you conaends#in-ane this week if possible. Even though the "Official™ comment period is
over, the environmental team will still be reading and logging them. We will incorporate
all of the comments that we can before the final document goes to the printer.

The Final Draft EIS/EIR will be release on March 31st. A 30 day comment period on the
document will follow. We anticipate signing the Record of Decision on May 7th.

I spoke with a member of your group today. Debbie asked some very good questions.

To date, we have had a very disappointing level of interest in the flood damage reduction
portion of the project. Your comments will help us add information to the final document.

I1"ve added a link for viewing the document below. I would concentrate your efforts on the
Executive Summary, and the description of Alternative 3 in Chapter 2. Alt. 3 is our
"Environmentally Preferred Alternative™ at this time. There is also a brief description
of operations in chapter 1 that might be helpful.

You can also give me a call to discuss the project. (916-989-7256)
The draft EIS/EIR is available for viewing online at
http://www._usbr_gov/mp/nepa/nepa_projdetails.cfm?Project 1D=1808
Thanks again for your interest.

Shawn

Shawn E. Oliver

Natural Resource Specialist

Bureau of Reclamation

Central California Area Office (Folsom)

Email soliver@mp.usbr.gov

Office (916) 989-7256

Fax (916) 989-7208

>>> "James A. Roberts" <jemsjar@comcast.net> 01/26/07 3:51 PM >>>
Attn: Shawn E. Oliver

Natural Resource Specialist
Bureau of Reclamation

California Central Area Office (Folsom)

RE: FOLSOM DAM SAFETY AND FLOOD DAMAGE REDUCTION EIS/EIR

Mr. Oliver:

An extension of the time for review of the reference EIS/EIR is requested.

This request is made both (1) as a member of the Facilities, Transportation, and Finance
Committee of the San Juan Unified School District and (2) as a resident in an area which
would potentially be adversely impacted by the potential adoption of the project. In
neither case (the District or the residences in the potentially affected area) did we
receive notice of the availability of the subject EIS/EIR for review. At a meeting last
Wednesday, January 24th, to review draft materials on another Bureau project, | was asked
what my opinion was of the referenced project. 1 had no idea that it was even being
proposed! After reading a copy of the Executive Summary, which was given to me that day,

2



1 realdaemdthatrocaseful and full review of the document is critical. Today, at another
meeting 1 was told that the comment period was to close today.

As a professional in the field of environmental assessment, | understand what pressure you
are going through to prepare the documentation and to act upon the project. However as a
citizen of the community which may be adversely affected, | also understand that we must
do whatever we can to ensure that the document is fully vetted by all stakeholders.
Needless to say, without a full review by all stakeholders, the Bureau®"s process is
considerably flawed.

Please advise.

James A. Roberts, Ph.D. CEP Emeritus

Geographer and Resource Planner

Tel: 916-483-1564



Comment #374
Tisthammer, Troy

From: Mike Finnegan [MFINNEGAN@mp.usbr.gov]
Sent: Monday, January 29, 2007 3:07 PM

To: Shawn Oliver

Subject: Fwd: Folsom Point Closure

>>> "Dalisa Sanford" <dalisasand4d@sbcglobal .net> 01/29 1:04 PM >>>
Michael,

My family resides in EI Dorado Hills and we are enthusiastic boaters who regularly use the
Brown”’s Ravine boat launch. As I°m sure you are aware, this facility is extremely busy
during the warmer months and we find that boating on the weekends is very difficult. The
facility is essentially impacted. With the expected growth of El Dorado Hills in the next
few years, it is logical the pressure on Brown’s Ravine will become even greater. 1 was
very surprised to learn of the Bureau’s plans to close down one of the few access areas
(Folsom Point) for 7 years. | was even more surprised to read that the City of Folsom was
Jjust as surprised at your plan. It seems incomprehensible that The City which your plan
so dramatically affects would not be part of the process and consulted for alternatives.

1 would strongly urge the decision makers to look for other options for the construction
yard. Many people in this region would be adversely affected by your proposed plan and
closing one of the few access points would make an already difficult situation even worse.
A City of Folsom Official was quoted as saying they are offering alternative sites for
your consideration. 1 sincerely hope the Bureau makes every effort to keep Folsom Point
open.

Dan and Dalisa Sanford

Dalisa Sanford

1922 Burton Place ¢ EDH ¢ 95762
916-939-5048

916-995-7698 (Cell)



Comment #375
Tisthammer, Troy

From: Mike Finnegan [MFINNEGAN@mp.usbr.gov]
Sent: Monday, January 29, 2007 3:06 PM

To: Shawn Oliver

Subject: Fwd: Closing of Folsom Point

>>> "Elizabeth Kastern" <ekastern@mhalaw.com> 01/29 10:39 AM >>>

To Whom It May Concern:

We live at 209 Briggs Ranch Drive in Folsom and my family and friends have enjoyed having
close walking distance access to the Folsom Point park and recreation area. The highest
selling point when buying our house 3 years ago was that we were so close to the lake.
Please include me on the record as being Opposed to the Closing of Folsom Point.

Thank you for your consideration.

Elizabeth and Brian Kastern
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Comment #376

Tisthammer, Troy

From: Porter, Stacy

Sent: Tuesday, January 30, 2007 8:20 AM

To: Tisthammer, Troy

Subject: FW: Closure of Folsom Point (UNCLASSIFIED)

From: Victorine, Rebecca A SPK [mailto:Rebecca.A.Victorine@spk01l.usace.army.mil]
Sent: Tuesday, January 30, 2007 7:49 AM

To: Shawn Oliver; Porter, Stacy

Cc: Wondolleck, John

Subject: FW: Closure of Folsom Point (UNCLASSIFIED)

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED

Caveats: NONE

From: Martin Kiff [mailto:glomart@pacbell.net]
Sent: Friday, January 26, 2007 1:15 PM

To: Victorine, Rebecca A SPK

Subject: Closure of Folsom Point

As regular users of Folsom Point, It would be very difficult to go to a different location for the years this
would be closed and unavailable to the public. We strongly recommend a staging location that is not
used by such a large segment of the public.

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED

Caveats: NONE

1/30/2007
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Comment #377

Tisthammer, Troy

From: Porter, Stacy

Sent: Tuesday, January 30, 2007 8:20 AM

To: Tisthammer, Troy

Subject: FW: FOLSOM POINT CLOSURE (UNCLASSIFIED)

From: Victorine, Rebecca A SPK [mailto:Rebecca.A.Victorine@spk01l.usace.army.mil]
Sent: Tuesday, January 30, 2007 8:06 AM

To: Shawn Oliver; Porter, Stacy

Cc: Wondolleck, John

Subject: FW: FOLSOM POINT CLOSURE (UNCLASSIFIED)

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED

Caveats: NONE

From: mschlegel2@comcast.net [mailto:mschlegel2@comcast.net]
Sent: Saturday, January 27, 2007 9:43 AM

To: themayor@folsom.ca.us; Victorine, Rebecca A SPK

Subject: FOLSOM POINT CLOSURE

January 27, 2007
To all of our honorable representatives:

RE: "PROPOSED" CLOSURE OF FOLSOM POINT STATE PARK (A.K.A. DYKE 8) by BUREAU
OF RECLAMATION AND U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS.

Please be advised that we, citizens of Folsom, CA, have been put on notice that a proposed closure of
our park is scheduled for the fall of 2007. This proposal comes from the Bureau of Reclamation and the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. It is our understanding that our beautiful park and recreation area will be
used as a construction staging area for different work projects on the dam and Mormon Island Spillway
by the Bureau and Army Corps of Engineers.

It is our belief that this closure will have deep and dramatic effects on families, businesses, tourism and
the environment. The consequences are far reaching. This is a family community. We bring our children
to the late to walk, bike, swim, picnic, fish, boat and just enjoy nature. This scenario is repeated over and
over again. Folsom Point is one of the reasons people buy homes in this area. This park is one of the
jewels of Folsom. Bird Watchers frequent the park. I might point out that even though the Bald Eagle is
no longer on the endangered species list, it is still protected by the "Bald and Gold Eagle Protection
Act". It is my understanding that one of the afforded protections is not to disturb the nesting area or
flight pattern area. This needs more investigation. We have not been given adequate time to investigate
the impact that this proposal will have on our environment. We have other migratory birds that now nest
there as well. This is a pathway f or many other animals as well. Rattlesnakes also reside at Folsom
Point.

1/30/2007
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Comment #377

The businesses in Folsom will definitely realize a financial impact. Our business owners look forward to
the summer months when tourists and other lake traffic provide much needed revenue. Our businesses
suffered with the closure of the Dam Road and now this may be the proverbial "straw" for financial loss.
Business owners have expressed a great concern.

We do not oppose positive improvements on the dam. We request a staging area that will not hurt so
many families, businesses, wildlife and real estate values. In all truth we have not been given adequate
time in which to address these issues. Our first notice was on January 9th 2007. We were advised that
3,000 flyers were sent out. This is a city with a population of 63,000. The deadline given to us to discuss
the closure is January 22, 2007. That was essentially "no notice". We need counsel as to our rights and
the right of the wildlife who cannot speak for themselves.

We ask all of you, as our voice and representatives, to please aid us in this endeavor.
Respectfully,

Michelle Schelgel
Concerned Citizens and Residents of Folsom, California

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED

Caveats: NONE

1/30/2007
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Comment #378

Tisthammer, Troy

From: Melanie Daniels [muyjeep@sbcglobal.net]

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2007 7:53 PM

To: soliver@mp.usbr.gov; rebecca.A.Victorine@usace.army.mil
Cc: Dave daniels; Melanie

Subject: Folsom Point

Dear government people,
My name is Emily and | am 7 years old. [ live by Folsom Point in Folsom, CA.

Please do not close Folsom Point because | love driving mom's jeep there. | love having
picnics there. If | can't go there for 5 years | might not have a lot of fun.

| am doing a report about it in Mrs. Thompson's 2nd grade class at Empire Oaks Elementary.
Empire Oaks Elementary is really close to Folsom Point.

Sincerely,
Emily Daniels

P.S. Folsom Point was the first place that | went in the world when | was just a little baby.

1/30/2007



Comment #379
Porter, Stacy

From: Mike Finnegan [MFINNEGAN@mp.usbr.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, January 31, 2007 5:15 PM

To: Shawn Oliver

Subject: Fwd: Folsom Point Closure

>>> "Veronica Thompson™ <vkthompson@comcast.net> 01/31 1:04 PM >>>
1 would like to express my opposition to the closure of Folsom Point for any length of
time as a staging area for the construction of a new bridge.

1 feel our community has suffered enough with the Dam Rd. closure and to now take away our
only access to the Lake would be wrong. If Folsom Point is closed then those of us (on
the east side Lake Natoma and the majority of Folsom residents) who enjoy the picnic
grounds and launch access will suffer. Other launch access includes Brown"s Ravine, which
is already over crowded and many times is closed because there is no parking available or
Granite Bay, which would mean traveling with trailers on Riley Street through ""Old Town",
an already overly-congested street to get out to Granite Bay.

I urge the Bureau of Reclamation to search for other areas which could be used. How about
the old vista point parking area on Dam Rd. which is now closed to the public? Finding a
site that is not being used by the public makes much more sense.

Thank you for your time,

Veronica Thompson, Folsom Resident



Comment #380
Porter, Stacy

From: Mike Finnegan [MFINNEGAN@mp.usbr.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, January 31, 2007 5:16 PM

To: Shawn Oliver

Subject: Fwd: Folsom Point

>>> Kathi Hamburg <kathi_hamburg@ABS-ABS.com> 01/31 1:02 PM >>>

I have been a resident of Folsom for over 13 years. | believe our community has suffered
enough. 1 am very much against the closure of Folsom Point.

There are other options. Do not take anymore away from our community.

Kathi Hamburg
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Comment #381

Porter, Stacy

From: Vickie Lee [vickieb@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Wednesday, January 31, 2007 5:44 PM
To: mfinnegan@mp.usbr.gov

Subject: Please do not close Folsom Point

My family and | spend many hours during the summer together at Folsom Point. Please do not close as
it will affect a huge community of people in the Folsom area.

Thanks

Vickie

2/9/2007
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Comment #382

Porter, Stacy

From: marty boyea [mjboyeal@comcast.net]
Sent: Wednesday, January 31, 2007 11:56 PM
To: mfinnegan@mp.usbr.gov

Subject: closure of Folsom Point

Please include me in the fight to not close Folsom Point. Thank You. Marty and Judy Boyea, 400 Kempton SQ,
Folsom.

2/9/2007
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Comment #383

Porter, Stacy

From: afaracemanz@comcast.net

Sent: Wednesday, January 31, 2007 8:16 PM

To: themayor@folsom.ca.us; mfinnegan@mp.usbr.gov
Subject: Folsom Point closure

I am very disappointed to hear that there is talk about closing Folsom Point. This is the one boat launch,
recreation area close for Folsom residents. If this area is closed we will be forced to drive to either
Folsom Auburn Road (Seal Beach I believe it what it's called) or to Brown's Ravine in EDH.

There must be another area that can be used as a staging point for the new bridge. Please consider other
options.

Thank you!

Annette Manz

2/9/2007



Page 1 of 1

Comment #384

Porter, Stacy

From: Jean Peterson [onejeaniusl@comcast.net]
Sent: Wednesday, January 31, 2007 7:56 PM
To: mfinnegan@mp.usbr.gov

Subject: Folsom Point Closure

Bureau of Reclamation,

| am opposed to the closure of Folsom Point during the construction of the new bridge south of the dam. | think
the people of Folsom have been "punished" enough since the closure of the dam road! Please seek an
alternative site that would not have such a big impact on recreation and businesses.

Thank-you,

Jean Peterson

2/9/2007



Comment #385

I am writing to both of you on this topic, as | was unable to attend a meeting at 6pm on the 10" at the
Folsom Community Center, 52 Natomas Street. | received an email from one of my neighbors this morning.
Unfortunately | was on the east coast for business meetings; otherwise | would have been able to attend.] |
was a little taken aback however on the extremely short notice for this meeting.

Folsom Lake is an important asset for outdoor recreation enthusiasts and as such has a very big impact on
home values and our economy. Closing access to its shorelines and boat ramps will be very detrimental to
the people who those amenities and extremely harmful to the local home values in the region. Some of the
local businesses, which depend on their proximity to Folsom Lake for their success, could very likely be
forced out of business as well.

I myself just purchased a home in Briggs Ranch. It closed in May and | just moved in last July. | paid a
premium, even though we were in a “down” market, for the specific purpose of having access to Folsom
Point. There were several families at that point competing for homes in this area and it was a t a time when
there were surplus homes that were, and still are, available in other areas for VERY attractive comparative
prices. Now to think of losing this access for up to seven years is, to say it politely, very disappointing. Not
only form an access to the lake point of view, but also from the perspective impact it will have on my
investment. All of the sudden, Folsom becomes a bad investment. Is this truly the impact you wish to have
on our community?

The impact will be enormous, not only to me but our community. In the light that there are other alternatives
to consider, | hope you will give this further thought. | would suggest considering the sides of the now closed
Dam road as well as the large parking area to vista/picnic area, also already closed to the public.

| find it interesting that the announced time of the meeting came out on the same day of its occurrence. |
would obviously not be alone in being extremely disappointed to loose continued access to the lake and its
shoreline before, during and after any construction takes place.
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Camnment #5856 = .\_{ A ;_.1_'
JAN 2737007

Jan 22, 2007 [EOGE | ACTioN | THTES —
Mr. Shawn Oliver A1 I |
Buresu of Reclamation —| | p——
7794 Polsom Dam Road J - —
Folsom, CA 95630 — —
Fax 916-089-7208 — [
RE: Comments an Folsorn Dam Safety and Flood Damage Reduction EIS/EIR___! | Sy

Dear Mr. Oliver:

The proposed closure of Folsom Paint recreation aren during the 7 year construction of
Folsom Dam improvements is not acceptable. Please comment on the following
gllematives which were not included ip the draft EIS/EIR:

1) Alternatives that allow Folsom Point to remain fully open by relocating staging and
processing area to the west side of Dike 8 or further west to Dike 7.

2) If Folsom Point closure is unavoidable then restricting the closure time to the off
season period of Oct 1-April 1.

3) If Folsom point closure is unavoidable then adopt congestion relief measures using
Brown'’s Ravine or Hobie Cove.

4) If Folsom Point closure is unavoidable then relieve congestion by adding facilities at
Beal’s Point and only close Folsom Point after the new bridge is completed at the end of
2008.

5) Route the haul road a1 Folsom Point out of the public areas and use a flagman crossing
or an underpass at the park entrance road to minimize disruption and the resulting
congestion.

Reparding the economic medeling used in the EIS/EIR there appears to be a significant
under estimate of the lacal economic impact. The reduction in sales of large ticket items
(homes, land, boats, vehicles, water toys) should be considered.

Regarding the opportunity for public input it appears that local stakeholders were not
notified of the project. In the future please copy me on the official notices. Also please
post notices at the entrances to Folsom Lake Stare Recreation areas as well as noticing
local user or neighborhood associations.

Respectfully
ok,

Pamlea Langbehn
Falsom Resident and boat owner

Classification = A/)/ -/, HD
Project (7 »/f2

Control No.

Foldar |.D. /DS 4L,

St ZID-20887 11:06 13 A Oorae
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Each Office Independenlly Owned and Operaled
Taira Mulliken

Real Estate Consuitanl

2340 East Bidwell Streel

Folsom, CA 95630

Cell: (316) 303-0324

Fax: (916) 933-1026

Ernall; laira.muiliken@norcalgeld.com
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Bureatu of Reclamation . i

br, Shawn Oiver
7749 Falsone Dam Bogd
Fislaorn, A 95630

RE: Tuossible Clesure of Folwom Foint Becrealen frea
1dear br. €5ver,

Picase l:}_[;;,g,a racement s review ny conceras as well as many of my ssseciales and
Ealsam neighbors reparding voear consideration of clasing Folsor Peint Recreation Ay

[ s a property owner s welt as developer i Folzon §own the Briges Ranch Shopping
Conter at 1he comer of Matoma Strect atd Blue Ravine Row). The Clesere of Folsom
Dam %oad had serious negsive impact 1or ke awners of the busincsses al the Bripgs
1anch Shopping Center. Closmg Fulsim Point woold ciase these businesses oo doub,

1 and myw partner Sid Punmorne Ir, ewn and are comenthy developing the 16 acres oo the
Litkesi e o Matoma Streel that is adjacernt o Folsom Pmne. We are developing this
praperty 1o inclule 79 single Gandly homes plus neighborheod smentities. We began this
peaject approcimately 4 years age, he2ve many Foleom residends on 2 Toog livme waiting
sl 10 purchase o kome, The ramilieations of ¢losing Folsom Paint are oo nemerable to
li51 imnodhes leteer.

Plese careully read, review and se-revicw all af the letters that wou will be receiving
from the residents of Folsom as well s the Tovers of the recrestion area 8t Folzom Point.
Theer idea of elosimg this faetlity 1o the reereation levers & heanbeeaking. The thowghl ol
the lost revenae B the usoiesses Lhal are alegady sufferiog due 1o the Dam Road clesure
i3 incomnpreiensible.

Smeerely,
“- -
e N A A
L Themas Fo hldin e

—_———rn

Fraerts [heorl poem Jiach
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Falsom Chamber of Commerce
200 Waol St

Folsom, CA 95830

waw. folsomcharmber ¢am

(916) 9B53-26498 :L j

January 26, 2007

Bureau of Reclamation
Mr. Shawn Qhver

7794 Folsom Dam Road
Folsom, CA 895630
soliverg@mp.ushr.goy

Re: Folsom Chamber of Commerce Commants on the Folsom Dam
Safety and Flogd Damage Reductlon Draft Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmantal Impact Raport (EIS/EIR)

Dear Mr. LDlwar:

This letter presants the Folzom Chamber of Cormmerce’s comments on lhe above-
referenced EISIEIR. In short, the Chamber fully supports the intended result of the
proposed project, increased flood protection for the Sacramente Region, However, we
feel thal additional consideration should be given to avaiding andfor mifigating Lhe
economic damage of restricting recrealion at the Folsom Lake State Recreation Area,
aspecially Felsom Point,

Summary

The situation is partially encapsutated in the Executive Summary (page 21)
accompanying Lhe EIS/EIR: "The establishment of staging areas and borrow sites wilhin
axisling recreational uze areas coupled with construction work at Folsom facilities and
haul truck traffic would have significant and unaviidable adverse impacts to recieation
at Folsom State Parks, the entity managing the recrealional aspects of Folzom, would
be impacled by losing 3|l public aceess st the Folsom Peint recreation area, and
porlions of Beal's Point and Granile Bay recreation facilities. This would result in a
significant loss of recreation revenue o the State "

Comments

Not included in this statement is the sales and sales tax revenue ost by communities
trardering the lake by having an estimated 81€ 000 fewer visitors pass through those
communilies on their way lo and from the lake. The EIR/ELS estimates these fewer
visitors equal an economic loss of $50,000,000 to our area. Unfortunately, this analysis
gnly considers Ihe lass of "picnic” type use [t does not analyze the loss of "big licket”
type itemns, .2, residental lots and homeas, recreational vehicles, hoats, water sporls
vehicles and toys, and tow vehicles, etc. We feel the frue economic impacts 1o this area
could be 52350 - $E00,000 000



Camment #3898

Page Two
Faolsom Chamber of Commarcea

January 26, 2007

To ameliorate this situation we ask thal allernatives to those aohvilies proscribed i the
EIR/EIS be used in arder that conshrustion not require Folsom Point be closed, Table 2-
10 [(Summary of Folsom DRIFOR ENIS/EIR Allernatives) lists for the prefarred
allernatwe, Altertratve 3, the following for Falsam Paint:

1. Material processing - Disposal sile
Z. Haul road conslruction

Material processing and Disposal Site

We sugoest that construction, staging. and processmg areas proposed for Falsom Pomt
be located on eiher: presently vnused, unimproved areas within Folsom Point; unused,
unimproved area adjacent to MIAD, undeveloped vacant private property adjacent o
Folsom Poirt and MIAD: or 3 combination of these allernative sites. Afler tha need
ceases for the processing and conslruclion areas in or near Folsam Paint, these sites
should be converted to addilional parking or picnic sites,

Hal raad construction

We support the concept of using rock from the spilway construction at the MIAD and
save bringing more rock lrom outside the wark acea through transport aver cily streels.
We suggest 2 slight alteration of the haul road route from that contemplated along the
shoreline to slighfly inland through Folsom Foint passing through a culvert under the
presant public right-of-way, 5o as o minmize disroption of recreational uses of the area_

Conclusicn

There appears bo be inexpensive endineenng solutions to the Falsom Paint clogure that
were not considered in the EIREIS We ask that these solutiins be given senous
consigeration and adopted so that our community will not suffer unnecessany economic
dislocalion }

CERIPresident

co.  Corps of Engineers
Cangresswoman Doris Matsui
Congressman Dan Lungren
Cangressman John Dodlilthe
State Senator Dave Cox
State Assemblymen Alan Nakanishi. Roger Niello and Ted Gatnes
Sacramento Supervisor Robera MacGlashan



Camme
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January, 26, 2007

e, Shawn (iver
BEurean of Reclymation
7794 Folsom Dam Boad
Folsom, CA 93630

Mz Becky Victorine

L 5. Arny Corps of Engineers
325 T Siree

Sacramento, TA 95814

il Annalena Bronson

Reclamation Board/Drepaniment of Water Resaurces
3 T Camdng Ave. Hra 144)

Sucramento, CA 95821

FOLSOM TOURISM BUREAL
Z00 Wanol Straet, Folaom, A 95830
(316) 9B5. 26528 VisitFolsom.com

Fax Mo O 6-089-7T208

Fax Mo 916-357-T850

Fax Mo: 916-574-13331]

RE: QComments from the Folsom Tourism Bureau
On 1he Folsom Dam Safety and Flood Damzge EIRELS Report

ear 3. Oliver, s Vicwonne and Ms Dronson;

(W1
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Thix letier represents the position of the Felsom Tourism Rureaw on the above-referenced
EISEIR. The Folsom Tourvist Buredan vecognizaes the necd for inereasel flood protection; ¢learly

these resulis cannod be achieved without some accemmaodations from the surmounding

community, The propuscd closure of Folzom Poinl as an integral pan ol the Bureau’s work plan,
however, will have immediate consegquences Tor the vigbility ol the tourism program and long
termn conseguenees lor the marketing and promaoton cllens that are essential 1o the crowih of

oL,

In specific, we g cuncemned that the document doss not provide an analysis of the fikancial
impacts of e closure of Folzom Moint elated to the loss of towrist/visitar dollars. While the
docutnent stodies the effect of The Doss ol visitors on the State Mark’s aulgel, i dees nol address
any odhwer Doamciad impoet, We feelthe iRancial impact on the eily's businesscs and tourism will

b signifieant and needs w ke addressad.
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Page Twa

Folsom Tourism Burean
ETS/ETR Kepor:
January 28, 2007

The Tewrism Bureau has identilied Tolsom Point a3 one of its key assets in afieactiog visilors arul
evenls 10 the Folsom area. The aecessibility and mwlti-use featuces of Folsom Point make o 3
wiry Tarketable artraction. Significant effor hus been put ferth o the recruiting of athletic and
reereational evenis wiilizing Folsom Lake that will produce overnighi stavs in Folsem hotels (the
key factor in generating tourism revene). The eesoorces of Folsam Paint ane cqually attractive
B the leisuore toorist apd with e elesire of Folsom Tam Roud, the last boating access area Lo
CnpaEs imowater reercalion within the city limin,

The elosure of Folsam Paint will eequire the gl ol all proposed and potential visitor and cvent
activites that ace ownlined in the Folsom Tourism Burcad's strategice plans for the torcsecahle
lulure,

Chver the Jast two yours, the Folsom Tourism Burcaw has naplementad a 5190 080 print wrwd
electronic media promationa] progeam. Fstablishing Folsom as a destination for recreational,
cullural and ever-based tourism bas requiced significant budgel, stadf tine and community
resources, The proposcd closure of Folsom Point is devastating to the bewrism e (o both due to
s elimination ol a key assel and the proposed duratian of the clagure. In shord order, the very
positive message thal has been created wround prometing Felsom will quickly transition to a
sound b Avold Folsom et all Costs”Crver a period of vears, the messape will become
synonymous with the public’s peeceptian of this area and coulil be infractable. When the
resources of Folsam Point are Tally aveessible at some future date, it will be very costly o re-
educate the potential visitor,

We believe the FIRAZES docwment docs not adeguanedy address the impact of clesing Folsom
Point in punticular, the financial inipact resalling fremn both the loss of visitors W0 the area and the

fact that it scverely undermines the marketing eiforts of the Folsam Tooriam Bureao,

Sineerely.

ls Lo Llow

Yice-Presidem
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Citizens of Folsom statement of position
On
Possible closure of Folsom Point (previously known as Dike 8)

As tax paying business people, citizens and home owners, we consider the choice
of closing Folsom Point for the use as a staging area / construction site for the bureau of
reclamation to do the necessary retrofits to the existing dam and to build the needed new
spillway to be a significant threat the our livelihoods, health & quality of life. This threat
is in the form of the bureau stated excessive pollution, traffic, noise, that will result from
the dynamiting and large equipment movement. We are very concerned that there will
also be structural damage to existing homes, pools, buildings from as well as significant
drop in the value of our homes as a result of this proposal.

This impact can an should be avoided by the use of the look out point located just
south of the dam itself on the dam road that has already been closed to all Folsom traffic,
which in itself caused a drastic reduction in area business revenues as well as an
enormous traffic issues. We have already taken a large hit with the closure of the dam
road, and we feel that the bureau can use that area with far less destruction and
disturbance to our lives.

In addition, this proposed 6-7 year closure, with all of its hazardous issues, was not
publicized near well enough for us to respond.
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DISTINCYTIVE BY WNATURE

Via Facsimile (916-989-7208, 916-557-7856, 916-574-0331) and Regular U.S. Mail
January 25, 2007

Mr. Shawn Oliver
Bureau of Reclamation
7794 Folsom Dam Road
Folsom, CA 95630

Ms. Becky Victorine

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
1325 I Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

Ms. Annalena Bronson

Reclamation Board/Department of Water Resources
3310 El Camino Ave., Rm 140

Sacramento, CA 95821

Subjeet: City of Folsom Comments on the Felsome Dam Safety and Flood Damage
Reduction Drafi Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact
Report

Dear Mr. Oliver, Ms. Victorine, and Ms. Bronson:

The City of Falsom (City) is providing this written response to the Folsom Dam Safety
and Flood Damage Reduction Draft Environment::’ Impact Statement/Environmental
Impact Report (DEIS/EIR). The City understands ihe proposed project includes the
construction of a gated awaliary spillway and also, may include improvements and
enhancements to the associated dams, dikes, and embunkments around Folsom Lake.
The purpose of the project is to improve the safety of Folsom Dam as well as reduce the
risk of damage to the dam and these other flood-control facilities due to overtopping,
selsmic events, and scepage. In addition, this project will also improve the temporary
storage capacity of the reservoir for flood control. The City fully recognizes the

Classification =~ /) T
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impirtance of this project apd supports the goals of imyroved dam safety and flood
damage ceduction at Folsgm Lake.

However, after reviewing the DEIS/EIR, the City i5 concerged with the poicotial of
significant megative impacts on Folsom due to the project. The DEIS/ETR examined five
action altermatives and identified Altermative 3 as the “preferred alternative™  This
aliemative considers the clogure of Foleom Point for six years. Under both CEQA and
NEPA, the lead agencies have a lepal obligetion 1w identify and analyze (e sipnificant
environmental impacts of the project and to identify and impose mitigation mcasures to
Jesean those irnpacts to & less than sigmificant level (See Cab Pub, Res. Code §§ 21081,
CEQA Guidelines 15092; 40 CFEFR. 1502.14, 1502.16). In fact, CEQA preciudes the

approval or carrying out of a project that would result (o sigmificant effects on the
environment unless mitigation measures arc imposed 1o reduce the impacts to lass than
significant, or wnless, after fhoongh study of potential mitigation measures, the approving
ageney determines the significant fmpacts are unavoidable and adopts a staternent of
pvemding considezation, or determipes that the mitigation measures arc feasible, but
outzide the jarisdicGon of the spproving agency. (See Cal. Pub. Res, Code §5 21081, see
afse 40 CF.E- 1502.16 [federal iead agency eust identify sigpificant impacts that cannot
be avelded throuph mitigstion mesmares]). The City has concluded that the mitigation
measures degeribed in the DEIS/EIR. do not adequately address the significant impacts of
the project to this commmunity; that further study and imposition of additonal mitigation
measures is pecessary, and, the scope of the project will have significant impacts oo a
vartety of respurces that are critical and of vimsl Goportance to the City. These comments
are based on input Fom City staff and departments within their respective areas of
exprrtisc.

The City's concerns center around szven major potentaa] eovironmental impacts. These
are: Water Supply, Aquatic Resources, Termesinal Vepetation and Wildlife, Visual
Resources, Transportation and Circulation, Noise, and Recreation Resources. Provided
below, orgsmized under csch of these potentisl impects, are brief oarrasives and
comments inclading, in cerain circomstances, recommmended addifonal mitgation
meagures. The City respectfnlly requests that these commenis be addrescad and included
in the final emvironmertal document: and, that further mitigabon measures be imposed to
mitigate the significant impacts described below.

Section 3.2 Water Supply

Isgue: Polzom Lake iz the sole water soumce for the majoncy of the City,  Ties waler
is conveyed to Falsom via the 42-inch above-ground Hatomas raw water pipeline.
(Accomding to the DEIS/ER, the Califormia Departrent of Comedtions, the 1.5,
Cerps of Enpineers’ (USCOE) Resident Qffice fire protecBon system, and San Juan
Water Distmict (STWD) aise mesive thelr respective water supply from this swne
pipeline.) The proposed avxiliary spiltway crostes a portion of the Watomas pipehine
requiring replacement of about 300 fiset of the pipeline.  The DEIS/EIR. indicatss this
poriicn would be replaced by an above-proumd pipeline, construction of which would
wsult i temporary intemruptions of water delivery to the City and SIWD. As
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degeribed in the DEIS/ETR, the intenmupfions would be for less than one workong day.
Distupion of serviee Erom Uas pipeline to the Chy for any extended period of time
would jeopardize the City's ability to provide water service o its cusiMmers.
Temporery planoed watér outapes can only e achieved during low waler demand
months (January and Febriary), When outages ave performmed, an alternative supply

or bypass sysicm is required.

Section 3.2 of the DEIS/EIR. does not provide any information on the exact location
of the portion of the pipeline that is to be replaced, nor does it discuss the issus of
maintaining an ongoing supply of water o the City during construction of the new
section of pipe.  Addidonally, it it not clear how the pew replacement pipeling will
“bodge™ the anxiliary spillway. Alsoe, there is nn mention in the DEIS/EIR of a
telow-ground alternative for the pipeline. 1f located abave (e spiliway, it is unclear
regarding what measures will be taken to ensure that the pipeline wiil not be impacted
by the spillway operation or other outside threats, Further detw] is needed to explain
how these issues will be addressed g5 well a= an cxplanation of why a below-grownd
alternative for the pipeline alignment is not considered.

In addiion to the impacts from this pregect, a portion of the Matoms mw water
pipeline is being reolipned and replaged to accommodate the new bradge. The
DEE/ETE, does oot provide any loforeeation oo bow changes to the pipeline included
a5 part of the bridpe project may affect the replacement of the section of the pipcline
sfocicd by Dam Safiety and Flood Damage Reduction project. Further explanaticn of
these impacts is neaded

In addition to the above commments, the City recommends that Mitipatiop Weasure
W3-1 be revised to include the following languapge: “Any plans for temporary,
scheduled disnoptions of water supplies associared with replacement of the Natomns
raw water pipeline will be coordinated with the City. Ciry concurrence is eaguined for
scheduling of any temporary distupficons in water supply deliveries,™

jon 3.4 Aquatic Resources

The DEIS/ETR on pages ES-D and 10 identified Foloom Poizt as a potential “bomow™
site. While the scope of the "botrow™ operationa at this location is unclear, the City is
copeeraed about how the bormowing would bnpact the use of Falsom Point and the
potential impact bo this area a¢ a lecal fiching resource. Pages 3.4-15, 3.4-20, and
3.4-24 deseribe significant impacts to Gshesies, particularly bass, dus to desprning of
the lzke bottom near the shoteline. These areas are popular fishing spots; and, as the
City understands it, efforts have been made in the past to improve the bass hahitat at
these Jocations.  The impact of the “bomowing™ operation on the fish habitat,
particularly bass, adiacent to Folsom Point shauld be explained further. Additonally,
mitigation measures sheald be lmposed if found feasible.

3ofil
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Sertinn 3.5 iz] Vepets and Wildlife

lssus; The City specifically rocoprizes the biological value of wetlznds, riparian
habitat, and native caks. Folsom Point, areas surrounding 3t, aod the land 3l the way
to the Momon [sland Awxilisry Dam (MEAD) have sippificant oak trecs and
considerable wildlife including birds zod deer. Section 3.5.2.2. includes local policies
and ordirances for biolggical resowrces as a criteria of significance; but, the
DFIS/EIR docs not specifically acknowledge the Folsom Mupicips] Code (FMC)
Chapter 1798 Wetland and Riparian Habitat Management and Chapter 12,16 Tree
Preservation. The significance criteria ipcludes: “conflict with any local policies or
ordinapces prolectiog biological resourcss, suech as a mee preservaion policy or
ordinance " Accordingly, the DEIS/ETR should evaluate the gsignificance of impacts
of oak tree Jozs and effects oo riperizn and wetlamd resources within the City
{Chapters 1216 amd 1798 respectively of the FMO). Bolh ondinamces stress
preservation of resources, and if impacted, ely on mitigation within the limits of 1he
City {or, In the cage of wetland or nparian halitat, it can be mitigated alsn within i
Spheve of Inflyence),

The City cecommends that Mibgation Measure BIO-10 be modifed to ineluie
languaaes requiring that e oak tecs adjscont to active ¢onsguction zomss be
protecied and seamely fegoed and that qualified arborists be available throuphout the
cmetniction peniod 10 ensure that all construction activities are conducted 10 2 menner
o munimize Unpacts to protected tees, including the tress’ root zones.

The City 15 conceined about the impects on wildlife in the arca of this projesct,
particulaly with mght opemtioes, liphts, and ooise. The City believes additions]
mulipabon megsures should address these potentially sipnifcant impacts,

In additfon the City recommends that mifigation meeswes be included hat requires
coordinating with the City Community Development Departroent 0 implement a
mitigation plag for the late of val treag, wetlands and dparien habitat within the City
consigtent with Chapters 12,16 and 17.98 of the FMC.

Sectio 3.7 Vuual Reanorcey

[ssue: The preferrsd Altemative 3 includes a polential 3.5-f0a0t raise viz a colored,
concrete parapet wall, The Ciy it concerned ihat a bare parapef wall mught ovite
eraffiti and related muisances and could posc security concerne. The City suppests
ihat a mitigation measure be included thar either requires 2 funded praffid abatement
Program in perpetuity, or the parapet wall be designed in such that it is sorened from
public view by an carthen bearm
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sque: The increased vehicle wafthc generated by the project, parficularly the volume
of large trucks carrying heavy loads, will have potentially significant structural and
pptrational impacts on City roads. Heavy moving loads increase the wear and tear on
asphalt roadways and sipnificantly reduce the useful life of zuch roads. These
vehicles also take up more space on the roadway and accelerate/decelerate mnch
slawer than mast vchicles, meaning that a single beavy tnck can have the same effest
on roadway level of service as several smaller wehicles. The city is also conconed
that if Folsom Foint remains open to the public, a9 fs desired by the community,
safety issuss nesd tn be mome adequaiely addressed, particularly in those locations
where public and project baffic intersect

Seetion 1.9 of the DEIS/EIR. indicates that the warious project alterpatives will
inerease Average Daily Tratlic (ADT) on several city arferials by betwesn 300 and
400 daily mips. Many of these trips will be heavy trucks carrying gravel and rock
berwesn the profect site and nearby quarrics. While the document concludes that the
resulting Level of Service (LOS) impacts will be less than significant, it 13 unclear if
the document takes into consideration the added ierpact that these moving, heavy
loads have on the physical imtegzity of the wads or the operational izapacls associated
with lacge, slow-moving vehdclas,

Tables 3.9-12 thoough 3.3-16 refer to route letter desigmabions A through E in regand
to daily workers' trips pér comstrustion, year. Mo explanation s provided regarding
the location of these routes end whetler there are siguificant related impacts. Further
detail is needed (o clarify these isgues.

Additionzlly, the ADTs cited in 3.3-86 throuph 3.9.53 arc vastly inconsistent with the
ADTa cited in Tahle 3.10-16 {(Moisc); this discrepancy should be clarified. The ADTs
wted in Chapier 3.10 provide for up to 5,000 trips per day, but Ehapt:rﬂ?dﬂﬁnnt
indicae increases of mors than 400 vehicles on any given road segment. Tt is also

unclear if the vehicle trips associated with beavy trocks and daily workers on the
project were freated gs such in the LOS calculations; this should be explained in more
detail.

itigation Measure T-1 i vague and should be mone spaciﬁc about the intersechons
0 be studied, including which agency will be wsponsible for analysis and review,
which agensy will perforo the recommended improvements and which apency will
be responsible for funding those improvements. Currently, this mitigation rosasurs
lacks these important parameters and is, thorefore, dehcient.

The DEIS/EIR should pravide pacre information on the volume of vehicular traffic
that will bz pencrated within the project site, particularly in areas where public access

will be preterved. Based on this information, conclusions should be made on the
potential traffic safety topects to the public and possible mitigation measyres. The
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location of the internal haul reute 38 vague and should be clarified. Regardless, if thie
haul route erosses & public access road, appropriate traffic control measures showd be
incorporated as miugation, whether in the form of physical grade sepamation or a
temporary wafhc sigoal. Given the different operational periods for constuctlion
actvities apd peak recreational activities, it is possible a temporary traffic signal that
asaipns cpht-of-way to construction traffic duning the work wesk aod functions iu
flashing wvellow on weekends apd holidays, may suffice; but, this requires more
information and anelysis.

Furthermore, the City recoimunends that the following mitigatios mocasurces be added
to the DETE/EIR:

L. Heavy muck raffic in excess of 5 wns Gross Viehicle Weight Rating (GYWR) 15
prohibited from using public roads that are oot desipnated as 8 muek rows vpless
it iz ibz only route possible to reach the mwip orgin/destination: in that
circumstance the driver must take the shorfest distance fom the pegrest
designated ok route.

%, The Bureau of Reclamation (BOR) should be respousible far preserving the
integrity snd safety of the public roads damaged by project-related raffic through:

= Penodic cmergency repain and, if deeraed necessary by the City, resurfacing
of affected roadways upon project completion. Roadways shall be returoed 1o
the condition they were in prior to start of construction, including in-kind
replacement of existing surface treatments, such as rubberized asphalt
concrele (RAC) or open-prade asphalt conerete {QGAC).

» Hpufine street sweeping foilowing rock/gravel deliveries, wljng necessary
care to ensure that both vehientar and bieyele Janes are kept clear of rock and
gravel. The street sweeping schedule shail be coordinated with and approved
by the City.

3. In order to evoid exacerbating sdsting congeston iksies, heavy trucks traveling
to and from the project site should be prokibited from using the following road
segments unless specifically athorized by the City:

Falsom Boulevard from US Hiphway 50 1o Greenback Lane
Greenback Lane from the Folgom ity Lot o Folsom-Auburn Road
Folsom-Aubum Road from Greenback Lane to Folsow Dam Road
Iran Point Road fom Folsam Boulevard to Empive Ranch Road
Blus Ravine Rosd from, Foleam Boulevard to Cak Avenue Pardcway
Empire Ranch Road from US Highway 30 to Sophie Parkway

# &% & % 4 »

4. If determined appropriste by the City, the lead agencies andfor their contractors
shall pay a fex, to be deteronned and adopted by the Ciy, to mitipats the impacts
and damnage to the City's roadways resultng from this project
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Section .10 Nofe

Emye Az acknowledged in the DEIS/EIR, construction noiss may impact sensifse
land usss within the City. Accordingly, standard noise mitigation meamres are
peludad in the document 1o duce the noise impacts to a less than sipnificant Jevel,

In addition to the mitigation measures described in this section, the City recommends
that affected residences snd businesses recejve 72-hour notification prior to scheduled
blasting sclivity.

Blastiog permits are processed through the City Police Department.  Requests for 4
variance from the City's Noise Control Ordicance are processed through the
Community Development Departrnent,

Section 3.13 Recrestion Respuresy

[ssne:  Folsom Point would be the main constuction staging area aloog the
reservoir's southemn sdpe including contraetor work arca, constuction materials and
squipment starage, bomow materizl storape, and a grushing and processing plant In
addition, an irternal network of kaul roads for the project is proposed to be devalopad
with one portion of the haul route extending from the proposed amxiliary spillway
theough Folsom Point to MIAD and cventually 1o Browa's Ravine, All altemanves
include a coffer dam in front of the Folsom Point beat launch effectively eliminating
any hoat launching at this location. According to the DEIS/EIR, these construction-
related activities will result fn the ful] cleoeuee of Foloom Point from fall 2007 through
2013. Drue to this closure, public access to boat lannching, picnie, and trail faslities
will be curtailed. The number of loss visits at Folsam FPoint during this pasied is
estimated To be 316,021, (To = lesser cxtent, construction-related actinity wall alsa
impact public access o recrestional fcilities at Beals Point apd Cranite Bay. These
impacts could indirectly affect Folsom.)

Without adequate mitipation, these actions could have direet and long-term
devastitivg impacts on recmgation respueces supported and relied upon by the
residents and businesdes 1o Folsom, Witk the clomure of the Dam Road four years
ago, Folsom Peint became the only public means of access to the Folsom Lake
Fecneation Area located within the City, Closure of the Dam Road cavsed spmificant
nepative impacts to the bosimesses and reddente of Falsom. Closurs of Folsom Point
would further nepatively impact these businesses agd those residenls which have
tome to rely on public access at this location,

Folsom Poiat is 2 highly weed access point to Folsom Leke and, as previously
mentioned, the only access point in Folsom. The City bas a long history of promoting
the use of the lake, and considers it & vital resowrce for comumunity eojoyment 2o0d an
ienportant factor for towrism in Folsom. Folsom Foiot is used by thousands of visitors
and residents o boat, fet ski, fish, hike bike, prenis, and swim. The recemt closure of
the Ralph's Market at Blue Ravine Road and Warenma Street, just east of Folsom
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Point, has siprificantly impacted the remaimng businessss in that center who are
strugsling te continue o apemate. Loss of Folsom Point as & recreational destination
will further harm thege remaining businssses, 85 well as those located at ibe new
Baley's Center atrods the stmeet,

it is the Ciry™s view thal Folsom Point must refain open year round and ] recreation
amenities must remain accessible for minimizing the adverse effects of the project
Abseot Folsom Point remeining open for all uses year round, additonal study must be
done and alteraatives crealed to provide the maximiuom aocess, particnlarly doring

peak seazon (May through Sepember).

The DEIS/EIR does not address pedestrisn/bicycle use at Beals Point and Grunite
Bay. The City fecls the pedestdan/bicycle trails at these locabons are 2 significant
regional rexures that must rernaio open or alternstive routes offered at all tmes.

The environmental dosuruent alse doss not address maintenance of the water level
duning the construction activity tmefame The City further believes it is wvery
ypariant t maintain the highest poscible water |levels at all times dunng thes project
for pregerving the recreational aspects of Folsom Lake.

The DEIS/EIR describes, in peneral terme, development of @ network of Lolernal hanl
routes for construction purposes. While the approximate rowtes for these intemal haw]
routes are depicted in Fignre 2-15, the sxart alipnment, size type, and configurztion
(£ Udelear. A mentioned, previously, further explanation is neaded that clarifies the
final alipnmaent for the proposed kaw) routes, as well as detils any impects these
roittes may have oa existiog wildhie and vepetabon in the affected areas.

Mo specifically, staff understands that construction of one of the proposed haul
rogds wonld resuit in 2 delay of over 6 years in construction of a portion of the
planped Class [ pedestrianbicycle tmil along the porth side of the new Dam Road
located between fhe existing viste/ohservation point and Dike 7. This delay would be
a vignificent impact, sinee it would climinate use of the oew Cless |
pedesirian/bicycle trail on the neaw bridge and Dam Road for the loogth of the Folzom
Dam Safety and Flood Damage Reductiopn project It ie important that the Class [
padestrian/icyels fmil being constructed as part of the pew beidge project be
womplete and functioning from Folsom/Auburn Rood o East Natoma Street as carlier
as possible. The DEIS/EIR needs 10 eplain how the project will impact this
proposed Class I pedestnanbicycle ail and what means will be croployed o ensure
thig Class i pedesman/bicycle frail s functional once the new bndge is open.

Thers 13 n0 mention in Chapter 3.13 regarding construction of a coffer dam at Dike E.
As shown oo Figures 2-1 through 2-5, this coffer dam is so situated that it closes the
shannel providing waterbome access to the boat mmp at Folsom Pomnt  Use of a
coffer dam ar thiz location shoudd be either eliminated, or if truly necessary, explamed
further.

Eof !

14352 Al E == EASA o

I NEHES

P 23



01.-28-200T7 11;27 FAX f18 345 3432 CITY GF FOL3OM &oog

Camment #8392

T =T - THAYT

Mitigation Meagure RC-3 should be revised to require that conetrietion, stagping, and
processing areas propased for Falsom Foint be located to ope or more of the
following alternative sites:  ubused, unimproved area withio Folsom Point, unused
wiimproved area adjacent to MIAD, uwndaveloped yvacant private property adiacent to
Folsom Point and MIAD, or & combination of any of the above alternative sites,
Follpwing the completion of the construction acovity, proposed material processing
and construction staging amas gt or around Felsom Point should be converted imo
additional paskiog and picrac sites.

In addition, the DEIS/EIR also should explore alternative locations for construction-
related sctivity at Beals Point to minimize disruptions far public access to recreational
facilities. Design of muck haud routes at these locations 1o permit uninlerrupted public
accass 1o recreztional facilites oeeds to be explored further, The DEIS/EIR should
also apalyze conversion of the propesed material processing and constroction staging
arens at Beals Polot into additional parkding and picnic shes.

Mitigation Measure RC-7 alto should be revised 1o require that constructicn waork be
limited dipring peak saaconal use of the recrestional facilitics at Folsom Point, Deals
Point, and Criznite Bay to weekdays and nop-holideys to minimize disruplion g
reereations] vses at these Jocations.

Section 3.13.4 of the DEIS/EIR identifies preliminary wmitipation measures for
impacts 1o recreatfon resatwees. The City recomrpends that the foliowing addional
mutigrtion measures be added to the DEIS/EIR:

1. Realign proposed uck haul route to south of Tolsom Point 0 as to not impact the
boat lavnching and picnic erea facilities. Desipn the route tmough Folsom Point
to chiminate conflicts hetwess consouction vehicuwler traffic and public velsoular
access while alzo maintaicing the protected gak trees at Folsom Point.  One
possible desipn alternative that shonld be considered is construction of 2 culvent
syt of the existing Ranger Station along a natural swale that constructfon truck
traffic would usc to meve unimpeded throuph Folwom Point to and from the
anxiliary spillway and MIAD. If this alternative should prove to be not feasible,
install & temporary waffic signs] within the Folsom Poiot area to facilitate
contigious plblic access to recreatoopal faclities durieg constructioo-related
bauling activity.

2. To address any displaced demand at Folsom Paint for boat lavnchmg, constroct
letnporary additional boating facilities (i.¢., lmueh ramp and parking) at or aramd
Brovwne Eavine.

3. The alignment of proposed haul road batween the awxdliary spillway and Brovns
Ravine ghall be coordinatsd with State Parks and City to insure the alipnment is
consistent with the Class 1 pedestrian/bike trail planned along this route. Upon
complenon of the project, & Class I padestmaniee trail shall be constructed, per
State Parks sad City standieds, in place of the haul road.

Sofll
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4, Perihe Ciry Bikeway Master Flan, a Class | pedegtrian/hike frail is pianned on tie
surface of Dikes 7 and § and MIAD as part of the Folsom Leke Trail. Copsistent
with this plan, raising of the dikes and dam shall be designed to accommuodate
pedegtiian avd bicyelist use, No bariers shall put in place 1o climinate pedestrian
and bicycle access on rhe surface of the dikes and dam.

5. If a cofter darmn iz required at Dike &, the DEIS/EIR should require widening and
deepepiog of the charmel to provide improved aceess to the dock and boat ramp at
Folsom Poimt.  Access wia Falsom Point & inperative to proserve fecreation
respurces in the City.

The City appreciares this opportunity to review and comment on the DEIS/BIR. The Ciry
is supportive of the purposes of the Dam Safety and Flood Damage Reduoction project In
additon, the City is extremely appreciative of the BOR and the USCOE outreach «fforts
to the community during this comment process and willingnecs to meet and digcuss
possible solutions to the potential impacts associated with the project  These effors,
including the decision to extend the cotnment perod 1 Januay 26, an indicative af the
spirit of on-going, close cooperation and communication that exists botween the Cily,
BOR, and USCOE,

However, the City i3 coneersed that this project 2nd the preferrsd allernative identified in
the DEIS/EIR will have significant apd adverse snvirorrnental oopasts on Folsom. To
leszen these impacts, a more thorough aonlysis of mitgation measures needs o be
undertaken and additionzl miogation measires st be implemented to lessen the
LEnpacts.

Cansistorit with Public Resources Code section 21177, the City reserves the fight (o
provide further writien and oral eomment on this malter at any time pror to the close of
the public hearing on the project ard before the issuapce of any notice of determination
The City etquests that you provide the City with notice of all such public bearings and
mechings.

Thank you for your consideration of these matters.

C anaper

e: Mayor and City Council
City Aromey
Fublic Works Director
Utilities Diirector
Assistant Director for Community Development
Director of Intergovernmental A ffirs & Econ. Dev.
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Public Information Officer

FEDCorp and FTB President

Congressman Dan Lungren

State Senator Dave Cox

State Assembly Member Roger Nisllo

Sacramenty County Supervisor Roberta MacGilashan

Cregory L. Fuz, Director of Development Services, El Dorade County
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Comment #393

Jan 22, 2007
Mr. Shawn Oliver

7794 Folsom Dam Road"hone: (925 5KI1-8800  Fax: (92

FFolsom. CA 95630
Fax 916-989-7208
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Bureau of Reclamation 2005 Semersville Road Antioch, CA 94509

0a

5] 754-8985

USBR-CCAO {(FOLSOM)

OFFICIAL TILE COPY
RECEIVE D
JAN 2 6 2007
CODE | ACTION IE TI.\,rLE

TT

RE: Comments on Folsom Dam Safety and Flood Damage Reduction EIS/EIR

Dear Mr. Oliver:

The proposed closure of Folsom Point recreation area during the 7 year construction of
Folsom Dam improvements is not acceptable. Please comment on the following
alternatives which were not included in the draft EIS/EIR:

1) Alternatives that allow Folsom Point to remain fully open by relocating staging and
processing area to the west side of Dike 8 or further west to Dike 7.

2) If Folsom Point closure is unavoidable then restricting the closure time to the off

season period of Oct 1-April 1.

3) If Folsom point closure is unavoidable then adopt congestion relief measures using
Brown’s Ravine or Hobie Cove.

4) If Folsom Point closure is unavoidable then relieve congestion by adding facilities at
Beal’s Point and only close Folsom Point afier the new bridge is completed at the end of

2008.

5) Route the haul road at Folsom Point out of the public areas and use a flagman crossing
or an underpass at the park entrance road to minimize disruption and the resulting

congestion.

Regarding the economic modeling used in the EIS/EIR there appears to be a significant
under estimate of the local economic impact. The reduction in sales of large ticket items
(homes, land, boats, vehicles. water toys) should be considered.

Regarding the opportunity lor public input it appears that local stakeholders were not

notified of the project. In the future please copy me on the official notices. Also please
post notices at the entrances to Folsom Lake State Recreation areas as well as noticing
local user or neighborhood associations.

Respectfully.

9&6//’// (/ / 7
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Project (/1
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Comment #394
DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT
County of PLANNING
EL DORADO Ity e ca.et-doruln.en,usfilevservice s SERVICES

E QOFFICE: LAKE TAHOE OFFICE: EL DQRADOQ HILLS QFFICE:

2= COULRT 3368 LAKE TAHOE BLVD, SUITE 302 4950 HILLSOALE CIRCLE. SUITE 10D

CA 95667 S0OUTH LAKE TAHOE, CA 95150 EL DORADQ HILLS, Ca 95762
{530) 573-3330 (916) 941-4967 and (530) 621-5582

Fax {$30) 542-9082 Fax {916) 5410269 Fox

B:0D AM lo 4:00 PM Counler Hours: 8:00 AM to 4:00 PM Counter Hows: 8:00 AM to 4:00 P

-dorade ca us 1ahogbuild@co.el-dorado ca.us planning@co ¢!-dcrado ca us

January 25, 2007

Via Facsimile (916-989-7208, 916-557-7856, 916-574-0331) and Regular U.S, Mail

COPFiiL P oy
] 25, 2007 REvEVES
anvary 25,
AN 267 ||'

Mr. Shawn Oliver
Bureau of Reclamaton il
7794 Folsom Dam Road
IFolsom, CA 95630

Ms. Becky Victorne

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
1325 ] Steet

Sacramento, CA 95814

Ms. Annalena Bronson

Reclamation Board/Department of Water Resources
3310 El Camino Ave., Rm 140

Sacramento, CA 95821

Subject: County of El Dorado Comments on the Folsom Dam Safety and Flood Damage Reduction Draft
Environmental Impact Statemnent/Environmental Impact Report

Dear Mr. Oliver, Ms. Victorne, and Ms. Bronsoa:

El Dorado County has reviewed the extensive comments prepared by the City of Folsom regarding the above
referenced project. We understand the concerns they have and believe that impacts to traffic and more
importantly, loss of recreational facilities will also impact the citizens of El Dorade County.

We support the proposed changes requested by the City of Folsom as well as the additional mitigation
measures and request that they are reflected in the final EIR/EIS.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments.

/——__'
/4\4"’"7

Gregory L. Fuz, Director
Development Services

ce: Laura Gitl, County Administrative Officer L-F
County Supervisors agsification -’r /Jr/ ~Lpt{ W ]
Louis Green, County Counsel P”H["J 7
GU | { ; " =7
SAPL-SharePolder\BOS\Folsom EIR-E[S comments.doc — flrol No. ¢ oot P2
Folder 1.D. \O72 52,0 0
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10545 Armsirong Avenve

Maother, CA 95653
Telo: l'?'l(a! BT&-6000
Fax: [#16)] BY4-6160

Wabsite: www. sresd.com

Board of Directors
Representing:

County of Sacramento
County of Yolo

City of Citrus Heights
City of Elk Growve
City of Folsom

City of Roncho Cordova
City of Sacramanto

City of West Socramantn

Mary K. Snvder
Bistiier Eneipnet

Stan R, Pean

Flivgt Mumai o

Wendell 11 Kado
Distrier Mange

Muarcin Maurer
Chibel Finiisg il L

Wastewater Troatment

January 19,2007 [ SZRRcEiR5om"
RECEIVED
JAN 2 4 2007
CODE | ACTION IEIE{{ILE

Mr. Shawn Oliver ~I!
Bureau of Reclamation
7794 Folsony Dam Road
Folsom, California 95630
Dear Mr. Oliver,
Subject: Draft Folsom Dam Safety and Flood Damage Reduction EIS/ELR

The County Sanitation District 1 (CSD-1) and Sacramento Regional County Sanitation
District (SRCSD) have reviewed the pertinent sections of the subject doecument and
have the following comments.

Alternatives in the EIS/EIR that release Jarge amounts of water into the American River
may have significant damaging impacts on SRCSD facilities that cross under the river.
A report, prepared August 13, 2002 by Ayres Associates, assessed the scouring of the
American River for the Arden Sewer Force Main crossing under the lower American
River. The primary purpose of the assessment was to estimate the vertical scour
potential at the Arden Force Main crossing under the bed of the Lower American River
near River Mile 7.3, Standard methodology for estimating scour published by the
Federal Highway Administration in Hydraulic Engineering Circulars numbers 18, 20,
and 23 were used. The total scour depth was estimated for two flood events for peak
discharges of 115,000 and 160,000 cubic feet per second (cfs). 115,000 cfs was used
because it's the maximum capable outflow of Folsom Dam, and 160,000 cfs was used
because it’s the discharge at or near the point where levees are expected to breach. The
total potential for scour that was estimated at the force main erossing is 31 ft below the
existing channel bed for the 115,000 cfs event, and 36ft for the 160,000 cfs event,

Currently SRCSD operates a parallel force main and triple siphon under-crossing. The
Arden Force Main crossings are parallel 60-inch sewer force mains within twin 72-inch
casings that convey as much as 100 million gallons of wastewater per day (MGD). The
depth of the Arden Force Main ranges from 30 to 40 feet beneath the existing river
bottom. The triple siphon under-crossing, known as the Northeast Interceptor Section
3, consists of triple 48-inch pipelines buried approximately 10 feet below the river
bottom, constructed with 2 feet of rip-rap (large rocks) protection above the pipeline.
The Northeast Section 3 Interceptor conveys as much as 75 MGD.

Based on the potential of scour for 115,000 cfs and 100,000 cfs flood events,
alternatives that affect the aforementioned river under-crossings’ ability to convey
wastewater could have serious human health and environmental nimpacts. If you have
any questions regarding these conunents please contact me at (916) 875-7123.

Sincerely,
; S N
rerem _,'_,-:';, ;A f"‘/ I"...*“' . e
| Classification B M - Coan /"'_'f?‘vﬁ
Project 2 Michael Meyer
Control No. —__ — Senior Engineer
Folder |0 ?-— —— = iy | CSD-1/SRCSD
POIRr LU, /() 20— _ Policy and Planning

cc: Mary Snyder, Wendell Kido, Stan Dean, Ruben Robles, Neal Allen, Steve Noiris

Secramente Regional County Sanitatisn Distriel
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Jan 22, 2007

Mr. Shawn Oliver . | — ‘
Bureau of Reclamation -
7794 Folsom Dam Road i1
Folsom, CA 95630

Fax 916-989-7208

RE:; Comments on Folsom Dam Safety and Flood Damage Reduction EIS/EIR

Dear Mr. Oliver:

The proposed closure of Folsom Point recreation area during the 7 year construction of Folsom Dam
improvements is not acceptable. Please comment on the following alternatives which were not
included in the draft EIS/EIR:

1) Alternatives that allow Folsom Point to remain fully open by relocating staging and processing area
to the west side of Dyke 8 or further west to Dyke 7.

%) If Folsom Point closure is unavoidable then restricting the closure time to the off season period of
ct 1-April 1.

3) If Folsom point closure is unavoidable then adopt congestion relief measures using Brown's Ravine
or Hobie Cove.

4) If Folsom Point closure is unavoidable then relieve congestion by adding facilities at Beal's Point
and only close Folsom Point after the new bridge is completed at the end of 2008.

5) Route the haut road at Folsom Point out of the public areas and use a flagman crossing or an
underpass at the park entrance road to minimize disruption and the resulting congestion.

Regarding the economic modeling used in the EIS/EIR there appears to be a significant under
estimate of the local economic impact. The reduction in sales of large ticket items (homes, land,
boats, vehicles, water toys) should be considered.

Regarding the opportunity for public input it appears that local stakeholders were not notified of the

project. In the future please copy me on the official notices. Also please post notices at the entrances
to Folsom Lake State Recreation areas as well as noticing local user or neighberhood associations.

Respectfulty,

Wes st Correct Craft, Inc.

Robert W. Bense Classification =1/ VG
Vice President/General Manager Project (' /=
Control No. Y7 ey =/ 7/
Folder1.D. /.9 =~ 3,

West Coast Correct Craft, Inc.
* 11340 White Rock Read, Suite A * Ranche Cordova, CA 95742 * (918) 838-3382 * Fax (916) 636-8282
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Comment #397
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Suite 450
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John Fondale, SIOR

Senigr Vice President
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January 22, 2007 JAN 2 3 2007

Mr. Shawn Qliver
Bureau of Reclamation —
7794 Folsom Dam Road
Folsom, CA 95630
Fax 916-085-7208

RE: Comments on Folsom Dam Safety and Flood Damage Reduction EIS/EIR
Dear Mr. Oliver:

The proposed closure of Folsom Point recreation area during the 7 year construction of
Folsom Dam improvements is not acceptable. Please comment on the following

allernanves which were nor included in the draft EIS/EIR:

1) Alternatives that allow Folsom Point to remain fully open by relocanng staging and
processing area to the west side of Dike 8 or further west to Dike 7.

2) If Folsom Point closure 15 unavoidable then resimcung the closure time to the off
season period of Oct 1-April 1.

3) It Folsom poini closure is unavoidable then adopt congestion relief measures using
Brown's Ravine or Hobie Cove.

4) If Folsom Point closure is unavoidable then relieve congestion by adding facilities at
Beal’s Point and only close Folsom Poinr after the new bridge is completed at the end of
2008.

|
Li

5) Route the haul road at Folsom Poinl out of the public areas and use a flagman crossing
or an underpass at the park entrance road ro mininize disruption and the resulting
congestian,

Regarding the economic modeling used in the EIS/EIR there appears to be a sigmificanl
under estimate of the local economic impact. The reduction in sales of large ticker iterns
(homes, land, boats, vehicles, water toys) should be considered.

Regarding the opportunity for public input it appears that local stakeholders were not
notified of the project. In the future please copy me on the official notices. Also please

UserFilessFoadale\Emails\2007/01 22\BurcauofReclamationRepardingFolsomDam

wanw, Irlcammercial.gcom
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Tanuary 18. 2007 S — 785 Orchard Driva, Suite 110
nuary 18, 200 \-;—_e’.‘ A _! — Folsarm, CA 95630

— l e e Tel. (916] 884-4000 Fax: (H7E] 5R4-4001

Shawn Oliver IETEs ' —_— v Profieaity.com

U. S. Bureau of Reclamation -
7719 Folsom Dam Road i _i I W—"
l

Folsom, CA 95630

Shawn,

I am a lifelong resident of Folsom, and [ want to voice my disapproval of the proposal to
close Folsom Point. Closure of the Dam Road has placed an unfair burden on Folsom
already, but to compound it by the closing Folsom Point and depriving us of our only
access to Folsom Lake ceems unconscionable  Afer all, it is FOLSOM LAKE (but you
can’t get there from Folsom?).

Placer and El Dorado counties refuse to share in any of the expense of providing security
to open the Dam Road, but it is their traffic that is choking our town. Why not use land
around Beals Point or the open land in front of Mormon Island? Our businesses can not
afford, and don’t deserve to shoulder this additional burden.

[ am a Broker Associate with Prudential California Realty, and T worry about the affect
on our home values, as well. We already face the bleak prospect of Intel doing a major
lay off this year, and between the two forces, the financial impact on our town could be
quite significant.

Respectfully,

/) ]

.iLJL... l"-\ /{_( _’ S
Rich Rumsey
916 955-1700 .
RichRumsey@yahoo.com

Rich Rumsey

..
Brobar Assurime

@ Prudential

California Realty

Classilication /= A/ -¢..00
Project / 1
Control No., 7
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Ja.n 22, 2007 L | = Er
Mr. Shawn Oliver .

Bureau of Re¢lamation —
7794 Folsom Dam Road —
Folsom, CA 95630 | 1 .
Fax 916-989-7208 L

RE: Comments on Folsom Dam Safety and Flood Damage Reduction EIS/EIR

Dear Mr. Oliver:

The proposed closure of Folsom Point recreation area during the 7 year construction of
Falsorm Dam improvements is not acceptable. Please comment on the following
alternatives which were not included in the draft EIS/EIR:

1) Alternatives that allow Folsom Point to remain fully open by relocating staging and
processing area to the west side of Dike 8 or further west to Dike 7.

2) If Folsom Point closure is unavoidable then restricting the closure time 1o the off
season period of Oct 1-April 1.

3) If Folsom point closure is unavoidable then adopt congestion relief measures using
Brown’s Ravine or Hobie Cove.

4) 1f Folsom Point closure is unavoidable then relieve congestion by adding facilities at
Beal’s Point and only close Folsom Point after the new brdge is completed at the end of
2008.

5) Route the haul road at Folsom Point out of the public areas and usc a flagman crossing
or an underpass at the park entrance road to minimize disruption and the resulting
congestion.

Regarding the economic modeling used in the EIS/ETR there appears to be a significant
under estimate of the Jocal economic impact. The reduction in sales of large ticket items
(homes, land, boats, vehicles, water toys) should be considered.

Regarding the opportunity for public input it appears that local stakeholders were not
notified of the project. In the future please copy me on the official notices. Also please
post notices at the entrances to Folsom Lake State Recreation areas as well as noticing
local user or neighborhood associations.

Respectf‘uny,
/g//_’(’ (lassification £ TV =6l
Baen  on et ¢ /0|
: ) Contral Nao. = :'_
Folder 1.D. )OS T
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El Dorado County Water Agency
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January 8, 2007 -. ,_.Ti._ |
AT
DELIVERED BY REGULAR MAIL —t
Mr. Shawn Oliver S TR
NEPA Specialist/Project Manager ‘ ) | ——
U.S. Bureau of Reclamation - CCAQO — —i— —
7794 Folsom Dam Road -
Folsorm, California 95630
Subject: Folsom Dam Safety/Flood Damage Reduction (DS/FDiRdsBiealoBIS/EIR - /2 L
| Project (7 )/,
Dear Mr. Shawn Oliver: ':_JU”“”] No. ¥ 700N ¥ (o
Folder 1D, /). 2= 2/~

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this Draft EIS/EIR. We acknowledge that the
Folsom Joint Federal Project (JFP) is being developed to coordinate the efforts of both the U.S.
Bureau of Reclamation (USBR) and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) for the long-term
viability and safety of Folsom Dam and associated flood damage reduction benefits.

As we understand it, current flood control operations for Folsom Dam and Reservoir (including
regulating criteria) are set out in the Corps’ Folsom Dam and Lake, American River, California
Waier Control Manual (1987). In 1996, the Interim Flood Control Plan Diagram for Folsom
Reservoir (a.k.a. Interim Flood Operations) was developed cooperatively between the USBR and
the Sacramento Area Flood Control Agency (SAFCA). A significant component of the Interim
Flood Operations was the vartable 400,000 to 670,000 acre-feet empty space storage
requirements for Folsom Reservoir which changed the then authorized storage space which was
fixed at 400,000 acre-feet. As a 5-year Interim Agreement, this was tntended to increase the
available flood storage space in Folsom Reservoir to a maximum of 670,000 acre-feet depending
on upstream storage conditions providing ostensibly, greater flood storage relief during times of
high runoff or reservoir inflow. Upon expiration in 2000, this Interim Agreement was extended
for 2-years. From 2002 to 2004, however, no agreement was in place.

In 2004, a new agreement was negotiated between the USBR and SAFCA to continue with the
400,000-670,000 acre-feet variable flood storage operation unless and until such time as the
Corps implemented a new water control manual and associated new flood control diagram.

3932 Ponderosa Road, Suime 200 Shingle Springs. CA 968 Office: (330)621-5392 Fax: (530 G72-6721
edowairco.el-dormiocaus  hupdeoel-dorade.ca us/water





