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MOUNTAIN HIGH RESORT 
2001 MASTER DEVELOPMENT PLAN 

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

Santa Clara/Mojave Rivers Ranger District 
Angeles National Forest 

Los Angeles County, California 

February 2004 

I. PURPOSE AND NEED 

A. INTRODUCTION 
Mountain High Resort (MHR) is situated in the San Gabriel Mountain Range of Southern 
California, 33 miles from San Bernardino, 47 miles from Riverside, and 75 miles from Los 
Angeles proper. MHR is located entirely on National Forest System (NFS) lands within the 
Santa Clara/Mojave Rivers Ranger District of the Angeles National Forest (ANF).  The resort’s 
facilities are operated under a 40-year special use permit (SUP) administered by the US Forest 
Service (Forest Service). 

In June 1997, Mountain High Resort Properties, Inc. – a wholly owned subsidiary of Oaktree 
Capital Management, LLC – purchased MHR from the Mountain High/Holiday Hill 
Corporation. The sale of the resort triggered the issuance of a new, 40-year SUP. 

The MHR complex is composed of two nearly adjacent developed recreational areas.  The 
western-most area, known as Mountain High West (MHR West), and the eastern-most area, 
known as Mountain High East (MHR East), are operated as one entity and are linked by shuttle 
service. The combined SUP for MHR East and West encompasses approximately 351 acres of 
NFS lands. 

MHR contributes to the rural economies of Wrightwood and other down-valley communities.  
While MHR primarily services day-use guests, it competes directly with other local and regional 
destination resorts, principally Bear Mountain Ski Resort, Snow Summit Mountain Resort, and 
Snow Valley Mountain Resort. Because both MHR East and West are entirely on NFS lands, all 
proposals for development are at Forest Service discretion and must comply with ANF Land and 
Resource Management Plan (Forest Plan) direction.1 

1 For example, the Forest Plan does not permit construction of public overnight accommodations within a ski area’s 
permit boundary; therefore, no overnight accommodations are proposed. 
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B. PURPOSE AND NEED FOR THE PROPOSED ACTION 
This document analyzes all of the improvements identified in the April 2001 Mountain High 
Resort Master Development Plan (2001 MDP).  The Forest Service agreed to analyze the 
improvements detailed in the 2001 MDP collectively as the original Proposed Action in this 
Environmental Assessment (EA).  After initial analysis and review, the original Proposed Action 
was eliminated from further analysis due to anticipated significant effects to visual and cultural 
resources. The ID Team developed two additional action alternatives to analyze fully in this EA.  
Refer to Chapter II for more information. 

The 2001 MDP provides a summary of the guest experience.  It identifies issues with lifts, trails, 
buildings, and parking. The capacity of MHR’s existing lift network is 6,500 guests-at-one-time.  
Analyzed statistically, the existing skiing terrain is capable of accommodating approximately 
6,900 guests; however, terrain constraints and specific features in the MHR West base area 
create congested areas. It is also noted that beginner terrain is difficult to access from MHR’s 
base areas. 

MHR’s existing guest service space is approximately 46,200 square feet and can comfortably 
accommodate approximately 4,260 guests.  Food service seats are limited to 878, which can 
accommodate approximately 3,073 guests, at an industry norm turnover rate of 3.5.  Guest 
services are currently located in aging modular buildings that are not Americans with Disabilities 
Act (ADA) compliant and were not designed to accommodate the level of use they currently 
experience. 

The principal goal of the 2001 MDP is to provide enhanced services and opportunities for the 
recreating public on NFS lands by creating a state-of-the-art facility that provides crucial base 
area and on-mountain amenities.  It is intended to better accommodate existing use levels and 
enhance the recreation experience by providing improved and expanded services within the 
confines of public health and safety regulations.  The 2001 MDP offers direction that leads to a 
series of prioritized improvements proposed for implementation over the next three to five years. 

With full implementation of the 2001 MDP, MHR would substantially enhance: 

� Base area guest service facilities  
� Ski school facilities and teaching terrain  
� Parking efficiency and vehicle circulation 
� Skier circulation in the MHR West base area 

Elements of MHR’s proposal analyzed within this EA are grouped into four categories: 
buildings, parking, lifts, and terrain.  In order to meet the stated purpose and need for the 
proposal, the two action alternatives include a variation on the project elements summarized 
below. 

Remove the existing modular buildings at the MHR West base area and replace them with a 
single, modern Day Lodge.   
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Reconstruct the water tank at MHR West to provide necessary fire suppression for the proposed 
Day Lodge. 

Expand the parking area at MHR West to improve the on-mountain capacities and parking 
availability. Expand the SUP boundary to include the proposed parking modification and the 
MHR West exit road. 

Create a designated beginner skiing area and improve overall circulation at MHR West with a re­
grade of the slopes in conjunction with the installation of a beginner double chairlift adjacent to 
the lower portion of the existing Snowflake Chairlift at MHR West and two surface conveyor 
lifts on the teaching terrain at MHR West. 

Additionally, relocate the bottom terminal of the Snowflake, Coyote, and Roadrunner chairlifts 
to improve access for guests utilizing improved base area facilities. 

Construct a grooming equipment maintenance, storage, and fueling facility at MHR West near 
the existing Bullwheel Saloon.  This facility would be accessed via a road constructed 
immediately north of the proposed Day Lodge and west of the Bullwheel Saloon. 

Construct a multi-purpose, ski/snowboard learning center near the base of the Easy Rider 
Chairlift and add a beginner surface tow adjacent to the MHR East base facilities. 

Construct an additional parking lot on the north side of Highway 2 for guests and employees, 
across from MHR East with a storage barn along the northeast edge of this proposed parking lot. 
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C. FOREST PLAN CONSISTENCY 
Management direction in the Forest Plan states that permits for improvements to existing ski 
areas on the ANF will only be considered after submittal and approval by the Forest Service of 
master development plans.2  In response to this direction, MHR submitted its 2001 MDP to the 
Forest Service, which identifies all of the projects included in the original Proposed Action 
currently under National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) review. 

This analysis also includes a review of the Forest Plan for any potential areas of inconsistency 
between MHR’s proposal and Forest Service management direction.  The project was analyzed 
using standards and guidelines provided by general forest direction and Management 
Prescription 5. Based on, but not limited to, the following criteria, no inconsistencies were 
identified between the original Proposed Action and the Forest Plan. 

� MHR is located within Management Prescription 5 – Recreation Opportunities in the Oak 
and Woodlands and Conifer Forests 

� the SUP has an identified recreational opportunity spectrum (ROS) of Rural 
� dual visual quality objectives of Retention and Partial Retention are identified for various 

portions of the SUP 

D. DECISION TO BE MADE 
The Forest Supervisor of the ANF is the responsible official for this proposal.  This EA is not a 
decision document; it is intended to disclose potential effects associated with implementation of 
the alternatives. The purpose of this document is to assist the responsible official in arriving at 
an informed decision based on accurate and relevant information.  The decision to be made is 
whether to approve, in part or in whole, the MHR 2001 MDP. 

The responsible official is not required to choose one single alternative but may decide to 
approve specific components from among varying alternatives, thereby creating a new 
alternative. 

E. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 
A public scoping letter was sent to approximately 155 people on April 13, 2001.  The scoping 
period extended through May 23, 2001. In addition, a public open house was held at MHR on 
April 26, 2001. Approximately 20 people attended.   

Comments and concerns raised during the public meeting included: 

� Realignment of the Blue Ridge Trail and effects to hikers 
� Operation of mountain bike singletrack trails 
� Effects of improved/expanded parking on capacity, vehicle circulation, and traffic congestion 
� Possible creation of an express lane between Wrightwood and MHR, as well as utilization of 

the employee road between MHR East and West for shuttle buses 

2 USDA Forest Service, Angeles National Forest Land and Resource Management Plan, pg. 4-116, 1987 
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General questions and comments raised during the public open house were answered directly, if 
appropriate, or were recorded and subsequently addressed in this EA. 

Comments expressed in writing included: 

� Increases to current traffic congestion on Highway 2, including drivers making U-turns 
between MHR East and West 

� Effects on vegetation 
� Safety issues associated with pedestrians crossing Highway 2 from the proposed parking lot 

at MHR East 
� Potential for permit boundary expansion to connect MHR East and West 
� Potential for increased noise  
� Potential for visual disturbance for passersby on Highway 2 
� Increased guest attendance due to heightened guest satisfaction 

In addition, an informational letter was written specifically for tribes who were identified by the 
Forest Service archeologist as having potential interest in the original Proposed Action.  Ninety-
four letters were sent to tribal representatives; no responses were received. 

Copies of the mailing lists, public notices, and written comments received in response to the 
public open house and scoping letter are available for review in the project file at the Santa 
Clara/Mojave Rivers Ranger District. Appendix A contains a list of respondents to the scoping 
mailing.   

Major themes that emerged through scoping were analyzed and considered by the Forest Service 
Interdisciplinary Team (ID Team).  As described in Chapter II, additional alternatives were 
formulated as a result of issues raised internally and by the public. 

F. ISSUES 
Issue Statements 
Issues are points of debate or dispute usually referring to environmental effects.  There are two 
types of issues discussed in this document: major issues and tracking issues. 

Major issues are those that require project-specific mitigation measures or design elements to 
address the anticipated effects that proposed activities might have upon the resource(s) of 
concern. The description of a major issue includes a background statement, which provides 
further clarification and detail about the issue, followed by the indicators, which describe how 
the issue is analyzed within the environmental analysis.  

Issues that do not necessitate the formulation of an additional alternative or specific mitigation 
measures are tracking issues and are tracked throughout the document.  Tracking issues are also 
utilized to evaluate and disclose compliance with State and Federal regulations and requirements.   
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Major Issues 

1) Visual Quality 

State Highway 2, the Angeles Crest Highway, is a 55-mile long US Forest Service Scenic Byway 
and State Scenic Highway that winds along the spine of the San Gabriel Mountains, from I-210 
in La Canada to Mountain Top Junction at SR-138. Scenic highway designation is intended to 
protect and enhance California’s natural scenic beauty and to protect the social and economic 
values provided by the state’s scenic resources through maintaining and protecting the intrinsic 
qualities along the Byway. This includes: 

� Protection from encroachment of inappropriate land uses 
� Mitigation of uses which detract from scenic values by proper siting, landscaping, or 

screening; 
� Making development more compatible with the environment by requiring building siting, 

height, colors and materials that are harmonious with the surroundings 
� Protection of hillsides by allowing only low-density development on steep slopes and along 

ridgelines 

Indicators 
� Visual Quality Objectives assigned to the SUP area 
� Visual simulations of the affected viewsheds from critical viewpoints as determined by the 

Forest Service 

2) Big Pines Meadow 

Background 
The Big Pines Meadow, adjacent to MHR West’s lower parking lot and Highway 2, is a unique 
riparian resource. Proposed project activities have potential to affect meadow vegetation and/or 
hydrology. 

Indicators 
� Proximity of proposed projects at MHR West to the Big Pines Meadow 
� Potential for increased sediment delivery/runoff into the Big Pines Meadow from proposed 

projects 

3) Heritage Resources 

Background 
Big Pines Park is the first large public recreation facility that was developed for the people of 
Los Angeles; it is also the County's first alpine park.  Remaining historic park buildings and 
structures are regarded for their creative and distinctive style of architecture and designed 
landscaping. The Big Pines Historic District (BPHD) encompasses boundaries of the original 
Big Pines Park (760 acres of County lands, later transferred to the ANF in 1940) in the 
immediate vicinity of Big Pines Divide.  It also encompasses 3,500 additional acres to the west 
and northwest of Big Pines Divide. The original Proposed Action has potential to affect qualities 
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(i.e. location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association) used to 
determine National Register eligibility and properties.3 

Indicators 
� Architectural style, size, and scale of the proposed Day Lodge to correspond with setting and 

feel of BPHD 
� Physical and visual proximity of the proposed projects, including parking lots and buildings, 

to historic structures as well as size and scale of these project elements 
� Loss or retention of vegetation used for visual screening of proposed projects from the BPHD 

Tracking Issues 

Loss of Wildlife Habitat 
How would the potential loss of granary trees, Jeffrey pine and Black oaks, affect acorn 
woodpeckers? 

Parking and Traffic 
Peak day parking demand currently exceeds MHR’s parking capacity causing guests to park 
along the Highway 2.  Would the original Proposed Action alleviate or exacerbate the existing 
problems associated with parking and traffic? 

Loss of Vegetation 
Would removal of vegetation and ground-disturbing activities contribute to a general loss of 
wildlife habitat, erosion, and/or slope instability? 

Effects to Blue Ridge Trail/Pacific Crest Trail 
How would proposed construction of the new parking lot at MHR West affect hikers on the Blue 
Ridge and Pacific Crest trails?  

G. ISSUES CONSIDERED BUT ELIMINATED FROM FURTHER ANALYSIS 
Several issues were raised but are not specifically addressed within this analysis.  They are either 
unrelated to the decision to be made, have already been decided by another decision process, are 
irrelevant to the decision to be made, and/or are the products of conjecture and are not supported 
by fact. These issues include: 

Impacts to the local economy of Wrightwood 
Social and economic effects were dismissed from analysis because the original Proposed Action 
is not considered to be sufficiently large in scale to create a discernable effect to Wrightwood.  
The original Proposed Action would not inherently increase visitation at MHR, but rather it 
would improve the present facilities to more appropriately accommodate existing visitation. 
Based on MHR’s recent seasonal visitation numbers, guest volumes are expected to increase 
independent of approval of either of the action alternatives. 

3 36 CFR §60.4 
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Effects to fish habitat 
No fish-bearing streams occur within or adjacent to the project area.  

Utilizing the road between MHR East and West for access between facilities 
The possibility of utilizing an existing dirt road between MHR East and West for access between 
facilities was discussed. It was dropped due to safety concerns associated with the width and 
grades of the existing road, as well as necessary vegetation removal and pavement for bringing 
the road up to an acceptable condition for public use.   

Traffic congestion 
While traffic congestion on Highway 2 is an issue acknowledged by both the Forest Service and 
MHR, this issue was dismissed from analysis because the original Proposed Action is not 
designed to increase guest attendance at MHR. The resort currently experiences visitation 
greater than its services and facilities are capable of accommodating; therefore, the original 
Proposed Action was designed to improve MHR’s facilities to and better accommodate existing 
visitation. Traffic flow and congestion on Highway 2 are out of the Forest Service’s jurisdiction 
as are California Department of Transportation (CalTrans) issues.   

Effects to roadless areas 
The projects analyzed within this document are within the proposed boundary of MHR’s SUP 
area, which does not contain any roadless areas; therefore, there would not be any effects to 
roadless areas as a result of this proposal. 

Potential effects to hikers on the Blue Ridge and Pacific Crest trails due to increased 
numbers of mountain bikers 
Because the original Proposed Action was modified mid-way through the NEPA process and no 
longer proposes the development of a lift-served mountain biking program, this issue was 
dropped from analysis. 

Issues related to summer concerts and events 
The original Proposed Action was modified mid-way though the NEPA process and no longer 
proposes an increase in permitted summer activities.  Any potential summer events would 
require individual and site-specific review and approval by the Forest Service. 
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II. ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED 

This chapter describes the alternatives that the Forest Service considered in detail in this 
analysis.  Table II-2 summarizes the effects of the alternatives in relation to the issues introduced 
in Chapter I. 

By definition, alternatives to the Proposed Action must 1) reasonably respond to the Purpose and 
Need and 2) address issues that were raised during the public and internal scoping process.  A No 
Action alternative must also be included in the analysis.1 

A. PROCESS USED TO DEVELOP THE ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED 
Upon completion of the 2001 MDP, the public scoping process was initiated in April 2001.  This 
included mailing scoping letters to approximately 155 interested parties and agencies, a public 
open house to explain the proposal, and mailing 94 letters to tribal representatives identified by 
the Forest Archaeologist. 

Following the scoping comment period, the ID Team met to synthesize comments and formulate 
alternatives. In May 2001, the ID Team formalized three alternatives to analyze in detail in the 
EA. These include the No Action alternative, the original Proposed Action, and an additional 
action alternative. 

In November 2001, the Forest Service sent an update to the public regarding changes to the 
original Proposed Action for MHR.  This letter documented the removal of certain summer 
activities from the proposal. The changes also included a modification to the proposed parking 
expansion at MHR West in an attempt to maintain the visual and cultural integrity of the BPHD. 

In January 2002, the ID Team reviewed an internal draft of the analysis, which fully described all 
three alternatives and disclosed their potential effects on the existing conditions and resources at 
MHR. Due to potentially unacceptable effects to visual and cultural resources, this draft was not 
released to the public. The ID Team reconvened to develop new alternatives to the original 
Proposed Action. These alternatives needed to meet the purpose and need for the proposal, 
while seeking to reduce effects to visual and cultural resources compared to the original 
Proposed Action. The resulting action alternative is fully analyzed within this document as 
Alternative B. 

As a result of the preliminary analysis presented to the ID Team, the original Proposed Action 
and several other alternatives have been considered but eliminated from further documentation in 
this EA. For detailed information regarding the rationale for eliminating these alternatives, refer 
to section C in this chapter. 

1 40 CFR §1502.14(d) 
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B. ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED IN DETAIL 
The following text describes the two alternatives analyzed in detail in this EA.  Alternative A is 
the No Action alternative. Alternative B is not MHR’s original proposal; however, it is an 
adaptation of the original and is based closely on the 2001 MDP. Through the initial analysis, 
MHR’s original proposal was determined to have a high probability of resulting in unacceptable 
levels of effects to both visual and cultural resources. As a result, the original proposal was 
modified by the ID Team to reduce these potential effects.  Their efforts resulted in the two 
action alternatives analyzed within. 

Following the description of alternatives, Table II-1 provides a comparative matrix of the 
individual elements of each alternative.  Table II-2 provides a summary of the potential 
environmental effects associated with implementation of each alternative.   

Alternative A – No Action 
As required by Federal law, a No Action alternative has been included in this analysis.  The No 
Action alternative provides a baseline with which to compare the effects of the two action 
alternatives. The No Action alternative essentially represents no change from current 
management direction.  The potential effects of both action alternatives have been evaluated 
against the No Action alternative to facilitate an accurate and consistent evaluation.  

Buildings 
No new facilities would be constructed under the No Action alternative.  The aging modular 
buildings would remain unable to accommodate existing visitation at MHR.  There would 
continue to be a lack of adequate base area guest service facilities and space.  Additionally, ski 
school participants at MHR East would have no facility in which to buy tickets, get rental 
equipment, meet, or warm up. 

Parking 
No new parking would be constructed to accommodate the existing visitation to the resort.  
Parking at MHR would continue to be a primary limiting factor at the resort with only enough 
designated spaces to park 6,267 people.  Lack of adequate parking for guests and employees, 
combined with dispersed snowplayers, would continue to result in parking along Highway 2. 
The entrance road to MHR West in conjunction with Highway 2 and Table Mountain Road 
converge at a five-way intersection that frequently results in traffic problems and pedestrian 
safety issues. This situation and the problematic five-way intersection at MHR West would 
continue to affect public safety and vehicle circulation along Highway 2 between the two base 
areas. 

Lifts 
No new lifts would be constructed under Alternative A. As a result, skier circulation in the 
MHR West base area would remain difficult as a result of the funnel effect caused by terrain 
features near the base of the Snowflake Chairlift. 
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The new surface lift at MHR East has eliminated the need for beginners to walk approximately 
650 feet to reach the base of the Easy Rider Chairlift.  The surface lift accommodates first-time 
beginners and has improved access to the Easy Rider Chairlift, thus creating a logical teaching 
progression. 

Terrain 
There would be no terrain modifications or enhancements under Alternative A.  As a result, 
teaching terrain at MHR West would remain limited and difficult to access.  As stated 
previously, the terrain features, which currently funnel skiers to the bottom of the Snowflake 
Chairlift, would also continue to result in poor skier circulation and potential skier safety issues 
in the MHR West base area. 

General 
Comfortable Carrying Capacity (CCC) is a planning term utilized by most ski areas; a resort’s 
most significant constraint is typically the limiting factor in determining the CCC for the resort.  
The CCC of a resort is defined as the number of skiers which can be comfortably accommodated 
at a given time.  It is the highest level of utilization of a ski area that provides a pleasant 
recreation experience, while not overburdening its facilities.  Guest service space, parking, lift 
capacity, and terrain density are all used to determine a resort’s CCC.   

Terrain and lift capacity are used to calculate on-mountain CCC. Under the No Action 
alternative, MHR would continue to operate with an on-mountain CCC of 6,500 guests 
(approximately 3,090 at MHR East and 3,410 at MHR West).  Although the existing terrain can 
accommodate 6,900 skiers-at-one-time (SAOT), the existing lift capacity is capable of 
accommodating only 6,500 SAOT. 

Other skier services analyzed in calculating resort CCC include parking, food service, 
retail/rental, restrooms, and lockers.  Existing guest service space is very limited at MHR.  The 
resort currently offers 46,200 square feet of guest service space (including food service seating, 
restrooms, lockers, etc).  Using an industry norm of 10 square feet per person, MHR is only 
capable of accommodating approximately 4,620 guests within its skier service facilities. 

There are currently 878 food service seats at the resort, which are capable of accommodating 
3,073 guests per day (at 3.5 turnovers per day).  As a result of Alternative A, guest service space 
would continue to be a limiting factor at the resort and would continue to inhibit the quality of 
the recreation experience.   

By design, it is assumed that a resort will exceed the specified CCC by as much as 20 percent or 
more on peak days. Because peak days occur relatively infrequently through the season it is 
simply not financially efficient for a resort to develop the capital infrastructure to comfortably 
accommodate peak day visitation.  An analogy to this is a church not being sized for Easter 
Sunday attendance. CCC is therefore not intended to be utilized as a cap on daily visitation, but 
rather a planning tool for the efficient sizing and balancing of resort infrastructure. 
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Another measure of ski area utilization is skier visitation.  MHR currently experiences peak 
visitation in excess of 8,000 skiers per day. Peak days usually occur on weekends and holidays. 
Based on the top ten peak days over the past six seasons, the average peak day is approximately 
8,630 skiers. 

Using data collected during the 2002/03 season, it is assumed that approximately 81 percent of 
these skiers visit during the day and 19 percent ski at night. This equates to peak daytime 
visitation of 6,990 and peak nighttime visitation of approximately 1,640. 

These numbers account for guests only and do not include the need for employee parking.  They 
also do not account for the flexible ticketing system utilized by MHR and its guests, which often 
results in overlap between day and night skiers. Lastly, these numbers do not consider the 
number of dispersed snowplayers who utilize MHR’s parking lots and base area facilities.  As a 
result, MHR would continue to operate with under-proportioned guest facilities in terms of 
parking, food service, and restroom capacities under the No Action alternative. 
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Alternative B 
Alternative B was developed by the ID Team and is based closely on the 2001 MDP, but it 
differs slightly from MHR’s original Proposed Action in an effort to reduce potential impacts to 
the visual and cultural integrity of the BPHD.  Project elements of the proposal analyzed within 
this EA are grouped into four categories: buildings, parking, lifts, and terrain. 

Buildings 
Alternative B would upgrade base area facilities and services in order to better accommodate 
existing visitation within the bounds of public health and safety. It would also help to meet 
guests’ increasing expectations for quality and availability of services. 

MHR West 
Currently, skier service facilities at MHR West are located in several modular buildings, which 
total 15,000 square feet in size. These buildings were not designed to accommodate the level of 
use currently experienced, nor are they sized to adequately accommodate space for food 
preparation or food service seating, ski/snowboard rental, or ticketing. 

Under Alternative B, the existing modular buildings at the MHR West base area would be 
removed.  A single base area lodge, totaling approximately 40,000 square feet in size, would be 
constructed in three stories to be on grade with the slopes for each level.  The new building 
would have a footprint of approximately 15,000 square feet, and would be located slightly uphill 
and to the west of the current base area facilities.   

The building design of the proposed Day Lodge would respond to the cultural and aesthetic 
traditions of the Big Pines historic region and its rustic architectural theme.  It would be 
constructed of materials and colors that would blend with the natural forest setting, including 
browns, grays, and greens. Some forest product would be displayed at the exterior, such as large 
logs and stone, to provide a strong link to the historic buildings in the region. Similarly, the 
landscaping would aim to tie the building to the natural setting.  The use of pitched roofs with 
dormers, roof overhangs, and wood decks is typically associated with the architectural style 
MHR is striving to attain with the proposed Day Lodge. Final designs would be submitted to the 
Forest Service for review and approval.  The Forest Service will also submit these designs to the 
State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) for consultation and concurrence prior to 
construction. 

The location of the proposed Day Lodge would require the removal of all six existing cabins (the 
six cabins are contained in three buildings, and all six cabins are currently utilized for the resort’s 
administrative operations and storage).  Most of MHR West’s guest amenities, including 
restaurants; bar/lounge; restrooms; ski school offices; rentals/repair; retail shops; ticket sales; and 
public lockers, would be located in the proposed new building. 

Removal of the existing facilities at MHR West would result in a loss of approximately 300 
seats. The new Day Lodge would provide roughly 1,300 indoor and outdoor food service seats 
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(accommodating approximately 4,550 guests at MHR West at a turnover rate of 3.5 people per 
seat). The entire resort would be able to accommodate approximately 6,500 people.   

The Day Lodge would be fitted with an approved automatic sprinkler system.  Water for fire 
suppression at the new building would be supplied by the reconstruction of a previously existing, 
although deteriorated, water tank located east of the Blue Ridge Express Chairlift.  The capacity 
of the reconstructed water tank would be based on final design of the Day Lodge, and would 
range from 180,000 to 540,000 gallons, as per the 1997 Uniform Fire Code Fire-Flow 
Requirements for Buildings.   

MHR West currently has no dedicated storage facilities for grooming vehicles, which results in 
frequent on-snow parking. Under Alternative B, construction of a maintenance facility is 
proposed at MHR West approximately 75 feet south of the existing Bullwheel Saloon building.  
This structure would be approximately 2,400 square feet in size, housing up to five grooming 
vehicles (with diesel fuel storage), maintenance equipment, and shop functions.   

A concrete surface for parking grooming vehicles would serve as a catchment for potential oil or 
fuel drips/spills.  This area would incorporate drains and oil separators as necessary.  
Construction of this facility would require some earth disturbance and vegetation removal.  The 
existing access road to the Bullwheel Saloon would be relocated behind the proposed Day Lodge 
and would continue behind the Bullwheel Saloon to the proposed maintenance facility.  The 
majority of the runoff created by this road will be diverted to the upper lot and its drainage 
system.  The placement of the Day Lodge would enable MHR to construct the access road and 
retain many of the large trees in the vicinity; this would assist in visually screening the proposed 
facilities from Highway 2. 

MHR East 
At MHR East, no facilities exist to accommodate beginner-level skiers.  A learning center 
(estimated at 2,000 square feet in size) would be located immediately to the west of the lower 
terminal of the Easy Rider Chairlift.  The learning center would provide easily accessible 
restrooms, ski school ticketing, limited ski and snowboard rentals, and a place for first-time 
skiers to rest and warm up that is proximate to beginner terrain.  Due to its visible location, the 
learning center would incorporate a similar architectural style as the proposed Day Lodge to 
maintain the feel of the BPHD. 

The existing vehicle maintenance facility at MHR East is currently undersized to accommodate 
both vehicle maintenance and storage.  To provide increased storage space, a 2,500-square foot 
storage building is proposed along the eastern edge of the proposed parking lot across from 
MHR East, which is detailed in the next section. This facility would be dedicated to summer and 
winter storage. No vehicles would be stored in this facility.  Because this proposed building 
would alleviate storage needs at MHR East’s existing vehicle maintenance area, the existing 
vehicle maintenance shop would have more space to dedicate to grooming vehicle maintenance.   
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Parking 
Parking capacity currently available at MHR is insufficient to accommodate both guests and 
employees.  The purpose of Alternative B is to provide expanded parking facilities for guests and 
employees on peak days.   

MHR West 
With selection of Alternative B, MHR would expand the eastern edge of the existing upper 
parking lot by approximately 2.6 acres.  This would create a total of 7.5 acres of parking in the 
upper lot, accommodating approximately 1,163 vehicles (using an industry norm of 
approximately 155 vehicles per acre).  The expanded lot would be graded to drain to the south 
into an interceptor and utilize the current drainage system in the existing lot.   

With the new configuration, MHR would no longer push snow over the edge; instead, the resort 
would pile snow along the southern edge of the lot and allow the snow to melt so that it would 
drain into the existing oil separator system.  As a result, several parking spaces may be sacrificed 
during periods of heavy snow. 

The entrance road to the resort and the existing lower lot (with 279 parking spaces in 1.8 acres) 
would remain in their current state.  Total parking at MHR West under Alternative B would 
accommodate 1,432 vehicles and 3,892 people (at 2.7 people per vehicle).  This would be an 
increase of 1,087 more people able to park at MHR West than currently. 

The proposed parking lot configuration was designed to retain as much of the existing natural 
vegetation on the north and western edges of the current lot as possible. The total disturbance 
area for the proposed parking lot enhancement would require approximately 10.2 acres of 
disturbance.  Of this total, two acres would be reclaimed and revegetated to enhance the aesthetic 
characteristics of the area. 

Alternative B also includes the construction of a small employee parking lot in an area north of 
the Bullwheel Saloon. This parking lot would be roughly 35 feet by 80 feet, and would 
accommodate approximately eight vehicles.   

MHR East 
Alternative B includes the construction of a 2.7-acre gravel-surfaced parking area for both guests 
and employees across from MHR East, on the north side of Highway 2.  The proposed lot would 
accommodate 419 vehicles and 1,131 people.  The lot would be engineered to have adequate 
drainage with an oil separator, and there would be sufficient access for heavy equipment to the 
proposed storage building. 

This lot would be located above Highway 2 on a natural bench of land. Implementation of this 
project element would involve slope grading to create a parking lot with approximately 2.6 acres 
of surface area. Approximately 5.6 acres of ground disturbance would be required for the 
construction of this parking area; of this disturbed land, approximately 2.4 would be reclaimed 
and revegetated. Refer to Appendix A for a description of the landscaping and revegetation plan. 

Mountain High Resort 
2001 Master Development Plan, Environmental Assessment 

Chapter II – Description of Alternatives 
II-8 



The existing parking lot at MHR East would remain intact, providing 7.2 acres of parking (1,116 
spaces). Total parking at MHR East under Alternative B would accommodate 1,535 vehicles 
and 4,144 people (at 2.7 people per vehicle). 

Total Resort Parking 
Under Alternative B, MHR would provide a total of 19.2 acres of parking. This would 
accommodate approximately 2,976 vehicles and 8,035 people.  The proposed parking expansion 
would enable MHR to adequately accommodate its guests and employees, even on peak 
visitation days. 

Lifts 

MHR West 
Teaching facilities at MHR West are limited and poorly oriented.  The existing Snowflake 
Chairlift is not appropriately located for beginner and novice skiers, who must walk to it from 
the current MHR West base facilities.  Additionally, the terrain that is accessible from the 
Snowflake Chairlift is too steep for beginners. 

Under Alternative B, the bottom terminal of the Snowflake Chairlift would be relocated 
approximately 160 feet downhill of its current location to make it more proximate to skier 
service facilities. The top terminal would remain in the same location.  The bottom terminals of 
both the Coyote and Roadrunner lifts would also be relocated slightly uphill for improved access 
and circulation in the base area. 

Two beginner surface lifts have been recently installed on the proposed teaching terrain at MHR 
West. These help provide the first step in the teaching progression.  A proposed baby double 
chairlift, approximately 425 feet in length, would be installed adjacent to the existing Snowflake 
Chairlift. The bottom terminal of the baby double would be located immediately west of the 
proposed Day Lodge for easy beginner access, serving terrain that is appropriate for beginner 
level skiers and boarders. The proposed lift upgrades at the MHR West base area would provide 
a logical teaching progression for first-time skiers who would start at the teaching flats and 
eventually work their way up to the lifts that serve more advanced terrain.   

Terrain 
The nature of terrain grades and topography in the MHR West base area creates skier congestion 
on busy days and during periods of mass egress. Additionally, beginner-level terrain is not 
easily accessible from base area facilities at either MHR East or West. 

MHR West 
The existing Snowflake Chairlift at MHR West is not appropriately located for beginner and 
novice skiers, who must walk to it from the MHR West base facilities.  In addition, terrain that is 
easily accessible via the Snowflake Chairlift is not well suited for beginners.   

Terrain modification at MHR West would retain some of the visual breaks provided by large 
trees on the mountain, but it would create a larger opening in vegetation at the base area 
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facilities. This would facilitate the movement of skiers back to the bottom of the base area lifts 
rather than through the proposed teaching area. Regrading would occur on Easy Street Trail (to 
accommodate entry-level skiers) and portions of Catch Ya Later, Sunnyside, Creekside, and 
Woodworth Gulch. The milling area at the base of chairlifts 1, 3, and 4 would be leveled to 
create sufficient space for circulation, milling, and lift mazes.  Proposed ground disturbance at 
MHR West would be approximately 8.5 acres.   

MHR East 
MHR East has a marked deficiency in beginner terrain; the terrain that is available is not located 
proximate to base area facilities.  Terrain served by the proposed surface lift at MHR East would 
be graded to an average slope gradient of approximately eight percent; this would enhance its 
appropriateness for beginner-level skiers. Approximately 1.9 acres would be disturbed, and 
roughly 25 percent of this area would require tree clearing. By providing appropriate and 
accessible terrain, with commensurate services for first-time beginners, MHR East would greatly 
improve its level of guest service and better balance the level of utilization between MHR East 
and West.   

At both base areas, earth disturbance associated with Alternative B may necessitate the removal 
and reinstallation of existing snowmaking lines to accommodate newly created grades.  All areas 
proposed for grading have been designed to blend with the surrounding existing grades. 

A post-construction erosion control/ rehabilitation and revegetation plan would be completed by 
MHR for all ground-disturbing activities.  These plans would be submitted to the Forest Service 
for review and approval prior to commencement of any construction.   
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C. ALTERNATIVES AND DESIGN COMPONENTS CONSIDERED BUT ELIMINATED 
FROM DETAILED ANALYSIS 

Introduction 
In 2001, MHR submitted a revised Master Development Plan (2001 MDP) to the Forest Service 
for review. The project elements contained in the 2001 MDP comprised the original Proposed 
Action to be analyzed in this Environmental Assessment.  Over the past several years, as the 
2001 MDP proposal has undergone analysis as required by NEPA, the Proposed Action has been 
substantially revised. The revisions to the proposal have been comprised of new design 
components as well as an analysis of whole new alternatives; each of these was developed in 
response to issues raised by either the public or the Forest Service reviewing specialists. 

The original Proposed Action, its subsequent design components, and tangential alternatives 
have been analyzed in detail and reviewed by the Forest Service in several internal review drafts 
of the EA. Through these review processes, many of these alternatives and design components 
have successively been eliminated from further detailed analysis in the EA document.  The 
majority of these elements were eliminated due to potential effects to cultural and visual 
resources within and adjacent to the project area.  Although only two alternatives are considered 
in full detail within this EA, the alternatives and design components that have been analyzed and 
eliminated from further consideration comprise a substantial range of alternatives as required by 
40 CFR 1502.14a. 

The following text describes each of the alternatives or design components which were 
developed, analyzed and eliminated from further inclusion in this EA.  A brief description of the 
rationale for their elimination is included.  For purposes of brevity and clarity, only the details 
that differ from the current action alternative are described below. 

Alternative 1 (original Proposed Action) 
MHR’s original Proposed Action entailed merging the existing upper and lower parking lots and 
relocating the entrance road to MHR West.  This would have been accomplished by extensive 
regrading of both lots to create one larger parking lot on a single grade.  This design would have 
provided four additional acres of parking at MHR West.  However, this parking lot design was 
sufficiently extensive that it would have encroached on the Big Pines Restroom complex.   

The proposed merging of the two existing parking lots would have created an extensive fill slope 
(approximately 25-30 feet tall) along the edge of Highway 2.  A tall retaining wall would have 
been necessary to maintain the structural integrity of the parking area; this, too, was determined 
to be likely to detract from the overall setting and cultural integrity of the area.  The entrance 
road would have been relocated approximately 250 feet further west along Highway 2 and 
followed the southern edge of the proposed parking lot. The original Proposed Action also 
included the construction of a 1.5 acre employee parking lot across Highway 2 from MHR East.   

In conjunction with the parking expansion, this alternative also entailed relatively large scale 
terrain modifications at MHR West.  This would have removed many of the large trees in the 
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base area and up the slopes from the base area; the terrain modifications and the parking 
expansion worked together to generate enough fill material to raise the lower parking lot at MHR 
West to the grade of the upper parking lot. The terrain modifications would have improved skier 
circulation at the base of MHR West and allowed for the creation of a ski and snowboard 
learning center in front of the Bullwheel Saloon. 

With respect to proposed buildings, the Proposed Action originally located the Day Lodge and 
the Bullwheel access road slightly further west than currently analyzed, necessitating the 
removal of several large screening trees that also serve as habitat for the pileated woodpecker. 
This location would have required the removal of only two of the six existing cabins near the 
Bullwheel Saloon.  The architectural style of the Day Lodge was very modern, with an extensive 
glass and steel façade; this style, as originally proposed, did not blend well with the National 
Park Rustic style of the surrounding BPHD. The existing snowmaking generation plant was also 
proposed for expansion to accommodate the administrative space lost with removal of the cabins, 
rather than incorporating the administrative space into the proposed Day Lodge. 

Under the original Proposed Action, all of the large trees (18-24 inches, or greater, in diameter) 
would have been removed along the north and western edges of the existing upper parking lot at 
MHR West.  The Forest Service determined that this level of vegetation removal would have 
dramatically altered the setting and feel of the area, thereby adversely affecting the visual and 
cultural integrity of the BPHD. Although an aggressive revegetation plan proposed by MHR 
which may have served to effectively mitigate much of the impacts, it would have taken several 
years to succeed and longer for the area to become reestablished. 

Additional Design Elements for this Alternative 
In an attempt to develop a design which allowed the upper and lower MHR West parking areas 
to be expanded and the entrance road to be relocated further to the west, several other designs 
were extensively developed and analyzed. However, none of the design concepts were shown to 
provide the necessary reduction to the anticipated affects to the scenic and cultural integrity of 
the BPHD. Some examples are included below: 

Alternative 1, Design Concept 2 
Under this design concept the parking expansion at MHR West would have resulted in 10.6 acres 
of parking at MHR West, which would have been an increase of four acres as described in the 
original Proposed Action, and a 1.5-acre employee parking lot at MHR East.  The differences 
were that all six cabins (contained in three buildings) at MHR West would have been removed, 
instead of just the northern-most two cabins, as in the original Proposed Action.  Removal of all 
six cabins would have provided additional space adjacent to the proposed Day Lodge.  This 
would have allowed the proposed road accessing the Bullwheel Learning Center to be realigned 
slightly west. This new alignment would have decreased overall vegetation disturbance, 
especially to granary trees, which provide important foraging habitat for acorn woodpeckers. 
Removal of all six cabins would also have created a more aesthetically cohesive resort in light of 
the upgraded Day Lodge that is proposed at MHR West.  Although these differences evolved 
from the original Proposed Action, they have now been incorporated into the current Alternative 
B. 
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This design concept would also have entailed a reduced ground disturbance associated with the 
project elements in the MHR West base area.  Under this alternative, approximately 7.7 acres 
would have been graded to enhance circulation and create teaching terrain (rather than the 
original 10.4 acres), thereby reducing the effects to the visual resources in the area. The reduced 
terrain modification plan has been incorporated into the current Alternative B.   

Alternative 1, Design Concept 3 
This design concept entailed expansion of the existing upper lot by approximately 3.1 acres via 
the expansion along the eastern and western edges. The expansion of the western edge would 
have been accomplished by lowering the overall grade of the upper lot by approximately ten feet.  
The fill generated from the upper parking lot expansion would have been used to partially raise 
the overall grade of the existing lower lot at MHR West.  This action would have created new 
parking surfaces totaling of 9.8 acres, which would have accommodated approximately 1,519 
vehicles or approximately 4,100 people.   

Implementation of these two lots would have entailed approximately 13.8 acres of ground 
disturbance. The disturbed area was to be landscaped and revegetated promptly, utilizing native 
vegetation and/or transplanted native trees from other areas of the SUP area that are proposed for 
vegetation disturbance (see the following discussion of proposed terrain improvements).  A 
detailed landscape and revegetation plan was developed as an integral part of this design concept 
to potentially mitigate the effects to visual and cultural resources.   

In conjunction with the parking lot reconfiguration, the entrance road to MHR West would have 
been relocated further west along Highway 2 to eliminate the problematic five-way intersection 
that currently exists at MHR West.  The entrance road would have then continued along the 
southern edge of the new lower lot and behind the proposed Day Lodge, as the partial blending 
of the two existing parking lots would have created a manageable grade.   

This design concept also entailed relocating the proposed Day Lodge approximately five feet 
further southeast to avoid the removal of several important visual screening trees.  The new 
location would have also allowed the Bullwheel access road to go behind the proposed Day 
Lodge. Again, this design element has been incorporated into the current Alternative B. 

This design concept also included construction of a gravel-surfaced parking area for guests and 
employees across from MHR East, on the north side of Highway 2.  This new parking lot would 
have accommodated approximately 341 vehicles.  With this design concept, total parking at 
MHR East (existing and proposed) would have been approximately 9.9 acres, accommodating 
1,485 vehicles and 4,010 people. 

Although concessions were made to reduce vegetation clearing, the parking lot expansion at 
MHR West under this design element was still anticipated to result in adverse effects to the 
cultural and visuals resource of the area. 
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Alternative 2 
Under this alternative, the existing upper parking lot at MHR West would have remained the 
same.  The entrance road would have been relocated further west along Highway 2 and wound 
back through the existing lower lot at MHR West.  It then would have traversed north, creating 
an S shape through the lot, to join the existing entrance road accessing the ski area.  The area in 
which the entrance road currently exists would have been reclaimed and revegetated.  This 
would have resulted in a loss of approximately 0.2 acres of parking. 

This alternative would still have developed a 1.5-acre employee parking lot across from MHR 
East. The remaining guest parking would have been moved off-site to areas located east of 
Wrightwood on both private and NFS lands.  From these remote lots, guests would have utilized 
shuttle buses to access the resort. 

This alternative was eliminated from further analysis because it relied heavily on expanding the 
shuttle system at MHR. An increase in shuttle service between MHR and Wrightwood (more 
buses operating for longer periods of time) had the potential to create unnecessary additional air 
quality issues in this area of severe non-attainment for ozone.  Additionally, this alternative had 
the potential to create serious traffic and parking issues in the town of Wrightwood.     

Alternative 2, Design Concept 2 
Natural gas and other forms of alternative fuels were also considered as design elements to 
reduce air quality impacts.  The nearest fueling stations are in Victorville and Lancaster (45 and 
60 miles away respectively) making the logistics of refueling very difficult.  Although a natural 
gas pipeline does run through the town of Wrightwood with a sufficient capacity to address the 
needs of MHR, the cost of building a fueling station has been estimated to cost $250,000; this 
does not include the cost of the buses. As a result, this option was determined to be cost 
prohibitive. 

Two other forms of alternative fuel include electric and propane.  Electric buses are in the 
infantile stages of development.  Additionally, the terrain at MHR is not conducive to this type of 
bus due to the steepness of grade coupled with high capacity levels. As a result of these existing 
conditions, switching to electric powered buses was deemed a poor business investment on the 
part of MHR. Propane buses are in use in transit operations currently.  Although propane is a 
readily available source of fuel, the cost of buses that utilize propane is prohibitive, especially for 
the ski area, which operates only a portion of the year, or seasonally. As a result, investing in 
propane buses was also deemed a poor business decision by MHR management. 

Alternative 2, Design Concept 3 
This design element would have relocated the entrance road at MHR West as described above 
under Alternative 2; however, rather than relocating all necessary parking off site, this design 
component would have created approximately 4.3 acres of parking at MHR East, including the 
1.5-acre employee parking area, on the north side of Highway 2.   

Although enough land (private and NFS) could have been acquired to develop this alternative, 
several undesirable obstacles led to the omission of this design concept.  For example, some of 
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the available land for the proposed lot at MHR East is an existing leaching field.  Although this 
would not have prohibited the development of a parking lot in this area, certain issues would 
have needed to be resolved prior to construction, including the use of a porous surface and access 
to the field for maintenance.  Other obstacles pertained to the amount of cut and fill slopes that 
would have been necessary to create a consistent grade for the parking lot and the associated 
visual impact of the terrain modifications.  Because other, more desirable options were 
developed, this design concept was dropped from further analysis. 

Alternative 3 
Provision of mass transit from the LA metro area was also discussed, as it relates to the Forest 
Plan, but was dropped from further consideration because it is not considered practical at MHR 
due to the great distance from the metropolitan area.  Shuttle buses are already used to shuttle 
guests between the base areas at MHR East and West.  As stated previously, an increase in 
shuttle service also had the potential to create air quality issues in this area of severe non-
attainment for ozone.   

Alternative 4 
The Forest Service considered analyzing an alternative that would move all skier parking away 
from the MHR base areas to an off-site location in or below Wrightwood.  It was determined that 
this alternative would not meet the Purpose and Need for the proposal.  Additionally, this 
alternative would have the potential create serious traffic and parking issues within the town of 
Wrightwood.   
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Table II-1 
Comparison of Proposed Project Elements 

 Alternative A Alternative B 
RESORT CAPACITY (CCC) 
MHR East 
MHR West 
Total Resort CCC 

3,090guests 
3,410 guests 
6,500 guests 

3,090guests 
3,410 guests 
6,500 guests 

TERRAIN IMPROVEMENTS 
Re-contour MHR West 
Re-contour MHR East 

No 
No 

~8.5 acres 
~1.8 acres 

LIFTS 
Relocate Bottom Terminal of 

Snowflake Lift 
Surface lifts 
Double Chairs 
Triple Chairs 
Quad Chairs 
Total lifts 

No 

2 
3 
2 
4 

11 

Yes 

5 
4 
2 
4 

15 
PARKING 

Parking at MHR West (upper) 
Acres 
Vehicles a 

People b 

Parking at MHR West (lower) 
Acres 
Vehicles 
People 

Parking at East (base area) 
Acres 
Vehicles 
People 

Parking at East (across Hwy 2) 
Acres 
Vehicles 
People 

Total Resort Parking c 

Acres 
Vehicles 
People 

4.9 
818 

2,209 

1.8 
301 
813 

7.2 
1,202 
3,245 

0 
0 
0 

13.9 
2,321 
6,267 

7.5 
1,163 
3,139 

1.8 
279 
753 

7.2 
1,116 
3,013 

2.7 
419 

1,131 

19.2 
2,976 
8,035 

GUEST SERVICE FACILITIES 
Remove Modular Buildings 
New Day Lodge at MHR 

West 
New Ski/Snowboard 

Learning Center at MHR 
East 

Food Service Seats 
Guest Service Space  

No 
No 

No 

878 
~46,200 sq. ft. 

Yes 
Yes 

Yes 

1,878 
~70,000 sq. ft. 

RESORT OPERATIONS 
MHR West Maintenance 

Facility 
MHR East Storage Facility 

No 

No 

Yes ~2,400 sq. ft. 

Yes ~2,500 sq. ft. 
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MISCELLANEOUS I
No 
No 

Yes 
Yes 

a

MPROVEMENTS 
Water Tank at MHR West 
Remove All Six Cabins  

 This analysis assumes approximately 167 vehicles per acre for existing conditions and a more realistic 155 
vehicles per acre for proposed conditions.   
b Based on an average of 2.7 persons/car. 
c Total includes existing parking of 1.8 acres for the lower lot at MHR West and 7.2 acres at MHR East. 
Source:  SE GROUP, 2003
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Table II-2 
Summary Comparison of Environmental Consequences 

 Alternative A Alternative B 
VISUAL RESOURCES 

Does not meet the intent 
of the VQOs in the 

LRMP.  Areas in need of 
rehabilitation.  Under 
achieves the VQOs by 

one to two levels. 

Proposed project elements 
do not meet the intent of 
the VQOs in the LRMP. 

Under achieves the VQOs 
by one to two levels. 

HERITAGE/CULTURAL RESOURCES 

Day Lodge No effect 

Construction of the Day 
Lodge would result in no 

adverse effect to setting or 
feel of BPHD as viewed 

from the Clubhouse 
(pending SHPO 

concurrence) 

MHR West parking lot 
reconfiguration No effect 

No adverse effect to 
BPHD with 

implementation of the 
approved landscaping and 

revegetation plan 
(pending SHPO 

concurrence) 

Removal of cabins No effect 

Remove all six cabins. 
Cabins are considered not 

historically significant 
(pending SHPO 

concurrence) 
BIG PINES MEADOW 

No additional effects 
identified – parking at 

MHR West would 
continue to encroach on 

the Meadow’s 
northeastern corner 

No additional effects 
identified – parking at 

MHR West would 
continue to encroach on 

the Meadow’s 
northeastern corner 

VEGETATION 
Vegetation removal as a result 
of MHR West parking 
expansion 

None 51 (18-24” dbh trees) 
11 (24”+ dbh trees) 

Vegetation removal as a result 
of terrain modifications None 34 (18-24” dbh trees) 

21 (24”+ dbh trees) 
Effects to special-status plant 
species within SUP None 

No special-status species 
were identified in the 

project area 
WILDLIFE 

Effects to general wildlife None 

May result in 
displacement of 

individuals but would not 
affect populations. 

Effects to T&E species None None 
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 Alternative A Alternative B 

Effects to R5 Sensitive species None 

May affect certain 
individuals but will not 
lead towards a trend for 

federal listing 
GEOLOGY AND SOILS 
Ground disturbance at 
MHR West 
Buildings 

Day Lodge construction 0 0.93 
Maintenance building 0 .13 
construction 

Parking  
Total ground disturbance 0 10.2 
Total to be revegetated 0 2.0 

Terrain 
Slope re-grading, including 0 7.7 
lift modifications 
Bullwheel access road 0 1.3 

Ground disturbance at 
MHR East 
Buildings 

Storage barn in parking lot 0 .13 
at MHR East 
Learning center construction 0 .15 

Parking  
Total ground disturbance 0 8.7 
Total to be revegetated 0 3.8 

Lifts 
Install surface lift 0 .06 

Terrain 
Grading for new beginner 0 1.8 
terrain 

Geologic/Safety Hazards 
Potential risk to public 

safety due to location of 
guest service facilities on 
faults within the A-P zone 

Proposed facilities would 
be located in areas that 

are in compliance with the 
A-P Zoning Act 

Source: SE GROUP, 2003 
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III. EXISTING CONDITIONS AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES 

Chapter III describes the existing physical and biological components in and around the project 
area that may be affected by selection of any of the alternatives.  Individual resource sections in 
this chapter contain a discussion of the environmental consequences related to each alternative 
including direct, indirect, and cumulative effects. 

� Direct effects are caused by the action and occur at the same time and place.  

� Indirect effects are caused by the action and are later in time or farther removed in distance 
but are still reasonably foreseeable (i.e. likely to occur within the lifetime of the project).  

� Cumulative effects are the result of the incremental effects of any action when added to other 
past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions and can result from individually 
minor but collectively significant actions taking place over a period of time.  

MHR’s SUP – the project area – is the primary area of influence for direct, indirect, and 
cumulative physical and biological effects.  However, this effects analysis is not limited to the 
boundaries of the SUP. When appropriate, it is expanded to include adjacent NFS lands. 

A. VISUALS AND NOISE 

Visual Resources 

Scope of the Analysis 
The geographic scope of this visual resources analysis encompasses a one-mile stretch along 
Highway 2, also known as the Angeles Crest Highway. The highway is a Forest Service Scenic 
Byway and a State Scenic Highway.  The scenic highway designation is intended to protect and 
enhance California’s natural scenic beauty and to protect the social and economic values 
provided by the state’s scenic resources. 

MHR is also surrounded by the Big Pines Historic District (BPHD), which portrays a 
characteristic feel for the past. The two entities (BPHD and MHR) work together to meet the 
needs of the recreating public while maintaining the historic setting of the area.  The majority of 
this analysis is conducted from within the foreground view of the project area to determine 
effects to the visual quality of MHR as viewed from Highway 2 and the BPHD “Clubhouse” 
building. 

Forest Service Direction 
The ANF is governed by the 1987 Forest Plan, which states overall goals and objectives for the 
management of the forest.  It also relates forest-wide standards and guidelines as well as specific 
direction for each management prescription.  Forest-wide standards and guidelines for visual 
resources on the ANF emphasize that “sensitivity of the visual resource needs to be maintained 
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because of the growing influx of people. Visual quality will remain the same or slightly 
improved.”1 

The MHR SUP area lies within Management Prescription #5.  Direction associated with visual 
resources for this prescription states that management activities should be designed and 
implemented to “provide a visually appealing landscape.” 2 

Visual Management System 
The goal of landscape management on all NFS lands is to manage for the highest possible visual 
quality, commensurate with other appropriate public uses, costs, and benefits.  Since the mid­
1970s, the Forest Service has operated under the guidance of the Visual Management System 
(VMS)3 for inventorying, evaluating, and managing scenic resources.   

The majority of this analysis relies on Visual Quality Objectives (VQOs) as described in the 
VMS. VQOs are based on the physical characteristics of the land and the sensitivity of the 
landscape setting as viewed by humans.  They define the minimal threshold for alterations to the 
landscape. The levels range from Preservation (unaltered) to Maximum Modification (extremely 
altered). 

The SUP encompassing the facilities at MHR East and West has been assigned two VQO 
classifications in the 1987 Forest Plan. The southern (up-mountain) and base area portions of 
both areas are within the Retention VQO; Retention provides for management activities that are 
not visually evident. Under Retention, activities may only repeat form, line, color, scale, and 
texture that are frequently found in the characteristic landscape. 

The lower mountain and base areas of both ski areas are within the Partial Retention VQO 
assigned by the LRMP. Partial Retention management activities remain visually subordinate to 
the characteristic landscape. These activities repeat form, line, color, scale, or texture common 
to the characteristic landscape, but changes in their quantities or size, amount, intensity, 
direction, and pattern must remain visually subordinate to the characteristic landscape. 

Scenery Management System 
In 1995, the Forest Service developed a new system for visual resource management on national 
forests – the Scenery Management System (SMS).  This system supersedes, and is meant to 
gradually phase out, the VMS. The manual, Landscape Aesthetics: A Handbook for Scenery 
Management4 was released to aid in the transition to the new SMS. National direction has been 
given to incorporate the methods and philosophy of the SMS with each land and resource 
management plan revision or new planning project.5  Ultimate incorporation of the SMS will 
occur once each forest’s land and resource management plan is revised.   

1 USDA Forest Service 1978, ANF LRMP 
2 USDA Forest Service, 1997 
3 FSM 2380 
4 USDA Forest Service, 1995 
5 USDA Forest Service Washington Office memos: 8-22-94 and 3-10-97 
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Although the ANF is in the process of revising the LRMP, the SMS has yet to be formally 
implemented on the Forest.  However, projects currently undergoing NEPA analysis on the 
Forest are required to meet requirements of both the current VMS and future SMS.   

While the essence of the SMS is essentially the same as the VMS, the terminology has changed, 
and the system has been expanded to incorporate updated research findings.  Conceptually, the 
SMS differs from the VMS by increasing the role of constituents throughout the inventory and 
planning process; it is integrated with the basic concepts of ecosystem management.  The SMS 
pertains more specifically to the social/cultural dimension of ecosystems management, but it also 
has links to biological and physical attributes. 

Under the new SMS, VQOs are replaced with Scenic Integrity Objectives (SIOs).6  SIOs range 
from Very High (ecological change only) to Very Low (where activity dominates the 
characteristic landscape but is viewed as natural from the background distance).  The scenic 
integrity indicates the degree of intactness and wholeness of the landscape character.   

The corresponding SIO for the Retention and Partial Retention VQOs are High and Moderate, 
respectively.  The existing facilities at MHR do not currently meet the guidelines of the VMS 
and/or the SMS. 

Distance Zones 
Distance zones are divisions of a particular landscape being viewed. They are used to describe 
the part of a characteristic landscape that is being inventoried or evaluated.  Viewing distance is 
important in determining how change is perceived in a landscape.   

� Foreground: The limit of this zone is based upon distances at which details can be perceived. 
Normally in foreground views, the individual boughs of trees form texture.  It is usually 
limited to areas within one-half mile of the observer, but must be determined on a case-by-
case basis, as should any distance zoning. Generally, detail of landforms and special 
landscape features (including human alteration) is more pronounced when viewed within the 
foreground zone. 

� Middleground: Alterations in the middleground (one-half mile to four miles from the 
observer) become much less distinctive.  Texture is normally characterized by the masses of 
trees in stands or uniform tree cover. Individual tree forms are typically discernable in very 
open or sparse stands. 

� Background: As the perspective shifts to the background, distance has a modifying and 
diluting effect to both landscape texture and color. This zone extends from middleground 
(minimum of four miles between the observer and the area being viewed) to infinity.  In very 
open or sparse timber stands, textures begin to be lost.  Shape, however, may remain evident 

6 The evaluations of deviations in all SILs, excluding Very High, are based on views from identified viewing 
boundaries.  
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beyond ten miles, especially if it is inconsistent with other landscape forms.  Beyond ten 
miles, alteration in landscape character becomes obscure.   

Recreation Opportunity Spectrum 
As stated in the Recreation Opportunity Spectrum (ROS) Book,7 defining the interface between 
recreation and visual resources is important because there are many overlaps in inventory, 
analysis, and management application – most of which are complementary.   

The dual VQOs of Retention and Partial Retention for the SUP are compatible with the ROS 
setting of Rural. Refer to the Recreation section of this chapter for more detailed information on 
the ROS and the Rural setting that defines the SUP. 

Existing Conditions 
The area encompassed by MHR’s SUP has been allocated to winter sports use since 1941.  Over 
the decades the landscape has been modified to accommodate the creation of ski trails, the 
installation of chairlifts, and the construction of resort facilities and infrastructure.  MHR has 
developed into a concentrated, winter recreation area. 

During the ski season, the resort operates 14 hours per day (from 8:00 a.m. until 10:00 p.m.).  
Approximately 85 percent of MHR West is lighted for night skiing seven days a week from 5:00 
p.m. until 10:00 p.m.  The lights make MHR a visible component of the night sky from all three 
distance zones; however. 

The Jet Propulsion Laboratory (JPL) is a federally funded research and development facility 
managed by the California Institute of Technology for the National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration.  It is located in the vicinity of MHR; as a result, there is an agreement between 
MHR and the JPL, with the support of the Forest Service, which dates back to November 6, 
1979. As a part of this agreement, JPL notifies MHR of the daily “code” with respect to activity 
at the lab. When the code is high, MHR is required to have all of their lighting turned off by 
10:30 p.m.   

Depending on the location of the viewer, MHR’s facilities and trails appear in the foreground (as 
viewed from Highway 2 along the length of the resort), middleground (as viewed from points 
east and west on Highway 2), and background views (as seen from Pearblossom, a small town 
nearby). However, this analysis focuses primarily on the effects to the scenic integrity of the 
area as viewed from the foreground.  The proposed changes are considered with respect to the 
overall recreation theme of the resort and the historic setting of the BPHD. 

Drivers traveling west on Highway 2 can see the parking lot, base area facilities, and the lifts and 
trails associated with MHR East.  As they continue further west, drivers may see vehicles parked 
along both sides of the highway as a result of overtaxed parking facilities at MHR and dispersed 
snowplayers visiting the high country. 

7 USDA Forest Service, 1986, pg. II-13 
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Continuing along Highway 2, drivers may see glimpses of the upper parking lot at MHR West, 
across from the BPHD Clubhouse.  Once past the entrance road to MHR West, drivers come to 
the lower parking lot, which is on the same grade with Highway 2.  An electric transformer and 
associated power lines for the resort are located along the northern edge of this parking lot and 
are visible from the highway.  While passing the Big Pines Meadow, drivers can see the restroom 
facility in the MHR West base area, one of many aging, modular buildings in the MHR West 
base area. 

The MHR West facilities are comprised of multiple trailer-like buildings and appear as a 
conglomerate of mismatched buildings as viewed from within the western portion of the SUP 
area or if viewed from above coming down the road from Ski Sunrise.  These buildings were 
installed in the early 1970s as a temporary solution to meet the needs of the resort.  However, 
they have been there for nearly 30 years and continue to detract from the visual quality, the 
recreation experience, and the overall feel of the resort. 

In summary, MHR is currently not in compliance with the VQOs of Retention and Partial 
Retention assigned to its management area.  Some of the existing facilities do not blend with the 
BPHD and detract from the scenic highway designation of Highway 2. 

Noise 
Los Angeles County Code categorizes MHR as a Noise Zone III (Commercial).  MHR is located 
approximately 1.3 miles west of the town of Wrightwood.  Because the resort’s facilities are 
removed from the town, daily operations (i.e. snowmaking, PA systems, etc.) cannot be heard 
from town.  Existing resort operations at MHR can be heard from nearby facilities; these sounds 
include traffic, snowmaking, music, and construction.   

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES FOR VISUALS AND NOISE 

Introduction and Visual Analysis 
In this resource section, both alternatives are analyzed for their potential effects to visual 
resources and noise. Alternative B entails building construction, parking lot construction, lift 
installation, and terrain modifications. Each of these project elements would require varying 
degrees of vegetation clearing and terrain grading. While these figures were utilized in 
analyzing the effects to visual resources, they were also instrumental in assessing effects to the 
cultural setting and feel of the BPHD. 

Figures III-1, III-7 and III-8 are visual simulations of the proposed parking expansion and the 
proposed Day Lodge at MHR West. Figures III-2 and 3 depict a cross section of existing and 
proposed conditions in relation to the Big Pines Restrooms.  Figures III-4 and III-5 are 
illustrative figures of the vegetation at MHR west under existing and proposed conditions.  
Figure III-6 details proposed project elements at MHR West under Alternative B with a tree 
survey data overlay. 
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Figure III-1 – MHR West Upper Lot 
This visual simulation depicts the view from the north side of Highway 2, approaching both the 
BPHD and MHR West from the East.  It was selected for its view of the Big Pine Restrooms and 
potential to see the proposed parking expansion along the eastern edge of the existing upper lot at 
MHR West. 

In the existing conditions photo, the Big Pines Restrooms and a portion of the stone wall that 
characterize the BPHD are visible. Mature vegetation lines the road side and continues up the 
slope behind the restroom building. 

In the simulation of proposed conditions under Alternative B, the Big Pines Restrooms and the 
stone wall remains intact.  There would be no loss of vegetation along the road side.  Vegetation 
removal associated with the proposed parking lot expansion would create an opening above the 
restroom facility.  However, this slope would be reclaimed and landscaped to reduce the effects 
to the visual quality of the area. 

Figure III-2 and III-3 
These figures show both the existing and proposed parking along the eastern edge of the upper 
lot at MHR West. The intent is to demonstrate the change in slope and vegetation as experienced 
from the Big Pines Restrooms. 

Figure III-4 – Illustrative (Alternative A)
This figure shows the existing parking lot configuration, buildings, and vegetation at MHR West. 

Figure III-5 – Illustrative (Alternative B) 
This figure shows the proposed parking expansion, road relocations, buildings, and vegetation 
after implementation of Alternative B.  Emphasis is placed on the areas to be revegetated for 
visual screening purposes. 

Figure III-6 –Alternative B with individual tree locations 
This figure shows the proposed parking expansion, terrain modifications, and buildings, at MHR 
West overlaid with the tree survey data gathered in the summer of 2002.  The survey 
incorporated all of the areas of proposed disturbance. It details the number of trees to be 
removed and as well as some of the areas proposed for revegetation.   

Figure III-7 – Proposed Day Lodge 
This figure depicts the proposed Day Lodge as viewed across Highway 2 from the western edge 
of the existing lower parking lot at MHR West. The viewpoint was selected because of the 
scenic highway designation of Highway 2 and the proximity to the BPHD buildings. 

The existing conditions photo shows the wide expanse of the Big Pines Meadow, with mature 
vegetation in both the middleground and background views.  The entrance to the lower parking 
lot is also evident.   
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In the photo simulation of proposed conditions, portions of the Day Lodge are visible through the 
screening of large trees. Although several trees are removed for construction of the Day Lodge, 
many of the large trees along the proposed Bullwheel access road remain; four trees are removed 
for the relocation of the Bullwheel access road.  Neither the access road nor the proposed 
maintenance facility would be visible from this viewpoint.  The Big Pines Meadow and the 
existing entrance road remain intact. 

Figure III-8 – Proposed Day Lodge
This figure offers a view of the proposed Day Lodge and the terrain modifications at MHR West 
as viewed from a location adjacent to the Big Pines “Clubhouse.”  This view is valuable because 
of the proximity to the “Clubhouse” and the potential to view all three proposed projects. 

In the existing conditions photo, the entrance road to MHR West, with all of its signage and 
banners, is visible. The existing lower parking lot with its electric transformer and overhead 
power lines dominate the foreground.  Alternative B proposes the Day Lodge and terrain 
modifications. 

Further details of the proposed project elements and their potential to affect the visual quality of 
the area are described by alternative below. 

Alternative A – No Action 

Visuals 
With selection of the No Action Alternative, there would be no change in visual quality of MHR 
or its facilities. The resort would continue to look like the developed winter recreation site, with 
ski lifts and trails as well as resort infrastructure and facilities. 

Existing modular base area buildings at MHR West would remain, and parking at MHR East and 
West would continue to overflow along Highway 2.  Motorists traveling on Highway 2 would 
continue to have direct views of the MHR West lower parking lot, the electrical transformer, and 
its associated power lines. 

Alternative A would result in continued inconsistency with the prescribed VQOs and SIOs.  The 
area would continue to be in need of rehabilitation. Facilities would continue to lack the design 
character to blend with the BPHD. 

Noise 
The No Action Alternative would result in no changes to current noise levels at MHR. Although 
existing operations are audible from surrounding areas, they are and would continue to be in 
compliance with LA County code. 
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Alternative B 

Visual Resources at MHR West 

Buildings 
With implementation of Alternative B, improvements would be made to the base area facilities at 
MHR West via the construction of a new Day Lodge. 

The new Day Lodge would respond to the cultural and aesthetic traditions of the Big Pines 
historic region and its rustic architectural theme although out of scale with the buildings of that 
era. Construction of the Day Lodge would incorporate the use of materials and colors that blend 
with the natural forest setting, including browns, grays, and greens.  The building may also 
display some forest product at the exterior, such as large logs and stone, to provide an additional 
link to the surrounding historic setting. 

Similarly, landscaping would tie the building to the natural setting.  The use of pitched roofs with 
dormers, roof overhangs, and wood decks is typically associated with the architectural style 
MHR is striving to attain with the proposed Day Lodge. 

While the final design of the building is beyond the scope of this NEPA analysis, it is important 
to note that Forest Service specialists have been involved in the architectural concept of the Day 
Lodge. One objective has been to maintain the setting and feel of the historic district by placing 
structures within the setting and paying attention to the scale of the project elements.  Subsequent 
to NEPA approval and in accordance with Forest Service directives, MHR would coordinate 
final approval of the building design with the Forest Service prior to initiating construction.  This 
would also entail consultation with the SHPO for concurrence on the determination. 

Under Alternative B, the proposed location of the Day Lodge would enable construction of the 
Bullwheel access road behind the Day Lodge. As a result, approximately 15 large trees, which 
currently serve to screen the view of the facilities from the Highway and serve as wildlife 
habitat, would remain in place and continue to help screen the base area facilities from 
passersby. Construction of the proposed Day Lodge at MHR West would be consistent with a 
VQO of Partial Retention. 

The proposed maintenance facility would not be visible from anywhere but within the SUP area.  
Even from within the base area at MHR West, the maintenance building would be removed from 
the public facilities and should not affect the visual quality of the project area. 

Parking 
The parking expansion would require approximately 2.6 acres of ground disturbance.  
Construction on the eastern edge of the upper lot would retain most of the large screening trees 
along the north and all of the trees along the western edge of this existing lot.  As a result of the 
parking expansion, there would be a minor change to the general landscape character of the area 
as observed by passersby on Highway 2 (refer to Figure III-1). 
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Under Alternative B, the lower parking lot at MHR West remains unchanged.  As a result, the 
existing electric transformer and its associated overhead power lines would continue to detract 
from the overall visual quality of the area.   

Lifts and Terrain 
The bottom terminal of the Snowflake Lift would be relocated approximately 160 feet downhill 
to make it more easily accessible to guests from the MHR West base area facilities.  Adjacent to 
this lift, a “baby double” lift would be constructed to aid in the transition from utilizing surface 
lifts to using chairlifts. Additionally, two 150 foot long surface lifts would be installed within 
the proposed teaching terrain adjacent to the new Day Lodge.  These modifications and additions 
would only be visible from within the SUP area or from above (on the road down from Ski 
Sunrise). This construction would be consistent with the overall theme of developed winter 
recreation. 

The terrain modifications proposed on the lower portions of the ski terrain would be 
accomplished with selective tree removal and grading.  This design would retain some of the 
visual breaks provided by the larger tree islands on the mountain, would create a larger opening 
in the vegetative pattern, and would facilitate the movement of skiers back to the bottom of base 
area lifts rather than through the proposed teaching area. 

Visual Resources at MHR East 

Buildings 
At MHR East, the proposed learning center, along with the surface lift and terrain modifications 
would combine to create a dedicated area for beginner skiers. Although these project elements 
would be visible from Highway 2, they would be consistent with management direction for 
developed winter recreation. 

The proposed dry storage facility in the new parking area at MHR East would be constructed 
along the northern edge of the lot.  It would be a small facility that would not detract from the 
overall visual quality of the area. 

Parking 
The location of the proposed parking lot at MHR East was selected for its placement away from 
Highway 2. It is above and behind a natural berm and vegetation on the north side of the 
highway. This location was selected in direct response to visual issues. The size of the lot 
would require separate entrance and exit roads, likely one on the east end and one on the west 
end of the parking lot. As a result of careful planning, there would be limited effects to the 
visual quality of the area associated with the construction and use of this lot. 

Summary 
Alternative B would result in continued inconsistencies with the prescribed VQOs and SIOs.  
Some of the existing facilities would continue to not blend with the desired visual condition for 
the area; however, there would some because of the character of the proposed Day Lodge at 
MHR West.  The proposed alterations would achieve a Modified look on the landscape. 
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Noise 
Under Alternative B, there would be construction activity at MHR; this would temporarily create 
more noise than under the existing conditions on a short-term basis.  LA County code states that 
construction noise in an area designated as Noise Level III cannot exceed 85 dbA but may occur 
24 hours-a-day, seven days a week, 365 days a year.8  Despite this allowance by the county, 
construction of any approved facilities or terrain improvements would be confined to daytime 
hours. MHR is not anticipated to exceed LA County code stipulations for noise during 
construction periods. In the long term, noise levels would be consistent with the existing 
condition. 

Cumulative Effects to Visuals and Noise 
Historic development of MHR has involved clearing of trails, grading, construction of aerial lifts, 
roads, buildings, and parking facilities. Changes to the natural topography are visible along 
Highway 2 and from the Big Pines Highway.  While MHR’s past activities have undoubtedly 
changed the character of the natural landscape over the past 50 years, they have been conducted 
in accordance with Forest Service direction as well as stipulations of its SUP. 

While some small, isolated projects (asphalt repair, guard rail installation and repair, etc.) are in 
the initial stages of development for Highway 2, there are no plans to increase volume or 
capacity along the Highway. 

No other past, present, or reasonably foreseeable future actions have been identified in the 
vicinity of the project area having potential to affect visual resources or noise levels with respect 
to residents of Wrightwood, guests of MHR, or wildlife in the area. 

8 Los Angeles County Code, Title 12, Chapter 12.08 Noise Control, Part 4 Specific Noise Restrictions, Section 440 
Construction Noise 
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B. CULTURAL AND HERITAGE RESOURCES 
This section presents a summary of the cultural resource investigations conducted during 2001 
and 2002; these include conducting a record search at the South Central Coastal Information 
Center and the ANF, archival research, historic building recordation and evaluation, and 
contacting Native American representatives and local historical societies.  Based on this 
research, a technical cultural resources report was prepared in 2002 and revised in 2003 to 
account for project modifications that occurred during the NEPA process.9  The final report is 
contained in the project file. 

Letters requesting information about the project area were sent to local historical societies; these 
include the Los Angeles City Historical Society, the Wrightwood Historical Society, and the Big 
Pines Historical Society in July 2001. One response letter was received from the Wrightwood 
Historical Society, which stated that the Society was unaware of any historic sites in the project 
area. Additional letters requesting information on the potential for the project to affect Native 
American archaeological or cultural sites were sent to three Native American representatives.  
These representatives were recommended by the California Native American Heritage 
Commission based on the project area.  No responses to these inquiries were received. 

The majority of the information regarding previous studies and cultural resources at MHR is 
maintained in the archives at the ANF.  A record search was conducted on July 31, 2001. 
According to a survey report conducted for MHR and the Forest Service in 1989, which included 
a comprehensive assimilation of previous archaeological surveys within the MHR area, no 
prehistoric sites have been identified within the proposed project area. The entire project area 
had been previously surveyed for archaeological resources; as a result, the Forest Service 
archaeologist determined that a pedestrian survey of the project area would not be warranted. 

Big Pines Historic District 
Most of MHR West and a small portion of MHR East are located within the boundaries of the 
Big Pines Historic District (BPHD). The Big Pines “Clubhouse,” a two-story National Park 
Rustic-style building that once served as a focal point of the historic park, is located on the north 
side of Highway 2 directly opposite MHR West.  Established in 1922, Big Pines County Park 
consisted of 760 acres of county land containing recreational facilities, lodges, employee 
residences, campgrounds, picnic areas and trails.  In 1925 the Forest Service granted a special 
use permit for an additional 3,500 acres.  This extended the Park westward to Jackson Lake and 
South to Prairie Fork in the San Gabriel River’s East Fork headwaters. By 1930, Big Pines 
covered 4,200 acres divided into two districts; one was the original “Arch” area, which contained 
most of the commercial services, community buildings, and ski slopes.  The other district 
contained the Jackson Lake area to the west, which offered additional camping areas and 
recreation around the lake. 

9 Jones and Stokes 2003 
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Between 1923 and 1933 the Los Angeles County Department of Parks and Recreation spent four 
million dollars developing Big Pines Park.10  Activities centered around the “Arch” area near the 
“Clubhouse” and lodge, where there was a swimming pool, stables, amphitheater, campgrounds 
and cabins, sledding, and ski facilities. Although popular in Europe, Alpine skiing was just 
beginning to gain momentum in Southern California in the 1930s.  However, with the 
introduction of the Ski Club at Big Pines Park, the popularity of the sport blossomed, and the Big 
Pines Ski Club became one of the major skiing organizations in the west.11  Big Pines Park 
featured the best ski slopes and jumping facilities available for its day; the area was touted as a 
potential site for the 1932 Winter Olympics, but it was never officially considered by the 
Olympic Committee because of unreliable snow conditions. 

Due to the Depression and other economic factors, the area was relinquished to the Forest 
Service in 1941. After World War II, the surrounding community began to take an interest in 
public recreation again. The Blue Ridge Ski Resort was established near Big Pines.  Eventually 
three new resorts – Holiday Hill, Mountain High, and Ski Sunrise were constructed within or 
adjacent to the former Big Pines County Park. 

Several complexes of original buildings and structures located near MHR West, including the 
Park headquarters complex, the Zoo/Ski Club complex, the staff residence and service 
complexes, the Camp McClellan residence complex, and the Big Pines water reservoir help 
make the BPHD eligible for listing in the NRHP.  One organizational camp (Camp Comiche) 
and a historic archaeological site associated with the development of Big Pines Park are also 
located directly opposite the Angeles Crest Highway from MHR East and are eligible for listing 
in the NRHP. Several other buildings, including Forest Service fire station buildings, a historic 
Forest Service storage garage, and the remains of the historic park amphitheater are part of the 
setting and feel of the area but do not factor into the NRHP-eligibility of the area. 

In 1995, BPHD was found eligible by the Forest Service for listing in the NRHP under Criterion 
A, for its leading role in the development of modern public recreation in the Los Angeles area, 
and under Criterion C, for its creative and distinctive style of architecture and designed 
landscaping.12  Six recreational cabins (contained in three buildings) associated with the 
development of the original Blue Ridge Ski Area remain at MHR West; however, they were 
evaluated for this project and recommended not eligible for inclusion in the NRHP. 

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES FOR CULTURAL RESOURCES 

Criteria for Significance of Impacts 
Under federal law, significant impacts can occur when prehistoric or historic archaeological 
sites, structures, or objects listed in, or eligible for listing in the NRHP, are subjected to the 
following effects: 

10 Robinson 1991 
11 Ibid 
12 Jones and Stokes 1995 
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� physical destruction or alteration of all or part of the property; 

� isolation of the property from or alteration of the property’s setting when that character 
contributes to the property’s qualification for the NRHP; 

� introduction of visual, audible, or atmospheric elements that are out of character with 
property or alter its setting; 

� neglect of a property resulting in its deterioration or destruction; and 

� transfer, lease, or sale of the property. 

Alternative A 
Under the No Action alternative, there would be no change to existing conditions at MHR. 
Several visual elements that currently detract from the setting and feel of the BPHD would 
remain in place.  These include the aging modular buildings in the MHR West base area, the 
electric power transformer in the lower parking lot at MHR West, and the overhead power lines 
associated with this transformer.  Although unattractive, these features are minor modern 
intrusions that do not compromise the district’s ability to convey its historical significance.  
Their continued presence and visibility on the cultural landscape represents a less than 
significant impact. No other impacts to historic properties would result from this alternative.   

Alternative B 

Direct Effects 
Alternative B would have no direct effects (e.g., demolition, modification, removal) on (NRHP­
eligible) historic properties.  The only historic structures proposed for removal are the three 
cabins at MHR West.  Neither the cabins nor the Forest Service garage are eligible for inclusion 
in the NRHP, and their removal may actually benefit the historic integrity of the BPHD. 

As part of the project, it is possible that the Forest Service may require that the garage be 
relocated to another nearby area for purposes of continued use.  Because it is an isolated element 
of little historical significance within the BPHD, the garage would not be relocated in the vicinity 
of NRHP-eligible buildings.   

Indirect Effects 
Because the project area is located within the boundaries of a large historic district and in 
proximity to several of its contributing features, expansion and redevelopment plans associated 
with the proposed project have the potential to indirectly affect these features as well as the 
historic integrity of the overall district. The project was evaluated for its potential to introduce 
visual elements to the district that are out of character with its contributing features, or that may 
compromise the historic setting of the alpine park.  As a result of design revisions incorporated 
throughout NEPA process, the proposed project elements under Alternative B were determined 
to be unlikely to result in any indirect effects on the BPHD. 
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Parking 
During the Big Pines Park era, visitors parked in camping areas and along the Angeles Crest 
Highway, and when winter traffic was at a peak, the lack of sufficient parking was evident even 
in the 1920s. Addition of parking lot facilities at Blue Ridge Ski Area (now MHR West) began 
in the 1950s, and these facilities have been expanded several times.  At present, visitor parking at 
MHR West consists of an upper and lower parking lot.  These lots are located directly across 
State Highway 2 from the BPHD “Clubhouse.”  Alternative B proposes to expand the upper 
parking lot along its eastern edge by approximately 2.6 acres.   

Figure III-1 depicts a visual simulation of the existing conditions and the proposed parking 
expansion as viewed from the north side of Highway 2 as one approaches the Big Pines 
Restrooms from the east.  In the simulation there is a reduction in vegetation to the south of the 
restroom building as a result of the proposed parking expansion.  This project element would 
have no direct effect on any NRHP-eligible properties nor would alter the setting and feel of the 
area. 

Buildings 
Alternative B proposes the removal of the aging modular buildings at MHR West and the 
construction of a Day Lodge, which would accommodate all the services and functions of the 
existing buildings. Removal of extant ski resort buildings that are modern or are not historically 
significant would not impact the historic district. The removal of these structures may actually 
improve the historic setting of the district.  The architectural design of the new Day Lodge at 
MHR West would be sympathetic with the Park Rustic style and would utilize natural building 
materials.  The building may also display some forest product at the exterior, such as large logs 
and stone, to provide an additional link to the surrounding historic setting.  Similarly, 
landscaping would aim to tie the building to the natural setting.  The use of pitched roofs with 
dormers, roof overhangs, and wood decks is also typically associated with the Park Rustic style. 

Figure III-6 depicts the proposed Day Lodge from two distinct viewpoints on either side of the 
existing lower parking lot at MHR West.  The location of the Day Lodge was selected because it 
allowed the retention of the large screening trees as viewed from the west.  It is important to note 
that Forest Service specialists have been involved in the architectural concept of the Day Lodge. 
One objective of the proposal has been to maintain the setting and feel of the historic district 
through vegetative screening and scale of proposed project elements.  Final design plans would 
be submitted to the Forest Service for review and consultation with the SHPO prior to the start of 
construction. SHPO concurrence and final Forest Service approval would be required before the 
start of construction. 
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Lifts 
Alternative B proposes modification to the existing Snowflake Lift and the installation of several 
new lifts at MHR East and West.  Ski slopes and their associated equipment, are not out of 
character with the historic theme of BPHD, and the improvement of extant ski slopes and 
replacement and/or addition of lifts are not anticipated to cause a significant impact to the 
district. 
The enhancements at MHR East would be outside of the BPHD and would not directly affect its 
setting or feel. None of the proposed lift enhancements at MHR West would be visible from 
Highway 2 or within the lower elevations of the BPHD. As a result, these project elements 
would have no effect on the setting and feel of the BPHD. 

Terrain 
Alternative B proposes some terrain modification at MHR West to improve skier circulation and 
better separate beginner skier terrain where students are learning to ski from other more 
experienced skiers on the mountain.  Implementation of this project element would require some 
vegetation clearing. Figure III-5 shows a visual simulation of the proposed clearing necessary to 
achieve the goals this project element.  The clearing would be within the scope and scale of the 
existing ski area and would be within the character and theme of the BPHD. 

General Effects to Cultural Resources 
While it is not anticipated that the project will affect any archaeological sites, it is possible that 
buried cultural materials may be discovered during ground disturbing activities associated with 
project construction. If buried cultural resources, such as chipped or ground stone, historic 
debris, building foundations, or human bone, are inadvertently discovered during 
ground-disturbing activities, work must be discontinued in that area and within 100 feet of the 
find until a qualified archaeologist can assess the significance of the find and, if necessary, 
develop appropriate treatment measures in consultation with the Forest Service and the SHPO. 

C. BIG PINES MEADOW 
The Big Pines Meadow is a 1.9-acre meadow on the western edge of the MHR West base area, 
along Highway 2. Maintaining the health of the meadow is important to the ANF, as it is one of 
the last remaining high-altitude, forested meadows of its kind on the Forest.   

The meadow is fed by subsurface flows that emerge as springs within it.  These flows saturate 
the meadow and are then conveyed by several narrow stream channels that run through the upper 
portion of the meadow and merge toward the lower third of the meadow.  The flows are captured 
by a culvert at the northwestern edge of the meadow, which conveys it under Highway 2.  

Montane meadows, such as the Big Pines Meadow, are characterized by two distinct physical 
conditions: they have shallow water tables, usually within two feet of the soil surface; and the 
surface soil material is fine-textured and richly organic.  Due to an abundance of steep terrain, 
montane meadows are rare in the San Gabriel Mountains.   

Four working wells for MHR’s snowmaking operation are in the vicinity of the Big Pines 
Meadow. Two wells are located within the lower parking lot; one is directly above the 
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southeastern corner of the meadow, and one is north of the Bullwheel Saloon.  An abandoned 
well is located in the willow riparian area on the southwest corner of the meadow.  The water 
level in this area is approximately 50 feet below the surface.  MHR pumps water from these 
wells during up to the snowmaking reservoir near the top of the Blue Ridge Express. 

The meadow and wells are within the Mescal Creek watershed.  Mescal Creek, along with 
nearby Swarthout Creek, is within the San Andreas Earthquake Fault Rift Zone; this explains the 
presence of meadows, sag ponds, slump lakes, and sufficient amounts of groundwater. 

Located immediately adjacent to Highway 2, the meadow is very accessible, and it receives 
heavy use from snowplayers during the winter.  It also appears to be retreating in a westerly 
direction due to the encroachment of the existing lower parking lot.  Intense activities in and 
proximate to the meadow have, over time, led to the introduction of non-meadow flora, which 
has effectively changed the composition of the meadow.13 

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES FOR THE BIG PINES MEADOW 

Alternative A 
Alternative A would represent no change to the Big Pines Meadow. The lower parking lot 
would remain in its current location, and the meadow would likely continue to experience a slow 
rate of retreat. 

Alternative B  
There are no proposed changes to the existing lower parking lot at MHR East or to the Big Pines 
Meadow under Alternative B. As a result, Alternative B would represent no change to the 
existing condition of the meadow.  The lower parking lot would remain in its current location, 
and, as described above, the meadow would likely continue to experience a slow rate of retreat. 

Effects to the meadow from ongoing dispersed snowplay activities are beyond the scope of 
MHR’s proposal and therefore not discussed further in this analysis. 

Cumulative Effects to the Big Pines Meadow 
The lower parking lot at MHR West has historically encroached on the natural edge of the Big 
Pines Meadow, which is partially responsible for the meadow’s retreat.   

Dispersed snowplayers have historically utilized the meadow area during the winter and spring. 
Forest Service specialists are not certain of the effects of snowplay on the meadow; however, it 
has been recommended that the meadow be signed and closed to snowplay, to allow for its 
rehabilitation.14 

13 USDA Forest Service, Pacific Southwest Research Station Service, General Technical Report PSW-GTR-172 – 
Southern California Mountains and Foothills Assessment, p. 50, No Date.
14 Jim O’Hare, Soil Scientist, July 13, 2000 
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MHR’s removal of water from the wells in the vicinity of the meadow may have had and may 
continue to have an effect on the subsurface hydrology that supports the meadow.  However, 
none of the projects proposed under either action alternative would affect the current use of the 
wells or the condition of the meadow and its subsurface hydrology. 

D. VEGETATION RESOURCES 
A mature mixed-conifer forest is the dominant plant community surrounding MHR.  This 
community is dominated by white fir (Abies concolor), Jeffrey pine (Pinus Jeffreyi), sugar pine 
(P. lambertiana), and Coulter pine (P. coulteri). The understory is dominated by Utah 
serviceberry (Amalanchier utahensis), mountain whitethorn (Ceanothus cordulatus), California 
sagebrush (Artemisia californica), and birch-leaved mountain mahogany (Cerocarpus betuloides 
var. betuloides). 

The mixed-conifer forest within and adjacent to the SUP boundary of MHR is found primarily 
adjacent to lift alignments, ski runs, and resort facilities.  The areas were disturbed by previous 
activities associated with the original construction of the resort, and by ongoing recreational use. 
They lack the extensive undercover species found outside the boundary of MHR.  Approximately 
1,004 conifer and hardwood trees are located within the proposed project construction area. 

Along ski runs, under existing lifts, and around existing buildings and roads, the dominant 
species are grasses and other forbs, including western wallflower (Erysimum capitatum ssp. 
capitatum), one-sided blue grass (Poa secunda), ryegrass (Lolium multiflorum), and brome 
grasses (Bromus hordaeceus, B. rubens, and B. carinatus) interspersed with individual or small 
groups of pine species, white fir and black oak. These areas have been disturbed by previous 
grading, original construction of the resort, and ongoing ski activities. Refer to Appendix B for a 
list of plant species observed within the MHR SUP boundary. 

There is a 1.9-acre meadow in MHR-West adjacent to the southern boundary of the lower 
parking lot alongside the Angeles Crest Highway.  The meadow is fed by subsurface flows that 
surface as springs within the meadow.  These flows saturate the meadow and are then conveyed 
by several narrow stream channels that run through the upper portion of the meadow and merge 
toward the lower third of the meadow.  The flows are captured by a culvert at the northwestern 
boundary of the meadow at the Angeles Crest Highway.  More than 90% of the vegetation within 
the meadow is composed of obligate or facultative wetland species.  Representative plants found 
within the meadow include Lemmon’s willow (Salix lemmonii), corn lily (Veratrum californicum 
var. californicum), common large monkey flower (Mimulus guttatus), and smooth scouring rush 
(Equisetum laevigatum), all of which are wetland species. 

There are no permanent streams, but surface water flows into the meadow.  In addition, surface 
flows drain into a culvert under an existing road and into an unnamed drainage that is located 
east of the existing parking lot within MHR-West, then parallels the Angeles Crest Highway. 
This drainage does not meet the 3 mandatory criteria for a wetland, but would be considered 
other waters of the United States by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. 
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The small patch of willows on the north side and adjacent to Angeles Crest highway and south of 
the proposed parking for MHR-East has no bed and bank or channel and does not meet the three 
mandatory criteria for a wetland.  The area is not considered a wetland or other waters of the 
United States by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.   

There are 18 acorn woodpecker (Melanerpes formicivorus) granary trees at MHR-West.  
Fourteen of these trees are located within or adjacent to the proposed parking lot expansion, and 
four are located along the alignment of the proposed access road behind the existing Bullwheel 
Saloon. 

Threatened, Endangered, and Sensitive Plants with Potential to Occur 
Based on the range and habitat requirements of special-status plants that could occur in the 
Angeles National Forest, records in the CNDDB determined that 10 special-status plants have 
the potential to occur in the vicinity of the project area.  Appendix C includes a complete list of 
all plant species observed in the vicinity of MHR. 

No special-status plants were observed during the previous surveys at MHR conducted by Jones 
& Stokes in 1998, 1999, and 2000. The surveys were conducted for approval of summer 
maintenance activities and covered a majority of MHR within the proposed SUP boundary.  
Special-status plants were not observed during the 2001 surveys. Based on the site surveys, 
special-status plants are not expected to occur in the proposed project area because: 

� surveys for the ten species were conducted during the blooming periods, and none were 
observed; 

� the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) did not list any recorded occurrences 
on-site; 

� there is no suitable habitat; or 

� the project area has been disturbed by grading and the invasion of more ruderal species. 

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES FOR VEGETATION RESOURCES 

Alternative A 
Alternative A, the No Action Alternative, would not cause any effects to vegetation communities 
and/or special-status plant species.  No vegetation would be removed, and the current conditions 
on the resort would remain the same.   

Alternative B 

Effects to Overall Vegetation 
The project elements under Alternative B would take place within the proposed SUP boundary.  
In addition, construction would take place during the usual seasonal and summer maintenance 
period. Approximately 8.5 acres of vegetation including Jeffrey pine (Pinus jeffreyi), white fir 
(Abies concolor), and black oak (Quercus kellogii), would be affected. Trees proposed for 
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removal constitute small timber stands within the existing disturbed ski trails and around the 
perimeter of the existing MHR West parking lot.  These stands lack a multilayered structure – in 
other words, they lack native midstory and understory species, including hardwood trees – and 
are fragmented with a reduced canopy cover.  Tree surveys conducted on site show that 
approximately 51 trees with a diameter at breast height (dbh) of 18-24 inches would be removed, 
as well as 11 trees with a dbh of 24 inches or greater.  For the other proposed project elements at 
MHR West (terrain modifications, construction of the Day Lodge, the Bullwheel access road, 
and the maintenance facility), tree surveys show that approximately 34 trees with a diameter at 
breast height (dbh) of 18-24 inches would be removed, as well as 21 trees with a dbh of 24 
inches or greater. 

No granary trees would be affected by the Bullwheel access road, the Day Lodge, the 
maintenance facility, or the terrain modifications at MHR West.  The proposed parking 
expansion would result in the removal of fewer than ten granary trees.  Refer to Table II-2 and 
Figure III-6 for a more detailed description of trees to be removed.  Approximately six acres 
associated with parking lot construction would be reclaimed and revegetated, and many of the 
other disturbed areas would be landscaped; refer to Appendix A for more detail.   

These areas were disturbed by construction of the original resort, ongoing spring and summer 
maintenance, and ongoing recreational activities, and are dominated by nonnative plant species.  
Construction of parking lots and buildings and grading to improve ski runs therefore would result 
in the removal of some native (including whitethorn, sagebrush, yerba santa, and willows as well 
as the tree species described below) and some non-native vegetation.   

Effects on Threatened, Endangered, and Sensitive Plants with Potential to Occur 
No threatened, endangered, or sensitive plant species were detected during surveys conducted in 
1998, 1999, 2000, and 2001. Soils and habitat at the project sites were extensively disturbed 
during the original construction of the resort, resulting in the current lack of suitable habitat.  
Therefore, this alternative would have no direct or indirect effects on any special-status plants. 
The planting of native tree species around the enlarged MHR West parking lot (detailed in 
Appendix A) would reduce the effects of the removal of any native trees. 

Cumulative Effects to Vegetation 
Cumulative effects are not anticipated to be substantial.  The Forest Service proposes to conduct 
prescribed burns on Table Mountain, maintain the Big Pines bunkhouse, and reconstruct the Big 
Pines restroom building.  Except for the prescribed burn, which would have a temporary impact 
on vegetation, these activities would not result in the removal of vegetation.  As previously 
mentioned, CalTrans is expected to conduct routine maintenance operations on Highway 2, 
including repair and replacement of guardrails and repair of asphalt.  Maintenance activities 
would not result in vegetation removal and therefore would not affect special-status plant 
species. 
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E. WILDLIFE RESOURCES 
MHR and surrounding areas support a wide variety of wildlife.  Common wildlife species 
observed in MHR include western fence lizard (Sceloporus occidentalis), Steller’s jay 
(Cyanocitta stelleri), common flicker (Colaptes auratus), western bluebird (Siala mexicana), 
violet-green tree swallow (Tachycineta thalassina), and California ground squirrel 
(Spermophilus beecheyi). Mule deer (Odocoileus hemionus californicus) occur in the area, but 
there was no sign of deer during the surveys. Appendix D includes a complete list of all wildlife 
species observed in the vicinity of MHR. 

Threatened, Endangered, and Sensitive Wildlife Species with Potential to Occur 
Based on the literature review of special-status wildlife that could occur in the Angeles National 
Forest, it was determined that seven special-status wildlife species including the California 
spotted owl have the potential to occur in the vicinity of the project area.  The names, legal 
statuses, distributions, and habitat requirements of the special-status wildlife species reviewed 
are described in Appendix C. Only species with suitable habitat present and high potential to 
occur are discussed. The California spotted owl is discussed because protocol-level surveys 
were conducted. 

Southwestern Willow Flycatcher 
The southwestern willow flycatcher (Empidonax traillii extimus), which is federally listed as 
endangered, is a neotropical migrant that nests in the western United States.  Willow flycatchers 
are obligate riparian species that use willow, cottonwood, and other riparian habitats for nesting.  
Nest habitat requirements include willow or other riparian vegetation in clumps and canopy 
cover near the ground. Canopy cover in nesting habitat can range from 40 percent to closed 
canopy. Nests of willow flycatchers are always near surface water; therefore, proximity to water 
during the nesting season is an important habitat component. 

Riparian willows associated with streams in MHR provide suitable habitat, based on the habitat 
elements described for the southwestern willow flycatcher.  According to the USFWS/USFS 
habitat criteria, they are streams with a gradient of four percent or less and at an elevation below 
8,000 feet (U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and U.S. Forest Service 2000).  The unnamed 
tributary to Sheep Creek that originates near MHR East and flows east along SR 2 is modeled 
habitat for southwestern willow flycatcher.  Willow stands along Sheep Creek and the associated 
stream floodplain were confirmed to be suitable habitat for southwestern willow flycatcher 
because they meet the USFWS/USFS habitat criteria: 

� Surface water is present between May 15 and June 30 during most years. 
� Woody riparian vegetation (willow) is present and covers more than 20 percent of the area 

for at least 0.5 acre of the floodplain. (The area has canopy cover over 50 percent in densely 
clumped willows over an area of at least 50 acres.) 

� There are dense clumps or stands of woody vegetation.  Willow clumps observed were well 
over the minimum 5-meter by 10-meter size requirement of the criteria.  

California Spotted Owl 
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The California spotted owl (Strix occidentalis occidentalis) has been designated as a USDA 
Forest Service Region 5 Regional Forester’s Sensitive Species, a federal species of concern, and 
a state species of special concern. USFWS found merit in a petition to list the California spotted 
owl as endangered (65 Federal Register 198, October 12, 2000) and the species is under review 
for potential listing as an endangered species. The owl may be listed by USFWS within 2–3 
years, or earlier if ordered by a federal court. 

California spotted owls occur in a variety of forest habitat types, from canyon riparian and big-
cone Douglas-fir/canyon live oak to montane conifer forests. Spotted owls typically inhabit 
dense, mature stands with high canopy cover and multilayered canopy.  Nest stands typically 
have well developed hardwood understory and a conifer overstory. The nesting territories of 
individual pairs are large—more than 300 acres, and often larger in high-elevation conifers 
(Verner et al. 1992). Spotted owls are nocturnal predators that feed largely on mammals, 
especially mice, wood rats, chipmunks, and squirrels.   

The Angeles National Forest maintains a database of all California spotted owl surveys and 
observations as well as a map of suitable habitat for the species.  The San Bernardino and San 
Gabriel Mountains have a relatively high density of known spotted owls, with more than 200 pair 
(Stephenson and Calcarone 1999). Suitable habitat in the San Gabriel Mountains has been 
identified in Flume Canyon, Buford Canyon, and Government Canyon east of the resort, 
unnamed canyons west of the resort in the vicinity of All Nations Camp, and numerous canyons 
on the south side of Blue Ridge. 

The California spotted owl inhabits deep, north-facing canyons in the MHR vicinity. Spotted 
owl surveys were conducted by USFS staff from 1988 through 1994 in the MHR vicinity.  To the 
east of MHR, a single male California spotted owl was documented from 1988 through 1990 in 
Government Canyon.  A single male California spotted owl was documented in Buford Canyon 
in 1989 and 1990. No surveys have been conducted in Government or Buford Canyons since 
1990. 

West of MHR, approximately 0.6 mile from Big Pines, a nesting pair of California spotted owls 
was documented from 1988 through 1991.  Production of at least 1 young was documented in 
1990. A single male occupied the territory in 1994.  Surveys for California spotted owl have not 
been conducted at this site since 1994. No surveys for the California spotted owl have been 
conducted in the vicinity of the resort since 1994. 

USFS spotted owl survey data for California suggest that owls occurred in the MHR vicinity 
from 1988 through 1994 in canyons with suitable habitat.  No surveys have been conducted since 
1994. Examination of 1989 aerial photographs of the area and Jones & Stokes biologists’ 
observations from June 2001 suggest that suitable habitat still exists for California spotted owl in 
Government and Buford Canyons and west of MHR (e.g., All Nations Camp and vicinity), but 
not within the SUP boundary. Within and adjacent to the SUP boundary, the forested areas are 
not dense, mature stands with high canopy cover and multiple layers and do not have well 
developed hardwood understory and a conifer overstory. 
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Jones & Stokes conducted protocol-level surveys for the California spotted owl within 0.25 mile 
of proposed construction at the MHR. The surveys were conducted in accordance with “Protocol 
for Surveying for Spotted Owls in Proposed Management Activity Areas and Habitat 
Conservation Areas March 12, 1991 (Revised February 1993)” (attachment 1 in appendix A).  
The surveys were conducted May 5, 2002–June 25, 2002. The Jones & Stokes Mountain High 
Ski Area California Spotted Owl Survey Results May–June 2002 is available for review in the 
project file. 

The 1-year survey of the project area was determined to be complete, as 6 consecutive visits 
were conducted with no responses or visual observations of California spotted owls. Based on 
the results of the survey, it is determined that California spotted owls are not present in areas 
within a 0.5-mile radius of the proposed development under the MHR MDP.     

Myotis Bats 
Because they have similar habitat and foraging characteristics, Myotis bats, including the long-
eared myotis bat, fringed myotis bat, long-legged myotis bat, and western small-footed myotis 
bat, are considered and discussed together. Myotis bats, which are a state species of special 
concern and a USDA Forest Service Region 5 Regional Forester’s Sensitive Species, are small, 
agile nocturnal predators of flying insects. Foraging habitat includes conifer forests, riparian 
areas, and areas over meadows and streams. 

Roosts for these species are in a variety of habitats, including trees within mixed conifer forests, 
areas beneath bark, in hollow logs, large trees, and snags, and caves, mines, and rock crevasses.  
Young are reared in the roosts. One young per female bat is born in the spring and raised to 
maturity by midsummer.  All Myotis species may be present in the MHR area because there is 
abundant suitable habitat. These species have been documented at several locations in the 
San Gabriel Mountains (Stephenson and Calcarone 1999). Roost sites for these species have not 
been exhaustively surveyed in the Angeles National Forest (Stephenson and Calcarone 1999).  
Suitable roost sites exist in the vicinity of MHR.  Snags and large trees in MHR may provide 
suitable roost habitat (cavities and loose bark) for these species. 

San Bernardino Mountain Kingsnake 
The San Bernardino mountain kingsnake (Lampropeltis zonata parvirubra) is a USDA Forest 
Service Region 5 Regional Forester’s Sensitive Species and a state species of special concern. 
The kingsnake is found in open stands of pine at elevations between 4,500 feet and 6,500 feet 
and is known to occur in the San Gabriel Mountains. Riparian habitats are also used. Rock 
outcrops and large, downed logs are often a component of habitat for this species.  Suitable 
habitat conditions exist and the species may occur in the area. 

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES FOR WILDLIFE RESOURCES 

Alternative A 
Alternative A, the No Action Alternative, would have no affect on general wildlife or threatened, 
endangered, and sensitive wildlife species. No wildlife would be displaced due to the removal of 
vegetation or habitat, and the current conditions within the resort would remain the same.   
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Alternative B 
Construction of the proposed project elements would take place during the usual spring and 
summer maintenance period.  Similar maintenance and construction activities have been 
occurring at the resort for numerous years, and it is unlikely that construction would have a 
significant effect on wildlife.  Any direct effects on wildlife from construction would be 
temporary.  

The proposed improvement activities would not substantially alter wildlife communities.  Loss 
of habitat would be in the form of tree removal.  Because the trees proposed for removal within 
the proposed SUP boundary do not provide a contiguous corridor to habitats outside the 
boundary, their removal would not result in the loss of access through adjacent habitats or a loss 
of wildlife corridors. Although the loss of trees may cause common wildlife to alter foraging 
behavior, their displacement would be limited and temporary.  Construction activities are local in 
scope; because of the large territory size and suitable undisturbed habitat outside the SUP 
boundary, displacement would likely affect only individuals, not overall populations. 

Project implementation would result in the removal of fewer than ten granary trees.  The trees 
are utilized by the acorn woodpecker (Melanerpes formicivorus), and Alternative B would result 
in a loss of habitat for this species. However, substantial forested habitat outside of the SUP also 
provides habitat for this species. Granary trees would be felled outside of the acorn woodpecker 
nesting season. 

Alternative B would have no significant effect on wildlife or threatened, endangered, or sensitive 
wildlife species. The proposed activities would primarily affect only previously disturbed areas. 
The tree stands within and adjacent to the SUP boundary do not provide suitable habitat for 
special-status species. The loss of trees may cause wildlife to alter foraging behavior; however, 
displacement would be limited and temporary.  Resort activities are local in scope and would 
likely affect only individuals, not overall populations, because suitable habitat for these species 
remains in the SUP boundary and outside the resort area.  Construction would take place during 
the usual seasonal spring and summer maintenance period.15  Similar maintenance and 
construction activities have been occurring at the resort for many years, and it is unlikely that 
construction would have a substantial effect on wildlife. 

Threatened, Endangered, and Sensitive Wildlife Species with Potential to Occur 

Southwestern Willow Flycatcher 
A hydrologic assessment was conducted to determine effects to willow flycatcher habitat as a 
result of increasing impermeable surface space with the proposed additional parking at MHR 
West. The study states that the current estimate of peak rainfall runoff for MHR is 
approximately 608 cubic feet per second (cfs).  As a result of implementation of Alternative B, 
the peak rainfall runoff from a 10-year storm in a 24-hour period would increase to as much as 
621 cfs. The post-implementation peak flow would not cause any detrimental impacts to the 

15 One exception to the spring construction season is for the willow flycatcher, described below.  
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stream channel or surrounding vegetation.  Therefore, it would not affect willow flycatcher 
habitat in the area. 

The small patch of willows in the location of the proposed parking lot for MHR East does not 
meet the USFWS/USFS habitat criteria.  As a result, there would be no direct effects to willow 
flycatchers from implementation of this proposal. 

While none of the proposed projects at MHR East would occur within willow flycatcher habitat, 
construction of the proposed employee parking lot south of the Angeles Crest Highway, across 
from MHR East, could indirectly affect birds during the nesting season.  Disturbance of nearby 
birds would include construction noise and human and vehicle activity.  Direct loss of habitat 
would not occur during construction. The parking lot would be built after the flycatcher-nesting 
season, which occurs from May through August, to avoid these potential effects on the species. 

During the usual winter operations, the birds would have migrated and there would be no direct 
or indirect effect on this species. 

California Spotted Owl 
Construction activities within MHR’s proposed SUP boundary would result in the removal of 
native trees. The loss of these trees would not affect this species because the native tree stands 
do not provide suitable nesting habitat. This species may forage on or near the project boundary. 
However, based on the Jones & Stokes protocol-level survey conducted May–June 2002, 
California spotted owls are not present within a 0.5-mile radius of the proposed development 
under the MHR MDP. Regardless, construction activities would take place during the usual 
seasonal spring and summer maintenance period, and construction activities would occur within 
daylight hours, reducing potential effects during the prime nighttime foraging hours for this 
species. 

The resort’s winter operations would be almost identical to those conducted in the past, and they 
would not have significant effects on any spotted owls. The absence of human activity during 
the night, when owls are most active, would reduce the potential for negative effects on the 
foraging behavior of spotted owls. 

The proposal would not affect the California spotted owl, nor would it result in a trend toward 
federal listing of the California spotted owl. 

Myotis Bats 
The proposed actions within the MHR proposed SUP boundary would result in the direct loss of 
native trees. Potential foraging and roosting habitat would be lost as a result of tree removal. 
However, because this species has suitable habitat remaining within and outside the SUP 
boundary, and because MHR activities are local in scope, the proposal would likely affect only 
individuals, not overall populations of bats. There would be no direct and indirect effects after 
construction and during the usual winter operations.  The proposal has been designed to enhance 
existing facilities to accommodate the existing peak user levels and not to increase user levels 
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during winter operations. The absence of human activity during the night, when bats are most 
active, would reduce the potential negative effects on these species’ foraging behavior. 

The proposal may affect individuals, but it is not likely to result in a trend toward federal listing 
for the Myotis species of bats. 

San Bernardino Mountain Kingsnake 
Construction activities within MHR’s proposed SUP boundary would result in the removal of 
native trees and non-native plant species, which in turn could result in the direct loss of foraging 
habitat for this species. The loss of foraging habitat would not present a significant effect to this 
species. Construction would take place during the usual seasonal spring and summer 
maintenance period.  Similar maintenance and construction activities have been approved by the 
USFS and have taken place in previous spring and summer months. If this species is present, it 
has coexisted with spring and summer maintenance activities in the past.  Construction activities 
are local in scope and would most likely only affect individuals, not overall populations, because 
of suitable undisturbed habitat outside the SUP boundary. 

There would be no direct and indirect effects after construction and during the usual winter 
operations. The proposal has been designed to enhance existing facilities to accommodate the 
existing peak user levels and not to increase user levels during winter operations. Special-status 
wildlife species would have migrated, would be dormant, and would not be nesting or breeding.  
In addition, the usual winter recreational activities have been ongoing for numerous years, and 
kingsnakes that may be present and active during the winter months have coexisted with these 
activities. 

The proposal may affect individuals, but is not likely to result in a trend toward federal listing for 
the San Bernardino mountain kingsnake. 

General Wildlife 
Although the proposed construction and improved operations of MHR are not expected to affect 
wildlife, all efforts would be made to remove only those trees that are necessary for the proposed 
lift, trail, and parking lot construction. Incorporation of best management practices, including 
erosion prevention measures and barriers to silt migration into local streams, would help avoid 
harm to distant downstream aquatic species. 

Cumulative Effects to Wildlife 
The Forest Service proposes to conduct prescribed burns on Table Mountain, maintain the Big 
Pines bunkhouse, and reconstruct the Big Pines restroom.  The prescribed burn would have a 
temporary impact on wildlife with the potential for displacement and mortality of individuals.  
The continued operation of Ski Sunrise in the vicinity of MHR would not act to cumulatively 
affect wildlife because no improvements to facilities involving vegetation or habitat removal are 
expected. As previously mentioned, CalTrans is expected to conduct routine maintenance 
operations on the Highway 2 including repair and replacement of guardrails and repair of 
asphalt. 
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F. PARKING AND RESORT ACCESS 

Resort Access 
MHR is located 33 miles from San Bernardino, 47 miles from Riverside, and 75 miles from Los 
Angeles. It is principally accessed via Interstate 15 and state highways 138 and 2. Highway 2, 
also known as the Angeles Crest Highway, is a 55-mile long Forest Service Scenic Byway and 
State Scenic Highway that winds along the spine of the San Gabriel Mountains from I-210 in La 
Canada to Mountain Top Junction at SH-138. 

Particularly on weekends, holidays, and days with heavy snow accumulation, traffic to the resort 
can be slow from as far away as Ontario, CA.  Once skiers get to Wrightwood, however, the road 
is often congested with vehicles belonging to skiers and dispersed snowplayers.  There are also 
pedestrians along either side of the road, who are trying to access both MHR and NFS lands from 
their parked cars on the highway. 

MHR East 
Guests access both MHR East and West directly from Highway 2.  The MHR East parking lot 
has only one entrance/exit (located at its eastern side) that is used by both passenger vehicles and 
the resort’s shuttle buses. Two-way traffic congestion at the entry/exit creates poor vehicular 
circulation. Emergency vehicle access to the base area buildings (most importantly the ski 
patrol/first aid room) is adequate although it may be congested and difficult during peak ingress 
and egress times. 

MHR West 
At MHR West, guests turn onto the entrance road from a five-way intersection of Highway 2.16 

This situation is confusing for guests entering the resort, and it is aggravated by limited sight 
distances due to the curve of the road.  MHR West’s upper parking lot has an exit road that is 
separate from the entrance road, which facilitates vehicular circulation. However, on busy days, 
guests arriving at MHR West’s full parking lots often park on the shoulder of the access road or 
perform U-turns on Highway 2 and drive back to the east.  As previously mentioned, when both 
lots are full, guests also park on the shoulder of Highway 2. 

Parking 
On-site guest parking is currently available at three parking lots in the base areas.  These lots 
provide a total of approximately 13.9 acres of parking surface, which accommodates 
approximately 2,321 vehicles and 6,267 people.17  Parking capacity at MHR is therefore 
inadequate to accommodate existing visitation.  As stated in Chapter 2, although the resort’s 
CCC is 6,500, this number is often exceeded on weekends and holidays.  Peak visitation reaches 
6,990 during the day and 1,640 at night. 

16 The five-way intersection includes Highway 2 (east- and westbound traffic), Big Pines Highway, Table Mountain 
Road, and MHR West’s entrance road. 
17 13.9 acres x 167 vehicles/acre = 2,321 vehicles x 2.7 people/vehicle = 6,267 people. These numbers were derived 
from actual parking counts conducted by MHR management and include employees.  Approximately 180 additional 
guests arrive by bus and are parked on 0.3 acre designated for bus parking. 
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There is often an overlap between day and evening guests at MHR West.  The flexible ticketing 
system implemented by MHR allows guests to come ski for short periods of time throughout the 
day and night. This can cause the number of guests at the resort to swell by an additional 750 
people during the late afternoon period (up to 300 vehicles).  Additionally, on peak days, MHR 
employees may require as many as 250 parking spaces, exacerbating the already overtaxed guest 
parking situation. 

Dispersed snowplayers, who are not utilizing MHR’s facilities, cause operational problems for 
MHR management as they attempt to utilize resort parking lots.18  Snowplayers who park in 
MHR’s facilities put additional stress on the resort’s already over-burdened parking facilities and 
may contribute to skiers parking along the shoulder of Highway 2.  Parking is allowed along 
Highway 2 as far east as Wrightwood, with the exception of areas with tight curves and along the 
BPHD Clubhouse. Pedestrian safety and congestion issues on the shoulder are exacerbated by 
skiers and dispersed snowplayers who drive to the mountains when heavy snow falls and park in 
MHR’s lots or along Highway 2. 

Pedestrian Circulation 
Pedestrian circulation between parking lots and base area facilities is essentially through the 
parking lots or, in the case of the lower lot at MHR West, via a walking path to the base area 
facilities. The path is relatively steep for guests carrying ski gear to and from the base area, it 
creates a safe but awkward access route, especially during crowded periods.   

Shuttle Service 
Although the majority of MHR’s visitation occurs at MHR West, a large portion of the resort’s 
parking is located at MHR East.  Because MHR’s skiing terrain does not connect its East and 
West facilities, MHR initiated a shuttle service between the MHR East and West base areas.  The 
resort operates four, 40-passenger buses to transport guests between MHR East and MHR West.  
The resort offers continuous shuttle service from 8:00 am until 10:00 pm daily.  With reasonably 
uncongested highway conditions, the travel time between base areas is about five minutes; 
however, during crowded periods, round trips can take as long as 30 minutes. 

MHR provides drop-off areas at both MHR East and West; however, neither drop-off area is well 
segregated from the parking lots.  This leads to decreased efficiency and poor circulation. MHR 
shuttle buses add to the congestion in these areas.  The drop-off areas are too small for efficient 
use by both passenger vehicles and resort shuttle buses. 

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES FOR PARKING AND RESORT ACCESS 

Alternative A 
Available parking does not accommodate MHR’s existing visitation, particularly on peak days. 
Under the No Action alternative, vehicle and pedestrian circulation problems associated with 

18 MHR personnel screen people entering their parking lots and turn away obvious non-skiers; these snowplayers 
then park on the highway. 
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inadequate facilities and structures would continue.  As a result, guests would continue to park 
on the shoulders of the MHR West access road and along Highway 2.  Emergency vehicles 
would continue to be hindered as a result of the crowded conditions in the base area as well. 
Resort shuttle buses would continue to operate between MHR East and West, and guest drop-off 
areas would remain congested and difficult to access. 

Through periodic monitoring of the current condition and as a portion of this analysis, the Forest 
Service and MHR are concerned that this situation would continue to present an ongoing public 
safety hazard with respect to potential pedestrian/vehicle conflicts along Highway 2. 

Alternative B 

Parking 

MHR West 
At MHR West, the eastern edge of the upper lot would be expanded by approximately 2.6 acres 
to provide a total of 7.5 acres of parking.  When combined with the 1.8 acres of existing parking 
within the lower lot, a total of 9.3 acres of parking at MHR West would accommodate 1,553 
vehicles (approximately 4,193 people). 

MHR East 
Under Alternative B, approximately 2.7 acres of new parking would be created across the 
highway from MHR East. Development of this parking lot would accommodate approximately 
419 vehicles (1,131 people).  This would be in addition to the existing lot at MHR East, which 
can accommodate approximately 1,116 vehicles (3,013 people).  With MHR employees parking 
in the proposed parking lot at MHR East, rather than in guest spaces adjacent to the slopes and 
guest facilities at both base areas, additional space would be available to accommodate resort 
guests. 

Summary 
Total resort parking at MHR would be approximately 19.2 acres, accommodating 2,976 vehicles 
or 8,035 people. Although MHR’s CCC would remain at 6,500 guests under this proposal, this 
total represents a “comfortable” day.  By design, it is assumed that a resort will periodically 
exceed its CCC by 20 percent or more.  As a result parking in excess of 6,500 guests would 
result in a properly balanced facility, which would provide adequate parking to accommodate 
peak days as well as account for employees and the flexible ticketing system, which often results 
in overlap at the resort.  By accommodating existing demand for parking with more adequate 
parking facilities at MHR, congestion and parking on the shoulder of Highway 2 would be 
relieved and pedestrian vehicle conflicts would be reduced. 

Vehicular and Pedestrian Circulation 
Vehicles would continue to circulate in a one-way direction at MHR West, with designated 
entrance and exit roads.  This would further improve vehicle circulation while reducing safety 
risks to pedestrians. The new access road leading to the Bullwheel Saloon would allow resort 
shuttles to access the new learning center. 

Mountain High Resort  
2001 Master Development Plan, Environmental Assessment 

Chapter III – Existing Conditions and Environmental Consequences 
III-36 



At MHR East, the new lot would be of a sufficient size to necessitate the construction of separate 
entry and exit roads. This would enhance the flow of traffic through the lot by avoiding the 
confusion associated with one two-direction access point. It is uncertain at this time if CalTrans 
would require additional highway development (i.e. acceleration and deceleration lanes, as well 
as turn lanes) in conjunction with the new lot. 

Pedestrian circulation would be further enhanced by the addition of a designated drop-off zone 
(with separate bus and private vehicle drop-off areas) at MHR West.  This would be possible 
with the removal of the existing modular buildings and the relocation of these services to the 
proposed Day Lodge. Emergency access to the first aid/ski patrol facilities at MHR West would 
also improve over existing conditions due to well-planned vehicular circulation and an improved 
base area drop-off. 

Shuttle Service 
MHR proposes to utilize its existing shuttle service between the two base areas to transport 
guests from the proposed parking area on the north side of Highway 2 at MHR East.  However, 
the potential exists for pedestrian and vehicle conflicts as many guests would invariably be 
inclined to walk across Highway 2. Similar situations at various resorts in North America have 
demonstrated that a certain percentage of guests cannot be enticed to ride shuttles and will walk 
to the base area facilities. 

With careful monitoring of the situation by MHR, installing appropriate signage for both 
pedestrians and motorists, and a MHR-operated shuttle from the parking lot to the base area, 
these conflicts should be manageable.   

Snowplay Parking 
Alternative B does not specifically address the problems associated with inadequate parking for 
snowplayers. Operational problems due to snowplayers are anticipated to continue under this 
scenario. However, the situation would be partially remedied in an indirect way with expanded 
parking facilities to specifically accommodate MHR’s skiing clientele.  As a result, this may 
translate to fewer total vehicles parking on Highway 2. 

Cumulative Effects to Parking and Resort Access 
Correspondence with CalTrans in 2002 confirmed that although some small, isolated projects 
(asphalt repair, guardrail installation and repair, etc.) are in the initial stages of development, no 
specific projects are currently planned to address traffic congestion or flow problems along 
Highway 2 between MHR and Wrightwood.   
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G. RECREATION 
MHR and the Forest Service are committed to fostering improved recreation opportunities within 
the SUP while at the same time respecting recreational uses of adjacent NFS lands.  This 
commitment is complementary to management direction (Forest goals, policies, and objectives) 
found in the LRMP pertaining to recreation,19 particularly: 

� Operate and maintain recreation developments to assure they are neat and sanitary to enhance 
the visitor’s outdoor recreation experience. 

� Manage developed sites… to prevent site deterioration from overuse, maintain healthy 
vegetation, and rehabilitate sites needing improvement to satisfactory condition. 

Recreational Opportunity Spectrum 
The Forest Service Recreation Opportunity Spectrum (ROS) is a classification system that 
categorizes NFS land by its setting and defines classes of probable outdoor recreation activities 
and experience opportunities that are likely to be provided. In short, the land and water of NFS 
lands are inventoried and mapped by ROS class to identify which areas currently provide what 
kinds of opportunities. This is accomplished by inventorying three “settings” of an area: (1) 
physical – size, remoteness, and evidence of human activity, (2) social – number and type of 
human encounters, opportunity for solitude, and (3) managerial – the amount and type of 
restrictions placed on people’s actions.  Inventorying these settings helps identify the quality and 
quantity of recreation opportunities, inconsistencies, and the current mix of opportunities.     

The ROS ranges from Primitive to Urban. Based on the three settings, the ROS map 
accompanying the LRMP designates the portion of the ANF encompassing MHR as Rural. In 
the Rural class settings, the sights and sounds of human activity are readily evident, though less 
pronounced and less concentrated than in the Urban class. Levels of use vary, but do not reach 
those concentrations of the Urban class except at specialized and developed sites, such as MHR. 

While the characteristic landscape is often dominated by human-caused geometric patterns, there 
is also a dominant sense of open, green space.  The principals adopted by the ROS system to 
assess the visual attractiveness of the Rural settings dictate that human-caused visual patterns 
will dominate the landscape.   

Winter Recreation 
The Blue Ridge ski area (now known as MHR West) originally opened in 1937.  Holiday Hill 
(MHR East) was started in 1948 as a separate ski area. Over the past few decades, each area has 
had several owners and investors that have contributed to their successes.  In 1980 Holiday Hill 
and MHR West were combined to form Mountain High Ski Area.  The current owners, Mountain 
High Holdings, purchased the resort in 1997 and have contributed more than seven million 
dollars to upgrades and enhancements. 

19 USDA Forest Service, Angeles National Forest Land and Resource Management Plan, 1987. pg. 4-4 
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MHR is comprised of 46 trails on 220 acres of skiable terrain. Approximately 95 percent of this 
area has snowmaking coverage.  The terrain distribution is approximately 25 percent beginner, 
35 percent intermediate, and 50 percent advanced.  There are five terrain parks and one halfpipe 
for a variety of terrain. MHR has a total of 13 lifts including three four-person chairlifts, two 
three-person chairlifts, five two-person chairlifts, and three surface lifts.  The vertical drop is 
approximately 1,600 feet.   

The resort is divided into two base areas, each accessing distinct areas of the mountains.  MHR 
East offers longer and more advanced skiing terrain, while MHR West provides more wide open 
runs and beginner areas. Both base areas offer ticket sales, restaurants, restrooms, rentals, retail, 
and ski school. 

MHR East 
MHR East offers ticket sales, food service, retail, and rentals. Gusts can also participate in ski 
school lessons at MHR East. This portion of the resort offers primarily intermediate and expert 
terrain. 

MHR East has a marked deficiency in beginner terrain.  The terrain that is available is not 
located proximate to base area facilities.  Guests currently have to walk approximately 650 feet 
to reach the base of the Easy Rider Chairlift, which services the only green terrain at MHR East.  
These beginner-level guests are inherently unaccustomed to maneuvering with ski/snowboard 
equipment, creating a less-than-ideal situation for first-timers and beginners.   

MHR West 
MHR West also offers ticket sales, food service, retail, and rentals.  This portion of the resort 
offers skiing opportunities for beginners and intermediate skiers.  MHR West is more widely 
utilized because its terrain is more accessible to wider range of skiers and has more extensive 
snowmaking coverage.  As a result, its skier service facilities, which are aging and undersized, 
are often overtaxed. 

MHR West has a focus on freestyle skiers and snowboarders, with 11 designated trails, one jib 
park, and one halfpipe. This is another reason more people are drawn to this portion of the 
mountain, and it also results in more people utilizing undersized facilities. 

The Children’s Academy is a designated ski school meeting area that facilitates the experience 
for first time and beginner skiers.  However, teaching terrain at MHR West is not easily 
accessible. The existing Snowflake Chairlift is not appropriately located for beginner and novice 
skiers, who must walk to it from the base area.  The terrain that is accessible from the Snowflake 
Chairlift is not well suited for beginners.   

The nature of terrain grades and topography in the MHR West base area tend to cause skier 
congestion on busy days and during afternoon egress.  Safety concerns arise as intermediate and 
advanced skiers descending from more challenging terrain mix with slower skiers within the 
beginning and teaching terrain near the MHR West base area.   
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MHR has a Comfortable Carrying Capacity (CCC) of 6,500 (approximately 3,090 at MHR East 
and 3,410 at MHR West).  Although the existing terrain can accommodate 6,900 skiers-at-one-
time (SAOT), the existing lift capacity is capable of accommodating only 6,500 SAOT.  By 
design, this is often exceeded on weekends and holidays. As a result of crowding and congestion 
in the resort’s facilities (lift lines, beginner terrain, parking, restrooms, food service), MHR has 
limited daily ticket sales to prevent overcrowding on- and off-slope for the past three seasons. 

On busy weekends, parking demand exceeds capacity, resulting in vehicles spilling over onto 
both sides of Highway 2, sometimes as far as Wrightwood.  Guests parking on Highway 2 
sometimes walk up to three miles (in full ski gear) to reach MHR East.  Lift line waits can 
approach 15 minutes, and restroom lines can exceed 30 minutes.  Food service has become 
overtaxed; sometimes guests wait up to 20 minutes to get their food, then stand while eating 
because all seats are occupied.  Movement within buildings becomes difficult as attendance 
levels peak, this has occasionally resulted in MHR staff limiting guest entry into buildings.  It is 
logical to conclude that some guests may give up and leave the resort out of frustration. 

Non-Skiing Winter Activities 
Snowplay is a dispersed winter recreation activity on NFS lands adjacent to MHR; as a result, 
many people come to recreate in the Wrightwood vicinity during the winter.  With limited 
parking options, dispersed recreationists attempt to park in MHR’s parking lots, which are 
specifically designated for skiing guests. When the snowplayers are turned away or the lots are 
full, they (and skiers who could not find parking in the lots) frequently park along Highway 2, 
thereby increasing traffic congestion and the potential for pedestrian/vehicle conflicts.  This 
situation causes logistical problems for the resort, the Forest Service, and the Highway Patrol. 

Summer Recreation 

Blue Ridge Trail 
The Blue Ridge Trail (BRT) is an approximately 1.6-mile segment of multiple-use trail 
traversing Sawmill Canyon between the East Blue Ridge Road and Highway 2.  The BRT 
departs the Blue Ridge Road just east of the Blue Ridge Campground near the base terminal of 
the Discovery Chairlift, and ends at Highway 2 near the MHR West exit road.  The BRT is open 
to hikers, bikers, and equestrians and is commonly used to access the Pacific Crest Trail.   

Pacific Crest Trail 
The Pacific Crest Trail (PCT), dedicated by Congress in 1993, is a 2,650-mile passage spanning 
three western states (California, Oregon and Washington) between the Mexican and Canadian 
borders. It passes through 25 national forests and seven national parks. The PCT has five 
distinct sections, each with its own unique climate, geology, flora, and fauna.  These sections are 
Southern California, Central California, Northern California, Oregon, and Washington.  

The PCT is open to hikers and equestrians only. It is closed to all forms of motorized/ 
mechanical recreation (including bicycles).  It traverses Blue Ridge, across the upper portions of 
both MHR East and West.  Protecting the integrity of the PCT is important to both the Forest 
Service and MHR. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES FOR RECREATION 

Alternative A – No Action 
Selection of Alternative A would result in continued difficult access to beginner-level terrain; 
guests would continue to have to walk, with equipment in hand, to beginner slopes.  There would 
be no central facility for these first time or beginner guests to warm up in or take a break.   

With selection of the No Action Alternative, first time and beginner skiers would continue to 
have difficult access to less-than-ideal terrain.  Additionally, circulation problems would 
continue to trouble MHR West.  Due to the topography of the terrain, faster, more advanced 
skiers would continue to be funneled through the beginner teaching terrain near the base area as 
they try to access the out-of-base lifts. 

Restrooms, food service facilities, and other skier services would continue to be overtaxed at 
MHR West, contributing to a less than satisfactory guest experience.  Additionally, skiers and 
snowplayers would likely continue to compete for parking along Highway 2 on busy days. 

Dispersed summer recreational opportunities would remain unchanged – with hiking, biking, and 
equestrian activities occurring in the Wrightwood area.  Existing ski area operations and facilities 
would remain consistent with the ROS setting of Rural. 

Alternative B  
Alternative B proposes terrain enhancements, new lifts, and additional skier service facilities. 

MHR West 
Most of MHR West’s guest amenities, including restaurants; bar/lounge; restrooms; ski school 
offices; rentals/repair; retail shops; ticket sales; and public lockers, would be located in the 
proposed new Day Lodge. This building would provide roughly 1,300 indoor and outdoor food 
service seats, which would accommodate approximately 6,500 guests over the course of a day 
and night (five turnovers) than the existing facilities at MHR West. 

The proposed regrading of Easy Street Trail and portions of Catch Ya Later, Sunnyside, 
Creekside, and Woodworth Gulch, as well as the milling area at the base of chairlifts 1; 3; and 4, 
would improve skier circulation and safety at the MHR West base area.  Because it would 
improve circulation and skiability of the terrain, proposed vegetation removal and terrain 
regrading would effectively route faster intermediate and advanced skiers to the base area 
without impacting the beginner/teaching area at MHR West.  This regarding would enable the 
creation of a dedicated, beginner teaching area in front of the Bullwheel Saloon.  This would be 
separated from the downhill skier traffic, making a safer environment for all guests. 

The bottom terminal of the Snowflake Chairlift would be relocated approximately 160 feet 
downhill of its current location increasing its proximity to skier service facilities.  Two beginner 
surface lifts, (surface conveyors) were recently installed on the existing teaching terrain at MHR 
West on an interim basis.  With selection of Alternative B, these lifts would be realigned to 
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better complement the newly created beginner/teaching area.  One lift, roughly 200 feet in 
length, would be aligned parallel to the existing cabins on the northern edge of the teaching 
terrain. The second lift, roughly 225 feet in length, would be located slightly east, and uphill of 
the cabins.   

A proposed baby double chairlift, approximately 425 feet in length, would be installed adjacent 
to the existing Snowflake Chairlift.  The bottom terminal would be located immediately west of 
the proposed Day Lodge for easy beginner access, serving terrain that is appropriate for beginner 
level skiers and boarders. The proposed lift upgrades at the MHR West base area would provide 
a logical teaching progression for first-time skiers who would start at the teaching flats and 
eventually work their way up to the lifts that serve more advanced terrain.   

MHR East 
The learning center proposed at MHR East would provide: easily accessible restrooms, ski 
school ticketing, limited ski and snowboard rentals, and a place for first-time skiers to rest and 
warm up that is proximate to beginner terrain.  This learning center would improve the level of 
guest service at MHR East. 

In 2000, MHR installed a short handle tow at MHR East. This lift is aligned adjacent to the 
MHR East base facilities.  It accommodates beginners and has improved access to the Easy Rider 
Chairlift, thus creating a logical teaching progression. Under this proposal, MHR would install a 
different type of surface lift, commonly known as a magic carpet to make utilization of the lift 
even easier for first-time beginners.   

Terrain served by the proposed surface lift at MHR East would be graded to an average slope 
gradient of approximately eight percent; this would enhance its appropriateness for beginner-
level skiers. By providing appropriate and accessible terrain, with commensurate services for 
first-time beginners, MHR East would greatly improve its level of guest service and better 
balance the level of utilization between MHR East and West.   

Summer Recreation 
During the public scoping process, concerns were raised over how MHR’s parking lot 
reconfiguration might affect hikers on the BRT and PCT in the short term.  The ID Team 
determined that although this issue did not necessarily warrant formulation of a new alternative, 
Alternative B needed to specifically address potential effects to the BRT resulting from MHR’s 
proposed parking lot construction. 

Alternative B was revised to include provisions for temporarily relocating the BRT prior to 
constructing the MHR West parking lot expansion.  This provision would ensure that 
hiking/biking activities are not interrupted during MHR’s construction phase.  While this 
approximate 800-foot relocation of the BRT at MHR West would temporarily (i.e., 
approximately two days) displace recreationists, their experience would not be permanently 
altered, and access to the PCT would remain uninterrupted.   
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Summary 
Alternative B would be consistent with the ROS of Rural. Overall, improved guest services and 
terrain enhancements at MHR would substantially enhance the quality of the recreation 
experience by accommodating guests both on and off the slopes.   

H. SOILS AND GEOLOGY 
The following information is tiered to two geotechnical reports completed for various elements 
of the project proposal: the 2000 Preliminary Geologic Hazards Report20 addresses the location 
of the proposed Day Lodge. The 2001 Preliminary Geologic Hazards and Feasibility Report for 
Proposed Site Improvements21 evaluates potential geologic hazards relative to the four other 
facilities in this proposal. The complete technical reports are available for review in the project 
file. 

Regional Geology 
MHR is located along the northern margin of the Transverse Ranges geomorphic province, just 
south of the Mojave Desert. The Transverse Ranges consist of a complex collection of mountain 
ranges and intervening valleys with predominant east-west structural trends.  The San Gabriel 
and San Bernardino Mountains are part of this province.  The San Gabriel Mountains are the 
predominant physiographic feature of this area and are transected or bordered by a multitude of 
active and potential faults.22  Major faults include the San Andreas, San Jacinto, Sierra Madre, 
and San Gabriel. 
Typical lithographic units within this portion of the San Gabriel Mountains consist of pre-
Tertiary crystalline rocks and metamorphic rocks.  The pre-Tertiary crystalline bedrock is 
predominantly of plutonic origin with limited exposures of metamorphic rock.  The Pelona schist 
is the predominant metamorphic rock within the region.   

Local Geology 
The project site is located within the northeastern portion of the San Gabriel Mountains, just west 
of Cajon Pass. Cajon Pass marks the general boundary between the San Gabriel Mountains to 
the west and the San Bernardino Mountains to the east. Local geomorphic features include Blue 
Ridge, Table Mountain, and Swarthout Valley. MHR is located along the northern margin of 
Blue Ridge near the western terminus of Swarthout Valley.  Pelona schist is the prevalent rock 
type south of the San Andreas fault and underlies Blue Ridge. North of the San Andreas fault is 
Table Mountain, which is underlain by igneous and metamorphic rocks.   

Soils 
Soils in the project area are generally described as Quaternary Older Alluvium, derived from 
granitic-type rocks and Pelona schist.  Bahemotoch-like soils exist in the area.  The soils consist 
of typical alluvial deposits associated with rapid depositional stream and debris flow 

20 Earth Systems Southern California 2000 
21 Kleinfelder, Inc. 2001 
22 For the purposes of this document, an active fault is defined as a fault that has had displacement within the 
Holocene epoch, or last 11,000 years.  A potentially active fault is a fault that does not have evidence of movement 
within the last 11,000 years but has moved within the last 1.6 million years.  
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environments and vary in depth from 10 to 20 inches on ridges and slopes.  The infiltration rate 
on undisturbed or revegetated areas is higher than on areas compacted and disturbed.   

Faults 
Investigations indicate that the MHR East and West base areas are located within, or 
immediately adjacent to, a currently designated State of California Alquist-Priolo (A-P) 
Earthquake Fault Zone.23  The 2000 Preliminary Geological Hazards Report acknowledged the 
presence of identified faults in the immediate vicinity of the existing MHR West guest service 
buildings. 

The closest known active, or potentially active, faults to the site are the San Andreas and related 
faults located immediately north of the base areas.24  The main trace of the San Andreas Fault is 
located at the intersection of Highway 2 and Big Pines Highway.  A subsidiary fault to the San 
Andreas Fault was identified just north of the existing lodge.  This fault zone was characterized 
by offset and disturbed Quaternary soils found in analysis trenches south of the parking lot at 
MHR West.  In addition, there are abundant active or potentially active faults located in southern 
California that are capable of generating earthquakes that could affect the Wrightwood area.  
These include the Sierra Nevada and White Wolf faults located in the north and northwest of 
Antelope Valley, the abundant coastal region faults located to the southwest of the San Andreas 
Fault, and several parallel northwest trending faults located east of Antelope Valley in the 
Barstow area. 

The potential for active fault rupture is considered to be moderate to high in the vicinity of the 
MHR East and West base areas and along Highway 2.  In the event of future fault movement 
along the main trace of the San Andreas Fault, it is anticipated that secondary or subsidiary 
movement on active faults could occur.  Should such a seismic event occur, displacements of up 
to five feet are anticipated. 

Seismic Shaking 
Should a major seismic event originating on the local segment of the San Andreas Fault occur, 
Maximum Modified Mercalli scale intensities25 of approximately VIII-X (eight to ten) and peak 
horizontal ground accelerations in excess of 1.0 g26 are anticipated with intense ground shaking 
lasting at least 60 seconds. Aftershocks with magnitudes up to VII (seven) are expected.   
It is estimated that major earthquakes have occurred along the Mojave segment of the San 
Andreas Fault between intervals that range from approximately 50 to 300 years.  The average 
recurrence interval is estimated to be 132 years.  As the last major earthquake on the strike-slip 

23 The A-P Zoning Act was passed in 1972 to mitigate the hazard of surface faulting to structures for human 
occupancy.  The A-P Zoning Act’s main purpose is to prevent construction of buildings used for human occupancy 
on the surface trace of active faults.  The Act only addresses the hazard of surface rupture and is not directed toward 
other earthquake hazards.   
24 Much of the state is considered within the San Andreas rift zone. 
25 Composed of 12 increasing levels of intensity that range from imperceptible shaking to catastrophic destruction, 
the Modified Mercalli scale is designated by Roman numerals and does not have a mathematical basis; instead it is 
an arbitrary ranking based on observed effects. 

226 g = acceleration due to gravity (9.81 m/s ) 
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San Andreas Fault in this area occurred in 1857, the occurrence of an earthquake in this area 
within the next 25 years is considered likely. Based upon studies by the Working Group on 
California Earthquake Probabilities (primary source omitted), the probability of a major 
earthquake on the Mojave Segment of the San Andreas Fault is estimated to be 26 percent 
through 2024. 

Secondary Seismic Hazards 
At the present time, three water storage reservoirs are located up-mountain at MHR East and 
West – 25 million and 14 million gallons, respectively, for snowmaking and 250,000 gallons for 
domestic water above the Snowflake Chairlift in the Forest Service “Rock Reservoir.” 

The potential for liquefaction27 to occur in the project area is considered low due to the relatively 
deep groundwater table; all of the reservoirs are primarily below ground level.  The base areas 
are relatively gently sloping with consistent geologic material (alluvium) and have a low 
potential for liquefaction; the potential for ground deformation is also considered to be low.   

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES FOR SOILS AND GEOLOGY 

Alternative A – No Action 
Under the No Action Alternative, guest service buildings would remain in their current locations, 
which are not located in compliance with the A-P Zoning Act.  Should a geologic even occur in 
the vicinity of MHR, guest safety would be a concern.  The primary geologic hazard relative to 
structures that are located within identified A-P zones is severe ground shaking from earthquakes 
originating on nearby faults. In the event of a failure of any or all of these reservoirs as a result 
of seismic activity, intense, short-term flooding would likely occur in either or both base areas, 
as well as west along Highway 2 down the valley to Wrightwood.   

Alternative B 
Geologic hazards associated with earthquakes for Alternative B are the same as for Alternative 
A. However, this alternative was developed to lessen the consequences to safety and structural 
damage should a geologic event occur in the vicinity of the project area.  LA County does not 
require that subsurface geological investigations be undertaken for proposed facilities such as 
parking and ski lifts; therefore, the following discussion focuses on five proposed structures: two 
maintenance facilities, a water tank, the MHR East learning center, and the MHR West Day 
Lodge. Although the hazards are similar among all the alternatives, the consequences vary 
greatly. Under alternatives B and C, proposed guest services buildings have been relocated 
outside of the A-P Zone, thus reducing the potential risks to human safety and structural damage.   

A-P Zone 
As previously mentioned, MHR is located immediately adjacent to a currently delineated State of 
California A-P Earthquake Fault Zone for this section of the San Andreas Fault.  In Los Angeles 

27 Liquefaction is the loss of soil strength due to sudden shock, causing the soil to become a fluid mass.  In general, 
groundwater levels must be within 50 feet of the surface, and the soils must be within the saturated zone for 
liquefaction to manifest. 
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County, general requirements are in place for structures in excess of 1,000 square feet that are 
within the defined A-P Zone. Geologic studies must be performed to determine the presence or 
absence of active faults. 
Structures that are considered “habitable”28  are also required to have pre-development geologic 
studies performed to verify the absence of active faults under or adjacent to the planned building 
location. 

In compliance with the A-P Zoning Act, two separate geologic investigations were completed for 
the structures included in Alternative B. The first investigation, completed in August 2000, was 
a preliminary geologic hazards report specific to the proposed Day Lodge.  This included a 
geologic reconnaissance of the site area, review of selected geological literature, subsurface 
exploration by trenching, a seismic hazards analysis, and a written report.  The second 
investigation was a preliminary geologic hazards and feasibility report prepared for the proposed 
storage facility and Learning Center at MHR East and for the proposed water tank and 
maintenance shop at MHR West.  This included a brief reconnaissance of each site, review of 
selected geological literature, and a written report. No subsurface trenching or exploration was 
performed for the latter investigation.  The purpose of these reports was to provide a summary of 
potential geologic hazards that may affect the proposed facilities at MHR. 

Fault Rupture 
The San Andreas Fault is considered to be active; at least two great earthquake events within the 
last 200 years (1812 and 1857) have occurred in the immediate area.  Secondary fault traces are 
known to exist adjacent to the main trace of the fault.   

During the on-site investigations for the 2000 Preliminary Geologic Hazards Report, several 
trace faults were identified approximately 700 feet southwest of the main fault trace in the 
vicinity of the existing MHR West guest service buildings.  It is likely that these more southerly 
faults continue to the southeast and exist at depths near the northern base of the mountains.  An 
additional fault offsetting Quaternery sediments, with a northeast trend, may be geomorphically 
expressed to the southwest by aligned drainages and ridgeline saddles.  This fault travels just to 
the south of the proposed maintenance facility, which is south of the Bullwheel Saloon.  The 
potential for future fault rupture in the vicinity of MHR is considered to be high.29 

Day Lodge 
In a preliminary conceptual plan, the proposed Day Lodge was located at the location of the 
existing modular MHR West base buildings.  However, because the 2000 Preliminary Geologic 
Hazards Report revealed secondary fault traces in this area, locating a new structure in this area 
would have violated the A-P Zoning Act. After an evaluation of the recommendations in the 
2000 Preliminary Geologic Hazards Report, the proposed Day Lodge was relocated to an 
appropriate site in the MHR West base area, which is in full compliance with the A-P Zoning 
Act. 

28 This is defined as 2,000+ person hours of occupation per year. 
29 Spykerman, Mark S., Preliminary Geologic Hazards and Feasibility Report for Proposed Site Improvements, July 
2001. 
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Proposed Learning Center at MHR East 
While no trenching was conducted for the proposed Learning Center, the 2001 Preliminary 
Geologic Hazards and Feasibility Report, indicates that the specified location may have 
relatively high potentials for fault rupture and other seismic-related hazards, flooding, and 
adverse soil conditions. The site, as currently planned, is located approximately 300 feet 
southwest of the buried main trace of the San Andreas Fault and is near the projected trend of the 
southerly parallel trending fault zone that is thought to exist along the base of the northeast 
facing hillsides. Therefore, the potential for subsidiary fault traces and surface fault rupture in 
this area is considered to be moderate to high.  As the site is underlain by undocumented fill and 
younger alluvial soils, liquefaction and other soil-related issues are of concern. 

Other soil-related issues could include poor bearing characteristics of shallow soils, moderate to 
high settlement potentials, expansive soils, and corrosive soils.  Because this proposed building 
is located in the immediate vicinity of the San Andreas Fault and potential subsidiary faults, and 
fits the definition of a habitable structure, the site will require further trenching to identify 
potential fault hazards. Due to the flat and open nature of the proposed site, as well as the 
relatively small size of the proposed building, it is likely that a suitable site can be found in the 
immediate vicinity of the currently proposed location. 

MHR East Storage Facility 
As proposed, the facility would be located approximately 300 feet northeast of the main trace of 
the San Andreas Fault and is within the currently designated A-P zone.  This facility has a 
relatively moderate potential for fault rupture and other seismic-related hazards, flooding, and 
adverse soil conditions.  Because the facility is larger than 1,000 square feet, it falls within the 
LA County policy guidelines, which require trenching. However, it is intended for storage only, 
with no offices or maintenance bays where personnel would be working on a continuous basis. 
Because the facility would not exceed the occupancy rate as defined by the State, the need for 
trenching may be waived.  Should Forest Service approval be granted for this facility, MHR will 
coordinate with the LA County geologist for a site inspection prior to the commencement of 
construction. 

Under Alternative B, the proposed parking lot at MHR East is located in the vicinity of the 
mouth of a well-defined intermittent drainage course.  The difference between the two 
alternatives is an additional 0.5 acres of parking surface proposed under Alternative B.  Hazards 
from seasonal flooding and possible debris flows are considered high.  Location of the proposed 
storage facility would depend on final design of the proposed parking lot. It is anticipated that 
the final location of the storage facility within the parking lot will take into account the hazards 
of seasonal floods and debris flows. 

Water Storage Tank 
The proposed water storage tank is located along the crest of a north-trending ridgeline.  Bedrock 
underlying the site consists of Pelona schist. Artificial fill composes the northerly portion of the 
pad. No faults are thought to exist under the building site.  The site is not located within a 
currently designated A-P zone or where potential fault rupture is considered a threat.  However, 
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it is recommended that a final detailed site-specific geologic, geotechnical, and engineering study 
be performed prior to construction at the site. 

MHR West Maintenance Facility 
The maintenance facility is proposed on an existing east-facing hillside.  While the site is not 
located within a currently designated A-P zone, it may have moderate potential for fault rupture 
and other seismic-related hazards, slope stability issues, and adverse soil conditions.  The site, as 
currently detailed, is estimated to be within 150 feet of the projected trace of a northeast-trending 
fault identified during the 2000 Preliminary Geologic Hazards Report.  Because the fault is 
considered to be part of the San Andreas Fault system and offsets Quaternery sediments; it poses 
a viable threat to the structural integrity of the proposed maintenance facility.   

While this site technically lies outside the currently delineated A-P zone, new geologic 
information strongly suggests that the fault zone extends much further to the south than 
previously expected. Because the potential for subsidiary fault traces and surface fault rupture in 
this area is considered to be moderate, and the proposed facility is over 1,000 square feet, fault 
trenching for this facility will likely be required by LA County.  Other issues that should be 
further addressed relate to hillside stability, potential adverse conditions relative to cut slopes or 
retaining wall backcuts, and seasonal flooding from hillside runoff.  Site-specific geologic, 
geotechnical, and engineering studies should be performed to determine the exact building 
location. 

Summary of Potential Geologic Effects 
All proposed structures would be designed in accordance with building code standards for 
Seismic Zone 4 as described in the current Los Angeles County Building Code.  Construction 
should allow for all plumbing and utility services to be connected with flexible connections 
and/or provided with convenient shutoffs.  All sites should be designed to accommodate seasonal 
sheet flooding and erosion. 

Soils 
Alternative B would require a total of approximately 32 acres of ground disturbance for all 
proposed project elements.  Approximately 10.1 acres of ground disturbance are proposed in the 
MHR West base area.  This would include terrain re-grading projects for Easy Street, Catch Ya 
Later, Sunnyside, Creekside, and Woodworth Gulch, as well as for the Snowflake Chairlift 
extension, construction of two surface lifts, and construction of the construction of the Day 
Lodge. It would also include construction of the Bullwheel access road and the maintenance 
facility. 

Ground disturbance for the parking expansion and proposed entry/exit roads at MHR West is 
approximately 10.2 acres.  Approximately 2.0 acres would be landscaped and revegetated. The 
portion to be revegetated is considered a temporary disturbance to soils.   

While construction of the proposed parking lot at MHR East would require approximately 8.7 
acres of disturbance, roughly 3.8 of these acres would be revegetated. Approximately two acres 
of ground disturbance would be associated with project elements in the MHR East base area. 
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This includes grading terrain to achieve an average slope gradient of eight percent for the 
proposed beginner area at MHR East. It also accounts for installation of the surface lift, where 
the handle tow currently sits, and construction of the learning center. 

Table II-2 provides ground disturbance numbers associated with each project element proposed 
under Alternative B. 

All areas proposed for grading have been designed to blend with the surrounding existing grades. 
Revegetation efforts pertaining to construction of all ground-disturbing projects would take place 
as soon as is practical, following soil disturbance. Along with the use of native seed mixes for 
revegetation, trees proposed for removal on-mountain would be transplanted in disturbed areas to 
the extent practical. Selected trees scheduled for removal would be transplanted using a 
clamshell-type extractor.  Licensed arborists would be contracted to ensure maximum survival 
opportunity; transplanted trees would be augmented with selected indigenous nursery trees and 
shrubs. Refer to Appendix A for a more detailed description of the landscaping and revegetation 
plan. 

Cumulative Effects to Soils and Geology 
Previous activities that have resulted in disturbances to soils and geological resources with 
MHR’s SUP area include vegetative clearing and grading of trails, parking, and base area 
facilities; access road construction; trenching for utility and snowmaking lines; and lift and 
building construction. No other past, present, or reasonably foreseeable future projects in the 
vicinity of MHR were identified as having potential to increase hazards associated with soils and 
geology. 

I. AIR QUALITY 

Scope of the Analysis 
The air quality analysis for this EA focuses on the MHR SUP area (NFS lands) and the adjacent 
private lands. MHR is a Class II Airshed that falls under the jurisdiction of the Antelope Valley 
Air Quality Management District (AVAQMD).  This district was recently apportioned from the 
South Coast Air Pollution Control District (SCAPCD), which includes Los Angeles County. 
The SCAPCD is a non-attainment area for National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) 
for particulate matter less than 10 microns (PM10). 

Since the separation of districts, the AVAQMD has seen a vast reduction in emissions and a 
strong improvement in air quality.  It was essential to surrounding community members to not be 
associated with the SCAPCD, which is also in extreme non-attainment of the NAAQS for ozone.   

Forest Plan Direction 
Forest Service direction regarding air quality related values is found in the ANF LRMP.  No 
specific air quality related standards or guidelines have been promulgated for Management 
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Prescription 5; however, general Forest Plan direction is to “continue to work toward the 
improvement of long-term air quality.”30 

Current Condition 

Air Quality Standards 
NAAQS were established by the Clean Air Act (CAA) of 1963 and have been subsequently 
amended several times since.31  Primary air quality standards were established under the act to 
protect public health; secondary standards were established to protect public welfare from any 
known or anticipated adverse effects associated with the presence of ambient air pollutants.  The 
CAA and its implementing regulations also establish air pollution emission standards for a 
variety of stationary sources. 

The US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) retains oversight authority but has delegated 
enforcement of the CAA to the states.  In California, the Air Resources Board of the California 
Environmental Protection Agency acts as the lead agency.  The state is required to develop and 
administer air pollution prevention and control programs; state standards must be either the same 
as, or more stringent than, federal CAA standards. 

Ambient air quality standards have been established for six criteria air pollutants.  These are 
sulfur dioxide (SO2), carbon monoxide (CO), ozone (O3), lead (Pb), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), and 
particulate matter (TSP, PM10 and PM2.5). Recent amendments to the regulations implementing 
the CAA expanded requirements to include particulate matter less than 2.5 microns in diameter 
(PM2.5), in addition to the previous regulatory standard applying to particulates that are 10 
microns in diameter or smaller (PM10).32  Ambient air quality standards are shown below. 

30 ANF LRMP 1987, p. 4-2 
31 As amended, at 42 USC 7401 to 7671(q), 2000 
32 Federal Register, July 18, 1997   
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Table III-1 
Ambient Air Quality Standards 

Pollutant Averaging Time Federal Standard  State Standard 

SO2 
Annual 
24-hour 

0.030ppm  -  80P/m3 

0.14ppm  - 365P/m3 0.04ppm  - 105P/m3 

PM2.5 
Annual 
24-hour 

15P/m3 

65P/m3 
* 
* 

PM10 
Annual 
24-hour 150P/m3

30P/m3 

50P/m3 

O3 1-hour 0.12ppm  - 235P/m3 0.09ppm  - 180P/m3 

CO 8-hour 
1-hour 

9ppm  - 10mg/m3 

35ppm  - 40mg/m3 
* 

20ppm  - 23mg/m3 

NO2 Annual 0.053ppm  -  100P/m3 

Pb Quarterly 1.5P/m3 

Source: CARB, 1999 
Pg/m3 = micrograms per cubic meter; mg/m3 = milligrams per cubic meter; ppm = parts per million 
* Standard is the same as federal standard. 
 No standard exists. 

In its amended form, the CAA designates two different air quality areas that receive different 
levels of protection. Class I areas generally include national parks, federally-designated 
wilderness areas that are in excess of 5,000 acres and that were created prior to 1977, national 
monuments, national seashores, and other areas of special national or regional value.  Class I 
designation warrants the highest level of protection afforded to an area.  Class II designation 
typically applies to non-Class I areas. 

Prevention of Significant Deterioration 
In addition to the NAAQS discussed above, the EPA has promulgated regulations to protect and 
enhance air quality. The Prevention of Significant Deterioration (PSD) regulations33 are 
intended to help maintain good air quality in areas that attain the national standards and to 
provide special protections for national parks, federally designated wildernesses areas, national 
monuments, national seashores, and other areas of special national or regional natural, 
recreational, scenic, or historical value. 

These regulations stipulate that new sources must not cause a decline in ambient air quality and 
must use the best available control technology to limit emissions.  PSD permits are required for 
“major emitting facilities” that emit, or have the potential to emit, 100 tons or more per year of 
any air pollutant.34 

EPA regulations specifically list the sources that are considered “major emitting facilities;” this 
list does not include ski areas.35  However, the regulations note that the term “major emitting 
facilities” also includes “any other source with the potential to emit two hundred and fifty tons 

33 42 USC 7470-7479, 1997 
34 42 USC 7475(a), 7479(1), 1997 
35 42 USC 7479(1), 1997 
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per year or more of any air pollutant.”36  A PSD permit is not required for MHR because ski 
areas are not classified as stationary sources and MHR does not have the potential to emit over 
250 tons of any regulated air pollutant. 

The CAA limits the maximum incremental increase in concentrations over baseline 
concentrations of particulate matter and sulfur dioxide.  The maximum increase of allowable 
emissions, in micrograms per cubic meter, is shown in Table III-3. 

Table III-2 
Maximum Allowable Increases in  

Concentrations Over Baseline 
Class I Airsheds Class II Airsheds 

PM10
 Annual geometric mean 
 24 hours 

5 Pg/m3

10 Pg/m3
 19 Pg/m3

 37 Pg/m3 

SO2
 Annual arithmetic mean 
 24 hours 
3 hours 

2 Pg/m3

5 Pg/m3

25 Pg/m3

 20 Pg/m3

 91 Pg/m3

 512 Pg/m3 

Total Suspended Particulate 
Annual geometric mean 5 19 
24 Hours 10 37 

Source: USDA Forest Service Air Resource Management Plan 

Conformity 
In an effort to eliminate or minimize the severity and number of violations of the NAAQS, and to 
achieve expeditious attainment of these standards, the EPA promulgated the Conformity Rule in 
1993. Conformity regulations apply to federal actions and environmental analyses in non-
attainment areas completed after March 15, 1994.  Emissions associated with Alternative B are 
expected to be below the conformity threshold limits; however, a conformity analysis will be 
performed prior to the release of a decision on this proposal and a final determination will be 
made as to whether the proposal is in conformity with the SIP. 

Air Pollution Control Measures 
On February 15, 2001, the AVAQMD filed a Petition for a Stipulated Order of Abatement with 
regard to MHR’s alleged violations of district rules and regulations in its business of operating 
public ski areas and resorts. Six Notices of Violations were cited referencing an inspection in the 
fall of 1999; these included operation of six co-generation engines and 12 compressor engines.  
The district stipulated that if MHR were to close, there would be no corresponding benefit in the 
reduction of air contaminants because skiers would then be required to travel greater distances to 
other ski areas, thereby increasing emissions from mobile sources.   

It was determined that MHR would be required to reduce excess emissions from it operations to 
the maximum extent feasible until full compliance is reached.  Since that time, MHR has paid 

36 42 USC 7479(1), 1997 
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excess emissions fees and made some modifications of permit conditions to correct some of the 
violations. 

Additional projects identified in the petition include the statement that MHR “shall replace or 
convert to alternative fuel its fleet of four (4) shuttle buses used to convey its patrons between 
East and West resort.”  In September of 2002, MHR requested a modification of the stipulated 
order of abatement because they were unable to comply with the requirement to replace or 
convert to alternative fuel its fleet of buses. Their existing buses could not be re-powered with 
alternative fuels due to the age of the engines.   

MHR’s aging diesel buses currently emit 46.2 grams of NOx per mile.  Diesel engines 
manufactured between 1991 and 1993 have an emission rate of 25.5 grams of NOx per mile.  As 
a result, the AVAQMD and MHR agreed on September 18 to modify the stipulated order of 
abatement to state that MHR “shall replace its fleet of four (4) shuttle buses used to convey its 
patrons between East and West resorts by rental, lease, or purchase of replacement buses 
powered by diesel engines manufactured between 1991 and 1995 or after 1998.” 

MHR currently has operating permits for both the East and West portions of the resort.  These 
permits stipulate that there is a 25-ton maximum potential to emit for all criteria pollutants.  As a 
condition of maintaining operational status, MHR must not emit more than this limit.  MHR is in 
compliance with the AVAQMD requirements. 

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES TO AIR QUALITY 

Alternative 1 – No Action 
Under the No Action Alternative, no additional lift or building construction would occur.  MHR 
would remain in its current operational state and no changes to air quality would be anticipated. 

Any changes in emission regimes would be independent of MHR’s currently proposed 
improvements.  Changes in area source emissions would be attributable to potential changes in 
visitation patterns at MHR and to development within the area.   

No additional sources of fugitive dust from new construction or traffic on dirt roads would be 
anticipated because no new facilities would be built and no additional up-mountain maintenance 
traffic would be expected. Fugitive dust from traffic on paved roads would be anticipated to 
increase in proportion with long-term increases in resort visitation. 

MHR has committed to replace its fleet of four shuttle buses with more modern and more 
efficient diesel powered buses. MHR is limited in the amount of time that snowmaking 
operations dependent on diesel generators occurs; this is to reduce emissions associated with 
internal combustion engines for the compressed air.   
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Alternative B  
Implementation of Alternative B would constitute a federal action within a non-attainment area; 
therefore, it would be required to conform to the approved air quality State Implementation Plan 
(SIP). 

Increased visitation is not proposed under Alternative B. The alternatives are intended to better 
accommodate existing visitation levels with improved facilities.  As a result, emission levels of 
criteria pollutants from mobile sources are not expected to increase with implementation of 
either action alternative.  Alternative B would result in an improvement to traffic/circulation 
patterns and effectively reduce congestion and delays. The proposed parking expansion would 
also decrease the amount of time that cars are idling while drivers look and wait for parking 
spaces; thereby reducing emissions from mobile sources in the area.   

Under Alternative B, more guests would be parking at MHR East; therefore, more guests would 
utilize the inter-resort shuttle service.  In their need to comply with stipulations set forth by the 
AVAQMD, MHR would need to accommodate this increase in bus utilization by making their 
existing transportation system more efficient.  This would be accomplished in part by the 
replacement of the existing fleet with more modern diesel powered buses, but it would also 
require additional measures of efficiency (i.e., waiting for a full bus before leaving the parking 
area). 

With respect to point source emissions, more energy efficient utilities would be incorporated into 
the design of new buildings. The proposed Day Lodge would be constructed with modern 
heating systems and kitchen equipment, which would also reduce emissions from these sources 
and conserve energy. There would be no substantive changes to the snowmaking system as a 
result of implementing Alternative B; therefore, emissions from these sources are not anticipated 
to change. Terrain modifications at MHR West may necessitate the removal and reinstallation of 
some snowmaking infrastructure. 

There would likely be short-term effects to air quality during the construction phase of either 
alternative.  An increase in heavy equipment emissions and fugitive dust from construction 
activities would likely occur temporarily.  MHR would utilize Best Management Practices 
(BMPs) set forth by the Forest Service in its construction design and implementation.  For 
example, should construction occur under dry conditions, all exposed soil, including roadways, 
parking lots, and building areas, would be sufficiently watered to prevent excessive amounts of 
dust. In the absence of natural precipitation, watering of these areas would occur at least daily 
with complete coverage.   

Cumulative Effects 
The project elements of this proposal in conjunction with current operations at MHR would not 
have a significant cumulative effect on air quality.  No increase in total emissions of pollutants is 
expected to result from Alternative B as a result of a more efficient transportation system and 
modern utilities at proposed facilities. Mobile source emissions would be similar to existing 
conditions or slightly reduced as cars are able to circulate more freely through the area and more 
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readily find space to park.  There would be no additional point sources as a result of either 
alternative. 

This proposal was determined not to have a significant impact on air quality resources as defined 
by the AVAQMD guidelines in that it: 1) does not generate total emissions exceeding accepted 
thresholds, 2) conforms with applicable plans, 3) does not generate a violation of any ambient air 
quality standards, and 4) does not expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 
concentrations.37  Alternative B would be considered to conform to the present SIP; no further air 
quality analysis is required to meet this requirement of the Clean Air Act (CAA).   

J. INFRASTRUCTURE AND UTILITIES 

Domestic Water 
The resort’s primary domestic water source is a Forest Service well located 300 feet east of the 
Easy Rider Chairlift’s bottom terminal.  Water from this well is pumped to the Forest Service 
Rock Reservoir above the MHR West base area.  The water is then gravity fed from the 
reservoir, back through the supply pipeline, to spur lines, which feed all base area buildings at 
MHR West.  This is a shared system operated by the Big Pines Camping and Water Service 
Association with a variety of users. During periods of high use the aging system frequently has 
distribution problems. 

MHR wells 1-5 are also located in the MHR East base area.  Although MHR owns these wells, 
the Forest Service maintains the water rights to them.38  Water from these wells is pumped to a 
storage tank at the top of the Easy Rider Chairlift (water tank #3). From here, the water can be 
utilized in one of three ways.  This water is the sole source of domestic water at MHR East; it is 
gravity fed to a pumphouse at the base of the Easy Rider Chairlift and then pumped through the 
supply line to the MHR East base area facilities. 

The water from wells 1-5 is also used for snowmaking.  From water tank #3, water is gravity fed 
to the maintenance/snowmaking/administration building where high-pressure pumps feed the 
East Reservoir. Back-flow prevention valves have been installed to prevent snowmaking water 
from entering the domestic water supply network.  The Forest Service water system that supplies 
MHR West can be supplemented (if necessary) by MHR wells #1 through #5.  As a point of 
reference, there is a collapsed water storage tank under the Blue Ridge Express Lift at MHR 
West that is no longer utilized for water storage purposes. 

Domestic water for the Grand View Bistro, an on-mountain restaurant located atop MHR East, is 
drawn from a buried tank located adjacent to the building.  A spur from the East Reservoir 
snowmaking water supply line supplies the tank.  Water from the buried tank is treated for 
domestic use in the Grand View Bistro. 

37 AVAQMD, CEQA and Federal Conformity Guidelines, May 2002 
38 This agreement is detailed in Appendix E of the SUP.   
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Fire suppression at the MHR East base area is supported by a fire hydrant located adjacent to the 
facility maintenance shop.  The hydrant is fed from water tank #3. None of the buildings in the 
MHR East base area are currently equipped with fire suppression sprinklers. The pumphouse 
below the East Reservoir can be used to supply water from the reservoir for fire suppression 
purposes at the Grand View Bistro. 

At MHR West, a fire hydrant is located at the base of the Blue Ridge Chairlift.  This hydrant is 
fed from the snowmaking storage tanks (Twin Tanks) above the generation building.  The 
Bullwheel Saloon is equipped with fire suppression sprinklers, which are fed from the Twin 
Tanks. No other buildings in the MHR West base area are currently equipped with fire 
suppression sprinklers; therefore, they would be accommodated by the fire hydrant. 

Wastewater 

MHR East 
Wastewater generated at the MHR East base area is discharged to three septic tanks located at 
the northeast corner of the base lodge. The three tanks have volumes of 1,250 gallons; 2,250 
gallons; and 3,000 gallons, for a total storage capacity of 6,500 gallons.  The three septic tanks 
discharge to an 8,400 square foot leach-field located on the north side of Highway 2. 

The MHR East base area wastewater system has a design capacity of 20,000 gallons per day 
(gpd). Present wastewater flows at MHR East average 15,000-18,500 gpd. 

Wastewater generated at the Grand View Bistro is discharged to a 3,000-gallon septic tank, 
which drains to a 1,500-square foot leach-field located approximately 430 feet southwest of the 
building. 

MHR West 
Wastewater generated at the MHR West base area is discharged to four septic tanks: a 3,000-
gallon tank at the Bullwheel Saloon, a 4,000-gallon tank at the ski school/ administration cabins, 
and two 5,000 gallon tanks adjacent to the restrooms facility.  The four tanks have a total storage 
volume of 17,000 gallons.  The septic tanks discharge to an extended aeration, package sewage 
treatment (secondary treatment) plant located on the north side of Highway 2.  Treated effluent is 
discharged to a leach-field, which is directly west of the treatment plant.  The design of the 
leach-field includes a 100 percent expansion area.  The treatment plant and leach-field is capable 
of functioning as a septic tank/ leach-field system in the event of aeration system failure. 

The MHR West wastewater system has an average design capacity of 15,000 gpd and an existing 
maximum design capacity of 27,000 gpd.  As described above, this capacity can be doubled in 
volume.  Wastewater flows at MHR West currently average 15,000 gpd. 
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Summary 
Average peak visitation at MHR is approximately 8,630 (including day and night skiers).39 

Using an industry norm of five gallons of water per skier per day, MHR’s wastewater treatment 
system must be able to accommodate 43,150 gpd.  With combined capacities of 47,000 gpd 
(20,000 and 27,000 at East and West, respectively), the resort is able to accommodate peak 
visitation. 

Power 
Power is supplied to MHR via a 12 kilovolt (kV) Southern California Edison (SCE) main line 
that connects Wrightwood with Lancaster.  Because the SCE line has limited load capacity, 
MHR supplements SCE power with its own generation plant.  MHR’s generation plant is located 
in the MHR West base area and consists of six, 480 volt diesel generators; two 1,600 kilowatt 
(kW) generators; and four 1,200 kW generators, which provide a total of 6,400 kW of power.  
MHR’s existing power supply is adequate to meet current electrical demands of the resort. 

MHR East 
Power is supplied to MHR East via the main SCE power line from Wrightwood.  Up-mountain 
power is fed by a 12 kV SCE spur that travels up the Goldrush trail, terminating at a junction 
near the Grand View Bistro. From the junction, one 12 kV line continues to Frost Peak, and a 
second 12 kV line feeds the Grand View Bistro and a transformer.  The transformer subsequently 
feeds power to the Discovery Chairlift’s top and bottom terminals and the snowmaking 
pumphouse below the East reservoir.  A series of temporary generators are set up at MHR East 
each year to assist with the additional power demands associated with snowmaking.  These run 
throughout the snowmaking season and are retired each spring. 

The MHR East 12 kV switchgear in the base area is connected to the main SCE power line from 
Wrightwood.  From the switchgear, one 12 kV line feeds the 
maintenance/snowmaking/administration building (where voltage is reduced to 480 volts by a 
transformer), and a second 12 kV line feeds a transformer at the base of the Mountain High 
Express Chairlift. Electrical lines from the maintenance/snowmaking/ administration building 
feed the base terminal of Competition Chairlift, the facility maintenance shop, and the 
rental/retail shop. The transformer at the base of the Mountain High Express Chairlift feeds the 
lift drive terminal, the base lodge, the MHR domestic water pumphouse at the base of Easy Rider 
Chairlift, and the Forest Service domestic water pumphouse. 

MHR West 
The generation plant provides power (via underground cable) to the bases of chairs 3 and 4, the 
base lodge and restroom building, and the security/compressor building. 

The SCE Blue Ridge Transformer (located in the lower parking lot) also provides power to MHR 
West. The transformer has a direct 240/120-volt feed to the Bullwheel Saloon; from here a 
MHR power line feeds the ski school/administration cabins.  A second 12 kV line connects the 

39 This number was derived from daily skier visitation numbers for the past six seasons at MHR. 
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transformer with a utility pole at the security/compressor building.  From the utility pole, the 
main 12 kV line travels underground to the base of Exhibition Chairlift.  A spur from the utility 
pole feeds an SCE transformer that services the security/compressor building.  A SCE 
transformer located near the base terminal of the Exhibition Chairlift provides power for chairs 
1, 2, 5, and 6. From the base of this lift, a MHR 12 kV buried cable feeds the West reservoir 
pumphouse. 

Fuel Storage 
MHR uses propane gas for cooking appliances and to heat base area and on-mountain buildings.  
Propane gas is stored in 1,000-gallon tanks located at strategic sites in the base areas and 
adjacent to the Grand View Bistro.  The gas is piped from the storage tanks to each building. The 
following is an inventory of propane tanks at MHR.  

x Two propane tanks are located in front of the facility maintenance shop at MHR East.  
x One propane tank is located on the west side of the base lodge at MHR East. 
x One propane tank is located on the north side of the Grand View Bistro. 
x Two propane tanks are located behind the ski school/administration cabins at MHR West. 
x Two propane tanks are located behind the security/compressor building at MHR West. 

During the summer of 1998, MHR installed new, above ground diesel and gasoline storage tanks 
at the following locations: 

x A 3,000-gallon diesel tank on the slope side of the Bullwheel Saloon used for grooming 
vehicle fueling at MHR West. 

x A 12,000-gallon diesel tank on the east side of the generation plant, used to fuel MHR’s 
electric generators. 

x A combination tank that holds 1,000 gallons of gasoline and 2,000 gallons of diesel on the 
south side of the facility maintenance shop for fueling the resort’s rolling stock, buses, and 
construction vehicles; it is also used for grooming vehicle fueling at MHR East. 

x A 12,000-gallon diesel tank in the compressor pit at MHR East, used to fuel MHR’s 
snowmaking air compressors. 

These fuel storage tanks were installed in full compliance with applicable local, state, and federal 
environmental regulations. 

Communications 
Primary communication between base area facilities and up-mountain facilities is provided via 
an in-house telephone system.  The hub for this system is in the Bullwheel Saloon.  The PBX 
system has a 100-pair line coming in from the Continental Telephone Company; 200 pairs 
radiate to the resort’s other base area and on-mountain locales.  The main communication link 
between MHR East and MHR West is damaged, and it is estimated that about 50 percent of the 
pairs are inoperable.  Overall, the system does not meet the resort’s growing communications 
needs, and therefore will require upgrading or replacement soon; however, this action is not part 
of this proposal. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES FOR INFRASTRUCTURE AND UTILITIES 

Alternative A – No Action 
Under Alternative A, no new facilities would be constructed and visitation would likely remain 
constant. As a result, domestic water needs for potable water, snowmaking, and fire suppression 
would continue to be met with the existing water system.  Wastewater treatment would continue 
under present conditions with sufficient total capacity to accommodate existing use levels, even 
on peak days. 

There would be no increase in the amount of power utilized by the resort or in the amount of fuel 
utilized by the resort. As a result there would be no need to increase the amount of fuel storage.  
Existing conditions would persist. 

Alternative B  
Alternative B is intended to better accommodate peak levels of visitation.  The same number of 
guests would utilize more efficient facilities.  As a result, there would be no anticipated increase 
in demand domestic water and wastewater associated with the implementation of this alternative.  
New lifts and facilities would create an increase in demand for electric power, but fuel storage 
and communications needs would remain the same. 

Domestic Water 
The two existing water sources have sufficient capacity to supply the resort with its domestic 
water needs. Domestic water at MHR West would continue to come from the Rock Reservoir, 
and wells 1-5 would continue to supply domestic water needs at MHR East.  As stated 
previously, demand for domestic water would not necessarily increase beyond current levels.  It 
is possible that utilization of domestic water may slightly decrease as a direct result of the 
incorporation of more efficient water fixtures in the proposed Day Lodge. 

This alternative proposes to upgrade and modernize the collapsed water storage tank under the 
Blue Ridge Express Lift to increase snowmaking storage capacity at MHR West and to serve as 
storage for fire suppression requirements for the proposed Day Lodge.  The existing water line 
from the old water storage tank to the base area facilities at MHR West would be replaced with a 
four or six-inch water line to the proposed Day Lodge to connect with the automatic fire 
suppression sprinkler system.  The capacity of the reconstructed water tank would be based on 
final design of the Day Lodge, and would range from 180,000 to 540,000 gallons, as per the 
1997 Uniform Fire Code Fire-Flow Requirements for Buildings.40  Approximately 650 feet of 
pipe would be installed during the terrain modifications and construction of both the new Day 
Lodge and maintenance facility.   

Wastewater 
The proposed Day Lodge and maintenance facility would connect with the existing wastewater 
treatment system.  Although both systems are able to be upgraded, neither would be as part of 
this alternative. As stated previously, the existing system has the capacity to accommodate peak 

40 1997 Uniform Fire Code standards for building sizes and types are available for review in the project file. 
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day visitation to the resort. It is possible that the amount of wastewater may slightly decrease as 
a direct result of the incorporation of low flow toilets in the proposed Day Lodge. 

The new line connecting the Day Lodge to the existing system at MHR West would require less 
than 100 feet of piping to make this connection.  The ground disturbance associated with this 
project element would be accounted for under construction of the new facilities and the proposed 
terrain modifications at MHR West. 

Power 
Power lines distributing electricity to the proposed Day Lodge, maintenance facility, and new 
lifts would be installed during the construction of these facilities.  Ground disturbance for these 
project elements would be accounted for under construction of the facilities themselves.  Power 
is already routed to the bottom terminal of the Snowflake Chairlift and would be relocated during 
the realignment of this lift closer to the base area feed.  Sufficient capacity exists to manage these 
increased demands on the system.   

MHR East 
The electrical lines from the maintenance/ snowmaking/administration building feed the existing 
handle tow and would continue to power the base terminal of the proposed surface lift.  The 
transformer at the base of Mountain High Express Chairlift, which feeds the Easy Rider Chairlift, 
would also provide power to the proposed learning center; ground disturbance for this project 
element would be accounted for under construction of the learning center. 

Fuel Storage 
The four 1,000 gallon propane tanks stored behind the cabins and generation plant would be 
adequate to meet anticipated food service and miscellaneous heating needs.  However, these 
tanks would likely be relocated to the proposed maintenance shop to better accommodate the 
new MHR West base area configuration. 
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APPENDIX A – LANDSCAPE AND REVEGETATION PLAN 

Alternative B proposes to modify the upper parking lot at MHR West to allow for the relocation 
of the exit road and to create additional parking at the resort.  Additionally Alternative B 
proposes a re-routed of the Bullwheel access road and construction of a proposed Day Lodge. 

The principal goals of landscape and vegetation requirements at MHR West are most importantly 
to preserve the historic character of the adjacent Big Pines Historic District (BPHD) and enhance 
the visual quality of the scenic highway corridor, while providing safe visual sight clearance and 
vehicular flow to the resort. The contour of the proposed re-graded terrain has been designed in 
a natural manner to smoothly blend into the surrounding forest.   

Implementation of Alternative B would result in the proposed Day Lodge being visible to 
passersby on Highway 2 as well as to visitors to the BPHD (Figure III-6).  The parking lot 
modifications would be slightly visible in relation to the Big Pines Restrooms (Figures III-1 
through III-5). The area immediately north of (behind) the proposed Day Lodge, which is 
proposed to be the new alignment of the access road to the Bullwheel building, and the area of 
disturbance associated with the parking lot modifications would be further revegetated with 
native species to continue the visual screening effort.   

CONCEPT DESIGN 
The overall intent of the Landscape Revegetation Plan is to replace and establish, through 
planting, Jeffrey Pine (Pinus jeffreyi) interspersed with Black Oak (Quercus Kellogii) in the 
aforementioned areas in a manner consistent with the density of the existing native forest. 
Amongst these trees, masses of native Big Berry Manzinita (Arctostaphylos glauca) and 
Mountain Whitethorn (Ceonothus cordurlatus) will be planted.  These plantings will provide an 
effective visual screen and aesthetically blend the disturbed areas back into the native forest. 
Native shrubs selected for their hardiness and visual interests, such as foliage color; texture; 
flowering characteristics; and berries, will be employed to create an attractive drought tolerant 
xeriscape in addition to those species listed above. 
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Plant materials to be used in this manner may include: 

Common Name Scientific Name 
Wild Onion Allium sp. 
Utah Serviceberry Amelanchier utahensis 
Birch-leaved Mountain Mahogany Cercocarpus betuloides var. betuloides 
Rubber Rabbit Brush Chrysothamnus mauseosus ‘Burnadinos’ 
Western Virgins Bower Clematis ligusticifolia 
Nevins Bird Beak Cordylanthus nevinii 
Smooth leaf yerba santa Eriodictlyon trichaclyx 
Western Wallflower Erysimun capitatum ssp. capitatutm 
White Hawkweed Hieracium albiflorum 
Thick-Leaved Lotus Lotus crassifolius var. crassifolius 
Southern Monardella Monardella australis 
Western Choke Berry Prunus virginiana 
Grinelli’s Beardtongue Penstemon grinelli var. grinelli 
Coffeeberry Rhamnus californica 
Snowberry Symphoricarpos rotundifolius 

LANDSCAPE IMPLEMENTATION 
To accomplish the revegetation effort, healthy tree and shrub specimens of up to an eight inch 
diameter at breast height (dbh), within areas of proposed disturbance, will be tagged and 
relocated within the surrounding disturbed area. Trees and shrubs from areas proposed for 
disturbance will be boxed or spaded and immediately relocated to the areas adjacent to the 
parking lot disturbance. 

If timing does not permit the immediate relocation of these species to their new sites, the trees 
and shrubs will be relocated to a temporary on-site nursery.  While in the nursery, the plant 
material will be irrigated with a water conserving, bubbler drip system twice a week directly on 
the root systems. 

To augment the supply of native species, supplemental trees may need to be purchased from 
contract growers. Jeffrey Pine have a growth rate of 1.5 to three feet per year and can be 
purchased in five gallon containers (four to five feet tall) or larger.  Black Oak trees are available 
in 15 gallon bushels approximately four to five feet in height.  Over the course of five years, 
these trees would be expected to double in height.  The Big Berry Manzinita shrub makes an 
excellent visual screen that is very dense and reaches up to twelve feet at full maturation.  
Supplemental specimens could be purchased at a size of two to three feet (15 gallons) and would 
grow an additional two to three feet over the next five years.   

Plant materials will be installed on prepared slopes preferably in the springtime as soon as snow 
conditions permit.  They will be maintained during their establishment period through the use of 
a bubbler drip system.  Water will be applied twice weekly for approximately six months to help 
ensure revegetation success and supplemental watering will occur as needed for several growing 
seasons. MHR will also work with a local community college, forestry program, or contract 
grower as a contingency for the success of the landscape/revegetation effort. 
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RECOMMENDED CONTRACTORS/SOURCES 

General Landscape Contracting: 
Valley Crest Landscape and Site Construction 
12087-10 North Lopez Canyon Road 
San Fernando, CA 91342 
818.834.1000 

Transplanting: 
Valley Crest Tree Company 
12087-40 Lopez Canyon Road 
San Fernando, CA 91342 
818.899.1100 

 Contract Growers: 
El Nativo Growers, Inc. 
200 South Peckham Road 

  Azusa, CA 91702 
616.969.8449 
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APPENDIX B – PLANT SPECIES OBSERVED AT MHR
Scientific Name Common Name 
Abies concolor 
Acer macrophyllum 
Achillea millefolium 
Allium sp. 
Amelanchier utahensis 
Artemisia californica 
Artemisia tridentata 
Aguilegia formosa 
Brassica sp. 
Bromus carinatus 
Bromus hordeaceus 
Bromus rubens 
Calocedrus decurrens 
Calochortus invenustus 
Caulanthus amplexicaulis var. amplexicaulis 
Ceanothus cordulatus 
Cercocarpus betuloides var. betuloides 
Chrysothamnus nauseosus 
Clematis ligusticifolia 
Cordylanthus nevinii 
Cornus sericea ssp. sericea 
Cuscuta californica 
Dactylis glomerata 
Epilobium canum ssp. latifolium 
Equisetum laevigatum 
Erigeron foliosus var. foliosus 
Eriodictlyon trichaclyx 
Eriogonum umbellatum var. wrightii 
Eriogonum wrightii var. subscaposum 
Erysimun capitatum ssp. capitatum 
Hieracium albiflorum 
Lolium multiflorum 
Lotus crassifolius var. crassifolius 
Lupinus sp. 
Melilotus alba 
Melilotus indica 
Mimulus guttatus 
Monardella australis 
Nicotiana attenuata 
Pedicularis semibarbata 
Penstemon grinnelli var. grinnelli 
Pinus coulteri 
Pinus jeffreyi 
Pinus lambertiana 
Poa secunda ssp. secunda 
Potentilla gracilis fastigiata 
Prunus verginiana 
Pteridium aquilinum var. pubescens 
Purshia tridentata 
Quercus kellogii 
Rhamnus californica 

White fir 
Big-leaf maple 
Yarrow 
Wild onion 
Utah serviceberry 
California sagebrush 
Big sagebrush 
Crimson columbine 
Mustard 
Brome 
Brome 
Brome 
Incense cedar 
Shy mariposa lily 
Smooth jewel flower 
Mountain whitethorn 
Birch-leaved mountain mahogany 
Rubber rabbitbrush 
Western virgins bower 
Nevin’s bird-beak 
Ameican dogwood 
Dodder 
Orchard grass 
California fuchsia 
Smooth scouring rush 
Leafy fleabane 
Smoothleaf yerba santa 
Munz’s sulfur buckwheat 
Wright’s buckwheat 
Western wallflower 
White hawkweed 
Ryegrass 
Thick-leaved lotus 
Lupine 
White sweet clover 
Yellow sweet clover 
Monkeyflower 
Southern monardella 
Thin tobacco 
Half-bearded lousewort 
Grinnell=s beardtongue 
Coulter pine 
Jeffrey pine 
Sugar pine 
One-sided bluegrass 
Northwest cinquefoil 
Western cokeberry 
Western bracken fern 
Antelope bush 
Black oak 
Coffeeberry 
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Ribes cereum 
Rosa woodsi var. ultramontana 
Rubus parviflora 
Rumex crispus 
Salix lemmonii 
Sarcodes sanguinea 
Scirpus sp. 
Silene vercunda ssp. playota 
Sisyrinchium bellum 
Stachys albens 
Symphoricarpos rotundifolius 
Urtica dioica ssp. holosericea 
Veratum californicum var. californicum 
Verbena lasiostachys var. lasiostachys 
Veronica anagallis aquatica 
Source: Jones & Stokes 2001 

Wax currant 
Interior wild rose 
Thimbleberry 
Curly dock 
Lemmon’s willow 
Snow plant 
bulrush 
Curly dock 
Blue-eyed grass 
White hedge nettle 
Snowberry 
Stinging nettle 
Corn lily 
Verbena 
Water speedwell 
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APPENDIX C – WILDLIFE SPECIES OBSERVED IN THE 
VICINITY OF MHR 

Scientific Name Common Name 
Reptiles and Amphibians 
Cnemidophorus tigris Western whiptail 
Eumeces skiltonianus Western skink 
Sceloporus occidentalis Western fence lizard 
Thamnophis hammondii Two-striped garter snake 
Birds 
Aphelocoma californica 
Archilochus alexandri 
Buteo jamaicensis 
Calyptes anna 
Carduelis tristis 
Carpodacus mexicanus 
Carthartes aura 
Colaptes auratus 
Contopus sordidulus 
Corvus corax 
Cyanocitta stelleri 
Falco sparverius 
Hirundo rustica 
Melanerpes formicivorus 
Melospiza melodia 
Petrochelidon pyrrhonota 
Poecile gambeli 
Psaltriparus minimus 
Saynoris nigicans 
Ssialia mexicana 
Sturnus vulgaris 
Tachycineta bicolor 
Tachyceneta thalassina 
Tyrannus verticalis 
Zenaida macroura 
Mammals 

Western scrub jay 
Black-chinned hummingbird 
Red-tailed hawk 
Anna’s hummingbird 
American goldfinch 
House finch 
Turkey vulture 
Common flicker 
Western wood pewee 
Common raven 
Steller’s jay 
American kestrel 
Barn swallow 
Acorn woodpecker 
Song sparrow 
Cliff swallow 
Mountain chickadee 
Bushtit 
Black phoebe 
Western bluebird 
European starling 
Tree swallow 
Violet green swallow 
Western kingbird 
Mourning dove 

Sylvilagus bachmani Brush rabbit 
Spermophilus beecheyii California ground squirrel 
Ursus americanus Black bear 
Invertebrates 
Anthocharis sara Pacific orangetip 
Callophrys augustinus Brown elfin 
Papilo rutulus Western tiger swallowtail 
Pieris rapae Cabbage white 
Pontia protodice Common white 
Vanessa atlanta Red admiral 
Vanessa cardui Painted lady 
Source: Jones & Stokes 2001 
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APPENDIX D - INTERAGENCY AND INTERGOVERNMENTAL 
COORDINATION 

In accordance with regulatory direction, and in furtherance of the goal of cooperative 
management between federal, tribal, state, and local governmental entities, agencies with a likely 
interest in the Proposed Action were contacted during the project planning/scoping process. 
Interagency communication and interaction will continue in response to any additional 
information which may become available.   

Federal Agencies 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) is the agency primarily responsible for terrestrial 
implementation of the Endangered Species Act (ESA),1 and for oversight and implementation 
pertaining to non-ocean going fisheries.  Communication and coordination will continue via the 
“Level 1 Team.” 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (COE) has primary authority for enforcement of wetland 
related regulation, wetlands regulations are principally codified in section 404 of the Federal 
Clean Water Act.2  No jurisdictional wetland impacts were identified.   

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is charged with enforcement of numerous 
environmental statutes, including the Clean Air and Clean Water Acts.3  Enforcement of the 
Clean Air Act is in large part delegated to state. Enforcement of the wetland related sections of 
the Clean Water Act are the joint responsibility of the EPA and Corps of Engineers.  The EPA 
was notified as part of the scoping process for this document and their input will continue to be 
solicited throughout the analysis and documentation process.   

Jet Propulsion Laboratory 
The Jet Propulsion Laboratory (JPL) is a federally funded research and development facility 
managed by the California Institute of Technology for the National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration. 

Tribal Governments 
Generally speaking, treaty tribes have retained express governmental powers not ceded away by 
treaty or usurped by federal law. Tribes are therefore treated in a “government to government” 
manner because of their unique legal standing, and federal direction including Executive Orders 
and the National Historic Preservation Act.4  In accordance with this unique relationship, tribes 
with a known affiliation to lands within the region have been contacted directly, offered 

1 16 USC 1531 
2 33 USC 1251 to 1387 
3 42 USC 7401 and 33 USC 1251, respectively 
4 16 USC 470; see particularly Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, 64 Fed. Reg. 27,071 (1999) (to be 

codified at 36 CFR pt. 800) 
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additional information, invited to visit the area, and will be continually informed throughout the 
process. 

State Agencies 
California Department of Fish and Game 
The California Department of Fish and Game is charged to manage California's diverse fish, 
wildlife, and plant resources, and the habitats upon which they depend for their ecological values 
and for use by the public; set and enforce regulations regarding hunting and trapping of wildlife; 
issue depredation permits for selected species; set regulations under which animals may be 
possessed, taken, or controlled; determine threatened or endangered status of species for state 
listing. 

California Environmental Protection Agency 
The California Environmental Protection Agency (Cal/EPA) is charged with protecting and 
improving California’s environmental quality in order to protect public health, the welfare of its 
citizens, and the state’s natural resources.  

California Air Resources Board 
The Air Resources Board (ARB) is responsible for promulgating regulations pertaining to a 
variety of areas including state ambient air quality standards, area designations, emissions from 
motor vehicles, fuels and consumer products, and airborne toxic control measures.  The ARB is 
responsible for monitoring the regulatory activity of California's 35 local air districts, as well as 
for implementation of provisions of the Federal Clean Air Act.   

California Department of Transportation 
The State of California, Department of Transportation (Caltrans) is responsible for the design, 
construction, maintenance, and operation of the California State Highway System, as well as that 
portion of the Interstate Highway System within the state's boundaries.  The current framework 
of Caltrans was set down by Assembly Bill 69 in 1972. 

State Historic Preservation Officer 
The State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) is charged with oversight and implementation of 
the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA)5, as amended.  The provisions include 
identifying historic resources having local, statewide, or national significance, and nominating 
significant properties to the National Register of Historic Places.  Responsibilities also include 
assessing the impact of proposed development on these properties and working with individuals 
and local governments to find the most appropriate methods of developing the properties.  
NHPA requires federal agencies to survey for, and take appropriate steps to protect cultural and 
archaeological resources potentially affected by their actions. 

5 16 USC 470 
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APPENDIX E - AGENCIES AND INDIVIDUALS WHO PROVIDED 
COMMENTS 

Approximately 155 scoping notices concerning this NEPA analysis were sent to local, state, and 
federal, as well as interested individuals and organizations.  An additional 94 letters were sent 
specifically to tribal representatives. In addition, a press release was sent to local media and 
published in the Los Angeles Times detailing the proposal and noticing the public meetings.  A 
public meeting was held at MHR on April 26, 2001.  Approximately 20 people attended.  This 
meeting was held to provide information on the proposal and to elicit public comment.  
Approximately 17 responses were received based on the scoping notice and open house.  The 
following list details the agencies, individuals, and organizations that responded to the scoping 
letter, and/or attended the public meeting.   

Individuals 

Jack Cain Richard Miller 
Malcom Fukumoto Stan Murphy 
Margate Gordineir Emelie Olson 
Carol Goss Charles Parsons 
Hank Hallmark Tom Raden 
Rebecca Hogwarth Darrell Readmond 
Gary Ketchside Andrew Silva 
John and Allene Lenau Jeffrey Smith 
Lisa Lit H. Stewart 
Charles McDonald Chuck Ucker 

Organizations 

Don Tidwell Angeles Chapter of the Sierra Club 
Robert Ballou Pacific Crest Trail Association 
Bryan Bird Forest Conservation Council 

Volunteers of the Angeles National Forest 

Agencies 

Southern California Association of Governments 
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