
skier circulation and access on Tea Cup and China Bowls. This is a proven technique and should 
have . been . analyzed in the DEIS. 
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options that are typical ski area management operations/techniques to improve skier circulation 
and skier density should be analyzed and disclosed in the FEIS. 

Dhect'and Indirect Impacts to Waters of the U.S. 
. , 

The& creeks are probably ephemeral but do have adjacent wetland vegetation. 
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Wetlands: ~xccuiivc order i 1990 reduires the Forest Service to show "there is no practicable 
alternative" to the proposed action and "that the proposed action includes all practicable 
measures to minimize harm to wetlands." The FEIS needs to clearly demonstrate that the Forest 
Service has fulfilled that requirement. 

Snowmaking and Abuatic Resource Issues 

EPA is concerned about the impacts of depletions from additional snowmaking and lack 
of disclosure in DEIS. The DEIS (page 3-148) describes the fact that Vail Resorts has water 
rights for additional withdrawals related to proposed snowmaking and the ability to maintain in- 
stream flows in Gore Creek. However, the timing and magnitude of withdrawals are not 
disclosed, and potential adverse impacts to the aquatic habitat in Gore Creek are not described. 
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pacts to aquatic resources. Because sbeamhedth-is -a 

. The FEIS should include an analysis of impacts to 
habitat availability and habitat quality that includes fish and macroinvertebrate sampling as well 
as a suite of habitat variables, where data is available. These analyses should address potential 
impacts from additional diversion as well as changes in water yield due to snowmaking. In 
addition, EPA requests that flow information be provided in the following forms: estimates of 
virgin flow at the structures, total annual flow diverted, total monthly flow diverted, and diverted 
flowlvirgin flow as a proportion. 

I ne rroposed ~ c r ~ o n w o u ~ a  aaa s -'-' ~g coverage on - - lxin :ly BT&%%W 
on the front side of Vail Mountain.. "AS does not idellrllr h e  puvlic purpose for the 

., ,, ;nowmaking on National Forest System lands. The adverse impacts to aquatic resources 
(including past, present and future reasonably foreseeable development (RFD) impacts) should 
be fblly evaluated and disclosed, including the amount of additional water needed for this action. 


