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It is anticipated that the Alpine Meadows mid-station would be elevated above a granite outcropping and 

thus there would be minimal excavation and material removed for the terminal and foundations. The Alpine 

Meadows mid-station could be anchored directly to the rock or to concrete caps poured directly on the rock. 

Some rock blasting may be required, and this material would be scattered on site. It is anticipated that 

grading and earth moving will be required as part of construction of the Squaw Valley mid-station. It is 

currently estimated that approximately 850 cubic yards of material on site would be moved to support 

foundation construction, and an additional 1,250 cubic yards of material would be moved around the mid-

station to create slopes and topography that support skier/boarder loading and unloading.  

Disturbance for each tower would vary based on its location; towers accessible to an excavator could result 

in a total disturbance of 600 square feet (including spoil storage) if site conditions allow for a hole to be dug. 

For towers with more limited construction access, spider excavators could be used to dig a hole for the 

foundation resulting in approximately 300 square feet of disturbance (including spoil storage). Some towers 

could be constructed by flattening the surface and pouring a concrete footer above grade, which would not 

result in any spoils. Towers located on granite outcroppings could require some drilling/blasting, but would 

likely be secured directly to the rock, or anchored to concrete poured directly on the rock, and would not 

result in excavated ground disturbance. Material removed for tower footings would be stored adjacent to the 

tower location in an area of approximately 100 square feet, then scattered on-site, likely on top of the footer.  

Staging areas for tower construction equipment and materials would be located in the parking areas of both 

Squaw Valley and Alpine Meadows, as helicopters would be used to set most towers. Materials and 

equipment for portions of the project on NFS lands would be staged in the Alpine Meadows parking lot. 

Vegetative clearing for installation of the project components would be required, and up to approximately 

500 trees total would need to be cleared in the project area. Necessary tree removal would be accomplished 

via helicopter, skidding, hauling off-site, chipping, burning, or lop-and-scatter, depending on specific site 

conditions and accessibility. 

Construction of the Gazex exploders would be principally by hand crews working in steep locations. Drilling 

for footers would be completed with a wagon drill, jack leg drill, or similar small portable drilling equipment. 

No temporary or permanent access roads would be required. Concrete and infrastructure would be flown in 

place by helicopters. The helicopter and materials would be staged in the existing parking area at Alpine 

Meadows. 

The following components would be common to all construction activities undertaken for the proposed 

project: 

 Temporary and permanent erosion control best management practices (BMPs) will be installed and 

maintained prior to, during, and after construction activities. 

 Disturbed areas will be revegetated and mulch or matting will be applied immediately following 

construction activities. 

 Construction equipment will be stored in previously disturbed areas, to the extent possible. In areas 

where no previously disturbed areas exist, equipment will be stored on exposed granite pads where 

there is little or no vegetation. 

 A Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan will be prepared and implemented with protocols for project 

activities. 

 Whenever possible, prior to grading, existing topsoil will be removed and stockpiled in a previously 

disturbed area. Stockpiles will be covered to prevent wind erosion. 

 Following construction, topsoil will be re-spread on the disturbed site, mulched, and re-seeded with 

native or naturalized seed mix favoring cold tolerant plants. 
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 Temporary erosion control measures will be utilized on disturbed sites to minimize the potential for soil 

erosion during construction. Soil disturbing activities will be avoided during periods of heavy rains. 

 Erosion control blankets (e.g., coir logs or jute netting) or heavy mulch comprised of organic materials 

will be used on slopes greater than 10 percent. 

 POTENTIAL PERMITS AND APPROVALS REQUIRED 

Several agencies will be involved in the consideration of proposed project elements. As the lead agency 

under CEQA, Placer County is responsible for considering the adequacy of the environmental analysis and 

determining if the overall project should be approved. USFS is also independently conducting NEPA review 

for all federal actions associated with the project concurrently with the CEQA review for the project. 

Permits and approvals may be required from the following federal, state, and local agencies for construction 

and operation of the proposed project: 

FEDERAL 

 U.S. Forest Service: Special Use Permit Amendment for actions on USFS lands. 

 U.S. Army Corps of Engineers: Compliance with Section 404 of the Clean Water Act if discharge of fill to 

Waters of the U.S. occurs and /or if any wetlands are identified and cannot be avoided by the proposed 

project. 

 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency: Concurrence with Clean Water Act Section 404 permit. 

 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service: Potential compliance with Section 7 of the federal Endangered Species Act 

(ESA). 

STATE 

 California Department of Fish and Wildlife, Region 2: Compliance with the California ESA; potential 

permits under Section 2081 of the Fish and Game Code if take of listed species is likely to occur; 

Section 1602 streambed alteration agreement if any construction activities occur within the bed or bank 

of adjacent waterways.  

 California State Office of Historic Preservation: Compliance with Section 106 of NHPA (in coordination 

with the USFS).  

 Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board: National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 

(NPDES) construction stormwater permit (Notice of Intent to proceed under General Construction Permit) 

for disturbance of more than 1 acre, discharge permit for stormwater, and Clean Water Act Section 401 

water quality certification or waste discharge requirements. 

LOCAL 

 Placer County: Conditional Use Permit and Squaw Valley General Plan Amendment. Further analysis will 

determine if a Parking Variance is required. 

 Placer County Air Pollution Control District: Authority to construct (for devices that emit air pollutants); 

permit to operate; Air Quality Management Plan consistency determination. 

  



Project Description  Ascent Environmental 

 Placer County 

1-10 Squaw Valley-Alpine Meadows Base-to-Base Gondola Project Initial Study 

 

This page intentionally left blank.  



 

Placer County 

Squaw Valley-Alpine Meadows Base-to-Base Gondola Project Initial Study 2-1 

 INITIAL STUDY ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST 

PROJECT INFORMATION 

1. Project Title: Squaw Valley-Alpine Meadows Base-to-Base Gondola Project 

2. Lead Agency Name and Address: Placer County, Planning Services Division, 775 North Lake Tahoe 

Boulevard, Tahoe City, CA 96145 

3. Contact Person and Phone 

Number: 

Heather Beckman, (530) 581-6286 

4. Project Location: 2600 Alpine Meadows Road, Tahoe City; 1960 Squaw Valley 

Road, Olympic Valley 

5. Project Sponsor’s Name and 

Address: 

Squaw Valley Ski Holdings, LLC, 1960 Squaw Valley Road, P.O. 

Box 2007, Olympic Valley, CA 96146 

6. General Plan Designation: Forest Recreation 

7. Zoning: Forest Recreation, Open Space, and Neighborhood Commercial 

8. Description of Project:   See Chapter 1, “Project Description” 

 

9. Surrounding Land Uses and 

Setting: (Briefly describe the 

project’s surroundings) 

See Chapter 1, “Project Description” and Discussions of 

Environmental Setting below. 

10: Other public agencies whose approval is 

required: (e.g., permits, financing approval, 

or participation agreement) 

See Chapter 1, “Project Description” 

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:: 

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least 

one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages. 

 Aesthetics  Agriculture and Forest Resources  Air Quality 

 Biological Resources  Cultural Resources  Geology / Soils 

 Greenhouse Gas Emissions  Hazards & Hazardous Materials  Hydrology / Water Quality 

 Land Use / Planning  Mineral Resources  Noise 

 Population / Housing  Public Services  Recreation 

 Transportation / Traffic  Utilities / Service Systems  Mandatory Findings of 

Significance 

     None with Mitigation 
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

1. A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact” answers that are adequately 

supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. 

A “No Impact” answer is adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the 

impact simply does not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault 

rupture zone). A “No Impact” answer should be explained where it is based on project-specific factors 

as well as general standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based 

on a project-specific screening analysis). 

2. All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, 

cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational 

impacts. 

3. Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist 

answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with 

mitigation, or less than significant. “Potentially Significant Impact” is appropriate if there is 

substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are one or more “Potentially 

Significant Impact” entries when the determination is made, an EIR is required. 

4. “Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the 

incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact” to a 

“Less Than Significant Impact.” The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly 

explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level (mitigation measures from “Earlier 

Analyses,” as described in (5) below, may be cross-referenced). 

5. Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an 

effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. Section 

15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following: 

a)  Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review. 

b)  Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the 

scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, 

and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier 

analysis. 

c)  Mitigation Measures. For effects that are “Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures 

Incorporated,” describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the 

earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project. 

6. Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for 

potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or 

outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the 

statement is substantiated. 

7. Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or 

individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion. 

8. This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead 

agencies should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project’s 

environmental effects in whatever format is selected.  

9. The explanation of each issue should identify: 

a) the significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and 

b) the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance. 
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 AESTHETICS 

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact 

No  

Impact 

I. Aesthetics. Would the project:     

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic 

vista? 
    

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, 

but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and 

historic buildings within a state scenic highway? 

    

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character 

or quality of the site and its surroundings? 
    

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare 

which would adversely affect day or nighttime 

views in the area? 

    

2.1.1 Environmental Setting 

Aesthetic resources are generally defined as both the natural and built features of the landscape that 

contribute to the public’s experience and appreciation of the environment. Depending on the extent to which 

a project’s presence would negatively alter the perceived visual character and quality of the environment 

aesthetic impacts may occur.  

This analysis is based on review of site plans and aerial photographs of the project area as well as a site visit 

conducted on October 20, 2015. Photographic simulations of the proposed project will be prepared for the 

EIR. 

The project vicinity is characterized by steep mountain slopes. Three major peaks dominate the western 

edge of Squaw Valley: Granite Chief (9,050 feet), Emigrant Peak (8,700 feet), and Squaw Peak (8,885 feet). 

The Alpine Meadows portion of the project area is dominated by two peaks: Ward Peak (8,637 feet) and 

Scott Peak (8,289 feet).The project area would be located on the slopes, and along the connecting ridgeline, 

of Squaw Valley and Alpine Meadows ski areas, across private property in between the two ski areas, as well 

as a perpendicular crossing of the Five Lakes Trail and a USFS trail easement. It would be within a scenic 

landscape, with mountainous terrain dominating much of the viewshed, and embedded within existing 

development at each of the base locations, including buildings and ski lift facilities. The surrounding 

mountains, particularly in locations with ski runs, are snow covered in the winter. In the summer, the ski 

infrastructure, including modified mountain slopes where trees have been removed, access roads, and lift 

towers can detract from the overall visual character. Nevertheless, even with modified slopes, the valley and 

mountain viewshed is visually appealing. 

Squaw Valley Road provides access to the Squaw Valley ski area, and is a designated scenic roadway by 

Placer County. Alpine Meadows Road is not designated as a scenic roadway by the County. State Route (SR) 

89, which is an eligible state scenic highway by the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), is 

located approximately 2 miles east of the project area. However, the project area would not be visible from 

SR 89. The Granite Chief Wilderness (GCW) (i.e., designated wilderness on National Forest System (NFS) 

lands) is located west of the project area, and the proposed project would be visible from some points within 

the GCW. 
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2.1.2 Discussion 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? 
Potentially Significant Impact. A scenic vista is defined as a viewpoint that provides expansive views of a 

highly valued landscape for the benefit of the general public. As described in the Placer County General Plan 

(Policy 1.K.1), Placer County considers resources such as river canyons, lake watersheds, scenic highway 

corridors, ridgelines, and steep slopes to be valuable scenic resources (Placer County 1994a). The project 

area contains views of ridgelines, steep slopes, and other features that would be considered scenic 

resources, providing scenic vistas from several viewpoints.  

The proposed project would include an aerial ropeway system connecting the Squaw Valley and Alpine 

Meadows base areas with cabin storage facilities and decks, towers, and two angle/mid-stations, and 

installation of eight Gazex exploders for avalanche control. There would also be four approximately 7-foot by 

7-foot shelters to house oxygen and propane for the Gazex exploders near several of the Alpine Meadows ski 

runs (e.g., The Buttress, Bernie’s Bowl, North Poma Rocks). Development of the project would be visually 

consistent with existing ski lift facilities at Squaw Valley and Alpine Meadows. The project design (including 

but not limited to the number and height of lift towers) has been developed to minimize visual impacts from 

the GCW regardless of time of year. Views of the towers and aerial ropeway would be minimized from the 

GCW and the Five Lakes portion of GCW particularly in the May through October timeframes (those 

timeframes whereby no gondola cabins will occupy the ropeway). However, the project would still be an 

intensification of development in a mountain setting and would require tree removal that could result in 

adverse effects to scenic vistas including from the Five Lakes Trail. This impact would be potentially 

significant and this issue will be analyzed further in the EIR. 

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock 

outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway? 
Potentially Significant Impact. No designated state scenic highways exist in the project area. SR 89, located 

approximately two miles to the east of the project area, is an eligible state scenic highway (Caltrans 2011), 

but the project area is not visible from SR 89. The project may be visible from Squaw Valley Road, which is a 

designated scenic roadway by Placer County. The County does not designate Alpine Meadows Road as a 

scenic roadway. The proposed project would be designed consistent with the surrounding development and 

ski lift facilities. However, the project may adversely affect views from Squaw Valley Road. Therefore, this 

impact would be potentially significant and this issue will be analyzed further in the EIR. 

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its 

surroundings? 
Potentially Significant Impact. The project area is located in an area of northeastern Placer County that is 

surrounded by a striking visual landscape, with jagged peaks, meadows, creeks/rivers, and forests 

dominating the viewshed. Notwithstanding its natural alpine surroundings, much of the immediate project 

vicinity is developed/disturbed with ski lift facilities and related ski area infrastructure (e.g., ski runs, access 

roads). Both base areas would be constructed within areas surrounded by existing buildings and ski lift 

facilities. The base terminals would be designed to conform to the existing character of each ski area. The 

project area between the proposed mid-stations is primarily undeveloped in its current state, but is visible to 

skiers on adjacent slopes or ski lifts and hikers on the Five Lakes Trail. Although the gondola cabins would 

be removed in the summer months, the project would still degrade the visual character of the area for hikers 

and visitors in the GCW, which is protected for its pristine natural beauty. The aerial ropeway overhead would 

not directly block views for hikers, but would detract from the visual quality of the area. Therefore, this 

impact would be potentially significant and this issue will be analyzed further in the EIR. 
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d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or 

nighttime views in the area? 
Less-than-Significant Impact. Minimal lighting may be required on the base terminals for safety and security 

purposes, such as during low cloud and heavy snow conditions, and the mid-stations would include 

emergency lighting only. There will be no lighting on the towers. Glare could be created if any reflective 

building materials are used. However, towers will either be light galvanized or painted in a color consistent 

with the surroundings to reduce glare, similar to existing towers at Squaw Valley and Alpine Meadows. The 

amount of lighting used would be minimized and would be similar to existing lighting within the surrounding 

ski areas. In addition, it is anticipated that adoption of various measures to reduce potential light and glare 

would further reduce this impact. Therefore, this impact would be less than significant. 
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 AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES 

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact 

No  

Impact 

II. Agriculture and Forest Resources.     

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources 

are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may 

refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site 

Assessment Model (1997, as updated) prepared by the 

California Department of Conservation as an optional model 

to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In 

determining whether impacts to forest resources, including 

timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead 

agencies may refer to information compiled by the California 

Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the 

state’s inventory of forest land, including the Forest and 

Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy 

Assessment project; and forest carbon measurement 

methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the 

California Air Resources Board. 

    

Would the project:     

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or 

Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as 

shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the 

Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the 

California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural 

use? 

    

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or 

a Williamson Act contract? 
    

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning 

of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources 

Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined 

by Public Resources Code section 4526), or 

timberland zoned Timberland Production (as 

defined by Government Code section 51104(g))? 

    

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of 

forest land to non-forest use? 
    

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment, 

which, due to their location or nature, could result 

in conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use 

or conversion of forest land to non-forest use? 

    

2.2.1 Environmental Setting 

The California Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program (FMMP) classifies 

agricultural land in eight categories based on soil quality and irrigation status. FMMP data is not available for 

the portion of Placer County in which the project would be located, because there is no farmland in this area.  

The California Land Conservation Act of 1965, commonly referred to as the Williamson Act, enables local 

governments to enter into contracts with private landowners for the purpose of preserving agriculture and 
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restricting unnecessary conversion to urban uses. Under the contract, landowners receive reduced property 

tax assessments based on the property’s value for farming and open space uses as opposed to full market 

value. As noted above, there is no farmland in the project area, and neither the project area nor surrounding 

sites are under a Williamson Act contract. 

“Forest land” is defined in Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 12220(g) as:  

land that can support 10% native tree cover of any species, including hardwoods, under natural 

conditions, and that allows for management of one or more forest resources, including timber, 

aesthetics, fish and wildlife, biodiversity, water quality, recreation, and other public benefits. 

“Timberland” is defined in PRC Section 4526 as:  

land, other than land owned by the federal government and land designated by the board as 

experimental forest land, which is available for, and capable of, growing a crop of trees of any 

commercial species used to produce lumber and other forest products, including Christmas trees. 

Commercial species shall be determined by the board on a district basis after consultation with the 

district committees and others. 

Placer County (1994a) has established a zoning designation for Timberland Production (TPZ) to encourage 

prudent and responsible forest resource management and the continued use of timberlands for the 

production of timber products and compatible uses. The TPZ district is intended to be an exclusive area for 

the growing and harvesting of timber and those uses that are an integral part of a timber management 

operation. The project area does not contain land that is zoned Timberland Production. 

Much of the project area consists of steep granite slopes that support a limited number of trees and would 

not be considered forest land or timberland. However, there are small pockets of trees along the gondola 

alignment that could meet the definition of forest land and timberland. The land between the Alpine 

Meadows base terminal and the Alpine Meadows mid-station is NFS land (i.e., U.S. Forest Service [USFS] 

land) and would therefore not meet the definition of timberland. All but one of the Gazex exploders and all of 

the gas storage shelters are located in this area. 

2.2.2 Discussion 

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance 

(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and 

Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use? 
No Impact. The project would not be located on or adjacent to farmland; therefore, the project would not 

convert farmland to non-agricultural use. No impact would occur. 

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson Act contract? 
No Impact. The project would not be located on or adjacent to farmland or land associated with a Williamson 

Act contract; therefore, the project would not conflict with zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson Act 

contract. No impact would occur. 

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public 

Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code 

section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code 

section 51104(g))? 
No Impact. The project area is situated in the Sierra Nevada, surrounded by forest land; however, the project 

would be located within an area with zoning designations that envision ski area development. These 
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designations are intended to retain the general character of the forest environment while also permitting 

active recreational development. Uses could include picnic areas, hiking trails, ski trails, parks, and outdoor 

amphitheaters, as well as parking for ski facilities. Moreover, to a certain extent, some tree removal could be 

expected to allow for this type of development. There is no land zoned as timberland or Timberland 

Production within or adjacent to the project area; therefore, the proposed project would have no impact 

related to timberland zoning. The proposed project does not include any rezoning. 

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use? 
Less-than-Significant Impact. The project area contains pockets of trees that would meet the definition of 

forest land. However, the dispersed removal of individual trees would not result in the loss of forest land or 

conversion of forest land to a non-forest use. Therefore, the project would have a less-than-significant impact 

on forest land. 

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment, which, due to their location or nature, 

could result in conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to 

non-forest use? 
Less-than-Significant Impact. See items a) through d). The project would not be located on or adjacent to 

farmland; therefore, the project would not convert farmland or otherwise result in the conversion of farmland 

to non-agricultural use. No impact would occur.  

Indirect impacts on forest land can occur in two ways: (1) by urban development increasing property values, 

or extending infrastructure, thereby placing pressure on adjacent forest land to convert to non-forest use; or 

(2) through land use conflicts between the proposed use and the forest use leading eventually to the 

diminishment of the forest use (for example, reduction of forest land as a result of ski-related deforestation). 

See items c) and d). The land within the project area does contain some forested pockets; however, the 

proposed project would be consistent with the existing land use designations that are generally protective of 

forest lands and would not result in conversion of forest land to non-forest uses. The project does not extend 

utilities or otherwise provide infrastructure that would induce further development in the project vicinity. This 

impact would be less than significant. 
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 AIR QUALITY 

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact 

No  

Impact 

III. Air Quality.     

Where available, the significance criteria established by 

the applicable air quality management or air pollution 

control district may be relied on to make the following 

determinations. 

    

Would the project:     

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the 

applicable air quality plan? 
    

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute 

substantially to an existing or projected air quality 

violation? 

    

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase 

of any criteria pollutant for which the project 

region is non-attainment under an applicable 

federal or state ambient air quality standard 

(including releasing emissions which exceed 

quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)? 

    

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial 

pollutant concentrations? 
    

e)  Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial 

number of people? 
    

 

2.3.1 Environmental Setting 

The project area is located in Placer County, which spans three air basins; the portion of Placer County within 

which the project area is located is within the Mountain Counties Air Basin (MCAB) near its eastern edge. The 

MCAB also includes all of Amador, Calaveras, Mariposa, Nevada, Plumas, Sierra, and Tuolumne counties, 

and the western portion of El Dorado County. 

Air quality within Placer County is regulated by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), the California 

Air Resources Board (ARB), and the Placer County Air Pollution Control District (PCAPCD). Each agency 

develops rules, regulations, and/or policies to comply with applicable legislation. 

EPA and ARB have set ambient air quality standards for certain air pollutants to protect the public health and 

welfare. EPA has established National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for the following criteria 

pollutants: carbon monoxide (CO), ozone (O3), sulfur dioxide (SO2), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), inhalable 

particulate matter (PM10), fine particulate matter (PM2.5), and lead (Pb). ARB has set California Ambient Air 

Quality Standards (CAAQS) that are the same or are more stringent than the corresponding federal 

standards. The CAAQS also include standards for sulfates, hydrogen sulfide, and visibility. 

If an area has not achieved the NAAQS or CAAQS for any criteria pollutant, EPA and ARB classifies it as a 

nonattainment area for the respective criteria pollutant. A nonattainment area is required to have an air 

quality attainment plan (AQAP) to attain and maintain the required standards. 











































































































http://www.fws.gov/wetlands/Data/Mapper.html






 

A3 
Notice of Intent (April 29, 2016) 

  







 

A4 
Updated Notice of Preparation 

(September 2, 2016) 
  







 

A5 
Scoping Comment Summary 

  





http://www.squawalpinegondola-eis.com/
http://www.squawalpinegondola-eis.com/










 

A6 
Scoping Comment Report 
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