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Attachment 1. Objection Review Team Key Findings, Instructions, 

and Suggestions 

Key Review Team Findings and Associated Instructions 
The objection review team reviewed the objection letters, identified substantive issues in those 

letters, and reviewed the Tahoe National Forest project record related to those issues.  The team 

found that the project record was adequate and complied with law, regulation and policy related 

to some issues, and they found the record to be lacking regarding other issues.  The following is 

a summary of those findings and the associated instructions, organized by topic.  I am directing 

the Responsible Official to complete the instructions listed below prior to finalizing the record of 

decision: 

Seasonal Operations and Maintenance Impacts 

Finding:  

I find that the record is not clear on summer gondola maintenance impacts, and transitional 

season impacts (spring) on Sierra Nevada yellow-legged frog (SNYLF).  

I find that the record is inconsistent on whether or not Alternative 4 would include the gondola 

operation seasonal cut-off date of April 15th to protect SNYLFs. 

I find that impacts to the Granite Chief Wilderness may differ seasonally and this potentially 

increased impact during the transitional season is not addressed for Alternative 4.  

I find that the Forest chose to not include a firm end date to seasonal operations in their decision, 

which is within their discretion; however, their rationale for making that decision and authorizing 

the associated impacts (potential impacts that would allow greater visitation to the Granite Chief 

Wilderness and SNYLF habitat impacts) is not clear.  

Instructions: 

Clarify in the record whether or not the April 15th cutoff for gondola operations applies under 

Alternative 4.  

Clarify in the record the impacts of spring and summer operations and maintenance on SNYLF. 

Clarify in the record the impacts of spring and summer operations and maintenance on the 

Granite Chief Wilderness area. 

Suggestions: 

Clarify the rationale in the record to not include a firm end date for gondola operations under 

Alternative 4. 

Sierra Nevada Yellow-Legged Frog 

Finding:  

I find that the Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report (Final 

EIS/EIR) appropriately identifies suitable habitat for the SNYLF, including that habitat that 
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occurs within the Barstool Lake drainage, and appropriately discloses the impacts to that habitat, 

which would result in a likely to adversely affect determination. 

I find that the analysis appropriately discloses impacts to SNYLF Critical Habitat and 

incorporates mitigations to address the impacts; however, the record is unclear on whether or not 

the mitigation measure (4.14-1) would be implemented under Alternative 4.  

See seasonal operations and maintenance topic above for instructions related to analyzing 

impacts of seasonal use on SNYLF. 

I find that SNYLF surveys were conducted consistent with survey guidance provided by the 

USFWS. 

Instructions: 

None 

Suggestions: 

Clarify in the record whether or not mitigation measure 4.14-1 would apply to Alternative 4. 

Impacts to Granite Chief Wilderness 

Finding:  

I find that the Final EIS/EIR appropriately discloses impacts to the Granite Chief Wilderness, 

consistent with the requirements of National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), and the selected 

alternative reduces those impacts compared to the other action alternatives.  

I find that the impacts to wilderness character of the Granite Chief Wilderness are appropriately 

disclosed. 

I find that the project record is unclear concerning the impacts to Granite Chief Wilderness 

visual resources as analyzed under NEPA and California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 

and why the NEPA conclusion is minorly adverse, while the CEQA conclusion is significant.  

I find that discussion of the significance of effects as related to NEPA is unclear.  NEPA effects 

are categorized as beneficial, majorly adverse and adverse and it is unclear how those categories 

correspond to effects being significant or not under NEPA.  

I find that the management of the private land in-holding within the Granite Chief Wilderness is 

not within the jurisdiction of the Forest Service.  There is no violation of law, regulation or 

policy, and the record is clear on this issue. 

I find that the Forest was adhering to the spirit of the California Wilderness Act in considering 

impacts to potential wilderness characteristics of private land in-holdings within the Granite 

Chief Wilderness boundary. 

I find that the responsible official included an appropriate amount of detail in the analysis of 

visual and noise impacts to the Granite Chief Wilderness, consistent with NEPA requirements to 

“provide full and fair discussion of significant environmental impacts.”  

I find that the project is consistent with the Wilderness Act section 4(b) because it would not 

introduce any development within the boundary of the Forest System-Granite Chief Wilderness. 
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I find that the visual impact mitigation requested by objectors to require removal of lift 

infrastructure on private property was adequately responded to by the Forest in response to 

comments, and the request is outside the jurisdiction of the Forest Service. 

I find that the record does not address the project’s consistency with the Granite Chief 

Wilderness Management Plan. 

Instructions: 

Clarify in the record whether or not the categories beneficial, minorly adverse and adverse 

constitute significant effects as defined by NEPA. 

Suggestions: 

Clarify in the record why the conclusion for visual resources is minorly adverse under NEPA and 

significant under CEQA. 

Discuss the Granite Chief Wilderness Management Plan in the record and disclose whether or 

not the project is consistent with the direction. 

Permanent Roads, Temporary Roads and Routes 

Finding: 

I find that the record is inconsistent and potentially misleading related to the construction of 

permanent and temporary roads, which could result in a decision being made based on incorrect 

information.  

I find that the record is unclear on whether or not restoration would occur on temporary 

construction access routes. 

Instructions: 

Clarify in the record whether or not a temporary or permanent road would be built within the 

private land in-holding in the Granite Chief Wilderness. 

Clarify in the record whether or not restoration would occur on temporary construction routes, 

and, if so, what restoration would consist of. 

Suggestions: 

None. 

Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS/EIR 

Finding:  

I find that the record does not adequately respond to comments related to the claim that there is 

an existing snowcat trail within the Granite Chief Wilderness, maintained by the ski resort, with 

the purpose of providing publicity for the gondola project. 

I find that public scoping comments were appropriately addressed by the identification of issues, 

and the development of alternatives, and that changes were not required to the proposed action.  
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I find that the comment on the Draft EIS concerning the significance of the Five Lakes basin was 

appropriately responded to.  

I find that the Forest Service appropriately responded to the comment concerning insufficient 

opportunities for community member input.  I find that the opportunities for public input were 

conducted consistent with the NEPA law, regulations and policies. 

I find that the comment related to adequacy of the project description is appropriately responded 

to in the response to comments document. 

I find that the comment related to potential future summer use of the gondola is not adequately 

responded to in the response to comments document. 

I find that the comments related to the visual impacts of the proposed project are adequately 

responded to in the response to comments document. 

I find that the comment related to the White Wolf development is adequately responded to in the 

response to comments document. 

I find that the use of scoping comments is consistent with NEPA regulations related to scoping 

comments (40 CFR 1501.7(a)). 

I find that the objector’s comment on the Draft EIS regarding wind impacts was inadequately 

responded to. 

I find that the objector’s comment on the Draft EIS regarding gondola design was inadequately 

responded to.  

Instructions: 

Clarify the record concerning the presence of a snowcat trail on Forest Service lands, and clarify 

whether it is related to pre-publicity for the gondola project. 

Clarify the response to comments on the Draft EIS regarding the potential for future summer 

operations of the gondola. 

Clarify in the response to comments on the Draft EIS the reason for not analyzing the difference 

in wind impacts for each alternative. 

Clarify in the response to comments on the Draft EIS the reason for dismissal of comments 

related to potential design flaws in the gondola alignments considered in detail. 

Suggestions: 

None. 

Range of Alternatives 

Finding: 

I find that the range of alternatives is adequate and documents “the examination of reasonable 

alternatives to the proposed action”, and addressed “one or more significant issues related to the 

proposed action,” as required by Forest Service NEPA regulations (36 C.F.R. §220.5(e)). 

https://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?SID=5e92dd21235c3b452421071ccba5e237&mc=true&node=se36.2.220_15&rgn=div8
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I find that the description of the alternative alignments considered but dismissed from 

consideration is lacking in specificity that would inform the decision to dismiss them, and to 

inform the public that they were fairly considered. 

I find that the response to public comments on the Draft EIS concerning additional alternatives is 

inadequate and lacks a substantive response to the issue brought up by the public. 

I find that the project record clearly explains why the mid-stations are required to meet the 

purpose and need of the project, and was not required to consider an alternative in detail that did 

not include mid-stations. 

I find that the response to comments does not adequately address the objector’s comment on the 

Draft EIS stating that the alternatives are too similar to provide an adequate range of alternatives. 

Instructions:  

Clarify the description of the alternative referred to as “Alternative Route Alignments” in 

sufficient detail to inform the responsible official’s decision to dismiss it from detailed study, 

and to inform the public of those alternatives considered. 

Clarify the response to the comment on the Draft EIS related to an alternative alignment that 

would lie further to the east of the proposed project, and how that alignment would reduce 

impacts beyond the alternative alignments considered in detail. 

Clarify in the response to comments on the Draft EIS the reason that the alternatives are not too 

similar to provide a reasonable range of alternatives. 

Suggestions: 

None 

Five Lakes Trail Closure 

Finding: 

I find that the analysis concerning impacts on dispersed recreation (especially closure of Five 

Lakes Trail) does not take into account all adverse impacts of the action on dispersed recreation. 

Instructions: 

Clarify in the Final EIS/EIR how dispersed recreation would be impacted by trail closures during 

construction. 

Suggestions: 

None. 

Change to Noise Resource Protection Measure 

Finding: 

I find that the Forest chose to limit noise disturbing construction activities on Saturdays in 

response to public comments, and that choice is within their discretion. However, their decision 
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to prohibit all noise generating activities and not just helicopter flights and blasting is 

inconsistent with the public request and rationale for that decision is unclear. 

I find that consideration of how the decision to prohibit noise generating activities on Saturdays 

could impact the construction timeline is not documented in the project record, and it may be 

inconsistent with the requirement to complete construction within 1 year. 

Instructions:  

Clarify in the record how the prohibition of noise disturbing construction activities on Saturdays 

would or would not influence the construction timeline of completion within 1 year. 

Suggestions: 

Clarify in the project record why all noise disturbing activities were prohibited on Saturday, and 

not only helicopter flights and blasting, as requested by the PCTA. 

Change to Resource Protection Measure for Idling Equipment 

Finding: 

I find that the inclusion of resource protection measures and mitigation measures that would 

reduce greenhouse gas emissions is within the discretion of the responsible official; however, the 

reason AQ-18 was modified between the Draft EIS/EIR and the Final EIS/EIR to include the 

statement “idling of construction-related equipment and construction-related vehicles shall be 

minimized within 1,000 feet of any sensitive receptor (i.e., house, hospital, or school)” is 

unclear. 

Instructions: 

None. 

Suggestions: 

Clarify in the record why the change was made to resource protection measure AQ-18 between 

the Draft EIS/EIR and the Final EIS/EIR. 

White Wolf Development 

Finding: 

I find that the White Wolf development was properly considered as a cumulative effect in the 

analysis for SNYLF, Granite Chief Wilderness, recreation and visual resources, consistent with 

NEPA requirements regarding cumulative impact analyses (40 C.F.R. §1508.7).  

I find that the impacts of passengers disembarking from the gondola at the mid-station adjacent 

to the proposed White Wolf development are appropriately considered in the analysis. 

Instructions and Suggestions: 

None. 

https://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?SID=30f57341f5c3de86e11fd33a1f26480d&mc=true&node=se40.37.1508_17&rgn=div8
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Cost-Benefit Analysis 

Finding: 

I find that the responsible official chose not to prepare a cost-benefit analysis, which is within 

their discretion. The decision is consistent with NEPA regulations (40 C.F.R. §1502.23).  

Instructions and Suggestions: 

None. 

Description of Project Activities 

Finding: 

I find that the responsible official included an appropriate amount of detail in the alternative 

descriptions, consistent with NEPA requirements to provide substantial treatment of each 

alternative, and objectively evaluate each alternative (40 C.F.R. §1502.14).  I find that they also 

adequately explained why the level of detail was provided. The record should be clarified 

concerning the use of the permanent roads, temporary roads, and temporary construction routes 

(see instructions for the Permanent Roads, Temporary Roads, and Routes topic above). 

Instructions and Suggestions: 

None, except see instructions for the Permanent Roads, Temporary Roads, and Routes topic 

above. 

Traffic and Resort Crowding 

Finding: 

I find that the analysis concerning increased crowds at the ski resorts is adequate and consistent 

with regulations. 

I find that the analysis concerning traffic impacts is adequate and consistent with regulations. 

Instructions and Suggestions: 

None. 

Soils and Landslides 

Finding:  

I find that impacts to sensitive soils, and potential impacts to areas prone to mass wasting 

(landslides) are appropriately addressed in the Final EIS/EIR, consistent with NEPA regulations. 

Instructions and Suggestions: 

None. 

https://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/retrieveECFR?gp=&SID=5e92dd21235c3b452421071ccba5e237&mc=true&n=pt40.37.1502&r=PART&ty=HTML#se40.37.1502_114
https://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/retrieveECFR?gp=&SID=5e92dd21235c3b452421071ccba5e237&mc=true&n=pt40.37.1502&r=PART&ty=HTML#se40.37.1502_114
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Consistency with Other Plans and Zoning 

Finding: 

I find that the Final EIS/EIR appropriately discloses the inconsistencies with the relevant general 

plans, and discloses that amendments and re-zoning would be required. 

Instructions and Suggestions: 

None. 

Descriptions of Mitigations 

Finding: 

I find that the description of mitigations and resource protection measures are sufficient to ensure 

that they are implemented and effective at reducing impacts. 

Instructions and Suggestions: 

None. 

Conflict of Interest 

Finding: 

I find that the contractor appropriately completed a disclosure statement as required by the 

NEPA regulations, and no conflict of interest was found. 

Instructions and Suggestions: 

None. 

New Information 

Finding: 

I find that the project complies with NEPA regulations for making changes in response to public 

comments, and that there is no need to produce a supplemental EIS. 

Instructions and Suggestions: 

None. 

Gazex Facilities 

Finding:  

I find that the Gazex facilities installation was removed from the project proposal by the project 

proponent in response to public concerns.  This is consistent with law, regulation, and policy. 

Instructions and Suggestions: 

None. 


