Cloamments:

We appreciate the inclusion of clear narvative disossions desortbing alternatives
i e RIS, mchiding discussion of project pistory, exdating conditions and
vroposed {eatures of the ski area expansion (e, Hifts, ski traifs, timber harvest.
zrading. buildings, roads, parking, water and wastewsier systetns, energy supply),
imtigation measures and monitoring, as weil as Table 2-2 comiparing alternatives,
Table 2-3 describing environmental effects of alternatives, and Table 2-4
sununanzing permits and regulatory requireinents. We also appreciare inciusion
of the figures and maps showing locations of prejet features, The DEIS
narraiive, wables and maps facilitate improved projecs undersianding, help deling
1ssues, and assist in evaluation of alternatives providing 2 cleaver basis of choice
among options for the decisionmaker and the public it accordance with the goals
ot NEPA.
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2.

The proposad action, in conjunction with connectec actions, would remove trees
from 1A2Z scres, and soil erosion would occur during iree removal as well as
during comstruction of ski trails, ski Hfts, wastewater drainficlds, a snowmaking
reservolt, and buildings. We are pleased that Lhe D585 states that soil erosion
wontd oceur for only a short period of fime ard would be fimited at sites scattered
ac1oss TV Mouncain (page 4-23. INo areas of exvended, continuous mineral soil
s posure wonld result from timber harves? ol sinst disposal 1t ie stated tha
suhsiantial c01l disturbaince wonidh Gecur an approrately 39 otal acies of
around dus to grading necessary 1or ski trai! setoothing, bike trails, and for
talvastrucne sucl a8 & new reservole and new warer and sewer Hines, but this
grading would oconr in small scattered sites, most of which are less than 5 acres
i size. The greatest potential for soil erosion would be at grading sites for
consiruction of ski trail transitions amd st snowmaking iacilities and buildings.

The DELS states that bull wout (¢ threatened species) and wesislope cutthroat tiout
are present in Butler Creek (page 4-371 and raay be present in La Valie Oreek
{page 3-71), but the DELS also sigtes that no sireams or other waters of the ULS,
are present in the proposed expansion area wis La Vale Creek peing ine closest
waier of the 1.8 10 the proposed xpanstorn avcn, focatod approximately 150 feel
Aauvwninli of the west boundary ot iis closest point. The caly coostruction activity
within 300 feet of a surface water world occur with the lower terminal for §ift A,
which would be uili 154 feet trom La Valle Creck, and where erosion conirol
practices and revegetation of disturbed ground wouid be used (o minimize
sediment iransport.

We are pleased that the DEIS alse siates that asse of the sroposed areas (o be
praded are located on or immeddiately adjacens fo a seream, wetland, or other
watiers of the LS., and that a stormwater permnig and orosior conirod plany wouid
e obtained w minumize the area of disturbace, We also appreaiate the mauy
hydrotogy and fishery mingation measuras idandiiad n the DELW (e.g., sedimen
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