lot Carriage Way & Lot 1Lower Parking LotsUpper Parking Lots

273302424001 and a part of 273302400851273302302815

Town Hall Point

6 18

Portion of 264331105002

11

Lower portions of 273302418751 and 273302106756

12

273302106752

13

273302106851

10

273301345800 and part of 273302422751

16

Creekside Infill Upper WoodbridgeTown Hall Draw

Not a parcel, at 39.215063, -106.927458

3

273303401853 273302400851 minus Lot 1

4

Part of 273302400851

5 9

273302400007

7

273302423852

8

Daly Ln Redevelopment

Sites
20

Portion of 273506100852

21

264307110852 and 264307210853

19

Portion of 264331400801273302420001 273301113001 and 273301201006

14

273301201854 and 273301201855

15

273301200001

1 2 17

22.7 31.222.7 31.2 17.2

4.0 4.0 3.0

3

Currently owned by 
Snowmass Chapel. Might 
have less pushback because 
there are no nieghbors but 
wildlife issues abound.

5
probably little pushback because of 
existing uses

1
County might not be receptive. 
Likely a political quagmire for 
many reasons.

5 No replacement required. 3 Loss and/or impact to existing parking. 5 No replacement required.

1.0 2.0 1.0

1 2 1

2.0 3.7 3.0

1

Elk Winter Range & Elk Winter 
Concentration Area covers 
site.
Site borders Sky Mountain 
Park wildlife closure but does 
not cross into site.

3

Contains portion of Elk Winter Range
Borders on Elk Winter Concentration 
Area, Severe Winter Range, Migration 
Corridors, and road crossings.
Borders on Mule Deer Migration 
Corridor.
Near Sky Mountain Park & Burnt 
Mountain North wildlife closure areas 
but does not cross into site. 
Ecologically sensitive area borders Site
to the W and NE.

-
No closures. Wildlife 
assessment maps in comp 
plan do not extend to this Site.

4
None on site. 1000ft Brush 
Creek Impact Zone does cover 
site's access however

5 None 5 None

1
No easements
Sage/Oak/Juniper ecology

3
No easements 
Planted reveg/trees. Not original 
ecology but is serving some habitat.

1
No easements
Oak/Juniper/sage ecology

Space Area

s or 

ange, 
Area, 

nge.

pace 
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Physiology
Suitability 

Rating
Criteria for assigning the rating

5 IF majority of Site is less than 15% AND there is one or more contiguous areas of at least 4,000 sf having 0-10% slopes.
4 IF majority of Site is less than 30% AND there is one or more contiguous areas of at least 4,000 sf having less than 15% slopes.

3
IF majority of Site is less than 30% BUT there are no areas larger than 4,000 sf having less than 15% slopes OR IF majority of Site is greater than 30% BUT there is one 
or more contiguous areas of at least 4,000 sf having less than 15% slopes

2 IF majority of Site is greater than 30% BUT there is one or more contiguous areas of at least 4,000 sf having less than 30% slopes
1 IF Site contains only 30% or higher slopes OR there are no areas larger than 4,000 sf with less than 30% slopes. (Requires a waiver for development.)
5 IF Site is free of creeks, ephemeral channels, culverts/inlets
4 IF creeks, ephemeral channels, or culverts/inlets cover a portion of the Site BUT are not obtrusive.
3 IF creeks, ephemeral channels, or culverts/inlets restrict access to the site.
2 IF creeks, ephemeral channels, or culverts/inlets bisect the builable area.
1 IF creeks, ephemeral channels, or culverts/inlets cover majority of the Site OR contrains Site to neglegible buildable area.
5 IF majority of Site is made up of soils rated as Not Limited.
4 IF Not Limited soils make up at least one or more contiguous areas of 4,000 sf.
3 IF Somewhat Limited soils make up majority of site.
2 IF Site contains at least one or more contiguous areas of 4,000 sf of Somewhat Limited soils. 
1 IF Site contains no area of Somewhat Limited or Not Limited soils greater than 4,000 sf. 
5 IF Site is free of all known hazards.

3 IF Site contains a portion of hazard zone or smaller hazard zone pockets.

1 IF Site is covered by a significant hazard zone.

Utilities
Suitability 

Rating
Criteria for assigning the rating

5 IF all utilities either actively serve the Site OR have been tapped to the Site.
4 IF access to all utilities exists in the immediate ROW.
3 IF the water or sewer main line requires extension up to 1000' or dry utilites require extention up to 1/2 mile. 
2 IF no water or sewer mains exist within 1000' or if no dry utilties are within 1/2 mile.
1 IF no water or sewer mains exist within 1/2 mile or if no dry utilites are within 1 mile. 
5 IF utilities can support a full development of housing (ie no upsizing required) and a transformer is set and has capacity for new loads
4 IF Sanitary Sewer or Water requires upsizing for less than 1000' or a new transformer is required
3 IF Sanitary Sewer or Water require upsizing of more than 1000' of pipe
2 IF Sanitary Sewer or Water require upsizing of more 1/2 mile of pipe OR existing lift station requires more pumping capacity. 
1 IF Sanitary Sewer or Water require upsising of than 1 mile of pipe OR existing lift station requires more holding capacity OR new lift station is required.

Existing Capacity

Slope

Drainage

Soils

Hazards

Proximity
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Services 
Proximity

Suitability 
Rating

Criteria for assigning the rating

5 IF essential daily services are within a 1/4 mile walkable route.
4 IF essential daily services are beyond a 1/4 mile route BUT within a 1/2 mile walkable route AND/OR accessible by a 1/2 mile drive.
3 IF essential daily services are beyond a 1/2 mile route BUT within a 1 mile walkable route AND/OR accessible by a 1 mile drive.
2 IF essential daily services are beyond a 1 mile route BUT accessble by a 1-3 mile drive.
1 IF essential daily services are beyond a 3 mile drive.
5 IF one or more Emergency service is within 1/2 mile.
4 IF all Emergency services are beyond 1/2 mile BUT one or more Emergency service is within 1 mile.
3 IF all Emergency services are beyond 1 mile BUT one or more Emergency service is within 2 miles.
2 IF all Emergency services are beyond 2 miles BUT one or more Emergency service is within 3 miles.
1 IF all emergency services are beyond 3 miles.
5 IF 3 or more Open Space options (MUST include 1 passive open space/park option) are within a 1/4 mile walkable route

4
IF 2 Open Space options (trails and/or passive open space) OR 3 or more Open Space options that do NOT include a passive open space park, are within a 1/4 mile 
walkable route

3 IF 1 Open Space option (trails and/or passive open space) is within a 1/4 mile walkable route
2 IF the closest Open Space option (trails and/or passive open space) is within a 1/4-1/2 mile walkable route
1 IF the closest Open Space option (trails and/or passive open space)  is further than a 1/2 mile walkable route

Vehicular 
Access

Suitability 
Rating

Criteria for assigning the rating

5 IF there is a paved road (in good condition) accessing the buildable area of the site. No additional road work needed.

4
IF there is a graded, gravel/dirt road OR a paved road in poor condition accessing the buildable area of the site thus requiring only surfacing work under 500 lf. OR IF 
the existing road accessing the site reaches the buildable area thus requiring only surfacing work to accomodate parking.

3
IF there is an existing road accessing the perimeter of the site which requires less than 100ft of new road (may require a curb cut) OR IF there is a graded, gravel/dirt 
road OR a paved road in poor condition accessing the buildable area of the site thus requiring only surfacing work over 500 lf. 

2 IF the closest existing road accessing the site is between 100ft and 300ft away.
1 IF the closest existing road accessing the site is more than 300ft away.
5 IF access route has a 0-5% slope.
4 IF access route has a 5.01-20%  slope.
3 IF access route has a 20.01-30%  slope.
2 IF access route has a 30.01-45%  slope.
1 IF access route has a 45% or higher slope.

Alternative 
Transportation 
Proximity

Suitability 
Rating

Criteria for assigning the rating

5 IF the nearest paved walkway OR paved bikeway connecting to the greater town network is within 500ft of the Site.
4 IF the nearest paved walkway OR paved bikeway connecting to the greater town network is beyond 500ft BUT within 1/4mi of the Site.
3 IF the nearest paved walkway OR paved bikeway connecting to the greater town network is beyond 1/4mi BUT within 1/2mi of the Site.
2 IF the nearest paved walkway OR paved bikeway connecting to the greater town network is beyond 1/2mi BUT within 3/4mi of the Site.
1 IF the nearest paved walkway OR paved bikeway connecting to the greater town network is beyond 3/4mi of the Site.
5 IF bus stops accessing BOTH directions of travel are within a 1/4 mile walkable route of the Site.
4 IF bus stops accessing BOTH directions of travel are within a 1/2 mile walkable route of the Site.
3 IF bus stops accessing BOTH directions of travel are within a 3/4 mile walkable route of the Site.
2 IF bus stops accessing BOTH directions of travel are within a 1 mile walkable route of the Site.
1 IF all bus stops are beyond a 1 mile walkable route from the Site.

Slope

Distance to 
Walkways/Bikeways

Essential Daily Services

Emergency Services

Open Space Recreation

Existing Infrastructure to 
buildable area

Distance to Bus Stops
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Density 
Potential

Suitability 
Rating

Criteria for assigning the rating

5 IF Site zoning allows for empoyee housing AND multifamily units, AND does not have extensive dedicated open space requirements.
4 IF Site zoning allows for employee housing AND multifamily units uses is per special review, AND does not have extensive dedicated open space requirements.
3 IF Site zoning requires special review for both employee housing AND multifamily units, AND has some dedicated open space requirements.

2 IF Site zoning requires special review for both multifamily units AND employee housing use, AND has some dedicated open space requirements.
1 IF Site zoning prohibits employee housing AND multifamily units AND has extensive dedicated open space requirements.
5 IF all adjacent parcels are zoned for medium to high density housing AND is within a Comprehensive Plan Area
4 IF all adjacent parcels are zoned for medium to high density housing OR is within a Comprehensive Plan Area
3 IF some adjacent parcels are zoned for medium to high density housing AND is adjacent to a Comprehensive Plan Area
2 IF some adjacent parcels are zoned for medium to high density housing OR is adjacent to a Comprehensive Plan Area
1 IF none of the adjacent parcels are zoned for medium to high density housing AND is not adjacent OR within a Comprehensive Plan Area

Ecological 
Constraints & 
Protection

Suitability 
Rating

Criteria for assigning the rating

5 IF Site is free of all known wildlife seasonal activity areas AND closures AND is not bordered by any.
4 IF Site is bordered by or surrounded by a wildlife sensitive area AND/OR closure.
3 IF Site is covered by less than 50% of a wildlife sensitive area AND/OR closure.
2 IF wildlife sensitive area AND/OR closure makes up approximately 75% of the Site.
1 IF Site is covered entirely by a wildlife sensitive areas AND/OR closure.
5 IF Site is outside the Brush Creek Impact Zone and the 100 yr. floodplain and is free of jurisdictional wetlands.

3 IF Site contains a portion within the Brush Creek Impact Zone and/or within the 100 yr. floodplain and/or contains jurisdictional wetlands. 

1 IF Site is located entirely inside the Brush Creek Impact Zone and/or the 100 yr. floodplain and/or is entirely made of jurisdictional weltands. 
5 IF Site is free of all Open Space OR Conservation easements AND is perceptively free of signiciant habitat.

3 IF Site contains a portion of Open Space OR Conservation easement AND/OR perceptively contains a portion or pockets of significant habitat.

1 IF Site entirely covered by an Open Space OR Conservation easements AND/OR is perceptively covered by a significant habitat.

Buildable Area
Suitability 

Rating
Criteria for assigning the rating

5 IF Buildable area is greater then 2 acres
4 IF Buildable area is between 1.5 and 2 acres
3 IF Buildable are is between 1 acre and 1.5 acres
2 IF Buildable area is between .5 and 1 acre
1 IF Buildable area is between 0 and .5 acre

Community 
Impact

Suitability 
Rating

Criteria for assigning the rating

5 IF Site has almost no level of negative community impact or concern
4
3 IF Site has some level of community impact or concern
2
1 IF Site has high level of negative community impact or concern
5 IF no existing use on Site will need to be replaced onsite or accounted for elsewhere

3 IF some existing uses on Site need to be or might need to be replaced onsite or accounted for elsewhere

1 IF all existing uses on Site are required to be replaced onsite or accounted for elsewhere

Replacement Impact/Cost

Existing habitat to be 
preserved

Size of Suitable Area

Neighbor strife, council 
hesitancy, existing 

structures/businesses/uses, 
visual/contextual continuity, 

visual impact

Current Zoning

Wetlands & Creek Buffers

Wildlife Sensitive Areas 

Surrounding Parcel 
Compatibility
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APPENDIX C

Expanded Pro Forma, Cost 

Assumptions, & Revenue Assumptions

TOSV MASTER HOUSING PLAN
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APPENDIX D

Developer  Roundtable  Notes

TOSV MASTER HOUSING PLAN
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Meeting Summary 
TOSV Housing Masterplan 10/07/20

Hosts: Heather Henry, Betsy Crum, Clint Kinney
Round Table:
Ronda Weybright (Real America) 
Melanie Reusze (Real America) 
Jeff Ryan (Real America) 
Philip Jeffreys (Aspen Skiing Company) 
Stephen Selby (Aspen Hospital) 
Jason Bradshaw 
Mike ??? 

Dave Ressler (Aspen Hospital) 
Alicia Miller (Aspen Hospital) 
Gail Schwartz (Habitat for Humanity) 
Peter Fornell 
David Baugh (Aspen School District) 
Angela Henderson (RFTA)

Meeting Subject: Developer Round Table

o

o

o
o

o

o

o
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711 E. Valley Rd, Unit 201B
Basalt, CO  81621

Phone: 970-366-4111  Fax: 970-672-1576
www.titlecorockies.com

  COMMITMENT TRANSMITTAL

Commitment Ordered By:
Betsy Crum
Town of Snowmass Village
PO Box 5010
Snowmass Village, CO  81615
Phone:  970-922-2267 Fax:
email: bcrum@tosv.com

Inquiries should be directed to:
Authorized Officer or Agent

Title Company of the Rockies
711 E. Valley Rd, Unit 201B

Basalt, CO  81621
Phone: 970-366-4111  Fax: 970-672-1576

Commitment Number: 7002014-C2
Buyer's Name(s): Purchaser with contractual rights under a purchaser agreement with the vested owner

identified at item 4 below
Seller's Name(s): Town of Snowmass Village
Property: Center Expansion Parcel A, Lot 4, Snowmass Village, CO  81615

Lot 4, Block Parcel A, East Village P.U.D., Pitkin County, Colorado
TBD Ridge Road, Snowmass Village, CO  81615
Lot D, AKA Parcel D, Faraway Ranch North, Pitkin County, Colorado
TBD, Snowmass Village, CO  81615
Lot E, AKA Parcel E, Faraway Ranch North, Pitkin County, Colorado
130 Kearns Road, Snowmass Village, CO  81615
Town Hall, Pitkin County, Colorado

COPIES / MAILING LIST

Purchaser with contractual rights under a purchaser agreement
with the vested owner identified at item 4 below

Marianne Rakowski, Finance Director
 Town of Snowmass Village

COLORADO NOTARIES MAY REMOTELY NOTARIZE REAL ESTATE DEEDS AND OTHER
DOCUMENTS USING REAL-TIME AUDIO-VIDEO COMMUNICATION TECHNOLOGY. YOU MAY
CHOOSE NOT TO USE REMOTE NOTARIZATION FOR ANY DOCUMENT.

Service Beyond Expectation in Colorado for:  Eagle, Garfield, Grand, Pitkin and Summit Counties. (Limited Coverage: Jackson, Lake, Park and Routt Counties)
Locations In: Avon/Beaver Creek, Basalt, Breckenridge, Grand Lake and Winter Park. (Closing Services available in Aspen and Glenwood Springs).

Page 1 of 1 June 14, 2023
9:29 AM

Attachment 8
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711 E. Valley Rd, Unit 201B
Basalt, CO  81621
Phone: 970-366-4111  Fax: 970-672-1576
www.titlecorockies.com

Commitment Ordered By:
Betsy Crum
Town of Snowmass Village
PO Box 5010
Snowmass Village, CO  81615
Phone: 970-922-2267 Fax:
email: bcrum@tosv.com

Inquiries should be directed to:
Authorized Officer or Agent

Title Company of the Rockies
711 E. Valley Rd, Unit 201B

Basalt, CO 81621
Phone: 970-366-4111 Fax: 970-672-1576

Commitment Number: 7002014-C2
Buyer's Name(s): Purchaser with contractual rights under a purchaser agreement with the vested owner identified

at item 4 below
Seller's Name(s): Town of Snowmass Village

Property: Center Expansion Parcel A, Lot 4, Snowmass Village, CO  81615
Lot 4, Block Parcel A, East Village P.U.D., Pitkin County, Colorado
TBD Ridge Road, Snowmass Village, CO  81615
Lot D, AKA Parcel D, Faraway Ranch North, Pitkin County, Colorado
TBD, Snowmass Village, CO  81615
Lot E, AKA Parcel E, Faraway Ranch North, Pitkin County, Colorado
130 Kearns Road, Snowmass Village, CO  81615
Town Hall, Pitkin County, Colorado

TITLE CHARGES

These charges are based on issuance of the policy or policies described in the attached Commitment for Title Insurance, and includes premiums
for the proposed coverage amount(s) and endorsement(s) referred to therein, and may also include additional work and/or third party charges

related thereto.

If applicable, the designation of Buyer  and Seller shown below may be based on traditional settlement practices in Pitkin County, Colorado,
and/or certain terms of any contract, or other information provided with the Application for Title Insurance.

Owner s Policy Premium:
Loan Policy Premium:
Additional Lender Charge(s):
Additional Other Charge(s):
Tax Certificate:
Total Endorsement Charge(s):
TBD Charge(s):

TOTAL CHARGES:

$0.00
$0.00

Additional Parcel Charge $125.00

$250.00

$375.00

Service Beyond Expectation in Colorado for:  Eagle, Garfield, Grand, Pitkin and Summit Counties. (Limited Coverage: Jackson, Lake, Park and Routt Counties)
Locations In: Avon/Beaver Creek, Basalt, Breckenridge, Grand Lake and Winter Park. (Closing Services available in Aspen and Glenwood Springs).
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American Land Title Association Commitment for Title Insurance
2021 v.01.00 (07-01-2021)

COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE

Issued by

as agent for

 Westcor Land Title Insurance Company

SCHEDULE A

Reference: Commitment Number: 7002014-C2

1. Effective Date: June 02, 2023, 7:00 am Issue Date: June 14, 2023

2. Policy (or Policies) to be issued:

ALTA® 2021 Owner's Policy Policy Amount: Amount to be Determined
Premium: Amount to be Determined

Proposed Insured: Purchaser with contractual rights under a purchaser agreement with the
vested owner identified at item 4 below

3. The estate or interest in the Land at the Commitment Date is Fee Simple.

4. The Title is, at the Commitment Date, vested in:
Town of Snowmass Village

5. The Land is described as follows:

FOR LEGAL DESCRIPTION SEE SCHEDULE A CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE
For Informational Purposes Only - APN: 273301200001 / R014063 et. al

Countersigned
Title Company of the Rockies, LLC

By:

Mike Mulligan
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American Land Title Association Commitment for Title Insurance
2021 v.01.00 (07-01-2021)

 Commitment No: 7002014-C2

SCHEDULE A (continued)

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

The Land referred to herein is located in the County of Pitkin, State of Colorado, and described as follows:

Parcel A:

Parcel C,
FARAWAY RANCH SUBDIVISION, according to the gross parcel Plat thereof filed March 18, 1985 in
Plat Book 17 at Page 5.

Together with perpetual, non-exclusive easements and rights of way for access and underground utility
perposes over and across (I) that certain "easement 1" as granted and describbed in the deed of easement
recorded in Book 254 at Page 545, and (II) that portion of the 60 foot wide "reserved easement" in the
existing Snowmass Center Parcel, Faraway Ranch Subdivision, which commences at the northly terminus
of said "easement 1", and then continues in a northwesterly direction to a point of intersection with the
common boundary between parcel and the existing Snowmass Center Parcel, Faraway Ranch
Subdivision.

Parcel B:

Parcel D,
FARAWAY RANCH SUBDIVISION, according to the gross parcel Plat thereof filed March 18, 1985 in
Plat Book 17 at Page 5.

Together with perpetual, non-exclusive easements and rights of way for access and underground utility
perposes over and across  the most westerly of the two easements established and described in Book 254
at Page 545-548 of the Pitkin County records; and together with a perpetual, non-sxclusive easement and
right of way thirty (30) feet in width, for access and underground utility purposes, commencing at the
point of intersection of the first above described access and utility easerment with the southerly boundary
of the existing Snowmass Center Parcel, Faraway Ranch Subdivision, and thence continuing in a
westerly direction within a strip of land to be reserved for such purposes on the Stage 4 Plat of Parcel C,
Faraway Ranch Subdivision, to the easterly boundary of said Parcel D,  Faraway Ranch Subdivision.

Parcel C:

Parcel E,
FARAWAY RANCH SUBDIVISION, according to the gross parcel Plat thereof filed March 18, 1985 in
Plat Book 17 at Page 5.

This page is only a part of a 2021 ALTA Short Form Commitment for Title Insurance issued by Westcor
Land Title Insurance Company.  This Commitment is not valid without the Notice; the Commitment to
Issue Policy; Schedule A; Schedule B, Part I-Requirements; and Schedule B, Part II-Exceptions; and a
counter-signature by the Company or its issuing agent that may be in electronic form.

Copyright 2021 American Land Title Association. All rights reserved.

The use of this Form (or any derivative thereof) is restricted to ALTA licensees and
ALTA members in good standing as of the date of use. All other uses are prohibited.
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American Land Title Association Commitment for Title Insurance
2021 v.01.00 (07-01-2021)

 Commitment No: 7002014-C2

Parcel D:

TOWN HALL, according to the Plat thereof filed January 4, 2008 in Plat Book 86 at page 22.

This page is only a part of a 2021 ALTA Short Form Commitment for Title Insurance issued by Westcor
Land Title Insurance Company.  This Commitment is not valid without the Notice; the Commitment to
Issue Policy; Schedule A; Schedule B, Part I-Requirements; and Schedule B, Part II-Exceptions; and a
counter-signature by the Company or its issuing agent that may be in electronic form.

Copyright 2021 American Land Title Association. All rights reserved.

The use of this Form (or any derivative thereof) is restricted to ALTA licensees and
ALTA members in good standing as of the date of use. All other uses are prohibited.
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American Land Title Association Commitment for Title Insurance
2021 v.01.00 (07-01-2021)

Commitment No: 7002014-C2

COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE

Issued by

Westcor Land Title Insurance Company

SCHEDULE B, PART I
Requirements

The following are the requirements to be compiled with prior to the issuance of said policy or policies.
Any other instrument recorded subsequent to the effective date hereof may appear as an exception under
Schedule B of the policy to be issued. Unless otherwise noted, all documents must be recorded in the
office of the clerk and recorded of the county in which said property is located.

 All of the following Requirements must be met:

1. The Proposed Insured must notify the Company in writing of the name of any party not referred
to in this Commitment who will obtain an interest in the Land or who will make a loan on the
Land. The Company may then make additional Requirements or Exceptions.

2. Pay the agreed amount for the estate or interest to be insured.

3. Pay the premiums, fees, and charges for the Policy to the Company.

4. Documents satisfactory to the Company that convey the Title or create the Mortgage to be
insured, or both, must be properly authorized, executed, delivered, and recorded in the Public
Records.

Evidence satisfactory to the Company or its duly authorized agent either (a) that the "real estate5.
transfer tax" imposed by Ordinance No. 5, (Series of 1986), of the Town of Snowmass Village,
Colorado, recorded July 30, 1986, in Book 515 at Page 515 as Reception No. 280009, has been
paid, and that the lien imposed by Section 11 thereof has been fully satisfied, or (b) that a
Certificate of Exemption has been issued pursuant to Section 6 thereof.
Duly acknowledged certified copy of a resolution of the Town of Snowmass Village, authorizing6.
the sale and conveyance (or authorizing the transaction contemplated herein), of the subject
property, and identifying the party who shall execute and deliver any instrument of conveyance
on behalf of Town of Snowmass Village.

This page is only a part of a 2021 ALTA Short Form Commitment for Title Insurance issued by Westcor
Land Title Insurance Company.  This Commitment is not valid without the Notice; the Commitment to
Issue Policy; Schedule A; Schedule B, Part I-Requirements; and Schedule B, Part II-Exceptions; and a
counter-signature by the Company or its issuing agent that may be in electronic form.

Copyright 2021 American Land Title Association. All rights reserved.

The use of this Form (or any derivative thereof) is restricted to ALTA licensees and
ALTA members in good standing as of the date of use. All other uses are prohibited.
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American Land Title Association Commitment for Title Insurance
2021 v.01.00 (07-01-2021)

Commitment No: 7002014-C2

Deed from Town of Snowmass Village to Purchaser with contractual rights under a purchaser7.
agreement with the vested owner identified at item 4 below.

NOTE:  Duly executed real property transfer declaration, executed by either the Grantor or
Grantee, to accompany the Deed mentioned above, pursuant to Article 14 of House Bill No.
1288-CRA 39-14-102.

THE COMPANY RESERVES THE RIGHT TO CONDUCT AN ADDITIONAL SEARCH OF
THE RECORDS IN THE OFFICE OF THE CLERK AND RECORDER FOR PITKIN COUNTY,
COLORADO FOR JUDGMENT LIENS, TAX LIENS OR OTHER SIMILAR OR DISSIMILAR
INVOLUNTARY MATTERS AFFECTING THE GRANTEE OR GRANTEES, AND TO MAKE
SUCH ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS AS IT DEEMS NECESSARY, AFTER THE
IDENTITY OF THE GRANTEE OR GRANTEES HAS BEEN DISCLOSED TO THE
COMPANY.

NOTE: THIS COMMITMENT IS ISSUED UPON THE EXPRESS AGREEMENT AND
UNDERSTANDING THAT THE APPLICABLE PREMIUMS, CHARGES AND FEES SHALL
BE PAID BY THE APPLICANT IF THE APPLICANT AND/OR ITS DESIGNEE OR
NOMINEE CLOSES THE TRANSACTION CONTEMPLATED BY OR OTHERWISE RELIES
UPON THE COMMITMENT, ALL IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE RULES AND
SCHEDULES OF RATES ON FILE WITH THE COLORADO DEPARTMENT OF
INSURANCE.

This page is only a part of a 2021 ALTA Short Form Commitment for Title Insurance issued by Westcor
Land Title Insurance Company.  This Commitment is not valid without the Notice; the Commitment to
Issue Policy; Schedule A; Schedule B, Part I-Requirements; and Schedule B, Part II-Exceptions; and a
counter-signature by the Company or its issuing agent that may be in electronic form.

Copyright 2021 American Land Title Association. All rights reserved.

The use of this Form (or any derivative thereof) is restricted to ALTA licensees and
ALTA members in good standing as of the date of use. All other uses are prohibited.
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American Land Title Association Commitment for Title Insurance
2021 v.01.00 (07-01-2021)

Commitment No: 7002014-C2

SCHEDULE B, PART II
Exceptions

Some historical land records contain Discriminatory Covenants that are illegal and unenforceable
by law. This Commitment and the Policy treat any Discriminatory Covenant in a document
referenced in Schedule B as if each Discriminatory Covenant is redacted, repudiated, removed,
and not republished or recirculated. Only the remaining provisions of the document will be
excepted from coverage.

The Policy will not insure against loss or damage resulting from the terms and conditions of any lease or
easement identified in Schedule A, and will include the following Exceptions unless cleared to the
satisfaction of the Company:

Any facts, right, interests, or claims which are not shown by the Public Records but which could1.
be ascertained by an inspection of said Land or by making inquiry of persons in possession
thereof.

Easements or claims of easements, not shown by the Public Records.2.

Any encroachment, encumbrance, violation, variation, or adverse circumstance affecting the3.
Title that would be disclosed by an accurate and complete land survey of the Land.

4. Any lien, or right to a lien for services, labor or material heretofore or hereafter furnished,
imposed by law and not shown by the Public Records.

5. Defects, liens, encumbrances, adverse claims or other matters, if any created, first appearing in
the Public Records or attaching subsequent to the effective date hereof, but prior to the date of
the proposed insured acquires of record for value the estate or interest or mortgage thereon
covered by this Commitment.

6. (a) Taxes or assessments that are not shown as existing liens by the records of any taxing
authority that levies taxes or assessments on real property or by the Public Records; (b)
proceedings by a public agency that may result in taxes or assessments, or notices of such
proceedings, whether or not shown by the records of such agency or by the Public Records.
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Parcels A, B and C:

Right of the Proprietor of a Vein or Lode to extract and remove his ore therefrom, should the7.
same be found to penetrate or intersect the premises hereby granted, as reserved in United States
Patent recorded July 10, 1895 in Book 55 at Page 59 and January 30, 1917 in Book 55 at Page
545.

Right of way for ditches or canals constructed by the authority of the United States, as reserved in8.
United States Patent recorded July 10, 1895 in Book 55 at Page 59 and January 30, 1917 in Book
55 at Page 545.

Terms, conditions, obligations and provisions of Greenbelt Agreement between9.
Snowmass-at-Aspen, Lois M. Ringquist and Fredric A. Benedict and Fabienne Benedict as set
forth in instrument recorded December 19, 1967 in Book 231 at Page 365.

10-foot easement and right of way with right of ingress and egress granted to the Mountain States10.
Telephone and Telegraph Company by Benedict Land and Cattle Company as set forth in
instrument recorded November 15, 1972 in instrument recorded November 15, 1972 in Book 268
at Page 796.

Easement and right of way granted unto Dempsey Construction Incorporated, a California11.
corporation as set forth in Deed of Easement recorded September 20,1971 in Book 257 at Page
868 and re-recorded November 30, 1971 in Book 259 at Page 687.

A perpetual, non-exclusive road easement granted unto Snowmass Mountain Development, Co., a12.
Colorado corporation as set forth in Deed of Easement recorded March 19,1973 in Book 273 at
Page 740.

Terms, conditions, obligations, and provisions of Resolution of the Board of County13.
Commissioners of Pitkin County, Colorado, Rezoning and Granting an Exemption from
Subdivision for Property Constituting the Snowmass Village North Subdivision, No. 77-8, as set
forth in instrument recorded February 24, 1977 in Book 325 at Page 203.

Terms, conditions, obligations, provisions and easements of Easement and Vacation of Easement14.
Agreement by and between The Snowmass Company, Ltd, Snowmass Center Limited Partnership
and Benedict Land & Cattle Company as set forth in instrument recorded August 30, 1983 in
Book 451 at Page 94.

15. Terms, conditions, obligations and provisions of Easement Agreement by and between Snowmass
Center Limited Partnership, Benedict Land & Cattle Company and The Snowmass Company, Ltd.,
as set forth in instrument recorded August 30, 1983 in Book 451 at Page 99.
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Terms, conditions, obligations, provisions and easements of Drainage Easements Agreement by16.
and between The Snowmass Company, Ltd., Snowmass Center Limited Partnership and Benedict
Land & Cattle Company as set forth in instrument recorded August 30,1983 in Book 451 at Page
107.

Terms, conditions, obligations, provisions and easements of Easements Operation Agreement by17.
and between The Snowmass Company, Snowmass Center Limited Partnership and Benedict
Land & Cattle Company as set forth in instrument recorded August 30,1983 in Book 451 at Page
114.

Terms, conditions, obligations, provisions and easements of Easement and Vacation of Easement18.
Agreement granted unto The Town of Snowmass Village as set forth in instrument recorded
September 19, 1983 in Book 452 at Page 156.

Terms, conditions, obligations and restrictions as set forth in Snowmass Village Town Council19.
Ordinance No. 22 (Series of 1984) approving the Stage Two Plan of the Faraway Ranch Project,
recorded March 18, 1985 in Book 483 at Page 21.

Terms, conditions, obligations, restrictions and easements as set forth in Deed to Snowmass20.
Center Limited Partnership recorded March 18, 1985 in Book 483 at Page 34.

Easements and restrictions as set forth on the Faraway Ranch S.P.A. Final Land Use Plan21.
recorded March 18, 1985 in Plat Book 17 at Page 4 and on the Faraway Ranch Gross Parcel Plat
recorded March 18, 1985 in Plat Book 17 at Page 5.

Terms, conditions, obligations and provisions of Mutual Cooperation Agreement by and between22.
Brush Creek Capital Holdings, LLC, a Delaware limited liability company and Brush Creek
Estates, LLC, a Colorado limited liability company as set forth in instrument recorded March 28,
2006 as Reception No. 522276.

Terms, conditions, obligations, provisions and easements of Easement Agreement by and23.
between Snowmass Corporation, a Colorado corporation and Brush Creek Capital Holdings,
LLC, a Delaware limited liability company as set forth in instrument recorded September 18,
2006 as Reception No. 528714.

Terms, agreements, provisions, conditions and obligations as contained in Consent for Kearns24.
Road Improvements recorded September 28, 2016 at Reception No. 632581.

Terms, agreements, provisions, conditions and obligations as contained in Ordinance No. 1725.
Series of 2020 recorded December 30, 2020 at Reception No. 672075.
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Terms, agreements, provisions, conditions and obligations as contained in the Easement26.
Agreement recorded June 29, 2022 at Reception No. 688678.

Any and all leases and or tenancies and any and all parties claiming by, through, or under such27.
leases and or tenancies.

Notes, easements, rights of ways, encroachments and all other matters as shown on the28.
Improvement & Topographical Survey recorded January 19, 2023 at Reception No. 692691.

Parcel D:

Right of the Proprietor of a Vein or Lode to extract and remove his ore therefrom, should the29.
same be found to penetrate or intersect the premises hereby granted, as reserved in United States
Patent recorded January 19, 1900, in Book 55 at Page 93.

Terms, agreements, provisions, conditions and obligations as contained in Right of Way30.
Agreement recorded October 9, 1968 in Book 236 at Page 748 and January 27, 1969 in Book 239
at Page 190.

All oil, gas and other mineral rights, as reserved by Snowmass American Corporation in the Deed31.
to S.D.I. Colorado, Inc., recorded December 30, 1970 in Book 252 at page 804, and any and all
assignments thereof or interests therein.

Easement and right of way for roadway and utility purposes, as granted by Snowmass American32.
Corporation, a Delaware corporation to Benedict Land and Cattle Company, a Colorado
corporation by instrument recorded April 17, 1971, in Book 254 at Page 545.

Easement Agreement between Snowmass American Corporation, a Delaware corporation and33.
Snowmass Water and Sanitation District, a Colorado quasi-municipal corporation recorded April
22, 1971, in Book 254 at Page 837.

Easement Agreement between Snowmass Corporation and The Snowmass Water and Sanitation34.
District recorded March 14, 1978, in Book 344 at Page 701.

Right of Way Agreement between Snowmass Corporation and The Mountain States Telephone35.
and Telegraph Company recorded April 25, 1978, in Book 346 at Page 745.
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Easement and right of way for the purpose of electric lines and related appurtenances, as granted36.
by The Snowmass Company, Ltd., a Colorado limited partnership to Holy Cross Electric
Association, Inc. by instrument recorded August 19, 1981, in Book 412 at Page 733.

Terms, agreements, provisions, conditions and obligations as contained in Ordinance No. 22,37.
Series of 1984 recorded March 18, 1985 in Book 483 at Page 21.

Terms, agreements, provisions, conditions and obligations as contained in Resolution No. 34,38.
Series of 1988 in Book 572 at Page 558.

Town of Snowmass Village, Town Council Ordinance No. 10, Series of 1987 recorded39.
September 14, 1988, in Book 573 at Page 205.

Agreement between Aspen Skiing Company, a Colorado general partnership and Snowmass Land40.
Company, an Illinois general partnership recorded June 1, 1989, in Book 593 at Page 916.

Terms, agreements, provisions, conditions and obligations as contained in Easement Agreement41.
recorded June 17, 1997 at Reception No. 405459.

Easements, rights of way and all other matters as shown on the Plat of Town Hall, filed January42.
4, 2008 in Plat Book 86 at page 22.

Lease between Town of Snowmass Village, Colorado, Lessor(s), and SMV Building Authority,43.
Lessee(s), dated November 1, 2016, and recorded November 23, 2016 at Reception No. 634146.

Lease between SMV Building Authority, Lessor(s), and Town of Snowmass Village, Colorado,44.
Lessee(s), dated November 1, 2016, and recorded November 23, 2016 at Reception No. 634147.

Mortgage from SMV building Authority, Mortgagor, in favor of UMB Bank, NA, Mortgagee, in45.
the amount of $5,145,000.00, dated November 1, 2023, and recorded November 23, 2016 at
Reception No. 634148.

Any and all leases and or tenancies and any and all parties claiming by, through, or under such46.
leases and or tenancies.
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DISCLOSURE STATEMENTS

Note 1: Colorado Division of Insurance Regulations 3-5-1, Paragraph C of Article VII, requires that
"Every Title entity shall be responsible for all matters which appear of record prior to the time of
recording whenever the Title entity conducts the closing and is responsible for recording or filing of legal
documents resulting from the transaction which was closed.  (Gap Protection)

Note 2: Exception No. 4 of Schedule B, Section 2 of this Commitment may be deleted from the Owner's
Policy to be issued hereunder upon compliance with the following conditions:

The Land described in Schedule A of this commitment must be a single-family residence, which1.
includes a condominium or townhouse unit.
No labor or materials may have been furnished by mechanics or materialmen for purpose of2.
construction on the Land described in Schedule A of this Commitment within the past 13
months.

The Company must  receive  an appropriate  affidavit indemnifying the  Company against unfiled3.
mechanic's and materialmen's liens.
Any deviation from conditions A though C above is subject to such additional requirements or4.
Information as the Company may deem necessary, or, at its option, the Company may refuse to
delete the exception.
Payment of the premium for said coverage.5.

Note 3: The following disclosures are hereby made pursuant to §10-11-122, C.R.S.:
The subject real property may be located in a special taxing district;(i)
A certificate of taxes due listing each taxing jurisdiction shall be obtained from the County(ii)
Treasurer or the County Treasurer's authorized agent; and
Information regarding special districts and the boundaries of such districts may be obtained from(iii)
the County Commissioners, the County Clerk and Recorder, or the County Assessor.

Note 4: If the sales price of the subject property  exceeds $100,000.00, the seller shall be required to
comply with the disclosure or withholding provisions of C.R.S. §39-22-604.5 (Non-resident
withholding).

Note 5: Pursuant to C.R.S. §10-11-123 Notice is hereby given:
(a) If there is recorded evidence that a mineral estate has been severed, leased or otherwise conveyed

from the surface  estate  then there is a substantial likelihood that  a third party holds some or all
interest in oil, gas, other minerals, or geothermal energy in the property, and

(b) That such mineral estate may include the right to enter and use the property without the surface
owner's permission.

Note 6: Effective September 1, 1997, C.R.S. §30-10-406 requires that all documents  received for
recording or filing in the clerk and recorder's office shall contain a top margin of at least one inch and a
left, right and bottom margin of at least one-half inch the clerk and recorder may refuse to record or file
any document that does not conform.

Note 7: Our Privacy Policy:
We will not reveal nonpublic personal  customer information to any external  non-affiliated  organization
unless we have been authorized by the customer, or are required by law.

Note 8: Records:
Regulation 3-5-1 Section 7 (N) provides that each title entity shall maintain adequate documentation and
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records sufficient to show compliance with this regulation and Title 10 of the Colorado Revised Statutes
for a period of not less than seven (7) years, except as otherwise permitted by law.

Note 9: Pursuant Regulation 3-5-1 Section 9 (F) notice is hereby given that A title entity shall not earn
interest on fiduciary funds unless disclosure is made to all necessary parties to a transaction that interest
is or has been  earned. Said disclosure must offer the opportunity to receive  payment of any interest
earned on such funds beyond any administrative fees as may be on file with the division.  Said disclosure
must be clear and conspicuous, and may be made at any time up to and including closing.
Be advised that the closing agent will or could charge an Administrative  Fee for processing  such an
additional services request and any resulting payee will also be subjected to a W-9 or other required tax
documentation for such purpose(s).
Be further  advised that,  for many transactions,  the imposed Administrative Fee associated with such an
additional service may exceed any such interest earned.
Therefore, you may have the right to some of the interest earned over and above the Administrative Fee,
if applicable (e.g., any money over any administrative fees involved in figuring the amounts earned).

Note 10: Pursuant to Regulation 3-5-1 Section 9 (G) notice is hereby given that Until a title entity
receives written instructions pertaining to the holding of fiduciary funds, in a form agreeable to the title
entity, it shall comply with the following:

The title entity shall deposit funds into an escrow, trust, or other fiduciary account and hold them1.
in a fiduciary capacity.
The title entity shall use any funds designated as earnest money  for the consummation of the2.
transaction as evidenced by the contract to buy and sell real estate applicable to said transaction,
except as otherwise provided in this section. If the transaction  does not close, the title entity
shall:

Release the earnest money funds as directed by written instructions signed by both the buyer(a)
and seller; or
If acceptable written instructions are not received, uncontested funds shall be held by the title(b)
entity for 180 days from the scheduled date of closing, after which the title entity shall return
said funds to the payor.

In the event of any controversy regarding the funds held by the title entity (notwithstanding any3.
termination of the  contract),  the title entity shall not be  required to take  any action  unless and
until such controversy is resolved. At its option and discretion, the title entity may:

Await any proceeding; or(a)
Interplead all parties and deposit such funds into a court of competent jurisdiction, and(b)
recover court costs and reasonable attorney and legal fees; or
Deliver written notice to the buyer and seller that unless the title entity receives a copy of a(c)
summons and complaint or claim (between buyer and seller),  containing the case number of
the lawsuit or lawsuits, within 120 days of the title entity's  written notice delivered to the
parties, title entity shall return the funds to the depositing party.
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Title Company of the Rockies
Disclosures

All documents received for recording or filing in the Clerk and Recorder's office shall contain a top
margin of at least one inch and a left, right and bottom margin of at least one half of an inch. The Clerk
and Recorder will refuse to record or file any document that does not conform to the requirements of this
section. Pursuant to C.R.S. 30-10-406(3)(a).

The company will not issue its policy or policies of title insurance contemplated by this commitment
until it has been provided a Certificate of Taxes due or other equivalent documentation from the County
Treasurer or the County Treasurer's authorized agent: or until the Proposed Insured has notified or
instructed the company in writing to the contrary. Pursuant to C.R.S. 10-11-122.

No person or entity that provides closing and settlement services for a real estate transaction shall
disburse funds as a part of such services until those funds have been received and are available for
immediate withdrawals as a matter of right. Pursuant to C.R.S. 38-35-125(2).

The Company hereby notifies the proposed buyer in the current transaction that there may be recorded
evidence that the mineral estate, or portion thereof, has been severed, leased, or otherwise conveyed from
the surface estate. If so, there is a substantial likelihood that a third party holds some or all interest in the
oil, gas, other minerals, or geothermal energy in the subject property. Such mineral estate may include
the right to enter and use the property without the surface owner's permission. Pursuant to C.R.S.
10-11-123.

If this transaction includes a sale of property and the sales price exceeds $100,000.00, the seller must
comply with the disclosure/withholding requirements of said section. (Nonresident withholding)
Pursuant to  C.R.S. 39-22-604.5.

Notice is hereby given that: The subject property may be located in a special taxing district. A Certificate
of Taxes due listing each taxing jurisdiction shall be obtained from the County Treasurer or the County
Treasurer's authorized agent. Information regarding special districts and the boundaries of such districts
may be obtained from the Board of County Commissioners, the County Clerk and Recorder, or the
County Assessor. Pursuant to C.R.S. 10-11-122.

Notice is hereby given that: Pursuant to Colorado Division of Insurance Regulation 8-1-2;

"Gap Protection" -When this Company conducts the closing and is responsible for recording or filing
the legal documents resulting from the transaction, the Company shall be responsible for all matters
which appear on the record prior to such time or recording or filing; and

"Mechanic's Lien Protection" - If you are the buyer of a single family residence, you may request
mechanic's lien coverage to be issued on your policy of Insurance. If the property being purchased
has not been the subject of construction, improvements or repairs in the last six months prior to the
date of this commitment, the requirements will be payment of the appropriate premium and the
completion of an Affidavit and Indemnity by the seller. If the property being purchased was
constructed, improved or repaired within six months prior to the date of this commitment the
requirements may involve disclosure of certain financial information, payment of premiums, and
indemnity, among others. The general requirements stated above are subject to revision and approval
by the Company. Pursuant to C.R.S. 10-11-122.

Notice is hereby given that an ALTA Closing Protection Letter is available, upon request, to certain
parties to the transaction as noted in the title commitment.  Pursuant to Colorado Division of Insurance
Regulation 8-1.

Nothing herein contained will be deemed to obligate the Company to provide any of the coverages
referred to herein unless the above conditions are fully satisfied.
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ALTA COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE
issued by

WESTCOR LAND TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY
(ALTA Adopted 07-01-2021)

NOTICE

IMPORTANT READ CAREFULLY:  THIS  COMMITMENT IS AN  OFFER  TO  ISSUE ONE  OR  MORE  TITLE
INSURANCE POLICIES. ALL CLAIMS OR REMEDIES SOUGHT AGAINST THE COMPANY INVOLVING THE
CONTENT OF THIS COMMITMENT OR THE POLICY MUST BE BASED SOLELY IN CONTRACT.

THIS COMMITMENT IS NOT  AN  ABSTRACT OF TITLE,  REPORT OF THE  CONDITION OF TITLE,  LEGAL
OPINION, OPINION OF TITLE, OR OTHER REPRESENTATION OF THE STATUS OF TITLE. THE
PROCEDURES USED BY THE COMPANY TO DETERMINE INSURABILITY OF THE TITLE, INCLUDING ANY
SEARCH AND EXAMINATION, ARE PROPRIETARY TO THE COMPANY, WERE PERFORMED SOLELY FOR
THE BENEFIT OF THE COMPANY, AND CREATE NO EXTRACONTRACTUAL LIABILITY TO ANY PERSON,
INCLUDING A PROPOSED INSURED.

THE COMPANY S OBLIGATION  UNDER THIS COMMITMENT IS TO ISSUE A POLICY TO A PROPOSED
INSURED IDENTIFIED IN SCHEDULE A IN ACCORDANCE WITH  THE  TERMS  AND  PROVISIONS OF  THIS
COMMITMENT. THE COMPANY HAS NO LIABILITY OR OBLIGATION INVOLVING THE CONTENT OF THIS
COMMITMENT TO ANY OTHER PERSON.

COMMITMENT TO ISSUE POLICY

Subject to the Notice; Schedule B, Part I Requirements; Schedule B, Part II Exceptions; and the Commitment
Conditions, Westcor  Land Title Insurance Company, a South Carolina  Corporation  (the Company ), commits to issue
the Policy according to the terms and provisions of this Commitment. This Commitment is effective as of the
Commitment Date shown in Schedule A for each Policy described in Schedule A, only when the Company has entered in
Schedule A both the specified dollar amount as the Proposed Amount of Insurance and the name of the Proposed Insured.

If all of the Schedule B, Part I Requirements have not been  met within (6) months  after  the  Commitment Date, this
Commitment terminates and the Company s liability and obligation end.

Issued By:

Title Company of the Rockies, LLC

711 E. Valley Rd, Unit 201B
  Basalt, CO 81621
  Phone: 970-366-4111

WESTCOR LAND TITLE INSURANCE
COMPANY
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COMMITMENT CONDITIONS

DEFINITIONS1.
a. Discriminatory Covenant : Any covenant, condition, restriction, or limitation that is unenforceable  under

applicable law because it illegally discriminates against a class of individuals based on personal
characteristics such as race, color, religion, sex, sexual orientation, gender identity, familial status,
disability, national origin, or other legally protected class.

b. Knowledge  or Known : Actual knowledge or actual notice, but not constructive notice imparted by the
Public Records.

c. Land : The land described in Item 5 of Schedule  A and improvements located on that land that by State
law constitute real property. The term Land does not include any property beyond that described in
Schedule A, nor any right, title, interest, estate, or easement in any abutting street, road, avenue, alley, lane,
right-of-way, body of water, or waterway, but does not modify or limit the extent  that  a right of access to
and from the Land is to be insured by the Policy.

d. Mortgage : A mortgage, deed of trust, trust deed, security deed, or other real property security instrument,
including one evidenced by electronic means authorized by law.

e. Policy : Each contract of title insurance, in a form adopted by the American Land Title Association, issued
or to be issued by the Company pursuant to this Commitment.

f. Proposed Amount of Insurance : Each dollar amount specified in Schedule A as the Proposed Amount of
Insurance of each Policy to be issued pursuant to this Commitment.

g. Proposed Insured : Each  person identified in Schedule A as the Proposed  Insured of each Policy to be
issued pursuant to this Commitment.

h. Public Records : The recording or filing system established under State statutes in effect at the
Commitment Date under which a document must be recorded or filed to impart constructive notice of
matters relating to the Title to a purchaser  for value without  Knowledge.  The term Public Records  does
not include any other recording or filing system, including any pertaining to environmental remediation or
protection, planning, permitting, zoning, licensing, building, health, public safety, or national security
matters.

i. State : The state or commonwealth of the United States within whose exterior boundaries the Land is
located. The  term State also includes the  District of Columbia, the  Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the
U.S. Virgin Islands, and Guam.

j. Title : The estate or interest in the Land identified in Item 3 of Schedule A.

2. If all of the Schedule B, Part I Requirements have not been met within the time period specified in the
Commitment to Issue Policy, this Commitment terminates and the Company s liability and obligation end.

3. The Company s liability and obligation is limited by and this Commitment is not valid without:
a. the Notice;
b. the Commitment to Issue Policy;
c. the Commitment Conditions;
d. Schedule A;
e. Schedule B, Part I Requirements; and
f. Schedule B, Part II Exceptions; and
g. a signature by the Company or its issuing agent that may be in electronic form.

4. COMPANY S RIGHT TO AMEND
The Company may amend this Commitment at any time. If the Company  amends this Commitment to add a
defect, lien, encumbrance, adverse claim, or other matter recorded in the Public Records prior to the Commitment
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Company.  This Commitment is not valid without the Notice; the Commitment to Issue Policy; Schedule A; Schedule B,
Part I-Requirements;  and Schedule B, Part II-Exceptions;  and a counter-signature  by the Company or its issuing agent
that may be in electronic form.

Copyright 2021 American Land Title Association. All rights reserved.

The use of this Form (or any derivative thereof) is restricted to ALTA licensees and
ALTA members in good standing as of the date of use. All other uses are prohibited.11-20-23 TC Packet 198 of 244



Date, any liability of the Company is limited by Commitment Condition 5. The  Company is not liable for any
other amendment to this Commitment.

5. LIMITATIONS OF LIABILITY
a. The Company s liability under Commitment Condition 4 is limited to the Proposed Insured s actual expense

incurred in the interval between  the  Company s delivery to the  Proposed  Insured of the  Commitment and
the delivery of the amended Commitment, resulting from the Proposed Insured s good faith reliance to:
i. comply with the Schedule B, Part I Requirements;
ii. eliminate, with the Company s written consent, any Schedule B, Part II Exceptions; or
iii. acquire the Title or create the Mortgage covered by this Commitment.

b. The Company is not liable under Commitment Condition 5.a. if the Proposed Insured requested the
amendment or had Knowledge of the matter and did not notify the Company about it in writing.

c. The Company is only liable under Commitment Condition 4 if the Proposed  Insured would not have
incurred the expense had the Commitment included the added matter when the Commitment  was first
delivered to the Proposed Insured.

d. The Company s liability does not exceed the lesser of the Proposed  Insured s actual  expense  incurred in
good faith and described in Commitment Condition 5.a. or the Proposed Amount of Insurance.

e. The Company is not liable for the content of the Transaction Identification Data, if any.
f. The Company is not obligated to issue the Policy referred to in this Commitment unless all of the Schedule

B, Part I Requirements have been met to the satisfaction of the Company.
g. The Company s liability is further limited by the terms and provisions of the Policy to be issued to the

Proposed Insured.

6. LIABILITY OF THE  COMPANY  MUST  BE  BASED  ON  THIS  COMMITMENT;  CHOICE OF LAW
AND CHOICE OF FORUM
a. Only a Proposed  Insured identified in Schedule A, and no other person, may make a claim under this

Commitment.
b. Any claim must be based in contract under the State law of the State  where the Land is located and is

restricted to the terms and provisions of this Commitment. Any litigation or other proceeding brought by the
Proposed Insured against the Company must be filed only in a State or federal court having jurisdiction.

c. This Commitment, as last revised, is the exclusive and entire agreement between the parties with respect to
the subject  matter of this Commitment and supersedes all prior commitment negotiations,  representations,
and proposals of any kind, whether written or oral, express or implied, relating to the subject matter of this
Commitment.

d. The deletion or modification of any Schedule B, Part  II Exception does not constitute an agreement or
obligation to provide coverage beyond the terms and provisions of this Commitment or the Policy.

e. Any amendment or endorsement to this Commitment must be in writing and authenticated by a person
authorized by the Company.

f. When the Policy is issued, all liability and obligation under this Commitment will end and the Company s
only liability will be under the Policy.

7. IF THIS COMMITMENT IS ISSUED BY AN ISSUING AGENT
The issuing agent is the Company s agent only for the limited purpose of issuing title insurance commitments and
policies. The issuing agent is not the Company s agent for closing, settlement, escrow, or any other purpose.

This page is only a part  of a 2021 ALTA Commitment  for Title Insurance  issued by Westcor  Land Title Insurance
Company.  This Commitment is not valid without the Notice; the Commitment to Issue Policy; Schedule A; Schedule B,
Part I-Requirements;  and Schedule B, Part II-Exceptions;  and a counter-signature  by the Company or its issuing agent
that may be in electronic form.

Copyright 2021 American Land Title Association. All rights reserved.

The use of this Form (or any derivative thereof) is restricted to ALTA licensees and
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8. PRO-FORMA POLICY
The Company may provide, at the request of a Proposed Insured, a pro-forma policy illustrating the coverage that
the Company may provide.  A pro-forma policy neither  reflects  the status of Title at  the time that  the pro-forma
policy is delivered to a Proposed Insured, nor is it a commitment to insure.

9. CLAIMS PROCEDURES
This Commitment incorporates by reference all Conditions for making a claim in the Policy to be issued to the
Proposed Insured. Commitment Condition 9 does not modify the limitations of liability in Commitment
Conditions 5 and 6.

10. CLASS ACTION
ALL CLAIMS AND DISPUTES ARISING OUT OF OR RELATING TO THIS COMMITMENT, INCLUDING
ANY SERVICE OR OTHER  MATTER IN CONNECTION  WITH  ISSUING THIS COMMITMENT,  ANY
BREACH OF A COMMITMENT  PROVISION, OR ANY OTHER CLAIM OR DISPUTE ARISING OUT OF
OR RELATING TO THE TRANSACTION GIVING RISE TO THIS COMMITMENT, MUST BE BROUGHT
IN AN INDIVIDUAL  CAPACITY. NO PARTY MAY SERVE AS PLAINTIFF, CLASS MEMBER, OR
PARTICIPANT IN ANY CLASS OR REPRESENTATIVE  PROCEEDING. ANY POLICY ISSUED
PURSUANT TO THIS COMMITMENT WILL CONTAIN A CLASS ACTION CONDITION.

11. ARBITRATION
The Policy contains an arbitration clause. All arbitrable matters when the Proposed Amount of Insurance is
$2,000,000 or less may be arbitrated at the election of either the Company or the Proposed  Insured as the
exclusive remedy of the parties. A Proposed Insured may review a copy of the arbitration rules at
http://www.alta.org/arbitration.

This page is only a part  of a 2021 ALTA Commitment  for Title Insurance  issued by Westcor  Land Title Insurance
Company.  This Commitment is not valid without the Notice; the Commitment to Issue Policy; Schedule A; Schedule B,
Part I-Requirements;  and Schedule B, Part II-Exceptions;  and a counter-signature  by the Company or its issuing agent
that may be in electronic form.

Copyright 2021 American Land Title Association. All rights reserved.

The use of this Form (or any derivative thereof) is restricted to ALTA licensees and
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Ms. Betsy Crum 
Housing Director 
Town of Snowmass Village 
555 Deerfield Drive 
PO Box 5010 
Snowmass Village, CO 81615 
bcrum@tosv.com 
970-923-2360 

 
 
22 August 2023 
 
Mr. Brian McNellis, AICP/MLA 
Senior Planner 
Town of Snowmass Village 
130 Kearns Road 
Snowmass Village, CO 81615-5010 
 
Re: Authorization to Submit Major PUD Application / Town Hall Draw and Point Site Workforce 

Housing 
 
Dear Brian: 
 
This letter is to certify that I, Betsy Crum, Town of Snowmass Village Housing Director, on behalf of 
the Town of Snowmass Village, owner of the Town Hall Draw and Point Site, PIDs 273301201854, 
2733301201855, 273301201853, and 273301200001 (“the Property”), give Clauson Rawley 
Associates Inc. and their representatives permission to submit and represent us in connection 
with the Major PUD application (beginning with Sketch Plan review) to consider the 
development of workforce housing on the Property. 
 
If you should have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact me. 
 
Their contact information is as follows: 

 
Patrick S. Rawley, AICP, ASLA 
Clauson Rawley Associates, Inc. 
400 E. Main Street, Suite 203 
Aspen, CO 81611 
Tel 970-925-2323 (o) 
Tel 970-306-5669 (c) 
Fax 970-920-1628      
 

Very Truly Yours, 
 

________________________________________ 
Betsy Crum 
Housing Director 
Town of Snowmass Village 
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Draw Site  
Pre-Application Conference Summary 

Affordable Housing - Planned Unit Development 
Held June 22, 2023 

 
Written Summary of Meeting 

Forwarded to Applicant June 26, 2023  
 

(a) Attendees: Brian McNellis, Dave, Shinneman, Betsy Crum, Patrick Rawley, Erica Golden, and Kris 
Peterson 
 

(b) Purpose of Pre-Application Conference.  The Town's development procedures and standards were 
explained.  As stated by code, future development improvements will be reviewed pursuant to the 
procedures and standards of Article V, Division 3, Planned Unit Development, which will also 
require an amendment to the Official Zone District Map.  The current zoning on the property is SPA-
1 as a parcel within the Faraway Ranch North subdivision established in 1985. 
 

 In general, for a proposed Major PUD (beginning with Sketch Plan review) & Rezoning:  

 The Municipal Code sections that apply include Article V, Division 2, Section 16A-5-220 
‘Amendment to Official Zone District Map,’ Article V, Division 3 for ‘Planned Unit Development 
in Section 16A-5-300(b)(2) for the procedures for a Major PUD with additional review standards 
for a Major & Minor PUD in Section 16A-5-300(b)(3) ‘One Major PUD under review,’ and Section 
16A-5-320, ‘Sketch Plan.’ 

 Per one of the Development Evaluation review standards in Article IV of the municipal 
code, the applicant may need to include a request for an exception for “other types of development” 
per Section 16A-4-30 (e)1(d) Brush Creek Impact Area (setbacks) from Council for development 
within 25’ of a riparian or wetland area tributary of Brush Creek.   This should be addressed 
conceptually at the Sketch Plan stage and is subsequently considered and then formally adopted by 
ordinance at the time of Final PUD. 

 For zoning compliance, refer to Section 16A-5-300(c)(5) ‘Dimensional Limitations’ to 
justify any proposed variations from the Town’s established limitations for development in Article 
III, Division 2 of the Land Use & Development Code or from the proposed underlying zone district. 
Underlying zoning would be determined through the PUD process (typically introduced at the 
Sketch and/or Preliminary Plan stage and adopted at the Final PUD stage by ordinance), as the 
current SPA-1 zoning only allows what exists on the property. 

(c) Contents of Pre-Application Conference.  Items discussed during the pre-application conference 
included a verbal description and a sketch drawing of the proposed development of the Draw Site. 
According to the municipal code, the purpose of the initial Sketch Plan review “is an opportunity for 
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the Town and the applicant to engage in an exploratory discussion of a development proposal, to 
raise issues and concerns and to examine alternative approaches to development of the property.  The 
applicant is encourage to provide a written or graphic description of any alternative ideas that were 
considered as the sketch plan was being prepared.  It should be expected that the development 
proposal may evolve during the course of sketch plan review.” 

Staff encouraged the applicant to seek input from various referral agencies such as Snowmass Water 
and Sanitation and Roaring Fork Fire Protection District as well as Public Works prior to submittal.  
The owner should submit a letter of consent/authorization from the Town of Snowmass Village for 
submission of the Sketch Plan proposal.  Additionally, the Applicant should work with adjacent 
property owners (mainly Snowmass Center) to address any potential concerns prior to formal 
application submittal to the Town and before the proposal is presented at public meetings and 
hearings with the Town’s review boards. 

NOTE: Staff recommended a Pre-Sketch plan review and meeting be requested pursuant to 
Section 16A 1-55 of the Land Use Code to allow for an informal discussion at a public meeting.  
A formal request shall be sent to the Community Development Director prior to Sketch Plan 
submission. A Sketch Plan application should not be submitted prior to any scheduled Pre-
Sketch Plan public meeting if requested. 

Among the issues identified, the core concerns at this time, preliminarily, include: 

1. Vehicular access 

2. Architecture 

3. Viewsheds and ridgelines 

4. Watersheds and utilities 

5. Environmental considerations 

6. Solar exposure 

7. Parking 

8. Consistency with the Comprehensive Plan and the Workforce Housing Master Plan 

9. Phasing and timetable for development. 

 (d)  Review procedure.  The Community Development Director identified that the proposal would 
entail, per the code, a Major PUD (beginning with Sketch Plan review unless Pre-Sketch plan is 
desired – see highlighted note above), pursuant to Section 16A-5-300, 310 and 320 of the municipal 
code.        

For a Major PUD, the applicant should refer to Code Section 16A-5-300 (2).  The process begins 
with the pre-application conference pursuant to Sec. 16A-5-30.  The application may be submitted 
with a letter of authorization from the property owner(s) and will be reviewed by Staff for 
completeness.  Minimum contents for the application are specified in Section 16A-5-40(b) for 
Minimum Contents and Section 16A-5-320(c)(2). If staff determines the application is complete, the 
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application will be referred and reviewed (within 30 days) pursuant to Section 16A-5-50.  A joint 
meeting with Planning Commission and Town Council will be scheduled after proper legal notice 
pursuant to Section 16A-5-60(b), Manner and Timing of Notice. Subsequently, Planning 
Commission shall consider all relevant materials and testimony and review standards, and shall, by 
resolution, approve, approve with conditions or deny authorization to submit a preliminary plan.  The 
Council shall hold a public hearing to consider the application and Planning Commission’s resolution 
and its recommendations, conducted pursuant to Section 16A-5-70(2).  The Council shall consider 
all relevant materials and testimony and review standards, and shall, by resolution, approve, approve 
with conditions or deny the application.  Upon approval by Council, the applicant may proceed with 
the submittal of a Preliminary PUD application.  A pre-application meeting for the Preliminary PUD 
is mandatory.  

   (e) Review agencies.  For a review for a Major PUD and Rezoning, the Community Development 
Director, in the meeting and/or per this correspondence, identified the agencies at minimum that 
should review the development application per the list below.  Further referral may be necessary 
during the review of the application. 

Minimum Town Departments and Agencies for Referral of a Minor PUD: 
 
 Town’s Community Development Department staff, 923-5524 
 Jeff Conklin, Town Attorney, 923-3777 
 Anne Martens, Town Public Works Department, 923-5110 
 Sam Guarino, Director of Transportation, 923-2543 
 Andy Worline, Director of Parks & Recreation 

 
 Kit Hamby, Snowmass Water & Sanitation District, 923-2056 

 P.O. Box 5700 
 Snowmass Village, CO 81615 
 
 John Mele, Fire Marshall, 923-2212 

 Snowmass-Wildcat Fire Protection District 
 
 Aspen Public School District 

 
(f)  Application contents.  The Community Development Director described or referenced in the 

meeting or per this correspondence the materials required to be submitted as part of the 
development application, as outlined in Code Section 16A-5-40 and 16A-5-320(c)(2).  The 
subsequent application materials may be submitted in an entirely digital format of choosing by the 
applicant (and acceptable to Community Development. As a Town of Snowmass Village project 
proposal, no application fee will be required for staff time and review of the proposal.  

(g)  Supplemental Reports/Studies or materials.   Refer to Code Section 16A-5-40 and 16A-5-
320(c)(2) for any required Other Supplemental Reports/Studies/Materials. 

Should you have any questions regarding this pre-application summary, please feel free to call the 
Community Development Department at 970-923-5524.   
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DRAFT 2023 Agenda Items 
 

As Of: Thursday, November 16, 2023 

• Regular Meetings begin at 4:00 p.m. unless otherwise noted 
• Work Sessions begin at 4:00 p.m. and aim to end at 6:00 p.m. 
• The dates on which agenda items are listed are only a best approximation.  Agenda items are added to this list 

as they arise. Agenda items may well be moved to different meeting dates.  Agendas are generally not finalized 
until the Thursday prior to the meeting.  

• In addition to agenda items, this document also lists expected absences of Town Council members.  In 
compliance with section 2-49 of the municipal code, once the consent agenda is approved, the absences noted 
will be considered to have received the prior approval necessary of the majority of the Council for members to 
be absent from meetings.   
 

Topic to incorporate: 
• E-bikes  

 
Mon. Nov. 13th – Work Session 

• B & C Interviews 
• Little Red Update 
• Planning for Krabloonik post June 2024 
• Create ideas on Council Goal of Preserving, protecting………… locally owned businesses 
• Walk the Benidict trail—as part of connection nodes project ?? 

 
Mon. Nov. 20th – Regular Meeting 

• B & C Interviews 
• Reso re 2024 TC Dates 
• Joint meeting for Draw Site  
• Review and possibly adopt Housing regulations  

 
Mon. Dec 4th – Regular Meeting 

• B & C Interviews 
• Executive Session: Town Attorney Updates 
• Miscellaneous Code updates (animals and fines) 
• Ord - removing Board of Appeals 
• Reso on Delinquent Solid Waste / Trash 

 
Mon. Dec. 11th – Special Meeting/Regular Meeting 

• GID Meeting – set Mill Levy 
• Brush Owl Roundabout discussion 
• Town’s Mill Levy Resolution 
• General Discussion regarding E-Bikes 

 
Mon. Dec. 18th – Regular Meeting 

• B & C Resolution appointing new Members  
• Reso RE 2024 Meeting Dates 

 
Topics for Work Sessions or Other Meetings Requested by Town Council Members 

• Schedule Updates will all of the Town Boards to review priorities and current initiatives 
o EAB 
o FAB 
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DRAFT 2023 Agenda Items 
 

As Of: Thursday, November 16, 2023 

o PTRAB 
o POSTR 
o Marketing 
o Grants – Recent Awards; Review of Criteria; Purpose, etc.  
o SAAB 
o Planning 
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DRAFT 2024 Agenda Items 
 

As Of: Thursday, November 16, 2023 

• Regular Meetings begin at 4:00 p.m. unless otherwise noted 
• Work Sessions begin at 4:00 p.m. and aim to end at 6:00 p.m. 
• The dates on which agenda items are listed are only a best approximation.  Agenda items are added to this list 

as they arise. Agenda items may well be moved to different meeting dates.  Agendas are generally not finalized 
until the Thursday prior to the meeting.  

• In addition to agenda items, this document also lists expected absences of Town Council members.  In 
compliance with section 2-49 of the municipal code, once the consent agenda is approved, the absences noted 
will be considered to have received the prior approval necessary of the majority of the Council for members to 
be absent from meetings.   
 

Topic to incorporate: 
•  E-bikes  
• In September 2024, review the leash law  

 
Tuesday Jan 2, 2024 – Regular Meeting 

•  
Monday Jan 8 – Work Session 
 
Tuesday Jan 16 – Regular Meeting 

• YouthZone update 
 

 
 
Monday Feb 5 – Regular Meeting 

• Reso designating High Impact Events & Construction restrictions (before March 1st) 
 
Monday February 12 – Work Session 
 
Tuesday Feb 20 – Regular Meeting 
 
 
Monday March 4 – Regular Meeting 
 
EOTC – Thursday March 7 – Pitkin County 
 
Monday March 11 – Work Session 
 
Monday March 18 – Regular Meeting 

• Reso for CGRB recommendations and dist of funds 
 

 
Monday April 1 – Regular Meeting 
 
Monday April 8 – Work Session 
 
Monday April 15 – Regular Meeting 
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DRAFT 2024 Agenda Items 
 

As Of: Thursday, November 16, 2023 

 
Monday May 6 – Regular Meeting 
 
Monday May 13 – Work Session 
 
Monday May 20 – Regular Meeting 
 
 
Monday June 3 – Regular Meeting 
 
EOTC – Thursday June 6 – Twon of Snowmass Village 
 
Monday June 10 – Work Session 
 
Monday June 17 – Regular Meeting 
 
 
Monday July 1 – Regular Meeting 
 
Monday July 8 – Work Session 
 
Monday July 15 – Regular Meeting 
 
 
Monday Aug 5 – Regular Meeting 

• Election Reso Re IGA with Pitkin 
• Election – Reso Re Ballot Language 
•  

Monday Aug 12 – Work Session 
 
Monday Aug 19 – Regular Meeting 
 
EOTC – Thursday August 22 – Pitkin County 
 
 
Tuesday Sept 3 – Regular Meeting 

• Review Leash Laws 
•  

Monday Sept 9 – Work Session 
 
Monday Sept 16 – Regular Meeting 
 
 
Monday Oct 7 – Regular Meeting 

• Budget 
 
Monday Oct 14 – Work Session 

• Budget 
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DRAFT 2024 Agenda Items 
 

As Of: Thursday, November 16, 2023 

 
Monday Oct 21 – Regular Meeting 

• POST Grant – 1st reading? 
 
EOTC – Thursday October 24 – City of Aspen 
 
 
Wednesday Nov 6 – Regular Meeting 

• GID Meeting - Adopting the GID Budget  
• Budget Adoption 
• B & C Applications 

 
Tuesday Nov 12 – Work Session 
 
Monday Nov 18 – Regular Meeting 

• B & C Interviews 
• POST Grant – 2nd reading 
• New Council Members Oath of Office 

 
Monday Dec 2 – Regular Meeting 

• Reso RE 2024 Meeting Dates 
• Reso on Delinquent Solid Waste / Trash 

•  
 
Monday Dec 9 – Special Meeting 

• GID Meeting – set Mill Levy 

 
Monday Dec 16 – Regular Meeting 

• B & C Resolution appointing new Members  
 
 
 
Topics for Work Sessions or Other Meetings Requested by Town Council Members 

• Schedule Updates will all of the Town Boards to review priorities and current initiatives. 
o EAB 
o FAB 
o PTRAB 
o POSTR 
o Marketing 
o Grants – Recent Awards; Review of Criteria; Purpose, etc.  
o SAAB 
o Planning 

11-20-23 TC Packet 209 of 244



 

 1 

 2 

Town Council 3 
Town Council Meeting Minutes 4 

Monday, November 6, 2023 5 
4:15 PM 6 

130 Kearns Road 7 
Town Council Chambers 8 

Snowmass Village, CO, 81615 9 
 10 

Mayor Madsen called to order the Regular Meeting of the Snowmass Village Town Council on 11 
Tuesday November 6, 2023, at 4:03 pm. 12 

A complete live recording of this meeting can be found at www.tosv.com under Town Council 13 
Meetings. This meeting will be archived indefinitely, allowing you to view it anytime. 14 

1) CALL TO ORDER 

4:03pm 15 

2) ROLL CALL 

Council Members Present: Susan Marolt, Britta Gustafson, Alyssa Shenk, Tom Fridstein, Bill 16 
Madsen. 17 

Council Members Absent: none 18 

Staff Present: Clint Kinney, Town Manager; Jeff Conklin, Town Attorney; Greg LeBlanc, Assistant 19 
Town Manager; David Shinneman, Community Development Director; Jim Wahlstrom, Senior 20 
Planner; Brian McNellis, Senior Planner; Anne Martens, Public Works Director; Mike Horvath, 21 
Town Engineer; Marianne Rakowski, Finance Director; Sam Guarino, Transportation Director; 22 
Doug Goldfluss, IT Manager; and Megan Harris Boucher, Town Clerk. 23 

Public Present: Mak Keeling, Gray Warr, Barclay Miller, Chad Kumbier, Colby Christoff, Jay 24 
Warren, Kristin & Chuck Lohmiller, Leslie Desmond, Tim Malloy, John Howard, Selma Khan, 25 
Stan Stokes, Chris Kiley and others interested in tonight's agenda. 26 

3) PROCLAMATIONS AND PRESENTATIONS 
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 27 

4) PUBLIC COMMENT 

Gray Warr – From Harvest For Hunger spoke about their Food Rescue program.  Warr thanked 28 
Council for ongoing support and asked Council to support the "Snowmass Food Pantry" and 29 
help find a SMV location. 30 

5) CONSENT AGENDA 
 31 
5.A) 2023 Draft Agendas 
 32 
Pages 4-5    2023 2023 Agenda Overview  33 
 34 
Councilmember Fridstein asked for a discussion on E-Bikes to be added to an upcoming 35 
meeting.  Council also requested the 2024 Agenda Overview to be included in future packets. 36 
 37 
5.B) Minutes for Approval 
 38 
Pages 6-11    10-16-23 TC Minutes - Draft  39 
 40 
Councilmember Shenk had a small correction which she sent to Boucher. 41 
 42 
5.C) Resolution approving Village Shuttle Drug & Alcohol Policy 
 43 
Pages 12-13    Agenda Summary Village Shuttle Drug and Alcohol Policy.pdf  44 
Pages 14-15    Reso 27 of 2023 Village Shuttle Drug and Alcohol Policy.pdf  45 
Pages 16-43    2023 Drug & Alcohol Policy.pdf  46 
 47 

Transportation Director Sam Guarino clarified that while we have had a policy in the past, the 48 
policy outlined in Resolution 27 is a completely new policy which incorporates state 49 
recommendations as well.  50 

5.D) POST Ordinance - SECOND READING 
 51 
Pages 44-45    Agenda Summary - Ordinance  No. 12 of 2023-2nd Reading-POST, Tourism & 52 
CIP FUND.pdf  53 
Pages 46-47    Ordinance 12 of 2023---2nd reading-POST Grant, Marketing and CIP.pdf  54 
 55 

Councilmember Shenk motioned to approve the consent agenda with both Resolution 27, 56 
Series of 2023 and second reading of Ordinance 12, Series 2023. Councilmember Marolt 57 
seconded. Roll Call Vote: Councilmember Shenk, Yes. Councilmember Marolt, Yes. 58 
Councilmember Fridstein, Yes. Councilmember Gustafson, Yes. Mayor Madsen, Yes.  59 

5 in Favor 0 Against. Motion Passed. 60 

6) POLICY/LEGISLATIVE PUBLIC HEARINGS 
 61 

11-20-23 TC Packet 211 of 244

https://snowmassvillage.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1428&meta_id=108366
https://snowmassvillage.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1428&meta_id=108368
https://snowmassvillage.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1428&meta_id=108370
https://snowmassvillage.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1428&meta_id=108371
https://snowmassvillage.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1428&meta_id=108372
https://snowmassvillage.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1428&meta_id=108374
https://snowmassvillage.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1428&meta_id=108374
https://snowmassvillage.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1428&meta_id=108375


 

6.A) Road Fund Mill Levy Public Hearing 
 62 
Pages 48-49    Agenda Item Summary - Road Fund  Mill Levy -Public Hearing 11-6-23.pdf  63 
 64 

Public Hearing opened regarding the Road Fund Mill Levy. Public Works Director Anne Martens 65 
summarized the Agenda Item, describing the road projects they plan to do this year with the Mill 66 
Levy.  Council asked for some clarifications on both the Highline Road project and its fund 67 
sources for the multiple components of the project and the Faraway Road project and how it 68 
incorporates Snowmass Water & Sanitation on parts of the project.  Kinney clarified that the 69 
Public Hearing is required as part of the Road Mill Levy and the information is incorporated into 70 
the budget which will be next on the agenda.  Public was invited for comment.  None.  71 

6.B) Public Hearing RE 2024 TOSV Budget & Resolution adopting 2024 TOSV Budget 
 72 
Pages 50-51    Agenda Summary-2024 Budget Resolution No. 25, 2023 -11-06-23.pdf  73 
Pages 52-64    Resolution No. 25 Series of 2023 -(adopt-appropriate 2024 budget)--11-06-74 
23.pdf  75 
Pages 65-196    2024 Budget Back --FINAL 11-6-23.pdf  76 
 77 
Finance Director Marianne Rakowski summarized the agenda item, gave a brief background 78 
and highlighted some specific updates to the budget that Council had directed staff in past 79 
budget discussions in the previous three meetings. Mayor asked for clarification on the Lower 80 
Carriage Way Snowmelt Vault.  Martens clarified that this section is different than other sections 81 
with 11 separate vaults and would need to be upgraded and brought up to compliance.  Kinney 82 
clarified that the Town is using Town Tax/General Fund dollars for this GID expense due to low 83 
revenue in the GID. Town has the money and the GID does not. Kinney further clarified that it is 84 
consistent with our splits.  85 

Discussion continued with clarifications on RFTA & EOTC contributions to the Road Project for 86 
improvements to a section if Brush Creek known as Donny White Curve. Councilmember Shenk 87 
noted that line 16 had a semicolon missing.  88 

Councilmember Shenk motion to approve. Councilmember Marolt seconded. All in favor. 89 

7) PUBLIC HEARINGS - QUASI-JUDICIAL HEARINGS 
 90 
7.A) SkiCo Cell Tower Update & Resolution 22, Series of 2023 
 91 
Pages 197-199    Agenda Item Summary_SkiCo Cell Towers 2023.pdf  92 
Pages 200-2003    Attachment A - Reso No. 22 of 2023 Cell Towers Special 93 
Review_draft.pdf  94 
Pages 204-255    Attachment B - SkiCo Special Review Application.pdf  95 
Pages 256    Attachment C - TOSV Cell Tower Coverage Map.pdf  96 
Pages 257-260    Attachment D - Approved PC Resolution No. 4 of 2023.pdf  97 
Pages 261-288    Attachment E - 2021 TOSV Broadband Vision Report.pdf  98 
Pages 289-297    Attachment F - Public Comment.pdf  99 
Pages 298-304    Attachment G - Vegetational Screening Graphic adendum.pdf  100 
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Pages 305-337    Attachement G (cont) - TOSV_Application Update Letter_231020.pdf  101 
 102 

Senior Planner Brian McNellis summarized and highlighted some changes and updates to the 103 
application. Mayor welcomed Mak Keeling, Chris Kiley & Chad Kumbier from Aspen SkiCo.  104 
Keeling presented materials from the packet and highlighted some specific improvements which 105 
included a better location and lowering of the two (2) Two Creeks towers; better location for the 106 
Elks Camp towers further back into the trees and lowered the height of those towers; and 107 
changes to Sam’s Knob plan from one side of the building to the other to make it less visible. 108 
Keeling went into further detail with materials from the packet.  Opened it up for Discussion. 109 
 110 
Discussions included coverage, tower locations, lower heights, and screening via vegetation 111 
and location.  Keeling confirmed that if any of these towers can be shorter, they will continue to 112 
analyze and react. Intent is to improve the communication on the mountain and in the village to 113 
provide for better emergency services. 114 
 115 
Public Comment:  116 
Jay Warren asked to present some information which he had sent to Council but had updated a 117 
few slides.  118 
Council called for a short break to connect Mr. Warren to the room to present.  119 
 120 
Warren spoke on behalf of some of his Pines neighbors.  Two Creeks location is a problem in 121 
his and many of his neighbor's opinion. He suggested other locations. 122 
 123 
Council would like SkiCo to explore other options at Two Creeks. Nature should be the 124 
dominant feature on any horizon, not Cell Towers.  Council asked how much the coverage map 125 
would change by removing the Two Creeks towers or if they were moved. 126 
 127 
Council suggested a proposed vote on the application with the removal of the Two Creeks 128 
towers in the plan. In other words, approve the application and all locations with the exception of 129 
Two Creeks location.  130 
 131 
Public Comment - Chuck Lohmiller, SMV resident, does not like the Two Creeks site and feels 132 
that communication with community on public hearings like this needs to be improved. 133 
 134 
The applicant met briefly in private and then asked for Council to consider moving forward with 135 
a vote on the application with the removal of the Two Creeks site.  The applicant will come back 136 
with a new application which addresses the Two Creeks site. 137 
 138 
Councilmember Fridstein motioned to adopt Resolution No. 22, series 2023.  Town Attorney Jeff 139 
Conklin clarified the motion by restating the motion to approve Resolution 22 with the exception 140 
of the Two Creeks location and also with amendments related to exploring lowering tower 141 
heights and that the towers would not exceed heights set forth in the table from the application.   142 
Councilmember Marolt seconded.  All in favor. 143 
 144 
7.B) Deerbrook Application & Resolution 26, Series of 2023 
 145 
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Pages 338-342    Agenda Item Summary - TC Mtg DTHs Prel Plan, Final.pdf  146 
Pages 343-350    RESOLUTION 26, 2023 - RE Deerbrook Townhomes Prelim Plan.pdf  147 
Pages 351    PH Publication Notice - TC Mtg 11-6-23.pdf  148 
Pages 352-360    PC Reso 5 2023 Rec to TC on Deerbrook THs Prel Plan PC edits 9-6-23 149 
FINAL - signed.pdf  150 
Pages 361-362    Summary of Land Use & Development Parameters.pdf  151 
Pages 363-392    COMPLIANCE RPT, Code’s Rev Stnds, Deerbrook THs Prel Plan.pdf  152 
Pages 393-424    REFERRAL AGENCY COMMENTS, COMBINED, updated 8-4-23.pdf  153 
Pages 425-438    Deerbrook Response to 10.7 Comments Ltr, 7-25-23.pdf  154 
Pages 439-440    CTL Thompson Ltr, Revised 8-2-23.pdf  155 
Pages 441-460    PUBLIC COMMENTS.pdf  156 
 157 
Senior Planner Jim Wahlstrom summarized the agenda item, gave brief history on this 158 
applicant’s project, the Deerbrook Preliminary Plan, and then presented some materials from 159 
the packet regarding the application process. Staff recommended approval of the application 160 
which reflects the Planning Commission’s conditions. Wahlstrom introduced Deerbrook’s 161 
Planning Consultant Tim Malloy and Architect Randy Henrie, joining virtually. Malloy and Henrie 162 
presented project goals, the proposed improvements, the overall site plan, the materials and 163 
color palette, the landscape plan, views from The Ridge and Timbers Club, and the 164 
Geology/Steep Slopes/Soil Stability studies. The applicant expressed support for the resolution 165 
as written other than a few typographical errors.  166 

Council briefly discussed the Snowmelt, signage, and the ski-back easements with The Ridge. 167 

Public Comment: 168 

Michael Delrahim from the Ridge. Concerned about development on a steep slope and the 169 
Town code which states development activities should be avoided when the slope exceeds a 170 
certain rpercentage. Ridge is concerned about slope stability. Delrahim further expressed that 171 
The Ridge is concerned about the ski back trail and the additional safety and maintenance of 172 
that area with the new development. Council and applicant discussed The Ridge’s concerns and 173 
possible remedies.  Town Attorney Conklin recommended that the two parties (Deerbrook & 174 
Ridge) find terms for the easement to address their concerns. 175 

Councilmember Fridstein moved to approve Resolution 26, Series 2023 with the additional 176 
condition that prior to final approval that The Ridge & Deerbrook come to an agreement on the 177 
easement conditions. Councilmember Marolt seconded. All in favor 178 

8) ADMINISTRATIVE REPORTS 
 179 
8.A) WE-Cycle Expansion Update 
 180 
Pages 461-462    Agenda Summary WE-cycle expansion.pdf  181 
Pages 463-476    Snowmass Bikeshare Expansion.pdf  182 
Pages 477    2025 TOSV WE-cycle expansion support 11 23.pdf  183 
 184 
Transportation Director Sam Guarino summarized the agenda item and gave background and 185 
status of future expansion. Mirte Mallory with We-Cycle presented materials from the packet. 186 
Mallory highlighted the plans for the next few years with commitments from all stakeholders. 187 

11-20-23 TC Packet 214 of 244

https://snowmassvillage.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1428&meta_id=108395
https://snowmassvillage.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1428&meta_id=108396
https://snowmassvillage.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1428&meta_id=108397
https://snowmassvillage.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1428&meta_id=108398
https://snowmassvillage.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1428&meta_id=108398
https://snowmassvillage.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1428&meta_id=108399
https://snowmassvillage.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1428&meta_id=108400
https://snowmassvillage.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1428&meta_id=108401
https://snowmassvillage.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1428&meta_id=108402
https://snowmassvillage.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1428&meta_id=108403
https://snowmassvillage.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1428&meta_id=108404
https://snowmassvillage.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1428&meta_id=108407
https://snowmassvillage.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1428&meta_id=108408
https://snowmassvillage.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1428&meta_id=108409


 

Staff asked Council to approve the letter of intent from the packet. The TOSV budget 188 
commitment would be 150K in 2025 plus the maintenance cost at 85K/year. Councilmember 189 
Fridstein motioned to approve.  Councilmember Marolt seconded. All in favor. 190 
 191 
8.B) Review of B & C Applications & Process Discussion 
 192 
Pages 478-481    Agenda Item Summary - Board Applications.pdf  193 
Pages 482    2024 B & C Applicants.pdf  194 
Pages 483-526    2024 Applications - Redacted.pdf  195 
Pages 527-550    Municipal Codes for B & C.pdf  196 
 197 

Town Clerk Megan Harris Boucher summarized the agenda item and asked for direction on next 198 
steps.  Council directed staff to schedule interviews with all new applicant as well as all 199 
applicants to the Financial Advisory Board before the next three Council meetings.  Council 200 
would also like attendance records for all B & Cs to assist in the discussion. Council would like 201 
staff to make some additional efforts to advertise for available seats and ask applicants if they 202 
are interested in other boards.  203 

9) TOWN COUNCIL REPORTS AND ACTIONS 

Council decided to skip this section considering the late hour. 204 

10) ADJOURNMENT 

Councilmember Fridstein motioned to adjourn.  Councilmember Marolt seconded. All in favor 205 

Adjourned at 8:12pm 206 

 207 

The Snowmass Village Town Council approved this set of meeting minutes at their Regular 208 
Meeting on Monday, November 20, 2023. 209 

Submitted By, 210 

 211 

______________________________________ 212 

Megan Harris Boucher, Town Clerk 213 

 214 
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Town of Snowmass Village 
Agenda Item Summary 

DATE OF MEETING:  
  
November 20, 2023 
 
AGENDA ITEM: 
  
RESOLUTION NO. 29, SERIES OF 2023 - A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING DATES FOR 
REGULAR MEETINGS OF THE SNOWMASS VILLAGE TOWN COUNCIL FOR THE MONTHS 
OF JANUARY 2024 THROUGH DECEMBER 2024 
 
PRESENTED BY:  
  
Megan Harris Boucher, Town Clerk 
 

 

BACKGROUND: 
  
Each year the Town Clerk provides meeting dates for the next full calendar year to help Town 
Council Members with scheduling vacations and time off. Each of the regular meetings is 
scheduled to begin at 4:00 p.m.  

The provisions of Section 4.1 Regular Meetings of the Home Rule Charter states in part as 
follows: 

The Council shall meet regularly at least twice each month at a day and hour to be fixed 
by resolution. Notice of all regular meetings shall be posted permanently in at least two 
locations in the Town ordinarily used for public notices.  The agenda of each regular 
meeting shall be posted in a public place within the Town at least forty-eight (48) hours 
in advance of such meetings  

Ordinance 26, Series 2001 was adopted and codified to amend and restate in part as follows: 

2-46 Town Council Meetings. Regular Meetings of the Town Council will occur on the 
first, second and third Monday of each month.  In the event that the date of a regular 
meeting occurs on a legal holiday as defined in Section 1-21, then the meeting shall 
occur on the Tuesday immediately following the Monday that is the legal holiday.  The 
Town Council may by Resolution change the date for a regular meeting or designate 
additional meetings. 

The attached resolution sets the three regular meeting dates as the 1st and 3rd Monday of each 
month, with some Tuesdays due to holidays, as the regular meeting dates of the Town Council 
and the 2nd Monday of each month as work session dates. 

 
FINANCIAL IMPACT:  
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N/A 
 
APPLICABILITY TO COUNCIL GOALS & OBJECTIVES: 
  
N/A 
 
COUNCIL OPTIONS: 
 

1. Approve 
2. Modify 
3. Deny 

   
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 
  
It is the recommendation of staff, that the Council  

Approve  Resolution No. 29, 2023 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
  
Resolution No. 29, Series of 2023 
2024 Calendars with Holiday’s listed 
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TOWN OF SNOWMASS VILLAGE 
TOWN COUNCIL 

RESOLUTION NO. 29 
SERIES OF 2023 

A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING DATES FOR REGULAR MEETINGS OF THE 
SNOWMASS VILLAGE TOWN COUNCIL FOR 2024 

WHEREAS,  Section 2-46 of the Municipal Code provides that Regular Meetings 
of the Town Council will occur the first, second and third Monday of each month; and  

WHEREAS, Section 2-46 provides in the event that the date of a regular meeting 
occurs on a legal holiday as defined in Section 1-21, then the meeting shall occur on the 
Tuesday immediately following the Monday that is the legal holiday; and  

WHEREAS, The Town Council may by resolution change the date for a regular 
meeting or designate additional meetings; and 

WHEREAS, the Snowmass Village Town Council has determined two 
Regular Meeting dates and one Work Session Meeting dates for each month 
of 2024 is appropriate; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Town Council of the Town of 
Snowmass Village, Colorado: 

Section One:  Snowmass Village Town Council Regular meeting dates for 
the year of 2023 are set as follows: 

January 2, 2024 - Tuesday 
January 16, 2024 - Tuesday 
February 5, 2024 - Monday 
February 20, 2024 - Tuesday 
March 4, 2024 - Monday 
March 18, 2024 - Monday  
April 1, 2024 - Monday  
April 15, 2024 - Monday  
May 6, 2024 - Monday 
May 20, 2024 - Monday  
June 3, 2024 - Monday 
June 17, 2024 - Monday  
July 1, 2024 - Monday 
July 15, 2024 - Monday  
August 5, 2024 - Monday 
August 19, 2024 - Monday  
September 3, 2024 - Tuesday 
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23-29 TC
Reso
Page 2 of 2

September 16, 2024 - Monday 
October 7, 2024 - Monday 
October 21, 2024 - Monday 
November 6, 2024 - Wednesday 
November 18, 2024 - Monday 
December 2, 2024 - Monday 
December 16, 2024 – Monday 

Section Two:  Snowmass Village Town Council Work Session meeting 
dates for the year of 2024 are set as follows: 

January 8, 2024 – Monday 
February 12, 2024 – Monday 
March 11, 2024 – Monday 
April 8, 2024 – Monday 
May 13, 2024 – Monday 
June 10, 2024 – Monday 
July 8, 2024 – Monday 
August 12, 2024 – Monday 
September 9, 2024 – Monday 
October 14, 2024 – Monday 
November 12, 2024 – Tuesday 
December 9, 2024 – Monday 

INTRODUCED, READ AND ADOPTED as amended, by the Town Council of the 
Town of Snowmass Village, Colorado on the ___ day of November 2023 upon a motion 
made by Councilmember _______ seconded by Councilmember _______, and by a 
vote of ___ in favor and ___ opposed. 

TOWN OF SNOWMASS VILLAGE 

_______________________________ 
Bill Madsen, Mayor 

ATTEST: 

__________________________________ 
Megan Harris Boucher, Town Clerk 
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2024 United States

January
W# S M T W T F S

1 31 1 2 3 4 5 6
2 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
3 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
4 21 22 23 24 25 26 27
5 28 29 30 31 1 2 3

February
W# S M T W T F S
5 28 29 30 31 1 2 3
6 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
7 11 12 13 14 15 16 17
8 18 19 20 21 22 23 24
9 25 26 27 28 29 1 2

March
W# S M T W T F S
9 25 26 27 28 29 1 2
10 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
11 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
12 17 18 19 20 21 22 23
13 24 25 26 27 28 29 30
14 31 1 2 3 4 5 6

April
W# S M T W T F S
14 31 1 2 3 4 5 6
15 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
16 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
17 21 22 23 24 25 26 27
18 28 29 30 1 2 3 4

May
W# S M T W T F S
18 28 29 30 1 2 3 4
19 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
20 12 13 14 15 16 17 18
21 19 20 21 22 23 24 25
22 26 27 28 29 30 31 1

June
W# S M T W T F S
22 26 27 28 29 30 31 1
23 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
24 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
25 16 17 18 19 20 21 22
26 23 24 25 26 27 28 29
27 30 1 2 3 4 5 6

July
W# S M T W T F S
27 30 1 2 3 4 5 6
28 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
29 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
30 21 22 23 24 25 26 27
31 28 29 30 31 1 2 3

August
W# S M T W T F S
31 28 29 30 31 1 2 3
32 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
33 11 12 13 14 15 16 17
34 18 19 20 21 22 23 24
35 25 26 27 28 29 30 31

September
W# S M T W T F S
36 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
37 8 9 10 11 12 13 14
38 15 16 17 18 19 20 21
39 22 23 24 25 26 27 28
40 29 30 1 2 3 4 5

October
W# S M T W T F S
40 29 30 1 2 3 4 5
41 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
42 13 14 15 16 17 18 19
43 20 21 22 23 24 25 26
44 27 28 29 30 31 1 2

November
W# S M T W T F S
44 27 28 29 30 31 1 2
45 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
46 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
47 17 18 19 20 21 22 23
48 24 25 26 27 28 29 30

December
W# S M T W T F S
49 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
50 8 9 10 11 12 13 14
51 15 16 17 18 19 20 21
52 22 23 24 25 26 27 28
1 29 30 31 1 2 3 4

United States 2024 Holidays

Jan 1, 2024 - New Year's Day

Jan 15, 2024 - Martin Luther King Jr. Day

Feb 14, 2024 - Valentine's Day

Feb 19, 2024 - Washington's Birthday

Apr 15, 2024 - Tax Day

Apr 24, 2024 - Administrative

Professionals Day

May 12, 2024 - Mother's Day

May 27, 2024 - Memorial Day

Jun 16, 2024 - Father's Day

Jul 4, 2024 - Independence Day

Sep 2, 2024 - Labor Day

Oct 14, 2024 - Columbus Day

Oct 31, 2024 - Halloween

Nov 5, 2024 - Election Day

Nov 11, 2024 - Veterans Day

Nov 28, 2024 - Thanksgiving Day

Nov 29, 2024 - Day after Thanksgiving

Day

Dec 24, 2024 - Christmas Eve

Dec 25, 2024 - Christmas Day

Dec 31, 2024 - New Year's Eve
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  2024  

     
January

Su Mo Tu We Th Fr Sa
  1 2 3 4 5 6

7 8 9 10 11 12 13

14 15 16 17 18 19 20

21 22 23 24 25 26 27

28 29 30 31      

             

February
Su Mo Tu We Th Fr Sa

        1 2 3

4 5 6 7 8 9 10

11 12 13 14 15 16 17

18 19 20 21 22 23 24

25 26 27 28 29    

             

March
Su Mo Tu We Th Fr Sa

          1 2

3 4 5 6 7 8 9

10 11 12 13 14 15 16

17 18 19 20 21 22 23

24 25 26 27 28 29 30

31            

April
Su Mo Tu We Th Fr Sa

  1 2 3 4 5 6

7 8 9 10 11 12 13

14 15 16 17 18 19 20

21 22 23 24 25 26 27

28 29 30        

             

May
Su Mo Tu We Th Fr Sa

      1 2 3 4

5 6 7 8 9 10 11

12 13 14 15 16 17 18

19 20 21 22 23 24 25

26 27 28 29 30 31  

             

June
Su Mo Tu We Th Fr Sa

            1

2 3 4 5 6 7 8

9 10 11 12 13 14 15

16 17 18 19 20 21 22

23 24 25 26 27 28 29

30            

July
Su Mo Tu We Th Fr Sa

  1 2 3 4 5 6

7 8 9 10 11 12 13

14 15 16 17 18 19 20

21 22 23 24 25 26 27

28 29 30 31      

             

August
Su Mo Tu We Th Fr Sa

        1 2 3

4 5 6 7 8 9 10

11 12 13 14 15 16 17

18 19 20 21 22 23 24

25 26 27 28 29 30 31

             

September
Su Mo Tu We Th Fr Sa

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

8 9 10 11 12 13 14

15 16 17 18 19 20 21

22 23 24 25 26 27 28

29 30          

             

October
Su Mo Tu We Th Fr Sa

    1 2 3 4 5

6 7 8 9 10 11 12

13 14 15 16 17 18 19

20 21 22 23 24 25 26

27 28 29 30 31    

             

November
Su Mo Tu We Th Fr Sa

          1 2

3 4 5 6 7 8 9

10 11 12 13 14 15 16

17 18 19 20 21 22 23

24 25 26 27 28 29 30

             

December
Su Mo Tu We Th Fr Sa

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

8 9 10 11 12 13 14

15 16 17 18 19 20 21

22 23 24 25 26 27 28

29 30 31        

             

Jewish Holidays and Observances
Jan 25 Tu Bishvat Mar 24 Purim Mar 25 Shushan Purim
Apr 18 Yom Hashoah Apr 22 Passover - First Day Apr 25 Yom HaZikaron
Apr 26 Yom HaAtzma'ut Apr 30 Passover - Final Day May 19 Yom Yerushalayim
May 22 Second Passover May 26 Lag BaOmer Jun 11 Shavuot (1st day)
Jun 13 Shavuot Jul 23 The 17th of Tammuz Aug 13 Tish'a B'Av
Oct 02 Rosh HaShana Starts Oct 04 Rosh HaShana Ends Oct 06 Fast of Gedaliah
Oct 12 Yom Kippur Oct 16 Sukkot Starts Oct 23 Sukkot Ends
Oct 24 Shmini Atzeret Oct 25 Simchat Torah Dec 25 Hanukkah Starts
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POLICY NO. 3.3 - HOLIDAYS 
 
Town offices shall be closed on the following designated holidays:  
 

New Year's Day -   January 1st 
Martin Luther King -   Third Monday of January 
President’s Day -   Third Monday of February 
Memorial Day -   Last Monday of May 
Juneteenth  -   June 19th 
Independence Day -   July 4th 
Labor Day  -   First Monday of September 
Veteran’s Day -   November 11th 
Thanksgiving Day -    Fourth Thursday of November 
Christmas  -    December 25th 
 

When a holiday falls on a Saturday, the preceding Friday will be observed, when a 
holiday falls on a Sunday, the following Monday will be observed, unless designated 
otherwise by the Town Manager. 
 
Holidays Not Worked 
For each observed holiday, Full-time Year-round, Full-time Seasonal and Part-time 
employees will receive Holiday Pay, equal to their regularly scheduled hours, for that 
day/shift.  
 
Holiday Worked 
All Town employees, including part time employees, assigned to work an observed 
holiday (if different than the Town designated holiday, but not both days) will receive 
Holiday Pay in addition to being compensated at one-and-a-half times for actual hours 
worked, for a total of two-and-a-half times.   
 
Non-exempt employees have the choice to be paid for actual hours worked or to accrue 
some or all the actual hours worked as compensatory time.   
 
Exempt employees will receive compensatory time at one-and-a-half times for actual 
hours worked. 
 
Refer to Policy No. 4.3 for further clarification of overtime and compensatory time in 
relation to Holidays.   
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 Town of Snowmass Village 
Agenda Item Summary 

DATE OF MEETING:  
  
November 20, 2023 
 
AGENDA ITEM: 
  
Update on the West Mountain Regional Housing Coalition Forum  
 
PRESENTED BY:  
  
Betsy Crum, Housing Director 
 

 

BACKGROUND: 
 
In 2022, the Town of Snowmass Village joined with seven governmental entities and one 
organization to create a not-for-profit corporation to work on affordable housing issues in 
the greater Roaring Fork Valley. The non-profit, named the West Mountain Regional 
Housing Coalition, is led by representatives of Snowmass Village, Pitkin County, Aspen, 
Basalt, Carbondale, Glenwood Springs, the Eagle County Housing Authority and Colorado 
Mountain College. Since that time, the Garfield County Housing Authority and RFTA have 
also decided to become members and the Roaring Fork School District is considering 
joining this venture. The Coalition has a governance structure that includes one 
representative from each participating entity; Housing Director Betsy Crum shares the 
chairmanship with Heather Henry from Carbondale. 
 
The Coalition’s mission is to “increase the availability and accessibility of affordable 
community housing in the region, including but not limited to, senior housing, affordable 
and supportive housing, workforce housing (up to 150% of Area Median Income) and meet 
other housing needs that may arise.” Specific objectives of the nonprofit range include 
securing funding for housing development, identifying sites for development, educating, 
and promoting housing policies and activities, and generally advocating for the Region’s 
unique housing needs.  
 
The Coalition has spent the past two years completing a strategic plan; developing an 
affordable housing toolkit for the Valley; developing terms and details of a deed restriction 
purchase program; undertaking as assessment of strategies, policies, and opportunities 
across the region; engaging a Program Director; and applying for funding to support the 
organization’s programs and operations. The primary objective is to create as many 
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“development neutral” opportunities as possible to complement and diversify local 
development efforts. 
 
The West Mountain Regional Housing Coalition is sponsoring a regional Housing Forum 
on November 30, 2023, from 8:30 a.m. to 12:00 noon at the Third Street Center in 
Carbondale to introduce the Coalition more broadly and discuss our work to date. I have 
attached a copy of the invitation as Attachment A. The Town Council is very much invited 
to attend to hear more about the Coalition’s work. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT:  
 
There is no current financial impact – this is an update only. 
 
APPLICABILITY TO COUNCIL GOALS & OBJECTIVES: 
  
In 2023 the Town Council established the following housing goals: 
 
Providing more affordable workforce housing options within the Village enables community 
members to contribute to the local economy AND helps to build a strong, emotionally 
connected and engaged community. Town Council remains committed to implementing 
the 2021 Housing Master Plan.   
 
Understanding that Village residents are served by local governmental organizations that 
are physically outside of the town, TOSV will work closely with those partner entities to 
create a more inclusive workforce housing framework that will integrate additional 
people/positions/organizations into our housing program. TOSV will endeavor to leverage 
additional financial resources from these partners to help meet our respective housing 
needs.   
 
 
COUNCIL OPTIONS: 
 
Not applicable 

   
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 
  
This is an update only.  No decisions are required. 
 
ATTACHMENT: 
 

A. West Mountain Regional Housing Coalition Regional Housing Forum Invitation 
 

11-20-23 TC Packet 225 of 244



From: april@wmrhousing.org
Cc: april@coloradowatermark.com
Subject: Regional Housing Forum - November 30th
Date: Friday, November 10, 2023 8:39:59 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Regional Housing Forum - November 30th.pdf

The West Mountain Regional Housing Coalition invites you to participate in a discussion of our area’s
most recent housing insights and potential creative solutions (see attached Ad for details).  We
believe this forum will prove incredibly valuable for all jurisdictions and the Coalition to:

Inform future policy
Identify funding priorities
Highlight inequities and opportunities to better serve the complete community
Provide background data for grant applications and funding opportunities
Review a point-in-time analysis of the valley’s housing landscape

 
Most of the community has not yet met WMRHC and we are excited to introduce ourselves!  In the
coming months and years, the Coalition will become both a program provider, helping create and
convert affordable housing, and also a hub for housing collaboration and innovation. This Regional
Housing Forum is the first step in introducing the Coalition and forming the relationships that will be
critical for success. We are proud to show the community how far we have come and to capture
ideas for our path forward. 
 
Additionally, the consulting team of Williford Consulting, LLC will present findings on three studies
performed in 2023. In all components, we will reflect on what the information reveals about
equitability in housing opportunities in the region and the inclusion or exclusion of portions of our
community.

Rental Market Analysis
Land Availability Scan and Assessment
Current and Planned Inventory Assessment

 
Please share this invitation with those working on housing in our region and notify April Long,
Programs Director for WMRHC, if you plan to attend – april@wmrhousing.org.
 
I look forward to seeing you there!
April
 

April Long, Programs Director
970-901-6082
www.wmrhousing.org
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INTRODUCING… WMRHC!! In the coming months and years, the Coalition will 
become both a program provider, helping create and convert affordable housing, 
and also a hub for housing collaboration and innovation. This Regional Housing 
Forum is the first step in introducing the Coalition and forming the relationships 
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We believe a regional approach that leverages the skills and resources of 
our communities is the foundation for increasing affordable housing.
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Town of Snowmass Village 
Agenda Item Summary 

DATE OF MEETING:  
  
November 20, 2023 
 
AGENDA ITEM: 
  
Permanent Moderate Housing Regulations Continued Review 
 
PRESENTED BY:  
  
Betsy Crum, Housing Director 
 

 

BACKGROUND: 
 
The Town Council has requested an opportunity to discuss various requirements of the 
Permanent Moderate Housing Regulations. The existing Regulations were last revised 
and updated in 2018 and reflect decades of evolution and refinement. There have also 
been annual changes made to the Income and Asset Limits section to reflect the 
changes in the Consumer Price Index (CPI). They enforce Chapter 17 of the Municipal 
Code and are incorporated by reference in that Code, which reads: 
 

Sec. 17-11 Regulations.  The Housing Manager shall establish rules and 
regulations to effectuate the provisions of this Article after conducting a public 
hearing and with the advice and consent of the Town Council. All rules and 
regulations so established shall be enforceable as if enacted in this Code. 

 
At the June 5, July 17, and September 11, 2023 Town Council meetings, we reviewed 
the current rental and ownership housing programs in detail and discussed many of the 
provisions and nuances of the current Regulations. Consensus was reached on many 
topics and we are presenting the redline version of the Permanent Moderate Housing 
Regulations for your consideration. The following summarizes the key changes 
proposed. 
 
17.3.4.1 Employment Qualifications: 
We propose changing the working requirement to either 1400 hours and 80% of income 
in Snowmass Village or 1600 hours and 70% of income earned in Snowmass Village.  
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17.3.5 Restriction on Ownership of Other Real Property 
While we did not discuss this fully at previous meetings, we do believe this change 
meets the Council’s intent to clarify the existing language and intent.  The proposed 
change tightens up the language to ensure that homeowners in our deed-restricted 
program do not purchase other residential property in the Roaring Fork drainage. While 
that has always been prohibited, some owners (at least in the APCHA program) have 
circumvented the requirement by using trusts, LLCs or other mechanisms. This 
proposed language would clearly state that such ownership is not permitted. The only 
exception considered would be employer-owned workforce housing that is subject to the 
terms of a Restricted Housing Agreement.  
 
12.4.1 Housing Unit Inspection 
We have clarified that, upon listing the property for sale, we will engage a third-party 
inspector to work with us on ensuring we identify items that need replacement or repair 
at the time of sale, which will assist us to ensure that homes are maintained.  
 
17.4.2 Notice of Intent to Sell 
The cost of the resale fee has been increased from $1,000 to $2,000 to better reflect the 
actual costs of advertising the sale. 
 
17.4.3.1 Energy Efficiency Improvements 
We have added improvements that measurably reduce carbon emissions to the list of 
eligible improvements in this category. 
 
17.5.2 Biennial Requalification 
We have added the language prohibiting acquiring interest in a residential property in 
the Roaring Fork Drainage 
 
17.6.2 Housing Unit Rental 
As discussed, we are adding the ability of the owner to rent to a seasonal employee, 
defined as someone working no less than 700 hours in a season. We are also 
proposing language that would require a homeowner to work with the Housing Office on 
setting a rental rate if they rent a bedroom in their home. 
 
17.7 Exempt Transactions 
Language that would allow a surviving child to inherit the property upon the death of the 
owner provided they become qualified applicant within six (6) months of the owner’s 
death has been added. This mirrors APCHA’s language. 
 
APPLICABILITY TO COUNCIL GOALS & OBJECTIVES: 
 
In 2023 the Town Council established the following housing goals: 
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Providing more affordable workforce housing options within the Village enables 
community members to contribute to the local economy AND helps to build a strong, 
emotionally connected and engaged community. Town Council remains committed to 
implementing the 2021 Housing Master Plan.   
 
Understanding that Village residents are served by local governmental organizations 
that are physically outside of the town, TOSV will work closely with those partner 
entities to create a more inclusive workforce housing framework that will integrate 
additional people/positions/organizations into our housing program. TOSV will endeavor 
to leverage additional financial resources from these partners to help meet our 
respective housing needs.   
 
The TOSV Housing Program provides the foundation for this goal and has set us apart 
from most Colorado ski communities since its inception. 
 
COUNCIL OPTIONS: 
 

1. Adopt the Revisions to the Permanent Moderate Housing Regulations;  
2. Revise or modify the Regulations. 
   

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 
  
Staff recommends that the Council, by motion adopt the revised Permanent Moderate 
Housing Regulations with the exception of section 17.7 permitting inheritance by 
surviving children. Staff continues to strongly recommend against including this 
inheritance provision in the updated regulations.   
 
 
ATTACHMENT: 
 

A. Permanent Moderate Housing Regulations 11/20 – redline version 
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Proposed 11/2023 
 

 
Permanent Moderate Housing Regulations 

 
17.1 Purpose 
17.2 Definitions 
17.3 Application 
17.4 Resale Procedure 
17.5 Mandatory Resale 
17.6 Rental 
17.7 Exempt Transactions 
17.8 Release of Restrictions 
17.9 Remedies of the Town 
17.10 No Guaranty or Warranty Disclosure 
 
 
17.1 Purpose.  It is the goal of the Town of Snowmass Village to support a viable workforce 
and to continue a commitment to workforce housing opportunities that best balance the 
character and resources of the Town.  These rules and regulations effectuate the provisions of 
Chapter 17, Article I of the Municipal Code and shall be enforceable as if enacted as a part 
thereof. 
 
17.2 Definitions 
 
As used in these regulations, the following words shall be construed to have the meanings 
defined below: 
 
 Active employment means a minimum of one thousand four hundred (1400) hours 
during a minimum period of eight (8) months per calendar year. 
 

Disabled Employee Prioritization is available to a qualified applicant who personally has 
or who residents with a dependent who has a physical impairment that substantially limits the 
ability of the person to walk and/or climb stairs, as documented in writing by a medical doctor 
licensed in the State of Colorado. 
 

Disabled housing unit means a housing unit that complies with the accessibility 
provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) and Chapter 18 of the Town of 
Snowmass Village Municipal Code. 
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 Home occupation means a business that complies with the requirements of Sec. 16A-3-
240 of the Town of Snowmass Village Land Use Code. 
 

Employee means an adult who is actively employed by a licensed employer, as defined 
herein. 
 

Employer is business licensed: 
 

a. Pursuant to Section 4.2 of the Town of Snowmass Village Municipal Code 
with a principal place of business in Snowmass Village for a minimum of three 
(3) years; or 

b. To do business within Pitkin County, and having a principal place of business 
within Pitkin County. 

 
Housing Manager is the individual designated by the Snowmass Village Town Manager 

to implement these regulations, or his or her designee. 
 
Housing unit means a dwelling unit that is subject to the provisions of these regulations. 
 
Income is calculated by averaging the adjusted gross income shown on the last three 

(3) filed Federal Income Tax returns. To qualify for purchase, a minimum of eighty percent 
(80%) of the applicant's income must be income earned within Snowmass Village and be 
verifiable by tax return or W-2 form.  Income and Net Worth levels for joint applicants will be 
combined. 

 
Maximum resale price means the maximum price for which a housing unit may be sold.  

The maximum resale price is computed in accordance with the resale price procedures 
established for each project under section 17.4 of these regulations. 

 
Owner means the fee simple owner of a housing unit. 
 
Pre-sale inspection means an inspection of the housing unit to confirm that the housing 

unit has been kept and maintained in a clean and orderly condition, normal wear and tear 
excepted, in a manner determined by the Housing Manager.   

 
Qualified applicant means all adult applicants who collectively meet the qualifications for 

purchase of a housing units, as established from time to time by the Housing Manager, and 
taking into consideration employment, income, net worth, unit size, dependents, and any other 
criteria established by the Housing Manager, as set forth in 17.2.4 of these regulations.  

 
Resale fee means a fee collected upon the filing of a notice of intent to sell a housing 

unit, as determined by the Housing Manager, as set forth under section 17.4.2. of these 
regulations. 

 

11-20-23 TC Packet 232 of 244



 

 
Proposed 11/2023         Page 3 of 14 

Requalified owner is an owner who, following the initial purchase of a housing unit, 
meets the qualifications for employment, income, net worth and residency established by the 
Housing Manager, as set forth under this section.  

 
Residential dwelling unit means any residential property within the Roaring Fork River 

drainage situated in Eagle, Pitkin or Garfield Counties, or within the Colorado River Drainage 
from and including the unincorporated No Name area to and including the City of Rifle. 

 
Unit size means a housing unit intended to be occupied by a minimum or maximum 

number of occupants as established by the Housing Manager. 
 
17.3 Application.  The Permanent Moderate Housing Regulations apply to the use, 
occupancy and sale of the following developments:  Capitol Peak Condominiums, Coffey Place 
(when completed), Country Club Townhomes, Creekside Condominiums, Crossings at Horse 
Ranch, Daly Permanent Moderate Housing Townhomes, Mountain View Permanent Moderate 
Housing Condominiums, all phases of Rodeo Place, Sinclair Meadows, and all other 
Permanent Moderate Housing developments recognized by the Snowmass Village Town 
Council. 
 
17.3.1 Application Procedure.  On forms specified by the Housing Manager, an applicant 
shall provide information concerning employment, income, net worth, unit size, dependents 
and such other information deemed reasonably necessary to determine whether the applicant 
can be deemed a qualified applicant.  All information provided by an applicant shall be 
considered confidential. 
 
17.3.2 Procedures.  Applications are available at the Housing Department office.  Completed 
applications must be submitted with an application fee.  An application is active for twelve (12) 
consecutive months.  To apply for another housing unit, a Confirmation Affidavit shall be 
completed, with updated information, and a reapplication fee shall be paid. Incomplete 
applications will not be considered. 
 
17.3.3 Verification of Application Information.  The Housing Manager will verify all 
information contained in an application.  If the Housing Manager determines that any 
information or statements in an application are not true or accurate, then the applicant may be 
permanently precluded from applying for the purchase of any housing unit or for applying to 
rent any Town apartment. 
 
17.3.4 Qualified Applicant. 
 
17.3.4.1 Employment Qualifications.  To apply for a housing unit an adult employee must 
have been actively employed by an employer licensed pursuant to Section 4.2 of the 
Snowmass Village Municipal Code with a principal place of business in the Snowmass Village 
as defined in Section 17.3 for the minimum of one (1) year, OR 1600 hours and 70% of income 
earned in Snowmass Village for the minimum of one (1) year, OR in Pitkin County for a 
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minimum of three (3) years. A minimum of one thousand four hundred (1400) hours during a 
minimum period of eight (8) months per calendar year constitutes a year of active employment. 
 
Licensed home occupations (as defined in the Town of Snowmass Village Land Use Code 
Sec. 16A-3-240) are qualified, provided they meet the definition of an employer in and derive a 
minimum of 80% of income from products, services or other direct benefits to the residents 
and/or businesses of the Town of Snowmass Village (if Snowmass Village applicant) or Pitkin 
County (if Pitkin County applicant).  Applicants must provide proof of business license, a 
current Profit and Loss statement, a current list of clients, and any other information deemed 
necessary to verify eligibility, in addition to the other required application documents. 
 
The following lottery tiers establish the priorities for applicants.  All applicants must also meet 
employment, income, asset and occupancy requirements.  After applicants are qualified, they 
will be entered into a lottery tier using the priorities listed below.  
 

Lottery  
  Tiers                                  Lottery Priorities 

1st In-Complex  

2nd  

Downsizing from one Permanent Moderate Housing unit to another unit, provided the downsized unit has 
fewer bedrooms than the current unit.   In the case of new construction, no more than 25% of the initial 
units shall be made available for downsizing unless otherwise established by the Town Council. 

3rd Snowmass Village full-time employment with 3 or more years  

4th Snowmass Village full-time employment with 12-35 months  

5th Snowmass Village full-time employment with 3 or more years; 2 people may apply for a 3-bedroom unit 

6th Snowmass Village full-time employment with 12-35 months; 2 people may apply for a 3-bedroom unit 

7th Pitkin County full-time employment with 3 or more years  
 
7.3.4.2. Maximum Income and Net Worth.  The purchase price of a housing unit limits the 
income and net worth of an applicant to a maximum income and net worth.  The maximum 
income and net worth applicable to a specific purchase price shall be established and made 
public annually by the Housing Manager. 
 
Assets and liabilities shall be defined as generally accepted accounting standards for 
individuals, including all business equity for self-employed persons and business owners.  Tax 
deferred retirement funds, college savings funds and contingent liabilities are not included in 
the net worth calculation.  In the case of persons who wish to downsize from one Permanent 
Moderate Housing unit to another unit, the value of the primary home will not be included in the 
net worth calculation, provided the unit downsizing to has fewer bedrooms.  Income is 
calculated by averaging the adjusted gross income shown on the last three (3) filed Federal 
Income Tax returns. Eighty percent (80%) of the applicant's income must be income earned 
within Snowmass Village and verifiable by tax return or W-2 form.  Income and Net Worth 
levels for joint applicants will be combined. 
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17.3.4.3 Unit Size and Occupancy Requirements.  In addition to the above Lottery Priorities 
and to maximize the occupancy of housing units, an applicant can only apply to purchase a 
housing unit to accommodate the number of persons that will be residing with the applicant.  
The number of persons will include a dependent as defined in the Internal Revenue Code, or a 
minor child who resides on a part time basis of not less than one hundred twenty-one (121) 
days per calendar year as a result of an order of a court.  A first priority applicant can only 
apply to purchase a housing unit with the number of bedrooms as follows: 
 
  First Priority Occupancy Table #1 

Total 
Persons 

1 bedroom 2 bedrooms 3 bedrooms 4 or more 
bedrooms 

1* X X   

2 X X   

3  X X  

4  X X X 

4+   X X 

 
*One person is not eligible to purchase a detached single-family home. 
 
  Second Priority Occupancy Table #2 

Total 
Persons 

1 bedroom 2 bedrooms 3 bedrooms 4 or more 
bedrooms 

2 X X X  

 
After the first priority qualified applicants have been selected the Second Priority Occupancy 
Table will be used if necessary. This table will only be used for qualified Snowmass Village 
employee applicants in the 5th and 6th lottery tier from the 17.2.4.1 lottery procedures table. 
 
Note: All Pitkin County employees in the 7th lottery tier must meet the requirements listed in the 
First Priority Occupancy Table #1. 
 
17.3.5 Restriction on Ownership of Other Real Property. In order to qualify and to remain 
qualified, an applicant may not own any interest in a residential dwelling unit, as defined 
above. This includes any such interest held personally, by a member of the household, as a 
shareholder or member of a corporation, or as a partner, joint venture or a beneficiary of a 
trust. Successful applicants who currently own a dwelling unit will be required to dispose of the 
property within six months of closing on the restricted unit. Exceptions for employer-owned 
workforce housing may be granted upon request and will be subject to a Restricted Housing 
Agreement. 
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17.3.5 Applicant Super Priorities.  Upon qualifying to purchase a housing unit, an applicant 
may qualify for a further, or “super”, priority that will rise above all other priorities.  
 
17.3.5.1 Disabled Employee Prioritization.  A qualified applicant who personally or who 
resides with a dependent who has a physical impairment that substantially limits the major life 
activity of walking and substantially limits the ability of the person to climb stairs as 
documented in writing by a medical doctor licensed in the State of Colorado shall be deemed 
the first priority qualified purchaser for the purchase of a disabled housing unit without regard 
to prioritization criteria.  In the event that two or more qualified applicants desire to purchase 
the housing unit, then employment prioritization within the Lottery Tiers in 17.2.4.1 shall be 
utilized to determine the first priority qualified purchaser. 
 
17.3.5.2 In Complex Priority.  A qualified applicant (meets all employment, income, assets 
and occupancy requirements) who currently works full-time for a Snowmass Village business 
and who has owned a housing unit in the project where a housing unit is offered for sale for 
longer than one (1) year shall be deemed the first priority qualified purchaser for the purchase 
of the housing unit without regard to other prioritization criteria.  In the event that two or more 
such qualified applicant employee owners desire to purchase the housing unit, then 
employment prioritization within the Lottery Tiers in 17.2.4.1 shall be utilized to determine the 
first priority qualified purchaser. If more than one applicant is in the same employment tier, 
then a lottery will be held to select the qualified in complex purchaser. 
 
17.4 Resale Procedure. 
 
17.4.1 Housing Unit Inspection.  As a condition precedent to filing a notice to sell a housing 
unit, the owner shall obtain an approved pre-sale inspection from an inspector approved by the 
Housing Managerthe Town shall inspect the property with an inspector approved by the 
Housing Manager.  Upon successful completion of the inspection, an approved inspection 
report shall be issued, and all cost of such report will be paid by the owner. 
 
17.4.1.1 Standards.  The inspection will disclose the physical condition of the housing unit.  
The housing unit must meet a minimum standard of maintenance and cleanliness.  The 
approved inspector will grade the housing unit on a standard approved by the Housing 
Manager. 
 
17.4.1.2 Repairs.  If the pre-sale inspection discloses deficiencies, then the owner shall 
correct all deficiencies.  The housing unit shall be re-inspected to confirm that all such 
deficiencies have been properly corrected. 
 
17.4.2 Notice to sell.  After receipt of the approved inspection report and the notice of intent to 
sell, the Housing Manager shall calculate the maximum resale price.  The Housing Manager 
shall then collect a resale fee equal to one percent (1%) of the maximum resale price of a 
condominium housing unit to a maximum of One Thousand Dollars ($1,000.00), and one-half 
of one percent (.5%) of the maximum resale price of a house to a maximum of One Two 
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Thousand Five Hundred Dollars ($2,1,500.00).  Upon good cause shown, the Housing 
Manager may authorize alternate arrangements for the payment of the resale fee. 
 
17.4.3 Maximum resale price calculation. The Housing Manager shall calculate the 
maximum resale price based upon the date the owner acquired the housing unit and upon the 
owner's purchase price, as further outlined below. 
 
17.4.3.1 Energy Efficiency, Carbon Reduction & Water Conservation Capital 
Improvements.  An energy efficiency, carbon reduction and water conservation capital 
improvements allowance of up to 10% in aggregate of the current resale price will be 
established for each new owner of a single-family home or a condominium unit. Only 
improvements that clearly demonstrate energy efficiency, carbon reduction and water 
conservation will be considered for this allowance. The utilization of sustainable green building 
materials may also be included in the 10% improvement allowance. All capital improvements 
will be depreciated on the depreciation schedule from the Marshall Swift Residential 
Handbook. This improvement allowance does not include the replacement or maintenance of 
existing fixtures, appliances, decorative items, or improvements necessary to maintain existing 
fixtures from the original construction. Only new replacement items which are recognized to 
provide a substantial amount of energy or water conservation greater than the original 
construction will be considered. An owner shall submit a complete improvement cost proposal 
listing the improvement items and documentation identifying the energy savings or water 
conservation benefits to the Housing Director prior to beginning the improvement work. The 
director will then decide if the requested improvements may be added to the resale price. 
 
After receiving Housing Director approval, to substantiate the Energy, Carbon Reduction and 
Water Conservation Capital Improvement allowance amount, an owner shall provide the 
Housing Director an affidavit of owner setting forth the amounts expended for improvements 
with receipts to show actual expenses attached thereto, and the certificate of completion 
issued by the Building Official for the improvements, if required. If a certificate of completion is 
not required, then a written statement from the Building Official identifying that the 
improvements installed did not require a building permit or a certificate of completion. Energy, 
Carbon Reduction and Water Conservation Capital Improvements that have not received 
preapproval from the Housing Director will not be considered for inclusion upon resale of the 
unit. 
 
17.4.3.2 Improvements.  Improvements may be included in the resale calculation only if 
approved by the Housing Manager and to the extent specified in these regulations.  Evidence 
of cost of eligible improvements and corresponding documentation from the Building Official 
must be submitted within six (6) months of issuance of a certificate of occupancy or other 
approval to be considered.  In the case of existing housing improvements, evidence and 
documentation shall be submitted within six (6) months of adoption of these Regulations. 
 
17.4.3.3 Condominium Housing Units Acquired before July 22, 1991.  For housing units 
located in the Creekside Condominiums and Country Club Townhomes that have been 
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continuously owned by the same owner on and after July 22, 1991, the maximum resale price 
is computed as follows: 
 

a) the purchase price paid by the owner, plus an amount equal to: 
1. The purchase price paid by the owner; 

 
• Multiplied by the consumer price index, all items, urban wage earners and 

clerical workers (revised) published by the United States Department of 
Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, commonly known as the CPI-W, last 
published prior to the date of notice of intent to sell; 
 

• Divided by the CPI-W last published prior to the time of purchase by owner;  
 

• plus, the depreciated cost of improvements to the condominium unit which 
have been paid for by the owner and approved by the Town Council. 

    
• plus, the depreciated value of TOSV approved energy efficient or water 

conservation capital improvements installed and paid by the owner not to 
exceed 10% of the current resale price, 

  
• plus, the actual cost of capital improvements performed by the condominium 

association of the project in which the housing unit is located, paid for by the 
owner from the time of installation of the capital improvement to the date of 
resale approved by the Town, not to exceed ten percent (10%) of the current 
resale price. 

 
17.4.3.4 Condominium Housing Units Acquired after July 22, 1991.  The     maximum 
resale price shall be computed as the lesser of: 
 

a) the original price plus a three-percent annual increase in the purchase price, 
prorated from the date of the original purchase, or 

 
b) the purchase price paid by the owner, plus an amount equal to: 

 
1. The purchase price of the current owner; 

• Multiplied by the consumer price index, all items, urban wage earners and 
clerical workers (revised) published by the United States Department of 
Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, commonly known as the CPI-W, last 
published prior to the date of notice of intent to sell; 

• Divided by the CPI-W last published prior to the time of purchase by owner 
plus, 

     
• The depreciated value of TOSV approved energy efficient or water 

conservation capital improvements installed and paid by the owner not to 
exceed 10% of the current resale price, 
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• plus, the depreciated cost of capital improvements performed by the 

condominium association of the project in which the housing unit is located, 
paid for by the owner from the time of installation of the capital improvement 
to the date of resale approved by the Town, not to exceed ten percent (10%) 
of the current resale price. 

 
17.4.3.5   Crossings Housing Units.  The maximum resale price shall be computed as        
the lesser of:   
 

a) the base price as maintained in the records of the Housing Manager, plus the cost of 
the finishing of the basement from the date of completion in accordance with the 
description of the basement option not to exceed the cost of a standard basement 
option, plus a three-percent annual increase, or 

 
b) the purchase price paid by the owner, minus the cost of any house option which is 

installed after the issuance of the original certificate of occupancy plus the cost of 
the deck option, if it was subtracted from the calculation of the house base price, 
plus an amount equal to: 

 
1. The purchase price of the current owner; 

• Multiplied by the consumer price index, all items, urban wage earners 
and clerical workers (revised) published by the United States 
Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, commonly known as 
the CPI-W, last published prior to the date of notice of intent to sell; 

• Divided by the CPI-W last published prior to the time of purchase by 
owner; 

• plus, the cost of any house option, as approved by the Town Council 
as an option to the basic house design (as set forth in Exhibit "A" to the 
Horse Ranch Employee Housing Development Agreement entered into 
by and between the Town and Foresite Capital Facilities Corporation 
on April 22, 1994) 

• plus, automatic sprinkler system, gutter and downspout, permanent 
landscaping and heat tapes) which was installed  after the issuance 
of the original certificate of occupancy  

• plus the cost of the deck option, if it was subtracted from the 
 calculation of the house base price.   

 
From the issuance of the original certificate of occupancy for the 
housing unit, the maximum amount shall be limited to ten percent 
(10%) of the house base price which shall escalate as follows: 

 
• To five (5) years, five percent (5%) of the house base price; 
• To six (6) years, six percent (6%) of the house base price; 
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• To seven (7) years, seven percent (7%) of the house base price; 
• To eight (8) years, eight percent (8%) of the house base price; 
• To nine (9) years, nine percent (9%) of the house base price; and 
• To ten (10) years, ten percent (10%) of the house base price. 

    
• plus, the depreciated value of TOSV approved energy efficient or 

water conservation capital improvements installed and paid  for by 
the owner not to exceed 10% of the current resale price 

 
To substantiate such amounts, an owner shall provide the Housing Manager an affidavit 
of owner setting forth the amounts expended for improvements with receipts attached 
thereto, and the certificate of completion issued by the Building Official for the 
improvements, if required, or if no certificate of completion is required, then a statement 
from the Building Official that the improvements installed did not require a certificate of 
completion.  If such amount has not previously been substantiated to the satisfaction of 
the Housing Manager, it shall be provided with the notice of intent to sell. 

    
17.4.3.6.  Rodeo Place Single Family Housing Units.  The maximum resale price shall be 
computed as the lesser of:   

 
a) the base price as maintained in the records of the Housing Manager, plus 

• the one-time actual cost of finishing the basement subject to a 
maximum allowance of $70.00 per square foot from the date of 
completion in accordance with the square feet allocated to each home 
basement, plus 

• The depreciated value of TOSV approved energy-efficient or water 
conservation capital improvements installed and paid by the owner not 
to exceed 10% of the current resale price, plus 

• The purchase price of the current owner; 
• Multiplied by the consumer price index, all items, urban wage earners 

and clerical workers (revised) published by the United States 
Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, commonly known as 
the CPI-W, last published prior to the date of notice of intent to sell; 

• Divided by the CPI-W last published prior to the time of purchase by 
owner; 

 
To substantiate the finished basement option amount, an owner shall provide the 
Housing Manager an affidavit of owner setting forth the amounts expended for 
improvements with receipts attached thereto, and the certificate of completion issued by 
the Building Official for the improvements, if required, or if no certificate of completion is 
required, then a statement from the Building Official that the improvements installed did 
not require a certificate of completion. The finishing of the basement improvements will 
be a one-time adjustment to the home base price from the certificate of completion date.  
If such amount has not previously been substantiated to the satisfaction of the Housing 
Manager, it shall be provided with the notice of intent to sell. 

11-20-23 TC Packet 240 of 244



 

 
Proposed 11/2023         Page 11 of 14 

 
17.4.3.7.  Coffey Place Single Family and Condominium Housing Units.  The 
maximum resale price shall be computed as the lesser of:   

 
a) the original price plus  

• a three-percent annual increase in the purchase price, prorated from 
the date of the original purchase, plus  

• the depreciated value of TOSV approved energy efficiency or water 
conservation capital improvements installed and paid by the owner, not 
to exceed 10% of the current resale price;  

OR 
b) the purchase price as maintained in the records of the Housing Manager, 

• Multiplied by the consumer price index, all items, urban wage earners 
and clerical workers (revised) published by the United States 
Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, commonly known as 
the CPI-W, last published prior to the date of notice of intent to sell; 

• Divided by the CPI-W last published prior to the time of purchase by 
owner, plus 

• The depreciated value of TOSV approved energy- efficient or water 
conservation capital improvements installed and paid by the owner not 
to exceed 10% of the current resale price. 

 
17.4.3.8 Future Housing.  The regulations governing resale for future developments will be 
included in these Regulations.  
 
17.4.3.9 Publication.  The Housing Manager shall cause a notice of the availability of the 
housing unit purchase shall be published in the Snowmass Village Suna local newspaper once 
a week for four (4) consecutive weeks. 
 
17.4.4 Lottery Procedure.  At the end of the thirty (30) day Snowmass village employee 
priority period, lottery chances will be assigned by the Housing Manager to qualified applicants 
as follows: 
 

Years Employed Lottery Chances 

1 or greater but less than 3 1 

3 or greater but less than 7 2 

7 or greater but less than 11 4 

11 or greater but less than 15 6 

  15 or greater 8 
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Following the assignment of lottery chances to qualified applicants, the Housing Manager shall 
schedule and conduct a lottery to determine the priority of qualified purchasers.  The lottery will 
be scheduled by the Housing Manager.  If a chance of a qualified applicant is chosen more 
than one (1) time, all subsequent chances will be disregarded. 
 
17.4.5 Contract and sale procedure.  The first priority qualified purchaser shall have seven 
(7) days to enter into a contract with the owner for purchase of the housing unit.  In the event 
that a contract is not timely entered into the next priority qualified purchaser shall have seven 
(7) days to enter into a contract with the owner for purchase of the housing unit, and so on until 
a sale occurs.  The owner may not reject an offer from a qualified purchaser that is for the 
maximum resale price or the current resale price, as the case may be unless other terms and 
conditions of the offer are unreasonable.  Thereafter, if the housing unit has not been sold, the 
owner may list it for sale with a real estate broker or negotiate a contract for its sale provided 
that the owner shall notify all prospective purchasers that they must be confirmed to be a 
qualified purchaser by the Housing Manager. 
 
17.4.6 Advertise housing unit for sale.  The owner shall advertise the housing unit for sale 
by the placement of a "for sale" sign meeting the requirements of Chapter 16A of the 
Snowmass Village Municipal Code at a conspicuous location. 
 
17.4.7 Confirmation of qualification.  At the closing of the sale, the Housing   Manager shall 
confirm: 

a) The status of the qualified purchaser to purchase the housing unit; 
b) That the purchase price does not exceed the maximum resale price; and 
c) All monies owing to the Town have been fully paid. 

 
17.5 Mandatory Resale. 
 
17.5.1 An owner shall immediately offer the housing unit for sale in accordance with the 
provisions of section 17.4 upon the occurrence of any of the following events: 
 

a) If a non-qualified purchaser takes title to the housing unit; or 
b) The owner does not maintain residency at the housing unit; or 
c) The owner has not sold their residential dwelling unit within the Roaring Fork River 

drainage within six (6) months of the closing of the acquisition of the housing unit, or 
such period of time as approved by the Town Council upon good cause shown; or  

d) The owner acquires a residential dwelling unit in the Roaring Fork Drainage.after the 
closing of the acquisition of a housing unit; or 

e) The owner purchases the housing unit for a purchase price greater than the maximum 
purchase price; or 

f) The owner fails to be a requalified owner. 
 
17.5.2 Biennial Requalification.  All owners must requalify biennially by completing and 
returning an affidavit within ninety (90) days of receipt. The affidavit will confirm that the 
following: 
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a) The owner has been in physical residence in the housing unit for a minimum of eight (8) 

months each calendar year, is or is eligible to be a registered voter in the Town, 
possesses or is eligible to possess a valid Colorado driver’s license; and files a 
Colorado income tax return; and 

 
b) The owner has been actively employed by an employer whose principal place of 

business is in Pitkin County for minimum of one thousand four hundred (1400) hours 
during a minimum period of eight (8) months per calendar; or have attained the age of 
sixty-two (62) after having been the owner of the housing unit for not less than ten (10) 
years. Verification of compliance with this requirement must be provided at the time of 
requalification. 

 
c) The owner does not own any interest a residential dwelling unit has not acquired a 

residential dwelling unit within the Roaring Fork River drainage situated in Eagle, Pitkin 
or Garfield Counties, or within the Colorado River Drainage from and including the 
unincorporated No Name area to and including the City of Rifle, after the closing of the 
acquisition of a housing unit. This includes any such interest held personally, by a 
person’s spouse, as a shareholder or member of a corporation, or as a partner, a joint 
venture or a beneficiary of a trust. 
 

The Housing Department may, at its discretion, conduct a directed and random audit of 
continued compliance with ongoing qualification with the provisions of these Regulations.  
 
17.5.3 Change in Ownership.  Any proposed or contemplated additions or deletions to the 
owners listed on the warranty deed must be approved in writing by the Housing Manager.  Any 
such changes will be required to comply with all requirements of these Regulations. 
  
17.6 Housing Unit Rental. 
 
17.6.1 For good cause shown and with the approval of the Housing Manager, an owner may 
rent the entire housing unit for a maximum of four months. The rental rate shall not exceed the 
rent for a comparable rental apartment owned by the Town as determined by the Housing 
Manager. No short-term rentals will be allowed. 
 
17.6.2   With written notice to the Housing Manager, the owner of a housing unit of not less 
than two (2) bedrooms may rent one (1) bedroom to a maximum of two (2) people, at least one 
(1) of whom is an employee. Full-time seasonal employees (minimum 700 hours per season) 
may qualify for a rental at the owner’s discretion.  Provided, however, the owner must maintain 
residency in the housing unit, must occupy a bedroom in the housing unit and must receive 
prior approval for any such rental from the association in which the housing unit exists. The 
rental rate shall not exceed the rent for a comparable rental apartment owned by the Town as 
determined by the Housing Manager. 
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17.6.3   Where there exists a conflict between any limitation or requirement in this Code and 
any limitation or requirement contained in any applicable protective covenant, deed restriction, 
condominium declaration, homeowners or condominium association bylaws or rules and 
regulations, as the same may be adopted or amended from time to time, the more restrictive 
limitation or requirement shall prevail. 
 
17.7 Exempt Transactions.  A one-time transfer by operation of law, by will or inheritance to a 
surviving spouse of an owner is exempt from the procedures set forth in Section 17-4 provided 
written notice shall be given to the Housing Manager providing information to support than an 
exempt transaction has occurred.   
 
A surviving child at the time of the owner’s death shall be able to inherit the property provided 
they become a qualified applicant within six (6) months of the owner’s death. 
 
17.8 Appeals.  Any applicant or owner who feels that the Housing Manager has misinterpreted 
or improperly applied the provisions of the Chapter 17 of the Municipal Code or these 
Regulations may inform the Town Manager in writing and request a review.  Any such request 
must be delivered to the Town Manager within fourteen (14) days of the date of such purported 
misinterpretation or improper application.  The Town Manager shall investigate and take such 
actions as are necessary and proper to alleviate any actual noncompliance. 
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