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Chapter 3: Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences A- Bas I n 4a

J. Wetlands and Riparian Areas

Table 3J-2:
WOUS, Including Wetlands Proposed Permanent Impacts

~ Proposed Action '

otal Impacts by Typ

ear Feet
Palustrine Emergent (PEM) 0.0 -
Palustrine Shrub/Scrub (PSS) 02 -
Palustrine Forested (PFO) 0.2 -
Perennial Channel 0.0 -
Intermittent Channel 0.0 -
sl | Total WOUS 0.4 }

a - Area of stream channel calculated by average width of channel at ordinary high water
mark.

A low quality PFO wetland, which receives surface water runoff from Highway 6, is proposed for
permanent impact as a result of the construction of additional parking for the Lower Overflow lot. The
existing culvert under Highway 6 would be extended for the length of the parking lot disturbance area and
runoff would be transported to the existing drainage adjacent to the High Noon lot. As stated above in the
Affected Environment section, the delineation identified approximately 4 to 16 inches of highway sand
within a partially defined intermittent stream channel and adjacent PFO wetlands.

A second wetland would be impacted with the modification of the High Noon. Two detention ponds are
proposed within PSS wetlands between the High Noon lot and Highway 6. Preliminarily, the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers agreed that transferring the existing wetlands to detention ponds may result in
improved water quality downstream on the North Fork.”” The proposed detention ponds would collect
sheet flow runoff from the High Noon lot, Lower Overflow lot and Highway 6 runoff. As stated in the
Affected Environment section, soils identified within this area include a 5- to 14-inch layer of
accumulated highway sand. The potential benefit of the detention ponds would be the ability to clean out
the detention ponds, in contrast to the current condition where a certain level of sediment accumulates and

eventually is carried downstream.

Avoidance and Minimization

As required by Executive Order 11990 and the CWA, avoidance and minimization measures must be
considered through the planning process. Due to the topography of the area and limited space, there are
few reasonable alternative locations for a detention pond that would collect sheet flow runoff from the
upper lots at A-Basin, including the High Noon, Upper Overflow, and proposed Lower Overflow lots,
while still meeting A-Basin’s current and anticipated parking demands. An alternative location for the
detention ponds was briefly considered that would require the High Noon lot to be re-graded to allow
sheet flow runoff to move in the opposite direction. For A-Basin to implement any projects that require
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