
To:  Placer County Community Development Resource Agency 
  3091 County Center Drive, Suite #190 
  Auburn, CA  95603 
 
  Placer County, Planning Services Division  
  775 North Lake Boulevard  
  Tahoe City, CA 96145  
 
 
Attn:  Shirlee I. Herrington, Environmental Coordination Services 
  Heather Beckman, Associate Planner 
  (via email) cdraecs@placer.ca.gov 
  sherring@placer.ca.gov 
  hbeckman@placer.ca.gov  
 
Subject: Squaw Valley-Alpine Meadows Base-to-Base Gondola Project (PLN15-00398) NOP  
  Scoping Comment  
 
 
 
Dear Ms. Herrington and Ms. Beckman, 
 
After reviewing the Initial Study & Checklist and the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact 
Report for the Squaw Valley-Alpine Meadows Base-to-Base Gondola Project NOP Scoping Comment I would 
like to provide you with the following written comments. 
 
1) Section 2.1, Aesthetics 
 
In Section 2.1, subsection d, the authors of the I.S. have stated that there will be a “less than significant impact” 
from the Gondola project regarding light pollution and adverse affects of light on nighttime views in the area.  I 
would ask that this area of concern be reevaluated to include a deeper consideration of this matter.  In a 
presentation given to Alpine Meadows homeowners by Squaw Valley’s Andy Wirth, he stated on more than one 
occasion that he was hoping the gondola would run into the evening hours so as to allow people to travel to 
and from the village for dinner, etc.  If this is true, there would certainly be a newly introduced light pollution 
impact on the Alpine Meadows side, where no lights currently exist along the ridge lines and down to the 
parking lot.  There would be light from any lights on the mid-station that would be on during operation and then 
also light coming from the lights in the gondola cabins themselves.  On the Squaw side, there are already lights 
in place along Mountain Run so the increased light pollution impacts probably wouldn’t be as significant but 
should probably be addressed as well. 
 
I have some very serious concerns about the potential permanent damage that will be caused to the scenic 
vistas and pristine quality of the Granite Chief Wilderness.  I also would like to see the negative impacts of the 
altered views on the experience of hikers of the PCT be more explicitly addressed in the EIR. 
 
 
2) Section 2.4, Biological Resources 
 
In section 2.4, I would like to see increased attention paid to the following concerns about the potential impacts 
of this project on Biological Resources.  There is also mention in Section 2.10, Land Use and Planning, where it 
states that this area is not one designated for Habitat Conservation.  It may not fall into the categories being 
used to evaluate conservation in this section, but I would like to see it acknowledged in the discussion that it 
has been deemed Critical Habitat by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service for the federally protected Sierra 
Nevada Yellow-Legged Frog. 
 
 
I have a number of concerns about how this development project will impact the flora and fauna that live in 
Alpine Meadows, especially on the forest service lands and in the congressionally-designated Granite Chief 
Wilderness.  Alpine Meadows is a special place where a variety of living things thrive because of the relative 
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lack of development.  I would like the EIR to focus more specifically on just how sensitive the valley’s 
ecosystem is and how many animals and plants depend on the undeveloped and underdeveloped spaces for 
their survival.  As development continues in both Squaw Valley and Alpine Meadows, wildlife is pushed further 
and further into the undeveloped areas and more specifically, the forest service lands and in the 
congressionally-designated Granite Chief Wilderness that are a part of this development proposal. 
 
 
In addition to the other species named in the report that will be impacted by disturbances to the study area, I 
am especially concerned about potential impacts on the Sierra Nevada Yellow-legged frog that is protected 
under the Federal Endangered Species Act.  The I.S. acknowledges that the pond located next to the Alpine 
Meadows mid-station is known for certain to contain these frogs.  In the FWS report that I read, it stated that 
the Five Lakes area, or “Subunit 2D,” has been deemed part of the critical habitat area for this amphibian and 
will be protected as such.  Yet there is little, if any mention, of the need to afford high levels of protection to this 
species and this pond as part of its critical habitat.  I fear that the I.S. has grossly underrepresented the 
importance of this habitat and of protecting it.  I also have concerns about whether this frog species is limited to 
just that area or if it in fact also lives, at least occasionally if not more permanently, in Bear Creek and some of 
the other seasonal ponds, creeks, drainages, and water supplies in the upper Alpine Meadows area that may 
be negatively impacted by disturbances to, among other things, the top soil and groundwater as well as the 
loss of forest as some of these areas are converted to non-forest space for the gondola structures.  I would ask 
that more thorough consideration of the potential negative impacts to the Frog be conducted, especially in light 
of the  federal protection the species is being given and the designation of this habitat as being critical to its 
survival. 
 
 
3) Section 2.14.2, Fire Protection 
 
In the discussion of potential increased risks from the project, the I.S. has stated that because of the planned 
management of the Gasex system to only operate in the winter, there is a less than significant potential impact 
in relation to fire concerns.  I disagree with this conclusion and would like to see further consideration given to 
this matter.  In light of recent dry winters and the continued drought that we find ourselves in, fire season is 
lasting longer and extending into months it never used to.  In the recent past, there was also a serious fire in 
Reno in January, which is a time of year that is not known to have a serious fire risk associated with it.  I have 
some concerns about what might happen if the Gasex system is loaded in anticipation of winter snow and then 
we have a dry winter with little snow accumulation and there are the increased fire hazards of propane and 
oxygen tanks in this steep, dry, forest area.  The area that the Gasex system is proposed for is also one where 
the snow pack tends to melt sooner and so it might be drier for longer than the typical winter months assumed 
for ski season projections. 
 
 
I appreciate the attention to these and other comments during the preparation of your Draft Environmental 
Impact Report for the Squaw Valley/Alpine Meadows Base-to-Base Gondola (PLN15-00398). 
 
Regards, 
 
 
Christine Mixon York 
 
Primary Address:     Mailing Address: 
1531 Deer Park Drive     Post Office Box 3391 
Alpine Meadows, CA 96146     Olympic Valley, CA 96146 
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