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Under this current agreement, the operational criteria (e.g., 400,000-670,000 acre-feet variable
flood storage) will expire in 2018. Qur current understanding ts that, as part of this joint effort,
the Corps will be developing an Updated Flood Management Plan and Flood Control Manual
(e.g., a new flood control diagram).

Regarding the interests of the El Dorado County Water Agency, Folsom Reservoir represents a
key water supply source for a significant portion of the western slopes of El Dorado County.

Accordingly, the El Dorado County Water Agency as well as the El Dorado DIirigation District
hold strong and continuing vested iterests in the long-term management, operation, and viability
of this federal facility. Any change in reservoir operations that may affect the storage upon
which the westemn slopes of El Dorado County depend is of significant interest to us. With a
variety of water entitlements that depend on water year type and, therefore, indirectly on year-to-
year reservoir carryover, any change in operational releases (vis-a-vis a new flood control
diagram) could affect the degree with which we would be able to obtain full deliveries under our
federal contracts.

Consequently, as the Corps develops the Updated Flood Management Plan and Flood Controi
Manual, the El Dorado County Water Agency will be very interested in ensuring that the
operational assumptions used to develop a new flood control diagram carefully constder the
demands, seasonal timing, and infrastructure requirements (both current and future planned)
associated with the water supply needs of El Dorado County Water Agency and El Dorado
[rrigation District.  As an example, any forecast-based operational feasibility studies that
contemplate the release from storage of water earlier, in advance of incoming storms, must
carefully consider the seasonal demand curve of El Dorado County purveyors, reservoir refill
capabilities based on historical records, the sensitivity of the flood diagram shoulder periods
(early spring and late fall), and the potential future changes in runoff hydrology from the
American River basin resulting from long-term climatic variations.

We look forward to reviewing the Final EIS/EIR and appreciate the opportunity to comment on
this document. Please feel free to call me if you seek clarification on any of our comments.

Sincerely, p

ok - T | f [ J
L\':I -L.]:ul"-"l'-'lm__._. Ik i NLIEI:_‘Q-({!*U\,_;}\
William T. Hetland, P.E.

General Manager
El Dorado County Water Agency

Rs:rs
ce: Mr. James “Jack” Sweeney, Chairman, El Dorado County Water Agency

Mr. David Witter, Director, Environmental Compliance, El Dorado Irrigation District
Mr. Robert Shibatani, EDCWA Consultant
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January 18, 2007
To all of our honorable representativies:

RE: * PROPOSED” CLOSURE OF FOLSOM POINT STATE PARK
(A KA DYKE 8) by BUREAD OF RECLAMATION AND UL 8, ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS.

Please be advised that we, citizens of Folsom, CA, have been pul on notice
that a proposed closure of cur park is scheduled for the faft of 2007, This
proposal comes from the Buresaw of Reclamation and the U1 5. Army Coms
of Engineers. it is gur understanding that our heautiful park and recreation
area will be used as a construction staging area for different work projects on
the dam and Mormon [sland Spillway by the Bureaw and Army Corps of
Engincers.

It is our belief that this closure will have degp and dramatic effects on
tamilies, businesses, tourism and the environment. The consequences are far
reaching. This is a family community. We bring our children to the lake to
walk, bike, swimn, picnic, [ish, boat and just enjoy nature,  This scenario is
repeated over and over ggain. Folsom Point is one of the reasons people buy
homes in this area. This park 15 one of the jewels of Folsom, Bird Walchers
frequent the patk. 1 might point out that even though the Bald Eagle 15 no
longer on the endangered species list, it i5 still protected by the “Bald and
Gold Eagle Protection Act™, 1t is my understanding that one of the afforded
profections 15 not to disturb the nesting area or flight pattern arca.  This
negds more mvestigation.  'We have not been given adequale time 19
investigale the impact that this proposal will have on owr environment. We
have other migratory brrds that now nest there as well. This is a pathway for
many other animals as well. Rattlesnakes also reside at Folsom Poin,

The businesses in Folsom will definitely realize a Anancial impact, Our
business owners look forward to the sumitiier months when tourists and other
lake traffic provide much necded revenue. Our businesses suflered with the
closure of the Dam Road and now this may be the proverbial “straw™ for
financial loss. Business owners have expressed 4 preat concerm.
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We do not oppose positive improvements on the dam. We request a staging
area that will not hurt 8¢ many familics, businesses, wildlife, and real estate
values, In all wruth we have not been given adequate time i which (o
address these issues. Our first notice was on January 9. 2007. We werc
advised that 3,000 flyers were sent out. This 15 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 ail of you, a3 our voice and representatives, 1o please aid us in this
endeavar,
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Comment #402
Cormnneenl @397

January 18, 2007
Ta all of pur honorable representatives:

RE: * PROPOSED” CLOSURE OF FOLSOM POINT STATE PARK
(AJK A DYKE 8) by BUREAU OF RECLAMATION AND U. §. ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS,

Please be advised that we, citizens of Folsom, CA, have been put on nolice
that a propnosed closure of our park 15 scheduled for the fall of 2007 This
preposal comes from the Burcau of Reclamation and the U, 5. Ammy Corps
of Engingers, it 15 our understanding that our beautiful park and recreation
arez will be used as a constniction staging area [or differsnt work projects on
the dam and Mormon Island Spillway by the Bureao and Armny Coms of
Enginears.

It 15 our behief that this closore will have deep and dramatic effects an
families, busingsses, tourism and the environment. The consequences are far
reaching. This s a family community. We bring our children 1o the lake (o
walk, bike, swim, picnic, fish, boat and just enjoy nature.  This scenario ig
repeated over and over again. Folsom Point is one of the reasons people buy
hames in this arga. This park is one of the jewels of Folsom. Bird Watchers
frequent the park. | 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”. 1t is my understanding that one of the afforded
protections 18 not to disturb the nesting area or flight pattern area.  This
needs morg imvestigation,  We have not bzen given adeguate time to
investigate the impact that this proposal will have on owr environment, We
have other migratory hirds that now pest there as well, This is a pathway for
many other animals as well, Rattlesnakes also reside at Foisom Foint.

The businesses in Folsom will definitely realize a financial impact.  Our
business ovmers look forward to the summer motiths when tourists and other
lake trailic provide much needed revenue. COur busmesses suffered with the
closurg of the Dam Road and now this may be the proverbial “straw™ for
fimancial loss. Business owners have expressed a great concern.
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ComMehl Bl

We do not oppose pasitive improvements on the dam. We teguest 8 staging
arca that will not burt 30 many tamilies, businesses, wildlife, and real estate
values. In all fruth we have not been given adequate time in which to
address these issues, Our first notice was on Japuary 9% 2007 We were
advised that 3,000 flyers were sent out. This is a city with a population of
£3,000. The deadlinc given to us to discuss the closure is Januvary 22, 2007,
That was essentially © no netice,” We need counsel as Lo 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
etidcavor.

Respegifully,

o

Concerned Citizens and Residents of Folsom, California
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Comment #403

/O=CDM/OU=CDMFED/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=PORTERSM

From: RLESSONS@aol.com
Sent: Tuesday, February 06, 2007 12:40 PM

To: themayor@folsom.ca.us; corrprincess@ardennet.com; eking@ericking.org;
admindept. @folsom.ca.us; mfinnegan@mp.usbr.gov

Subject: Folsom Point closure

Hello,

You have got to be kidding!!! Now you are closing Folsom Point...one of the good things in town during the hot
summers. First the city over builds so the roads are crowded. Then the Dam Road is closed, so it is not just
crowded, but there is gridlock throughout the town. Now they want us to drive our boats across the already
crowded bridge to Granite Bay. Don't even mention Brown's Ravine. That dock is crowded on a good day.

In this day in age, with high tech engineering, are going to tell me that there is not another way?

| have bought yearly passes 16 years. My parents have bought longer than that. | know that recreation is not
the goal for the lake, however, there has to be revenue from all the passes sold. | have never had a problem
paying for them because | felt it went to keeping our beautiful lake maintained. My mistake..it was never "our"
lake. It is not controlled by me, or anyone who cares about me. You take away my access and it seems, tried to
hide that fact | come home from vacation and it is the first | have heard about it. Unfortunately | was not home
when the petitions were signed and they were picketing.

Folsom is becoming a town that offers very little. I'm not surprised. Folsom citizens seem to always get the
shaft.

Robin Clary

110 Haskins Court
Folsom
916-983-7245

2/7/2007
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Comment #404
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 JAN 9

address these issues. Our first notice was on January 9" 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,
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Concerned Citizens and Residents of Folsom, California
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[ . ——

mAr Shaween Ol |
Burer of Raclamotion
1 Fesom Dom Road
Folzorn CA 95530

SUBJECT: Folsam Ram Satety and Aood Bamage Reduction Dioft
Envircnmeantal ienpact Study/Environrmental Impact Report
SMASIAD Frocking number soc2005Q00805

Derr b, CHlveer;

Thank you for serding the Falsom Daom Safehy ond MNood Domage Feduchion Dol
Crvirenmearial imeac! Study/Environmendol impact fapodt (DRI 1o 1he Sacrarmeanta
Matropolitan Air @uallty Marnagemend District (Distict) for review and cormpnant Distict
alaff comrments folloe,

Sacrion 3.3, page 7 of the DEIR contains Table 3.3-4 whick surnenanzes Ceneral
Canformity do minimis Thrasho ds. Plecse note that the thresholds | staed in this 1able rmoay
change as a result of the Umted States Court of Appeals for the District of Calumbio
docigon, Decemper 22, 2006 in 3outh Socst A Quality Monogement Distict v,
Ervirgnmental Protaction Agancy (Cose numbe- 04- 12000,

Serction 3.3 {AIr Qualihd poge 10 of the DEIR stotes:

“If o eck constroction NOx emisslons excesed B Ibsfday, then o standard sat of
consriuction maigolion meaiures must be incoporated info the Draft FIR and
rnitrgahion montoelng ard repart ng predrar (MMREP). Thie ing usion of these
meosures Gilews tha apphaant 1o assume a 20 percend reduction in MNOx

& 5sicns fromn congtruction actwities, I e mitigoted MOy cmiss ons st excaad
83 osfdoy, SMASND s policy is 1o charge a mitigation foe of 514300400 of
excess ([greater “han BS Ibsfday) NOx emissions.”

Becouss Ihis oroject is ankic pated fo ganerale significand ernissions of crltano
pol'utanks, i |5 likely Bhat that Dishict ol nesd to dovote significond staff iesources o
adminlgtration of the mitlgotion pregram. Censeauently, the district recommerds that
this cropect wiliza the upcated tea calculation methodology scheduled o commence
on Febrieary 150 2007, The updated fes caloulotion methodology INCludes an
adrnirstioiiee fee ol will offset distict cxponditunes related to s oogect, The
updated fews coleulotor can be downlooded from the folowing intemel sita-

bt fwnoes Airquality. Qoo foegq)firdes shitral i Mif-aes.

Ay idonhficd insection 3.3, page 24, e marearcogical oata usod e the disparsicn
onalysiy is bosed on | akes Frvironmental Welzmet, Fleose note that SMAQRMD hos no?
teayitowen] tha lakes data 1o aecuracy, and doos not endars b an ary ofber spadcilic
data, of bhis time. Ffiowewed, wa rgeogize that Lokes date is cormmenly usod as o
source of meteoralogics] data for environrental documen|s,
P27 121k Sroet, Jecd Floor * Sadiamersg, O 95811- 14008
BIGAFA SB0C = QIGBA AHGE Tax
v _aircimliby.org



Sechm A3 page 535 of CEIR lists * A5 (use of emulsiied or aguecus desal fuel) as o

f‘%&emure 10 mitigate NI emissions caulting from the progect, This rrdtigation
rneuswe i infeasibe oecouwsn this ype of digse fael s not avoilable in the Socrarmento
Aran, The distilet recormrmsnas that this ralfigationr measurg be omitted in 1he Fina
EIR/EIS,

Sectior 3.3, page 38, incleces o discussion of paficulate mahen Ihe district
recommends changlng the discussion of the pradicdlale matter rmodeling esults <o
provide a mare thorough disc osure of the project's irpoct. The disic! suggests LiEing
the folowing language: The project's impacs fwith ritigation) an the 2&-hour PR 2.5
concentrations s up to 40% of the NAADS, This IMpoct contributes to axsting viclations
of the NAARS cecurring in he area.' This would replace the curent languoge “Hha
o rasate-dhat-tRo-2d-hour P2 Salaas - eexnnanadad prirra - Boeogso-the
BRIFHAG GGG OO CONGaataton-oiraady-exceade-tho-siardard"

Appendl: B noVolurag | of the DEIT conta ns detaded tob.es of anticipeed amisslons of
cnterio potlutands from wanllous tpes of canstruchion equipment that will be used an s
project site. The totol amaant of anficlpated emissions s calculaiad using estimetes
basaed on the duralion of squipment use, yoor of use, and amisslon fockors fiom tha
Dlstrict’s 1904 CEQA guidarce decumant. Since the relegase of the 1904 docurent.
updotad emisson factor that setter reflact actua ermission rates from off-tood venicles
duning the: peniod of active construction have become awailetNe, The Dishict pronidos
up 1o date emksion fackors o project staf, crd e Distict recommeands that Fe tinal
EIRSEIS utilize 1hiass updated omission foctors.

Figasa contacl me at $14.874- 2694 of harlay@ aircua'ity org if you have cuestions
tagardting dishict comments on this project,

Sinceroly,
ez

Josoph Hurlcey
Agslstant Aur Qunlify Plonnes Analys

oo Larry Robyrson Sk AL

F27 12th Syeept, 30 Fioor ¥ Sacrament, OB 95H. & 10
SLEEDNARND » Q1620 7=-A99 fax
e, 2101 a3 hiby.iarg
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Jam (9, 2007
Mr, Shawn Oliver
Erareau of Aeclanation
7794 Folsen: Dam Raoead
Falsom, Ch 95650

f' ':-5' SSEQ-T20F P ren
C B pecen Vickorue | amn (np 557 785

RE: Sumrrary of Comments on Folsam Dim Safely and Flood Reduction UT5/ER
Crear Mr. Ol jwer:

Altached are 4 letters af comments [ have oa the Fosom Darm Safery and Flewd
Redueuen: Draft EISFELR. T divided the somments into faure leiters by subjec:
(Conpgestion, Leonomic Modeling, Shging and Noticas) to assiat in your disinbaticon 1o
the appropeiate responsiole tdividuals. 1 have not fully congidesed all issues but fell o
was mosl Mportant & gel commuietds in before hManday's deadline. | reay suhm;
atlditional comments at a tater iume.

1 sincerely approciuie the hard swork that your organrzations have invested in his project,
the cusl savings you kave achieverd apd the rapud speed in which the projeet bas heen
assembled. T ihaok you oo the e you have spet o the 1as) week amnd 4 Dalf desoussing
the progect with mysel? and the community

There is just this one Bibe issue . the clesure of Folsorm Puimt Thank pou pgaim for yew:
limc and dedicativn.

Respoetfaliy,

nnstopherfAodges
Vice Preside)
Brothers Boals - Sacramento

{ilassification /= A/ o 00
A,

Froject |
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Jan 19, 2007
hir. Shawa Oliver
Bureay of Beclamation

T34 Felsom Dam Road

Folsom, CA 95630

Fax %.6.989.72048

CC: Rebeeca Vietnnine, Aty Carp, fax 916-557 7556

RE: Coraments ca Folsom Dam Safety and Flood Reduction RIS/EIR - Staping

Ciear Me. Qliver;

The felicwing are comments on the Falsom Dam Salery and Flood Keduction Drzii
FISFEIR repardimg constracnan stagizsg an the east side of Folsom Lake. Nu allermazives
were considered that zveided major unpacts 10 Folspm Point public eceess. | wolld
appecgiaie responsss Lo the fallowing seppestions on maintaming Folsom Point public
LrLeas.

[) Relocaling the staging aren to Ibe west s.de of Ihize 8

2} Relocating the slaging area to the east of Diwe 7 Cake side).

3t Aelocating 1he stapiag ares uwy the west of Dike 7.

4} Belocating she staging arca to sauth of Falsom Paint or socth of MIAD with a haul
rond (hat allaws conunuerd public aseess to Folsom Paint.

51 Relocating the s1uging ared to the martheast of MAID with & haul road described in
suggcsiion 4.

Respestilly, -
/-r“"
=

nstophur Hodges
Vice Prosidemt
Brotners Boals - Sacramenio

10 XY IS gEg i 393 2G5SR o

o



Jan 17 07 Q3:25p Hrothers Hoakts A16-3443-2E50 o, ot

QLA Y28 FAXN 9147303350

Jan 1%, 20067

Mr. Snawn Oliver

Burean of Keclamation

T183 Falsom [am Raad

Falsam, CA G543

Fax 914-989-7200%

CC: Rebecea Victorine, Aty Coep, fax 916-557-7856

EL: Comments on Folsom Dam Safety wad Flood Reduchon EIS/EIR - Congestion
Near ¥ir. Qliver:

The following are sipeested ablernasves Far the Frlsom Dam Safety and Flood Reductinn
Birafi ETS(EIR regarding congeslion 4stes;

1) Mainizm full public access to Folsom Poan! by relocating the staging and processing
aress 1o the west sice of Tike & or ferther wesl 1o Dike 7.

23 If Folsoan Paint closure is unavoidatle then the claswce 1ume show'd be resineled o the
off season period af Gol 1-Apetl 1,

31 I Folsom Poumt closure s wnavoidable sheo adopl vonpestion reliel measures that
utilize Brown's Ravine or Hobie {ove.

41 If Falsom Poict ¢lgswese is unayoidable then relieve congestion by adding facilines a
Heal's Pount acd only close Folsom Poiat after the new bridpe is complesed a1 e enl of
20K)E.

3] Route the hacl voad a1 Folzors Pouae owt of the public arcas 2ac use a flagman crossing
ar an underpays to eerss the park enttanze raaed i minimize s af use at Falgsom T'omr
and 1he resplhng congastion around Folsom Lake.

&) Relaznie pulblic facrlities o the aren nonheast of MATE bon sonth of Biown'™s Raviie

Reipectiully,

- i ’_H-
‘heistopther Hodpes
Yoo Presdent
Brothers Boa's - Sacramento

SNiM-S-A%7 15: 22 1k 441 PGE4 b e Foa3
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M. Bhawn CHiver

Bureau of Reclamartien

794 Falyam Lam Rowd

Folsom, CA 25630

Fax 3. 6-980-7205

(7 Rebeeca Vinnee, Army Corp, Fax % 6-257-TR36

ILE. Comments on Folsom Cam Safety and Flood Reduction EIS/EIR - Notices
Drear Kt Olives:

The gl owing are comments oo the Folsesn Dare Safery aond Flood Redwetion Drafl
EIS/EIR regarding notices given ang [ilare notices:

13 The cammest peciad should be extended for at least 30 daye.
23 Poblic natiee was nol adeguats cegarding possible closure of Folser) Point, Ohar
nusiness received na direel nolice. No ratices descrififag the patential claxuve werg

publiched io local papers ot covercd 1n press relgises.

3} Mo notice of pessible closure was posted af Falsam Point win an ad-hou e
appeared carly thiy week.

4] Tan the future, § would (ke 1o yeseive notices derectly.
5) Local community and user associations siemld receive notices dipcetly.

) Neighbaring peoperty owszers and nergizochood assceiations withio proxim:ty to Ihe
alfeeted areas (1000 feor?d shauld receive direct noulication

7] As the praject tnaves fgrward pleasc involve owr arganization belore setting wnes
doring which access ta Faltam Lake may be resircied.

Respecifully,

-

hrisiepher Hodpees
Wice Presidont
Trhers Boals - Sacranieong

NIRRT . W R QlLE 393 28%A G5k
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Jan 15, 2007

W Shawn Oliver

Rureza of Beclanation

7794 Fotsom Lam Roead

Foomom, (A 99630

Fax 9]16-%20-7208

CC: Rebecca Victonnes, drmy Com, fax 916.337-7856

R Comments an Falsgm LDam Safely and Flood Reduetion S)5EIR - Ecoroee Mode,
Tiear ber. Qliver

Tha following are cowments on the Folsom Dan Safery and Flood Reduction Dralt
EIS/EIR Sconormie Mudeling

L) Thore appeacs i he s significant under-estirmate of 1he locol coonomic impact. The
recduction in sales of laege tecket itoms [homes, land, boats, vehicles, wates toys) should
b cansidered,

2} The wnnual “'retail eWecl™ listed o Table 2-14 a1 3174,500 is very low. The impact on
ouT bswess alene (eateapolated from the losses caused by the closure of Folsom Dam
Road and Clasmg of the Folsemm Lake during the past tlocd gate fatluse) we oytimate ar
mare Lhat S50 100 prr year.

33 The ecortomic model onty exzimings e reginna “th-cousty’” ellecl yel the (ozses arc
prumatily i the City of Folsom znd the gains are regmanal. The medeling shoulid
explicitly examne Lke nel ellect o 1he City of Foctom,

41 The gaing and lasses shown in Table 4-2£ which imply a net ecenoirme gan duning
constraction will miyiesd readers considermg commments [-3 above,

Respecifully,

“ristopher Hodges —‘%I
Vice Presidonl
Brotivers Hoats - Sacramenio

dre-l9-F0T 1 51 14 G52 T FoEn
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TO: Bureay of Reclamation

FM: Folzom Resident

RE: Clozure of Fulsom Point

A5 a resident of Folsom | urge Ihe Burgau of Reclamation 1o tind an alternalive
site to stage improvement operaticns {o the Folsom Dam. In the spring and the
summer | vse Folsom Point as a place to fish and launch my boat frorn, [f
Folsom Poinl is clased | will ng lgnger purchase an annual recreational pass for
access 1o the [ake and | will not stand in line at Brown's Ravine or any eiher
launch facility lo [aunch a boat (economic impact). Additionally Folsom Lake i
ppen to the public snd aceess 1o it should rémain in the public's demain,
Completing the weork from anather staging area makes sense!l This would allow
continued access to the lake at Folsom Paint for fisherman, recrealional boaters,
and those using the picnic aress.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

Tlassification 22 AW« & 00>

Progent A7 L4~

Contml o P Gl

Foider | 0. {35300
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Camment 497 oS [RESEE
Jan 22, 2007 \ 1
M. Showr Ofiver ——— e ]
Burean of Re¢lamazion | | :
7784 Folsom Dam Raad |
Falsom, CA $5830 | 1
Fax 916-089-7208 1 -

RE: Comments on Folsor Dam Safety and Flasd Damape Reduction EISIETR
Drear Mr. CHiver:

The proposed closure of Folsom Point recreation area duning the 7 year constnection of
Falsgm Dam tmpprovernents 13 nol scceprable. Please copument o the following
atermatives which were not included in the dralt EIS/EIR:

11 Alternatives that allow Folsom Point 1o remain fully open by relocating singing and
processing area to the west side of Dike 3 or fucther west to Dike 7.

2} If Folsom Point ¢losure is ungvoidable then restricting the ¢losure time o he off
scason period of Oct 1-April 1.

1) if Folsem point closare is unavoidable then adopt eongestion relief measures using
Brown's Ravine or Hobie Cove,

4) If Folsom Poeint closure is wnavoidable then pelieve congestion by adding facHities at
Hezl's Point and enly close Folsom Point after the new bridgs is completed a0 the end of
20008,

5) Route the hav] road at Foleom Point out of the public areas and us¢ a flagman crossing
or an underpass 8t the park entrance oad to minemize disreption and the resalting
CONREETION,

Regarding the economic modeling used in the EVS/ETR there appears 1 be 4 significant
under estiznate of the local economic impact. The reduction in sales of large vcker jtems
(homes, land, boats, vehicles, water roys) should be cansidered.

Regarding rhe opportunity for public input it zppears thet local stakeholders were niot
nobified of the project. In the future please copy me on the official nottees. Also please
post potices at the cntrances 10 Folsom Lake Sware Recreation arcas az well as naticing
local wser or neishborheod agsocianons.

e 4

Ron Lanpbehn

JAN-3ER-20087  1di 26 ¥ ==k el
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Mr. Shawn Oliver

Bureau of Reclamation

7794 Folsom Dam Road

Folsom, CA 85630

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 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 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 neighborhood associations.

Respectfully,

Jeffrey M. Paylor
1140 Malcolm Dixen Road

El Dorado Hills, CA 95762 Classification = A/~ n

Project 7 /4

Control Ng. 710 TAn =y =,
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Jan 22,2007 = -
Mr. Shawn Oliver Ll {
Burcau of Reclamation | |
7794 Falsom Nam Road | ___\
Folsom, CA 95630 |

Fax 916-989-7208 l

RE: Comments on Folsom Dam Saltly and Flaod Damage Reduction RIS/EIRL— ———h——
Dear Mr. Oliver:

The proposed closure of Iolsom Point recreation arca during the 7 year construction vf
Fulsam Dam improvernents is not acceptable. Please comment on the following
alternatives which were not included in the draft EIS/EIR:

1) Allernatives that aliow Falsom Peint to reimain fully open by relocating staging and
prucessing dred (o the west side of Dike 8 or fuuther west W Dike 7.

2) Folsom Point closure is unavoidable then restricting (he closure tme to the off
season period of Oct 1-April |

3) Tf Folsom point closure is wnavoidable then adopt congestion relief measures using
Rrown’s Ravine or Hobic Cove.

4) Tf Falsom Poin! ¢losure [s unavoidable then relieve congestion by adding facilities at
Beal’s Point and only close Folsom Point after the new bridge is compleled al the end of
2008.

5) Route the haul road at Folsom Point out of the public areas and vse a flagman crossing
ur an underpass at the park entrance road (o minimize disruption and the resulting
congeshion.

Regurding the economic modeling used in the FIS/EIR there appears (W be 4 signiticant
under estimate ot the local cconomic impact. The reduction in salcs of large licket items
(homes, land, haats, vehicles, water toys) should be cansidered.

Regarding the opportunity [or public input it appears that focal stakeholders were not
notified of the project. In the luture please copy me on the oflicial notices. Also please
post natices at the entranees to Folsom Take State Recreation areas as well as noticing
local user or neighborhood associations.

Respectiully,
/il Soid =

Classification 2 A/ 4.0

Project /&

Control No
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Comment #412

/O=CDM/OU=CDMFED/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=PORTERSM

From: Joseph Abbate [j-abbate@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Friday, February 02, 2007 3:58 PM

To: soliver@mp.usbr.gov

Subject: Keep Folsom Point open

We definately support the building of a new bridge, but our community has suffered enough. We
believe there may be other sites that are usable without taking away our recreation area and lake access,
e.g the old "Look-out point" on the now closed Dam Road.

We understand officials of the city of Folsom have offered three alternatives to the use of Folsom Point,
Beals Point or Granite Bay recreation areas. The use of our recreation areas should only be considered
when there are absolutely no other possible alternatives.

Thank you for taking the time to read this.

Folsom residents
Joseph and Jeanette Abbate

2/7/2007
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Comment #413

/O=CDM/OU=CDMFED/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=PORTERSM

From: Scott Schaffer [ScottSchaffer@comcast.net]

Sent: Tuesday, February 06, 2007 9:59 PM

To: soliver@mp.usbr.gov; Rebecca.A.Victorine@usace.army.mil
Subject: Folsom Point Closure

My family and | moved up here to Folsom for the primary reason of being close to the lake and the Folsom Point boat launch. We purchased our home
in the Parkway as apposed to other areas of less cost so we would have such easy access to the lake and launch. The thought of trying to get out early
enough to launch from the other launch this side of the lake is terrible. Driving around to try and get out of Granite Bay side leaves us in similar
circumstances. We moved away from a city where you had to “try” and get to the lakes early enough before the parking lots filled and closed for the
day. Many other residents of Parkway also feel a huge part of why we moved to this track in particular is now being taken away. Is there not enough
open land in other parts of the lake that would not cause all of us to loose the ramp? | can not imaging the cost vs. alternate ares could be so impactful
to cause an entires citys boating population to loose there ramp for 7 years!

I’ am discouraged and disapointed at the lack of effort for not designing alternate plans. Rather, the plans simply take away from Folsom residents.
How will this effect our homes values? And if this does effect values, how is this to be compensated.

Scott Schaffer

2/7/2007



Comment #414
/O=CDM/OU=CDMFED/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=PORTERSM

From: Mike Finnegan [MFINNEGAN@mp.usbr.gov]
Sent: Monday, February 05, 2007 3:37 PM

To: Shawn Oliver

Subject: Fwd: Folsom Point Closure

>>> Katrina Jackman <katrinajackman@sbcglobal.net> 01/19 9:59 AM >>>

Don®"t you think Folsom has had enough? First you close the Dam Road and now you are
considering Folsom Point. Do you plan on financially helping all those residents and
business effected? |1 really do not think they can take one more thing. Around the corner
is the building of the new bridge. This will also make if difficult in Folsom and the
surrounding areas. Enough is enough. Please come up with one plan that incorporates all
the pieces before you start throwing darts at what to do without taking into account how
your decisions effect those around the job sites. How about storing your equipment at the
prison? They have lots of land. While your at it you could consider actually planning the
bridge we all have been promised.

Katrina Jackman
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Shawn Oliver

U.S. Bureau of Reclamation

Folsom Area Office

7754 Folsom Dam Road

Folsom, CA 95630

VIA CERTIFIED MAIL

Becky Victorine

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Sacramento District

1325 ] Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: Folsom Dam Safety and Flood Damage Reduction Project Draft EIR/EIS Comments

Dear Mr. Oliver and Ms. Victorine:
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The El Dorado Irvigation District (EID) has reviewed the draft Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) / Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) completed for the Folsom Dam Safety and Flood
Damage Reduction Project. Folsom Reservoir serves as the primary water supply source for the
western portion of EID’s service area. As such, EID submits the following comments related to
water quality impacts associated within construction in the reservoir and water supply impacts

associated with placement of additional fill in the reservoir.

Water Quality

Section 3.1 of the EIR/EIS discusses potential water quality impacts and potential mitigation
measures to meet Basin Plan standards. Specifically, this section includes mitigation measures
with best management practices (BMPs) and monitoring plans to minimize water quality impacts
during in-reservoir borrow excavation and placement of fill. The Environmental Compliance
Monitoring Plan described in Section 2 of the EIR/EIS should specify a procedure for notifying
affected parties that treat water from the reservoir for consumptive purposes if implementation of
BMPs and monitoring do not succeed in protecting water quality. This action 1s necessary for
the affected parties to take the appropriate actions necessary to ensure proper water treatment.

Water Supply

Section 3.2 of the EIR/EIS discusses potential water supply lmpacts and potential mitigation
measures necessary to maintain water supply during construction and subsequent operation.
According to the EIR/EIS, Folsom Reservoir supplies about 140,000 acre-feet of municipal and
industrial water supply and up to 1,243 acre-feet of reservoir capacity may be replaced with fill
through implementation of each project alternative. The EIR/EIS states that during construction
and post-construction water allocations and timing of deliveries to Central Valley Project
contractors, including EID, would remain the same as existing conditions. The EIR/EIS should

John I' Fraser - Division

2890 Mosguita

¢ George A Wheeldan

Road, Placerville

.I'i\-i,.lllll ' H.ur'. | .-\-ulj:.':- - ["i'..::-ill.': _'.l

California 85667 = (530) 622-4513



Comteentdi1s ECLO107-002 _L—‘:Mur ,
To: Shawn Oliver i U § e

£l Dorade |rrigation Distre

Becky Victorine Page 2 of 2

specify how the reduction in storage volume will be handled in modeling analysis, such as
CalSim-II, when determining availability of water for existing and future water service or
Warren Act contracts to demonstrate that water allocations and timing of deliveries will not be
affected.

The EIR/EIS lists the water contractors from Folsom Reservoir and point of delivery for water
contractors diverting from the Natomas Pipeline. However, there is no information provided for
water contractors diverting from other locations within Folsom Reservoir. EID diverts water
through a pump station located within Folsom Reservoir on U.S. Bureau of Reclamation
property between the Brown's Ravine and New York Creek fributaries. Any dam raises
discussed through project alternatives should address potential impacts to water supply through
inundation of infrastructure such as the EID pump station.

Thank you for the opportunity to comments on the Draft EIR/EIS for the Folsom Dam Safety
and Flood Damage Reduction Project. If you have any questions, please contact me at (530)
642-4082.

Sincerely,

Daniel M. Corcoran
Environmental Review Division Manager

DMC:le
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION IX

Cross Media Division (CMD-2)
Federal Activiies Office - 75 Hawthorne St., San Francisco, CA 94105

FACSIMILE

TRANSMITTAL

TO: Shawn Oliver, Natural Resource Specialist

Organization: Central California Area Office (Folsom), Bureau of Reclamation

Region 9 EPA comments DEIS Folsom Dam Safety and Flood Damage
Subject: Reduction project

Ph #:  916-989-7250
Fax #:  916-989-7208

FROM: Laura Fujii, Environmental Review Office, Region 9 US EPA

Ph #:  415-972-3852
Fax #: 415-947-8026

E-Mail Address:  Fujii.laura@@epa.gov

Date Sent; January 22, 2007

Number of pages including cover sheet: 6

The original signed letter plus attachments are being sent to you in the mail.

Thank you for the informal, EPA-specific extension to the comment deadline

date. I will be out of the office until February 20". If you have questions, please
Comments: call Nova Blaze]. Manager, Environmental Review Office at 415-972-3846.

d 9e08LpESIy "ON XY4d H'd'3°SN Ud ERIE0 NOW J002-22-HeT
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January 22, 2007

Shawn E. Oliver -
Natural Resource Specialist T 7
Bureau ol Reclamation 1
Central California Area Office (Folsom) T B
7794 Folsom Dam Road

Folsom, CA 95630
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Draft Envirommental [mpact Statement for the Folsom Dam Safety and
Flood Damage Reduction Project (CEQ# 20060493)

Subject:

Dear Mr. Oliver:

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed the above project
pursuant fo the National Envirommental Policy Act (NEPA), Council on Environmental
Qualily (CEQ) regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500-1508), and Section 309 of the Clean Air
Act. Our comments are provided in accordance with the EPA-specilic extension granted
by you on January 8 (emnail verification received on January 17) from January 22, 2007 to
January 29, 2007. We greatly appreciate the additional time provided for our review. Qur
detailed comments are enclosed.

Based upon our review, we have rated this DEIS as EC-2, Environmental
Concems - Insufficient Information (see attached “Sumunary of the EPA Rating System).
We have concems with the potential advetse effects of the proposed project on air
quality. We urge implementation of aggressive mitigation measures to reduce project-
related emissions to the maximuin extent feasible. Furthenmore, the required General
Conformity Determination shouid be included w1 the Final EIS (FEIS).

A number of actions were cvaluated at a programnatic level pending completion
of the detailed enginecring design. Actions such as the updated Folsom Facilities
operations manual and Auxiliary Spillway dredging ave of specific interest to EPA given
thewr polential water quality effects. We request notification of these actions and receipt
of the project-level environmental documentation.

The Folsom Damn Safety and Flood Damage Reduction Project integrates the
engiaeering solutions addressing hydrologic control, scismic, and static issues anthonzed
in the US Corps of Engineers Folsom Dam Modification and Folsom Dam Raise projects.
EPA comments regarding these projects are enclosed for your reference and
consideration.

NOTICE: IFYOU DETACH

f[jiaﬁsrhc;ﬁir}w FEMY b
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We appreciate the opportunity Lo revicw this DEIE, Please send rwo copiss of the
EEI5 1 the egove address (imail code: CED-2) when it i3 released for public revicw. If
you have any guestions, please call Nove Blagej, the new Magpager of the Snvivorumental
Review Office, at 415-972-3844, or Laura Fujii, the lead reviewss for this project, at 415
972-3832, or at fuil leura(@opa goy,

Sinccrely,

fiuelo. oo

Paulz Bisson, Mapager
Environmental Beview Office
Communities and Bcosysierns Division

Enclasure: Summary of FEA Rating Dichnations
Uetailed Comments
EPA Comuments on the DSEIS American River Long-Term Shody
BPA Commcnts on the DEEES American River Watershed Inveshigaian

tw.  Brigette Tollstrap, Sscramento Air Quality Management District
Gary Honeoop, Califorma Air Resources Board
Sacrmnento Area Flood Control Agency
Califomia State Reclamation Paard
State Weter Resources Control Board
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SUMMARY OF EFA RATING DEFINITIONS

Crmmmment #4116

This raling systein was developed as 3 means (o summarizz CPA'S level af cancemn will a propesed actign.
The ratingz are a combination of alphabetical catepories for cvalyation oF the cnvigonmental § Unpasts of the
froposal and nurerical catepories far avaluation of the adequacy of the EIS.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT OF THE ACTION

= "LO (Lock of Hhfeciiong)
The BPA review b not ideotified xny pnmntmlan\ru'nrimmt:] imprects requiring substantive changes ta the
proposal. The revicw may have disclosed apportunitics fﬂupplmﬂmn chmitigation meatures llutmuid be
accomplisked with po more than minor elanges to the pmpﬂ‘sul

HELCT (Ehvironpeendal Conceras)
The EPFA seview has identified eavironmental itnpacts that should be avoided in coder to 1."r..:[l:.-I prtect the
eqvirgnmert Carrective medsunes may require changes @ tio profired aiternative or epplicstion of
mitigation mmumstlutu.nmdumﬂwmvmmmmnm thmﬂlhmwﬂmmmmmq

to ceduce thete impacts.

“BO" (Enwirommunal (Mjectians)
T EPA roview has dﬂthﬁndsign.[ﬁnm envirohuménta] impacts that muest be avaided in gnder o provido
adequate protection for the environment. Cocrective measures muy requirs substuntial changes to Hie
preforred altsmative of coasidertion of some other projest alternative (ncluding twe ao action altemative
o & oew Allcrative). EPA inteods to weark with the lead spency fo reduce these impacts.

MELM (Brvirennurnially Unsaisfactony]

. The BPA review has identifTod adverse environnental impacts thatant of sulicient magningds that they are
umnsﬁmr}rfmmdmstmdpamtnfmblm bealth or welfars ar caviroomental quality, BRA intends to wark
with dee lead agency to reducs thess impacts. Ifthe potentinlly wasalisfactory impacts ase not sormectsd ot
the final BIS staps, this proposal will he meommedded fr refermal & the CEQ.

ADEOL QaF THE _ TEMENT

Catepary I fMﬂfﬂ'ﬂf}
EIE\&I'l beticws the draft ELS adequately sofs focth Hie coviconmental impact(z) of dhie praferred alizimative and
these of the alematives reasonably available wo the project or sction. Ha [Urther analysis or dats eqllection is

fuseassary, buf the reviewer may sugecst the addition of claifying languags ar infoomation.

“Catepary 2" (Trsufficicnt Informetion)
The draft ELS doas not coniain sefTicient information for EPA 1o fUlly a55ess eayvionmental impacts that should
b wvoidad in order to fully protect the cavironment, or the BPA ceviewer has identified new ceasonably
availxble sltermatives thet are within the specirum ofdtematives Lalysed in the deaft BiS, which could reduce
tli= enviroamenial impacds of the sction. The [dentified addihonal informbon, deta, analyees, ar discussion
showeld e igpeluded in e Bnal ELS.
: *Cedlepory I finadequare)

EPA does nat belleve that e dizft BIS adequately asseszes potentially sigaificant eavimppmental pacts of the
actian, ar the EPA ceviewssr s ideatifred new, reasonably availabie sltemqoatives that are outside of the specirum
of alternatives analysed in the draft EIS, which should be analysed in ordar to redwee the potenfially signifiesnt
eovironmentyl impacts. EPA believes that tis identified wddilional information, datg, annfyzes, or discussiong
are of such x magnitude that they should have full public pvicw 303 ¢zl sage. EPA doss nol believe that the
draft CIS is edequate for the purpases of the NEPA andfor Section 309 review, and gz should be formally
revised and made available for public comement in 8 supplemental or revised doaft BI5, On the basis of Uae
potential signifieant impacss Tovalved, this propesal could be & candidaks fot refertal to the CEQ.

*From EPA Manual 1540, “Palicy wnd Procadures for the Bevlew of Pederal Actions Impacring the Edvioamen.™
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ETA DETAILED COMMENTS, DEIS FOLSOM DAM SAFETY AMND FLOUGD BAMAGE
REGUCTION PROJECT, FOLSOM, C&, JANUAIYY 12, 1007

Alr Quality Commenls

Tatpleirent ageressive air yuality mitigation measure and include the General
Conformity Evaluution in the Fimal Environmental Impact Statemieat Tha project area
i5 Jocated 1t an area desigrated as non-attaimeient for sZone apd fine particulate matter.
Construclion-related emissions af nitrogen oxides {NOx), a precurser for ozone, Led
parliculete maatier less than 10 and 2.5 microns i diameter (PM10 and PMM2.5) would
excoed Federp] and/or Celifornia eit guality slandards {pps. 3.3-27 to 3.3-37) Mitigaiion
TEALUEEE Are nesessary to rednce Miest adverse ewissions. Bven with mitigation, W%,
PMI0 amd carbon mongaide (CG) enussions would ba proater than the Ceneral
Cenformity de minimis thiresholds, toggeting the requirement for 2 5l peneral
conlormity evaleation for the selected prefoned alemative pricr1¢ the Record of
Decision (ROD) {p. 3.3-37). We nole that the incremental effects of the NOx, PM10, and
CQ etnissions would be symificant under the cinulative condition [p. 3.3-38),

Recommepdutions:

EPA recommends appressive implementation of it feasible mitigation measurss
to address excaedences of air quality standsrds. The FEIS should include a
detailed tnitigation plan previding an implementation schedule, the responsible
parties, and tonilenng and repecting requirements.

We recommend the reguired General Confonmity Determinatien be included in
the final enviromenental impact siatcrment {PBIS) with a description of the
witigoiontoffset measures that will be impleniented prier to the project slart date.

The FEIS shauld also include # desenption of the projecied operational conissions
that wall be generated by the complaled project.

NEPA Compliance

Comnitt fo fredure NEPA complianice for project changes. saltenative 5 wouid
taist the Folsom facilitics by 17 feet in aider to increase the reservoir capacity (9 coatan
the Probable Maximum Flood, Whils we recogmze this would be a “dry" raise providing
for an increaze in flood storage capacity, there 5 congem with the potential foture
canversion of this slerage and flood surcharge space (o water supply or muldpurpese vse
(“wel” dam raise). Of specific concern (3 the poleolial for changes in wse without
appapraie puglic and covironmentzh review:,

Recommendation:

W recomumend the FEIS and ROD include 3 comumiunent 10 Sibore WEPA
compliance, wilh appropnate public review processcs, pror o any decifion
modify the use of the additional food storage capacity.

BE0SLEESID DN XU Hd Y37 Ud PRED NOU MR —F R
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reneral Conuments

Neiifv EPA of supplementol pnvirpamenial campiience docimentarion, A
number of actions were evelusied at 2 programimatic level ponding;, sclection of the final
peeferred aliernative and complction of the detmlsd engineeting design, For expmple, the
lead apencies plan to complele & revizsd water plan and contral manuad (p. 1-5). and 3he
US Carps of Engineers {Corps) may dredge the proposed Auxiliney Soiliway approcch 40
lect deeper than planned by the Burcau of Reclamation (Reclamation] (p. 3.10-18}, Hots
Foture metions would be evainated in supplemental NEPA complianee decomentation,
BPA has en antorest in these actions, given their petential effects on water qurality and
benelicial uses within Folsom Reserveir and downsirearn in the American River.

Recommendation:

Flease send two copics of the supplemental envitonmental compliance
docunentation and z copy of the Final Updated Flood Manapement Plan 1o the
address abave (majl epde; CED-2) whon they ars tereased for publis review.

Document final decisions in sepavale Joing Federal Frafecr, Reclatmation, and
Corg Record of Decisipns. The DEIS evalvales 2 Joint Pederal Project that will meset
Reclumation’s dam safety hiydrologe objective and the Corps' flood darneage reduction
ghjectve, pluz a rarge of allernatives that address other stand-alons flood damage
reduclion, dam safecty, and secenty actions fp. 1-25).

Repommendation: '

The FEIS should clearty identify the specific decisions and responsible pates tor
the Jeint Federal Projeel and stand-alone flood damape reduction, dom saicty, aed
security actiong. We recormend the final desisions be doowmnented wy (yee
distinet Record Of Diecisions for the Joint Federd] Projest, Reclanations' stand-
ajone actions, and the Compy' land-slone actions.

Coemplete aend include in the FELS afl Federal roquirements. Various Federe]
requirements will be completed priot to completion of the FEES or ROD. For instance a
draft Us FWS biclopical opiniog will by oblained prior to completion of the Final
EISfIR ard 8 General Conformity Determination completed poar Vo isuance of the
FOD (pps. L-32 to 1-35).

Reecommcendation:

Tne NEPA process is intended to assist public pfficials make decisions that ane
based on an understanding of the environmuental consequeness, and take actions
thet pratect, restors, and ennonce the eoviromutent (49 CFR Part 1500,1¢c1). We
recominend thl information sovices suck; as The US FWS Biological Opiniog and
Genernd Conformity Determination be completed priot to the ROD ang included
io the FEIS,
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Comment #418
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Comment #419

From: Michelle Hamilton [mailto:michelledhamilton@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Sunday, February 04, 2007 10:13 AM

To: Victorine, Rebecca A SPK

Subject:

Please do not close Folsom Point!! One of the reasons we moved to Folsom was to be close to the lake.
We store our boat at home and use Folsom point all the time. | think it is a huge inconvenience for the
citizens of Folsom to use this resource as a storage facility. Shame on the city officials for even
considering such actions.

Michelle Hamilton

775 mornigside drive
Folsom, ca

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED

Caveats: NONE



Comment #420

From: PG [mailto:fizzz@vfr.net]

Sent: Friday, January 12, 2007 10:28 AM
To: LaSala, Delia M SPK

Subject: Folsom Dam real estate question

Ms. Lasala,

My name is Patricia Gibbs | spoke to you at the Folsom Meeting last Wednesday night.

| own property, in Placer County, which borders Folsom Lake. As | had mentioned, |

am concerned about possible changes to the current Fed Gov property line around Folsom Lake
as a result of raising the dam and surrounding dikes.

Any information and/or maps or other graphical info referencing elevations or contour lines you
could provide regarding changes to the Fed Govmnt property line as it affects my parcel

(number 036-190-075-000) would be greatly appreciated.

Thanks again for you time,
Patricia Gibbs



Comment #421
Porter, Stacy

From: K. Leonard [kennethfa@surewest.net]

Sent: Saturday, February 10, 2007 8:03 AM

To: MFINNEGAN@mp.usbr.gov

Subject: Folsom Point

Hello, 1 fish Folsom Lake all the time. Folsom Point is the only ramp I use. 1 don"t
care if construction trucks are driving in the area or over the Point road. 1 just want

to be able to launch. Please do not close our ramp.
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Comment #422

Porter, Stacy

From: radley2990@aol.com

Sent: Saturday, February 10, 2007 8:01 AM

To: MFINNEGAN@mp.usbr.gov

Cc: dave@applimotion.com

Subject: Folsom Dam Project/specifically Folsom Point Closure

Mr. Finnegan,

As a twenty year resident of Folsom, the last 14 years in Briggs Ranch, | certainly would not want to see
Folsom Point closed any more so than those you have heard from already. At the same time, having
years of experience in the steel business having supplied steel to Kiewet Pacific among other firms for
large bridge jobs including C.C. Myers after the collapse of the Santa Monica Freeway, Loma Prieda
damage, the new Folsom Bridge and many other projects of this magnitude, | understand the difficulties
associated with logistics, equipment containment and public safety concerns involved on such large
projects. With that said, and assuming your acknowledgement of my experience in such matters, |1 would
like to offer what could be a reasonable solution.

I originally hale from Louisiana where, as you know, flood water is overly abundant which has and will
forever more require construction of coffer dams, "large drainage ditches” to divert water away from
much needed levee repairs and/or proposed highway projects, including new bridges, not unlike this one
on a smaller scale. To meet those demands, extreme large quantities of dirt and rock must be moved
and/or excavated as is the case here. In the face of similar concerns and issues here, the solution was the
use of barges to move the materials needed. In fact, I suggested the use of barges on the San Ramon
Bridge addition project a few years back and they worked perfectly. You may know but if not, the water
depth around that bridge is very shallow and sometimes gets very shallow depending on the tide
movement and weather. Certainly, a much greater margin of difficulty given the varying water depths
when compared to Folsom Lake. Frankly, I would have to believe you have considered the barge option
already.

By plotting the depths and lake bottom topography necessary to accommodate barge tare weight (there
are several barge variations to choose from depending on the application) and material load capacity,
surely barges would be the way to manage this situation. Granted, the barges would need to move
across recreational boating lanes but if properly marked off noting these barge lanes, I could hardly see
that as an encroachment to recreational boating. If need be, the barges could be moved at night and
staged for unloading the next working day. Take a look at your aerial maps on hand and you will see
that barge traffic from point to point should not pose a problem. Also, where the depths are not
sufficient to accommodate a large load, dredge the bottom accordingly thereby creating more usable
materials to shore up the Dike at Mormon Island.

Again, | would think this option has been considered and if so, | would strongly encourage you to go a
bit further in your due diligence in determining the validity of this option. I've seen it work many times
in areas much more difficult than what | see at Folsom Lake. However, given the likelihood there may
be more involved details to this project limiting my simplistic view, you are much more qualified as to
whether this option has merit. As | watched the public outcry unfold over the last weeks however, |
haven't heard or read where this option would be considered so thought | would throw my hat in, for
what it's worth.

2/13/2007
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Comment #422

Whatever the final outcome, closing Folsom Point is not viable just from recreational revenue losses
alone much less having the public's ire focused on your every move. Thanks for taking the time in
reading this and good luck with the decision. In the remote chance you feel it necessary to call me,
please feel free in doing so.

Best regards,

Ron Adley

113 Cobb Ct.
Foslom, Ca. 95630
1-916-747-4301 cell

Check out the new AOL. Most comprehensive set of free safety and security tools, free access to
millions of high-quality videos from across the web, free AOL Mail and more.

2/13/2007
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Comment #423

Porter, Stacy

From: Jolene Shirey [shireyjolene@yahoo.com]
Sent: Saturday, February 10, 2007 11:21 AM
To: mfinnegan@mp.usbr.gov

Subject: Folsom Point

Mr. Finnegan,

I just read the article in the paper about Folsom Point. My husband and | have not yet participated in voicing our
opinion on the issue, but would like to add our names to the "concerned residents” list.

This closure would significantly affect the active lifestyle of Folsom which is why many people brought there

families here. It would definitely hurt local businesses that benefit from the use of Folsom Point. We just wanted
to add our two cents in hopes that you will listen to the community and find a suitable alternative.

Sincerely,

Brian and Jolene Shirey

2/13/2007



Comment #424
Porter, Stacy

From: Eric & Heather Olson [heathericolson@comcast.net]
Sent: Sunday, February 11, 2007 9:33 PM

To: mfinnegan@mp.usbr.gov

Subject: Folsom Point

Mr. Finnegan,

We missed the open comment period on the proposal to use Folsom Point as a staging area
for the Folsom Dam spillway project and we hope that you®ll consider our two cents in your
planning for the project. To the point, we moved to the Briggs Ranch neighborhood nearly
four years ago to start a family and have easy access to Folsom Lake. Now that our two
children are almost one and three years old, we often walk from our home to Folsom Point
for 'getaway adventures.”™ 1 assume that we"re not counted in the number of official
visitors to Folsom Point since we arrive on foot. My purpose in writing you is to urge
you to find an alternate staging location for as many years as it takes to finish the
project so that my family and the hundreds of others like ours in this neighborhood can
enjoy the lake that inspired us to move here.

Sincerely,
Eric & Heather Olson
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Comment #425

Porter, Stacy

From: robert.walter@comcast.net

Sent: Thursday, February 15, 2007 1:22 PM
To: soliver@mp.usbr.gov

Subject: Folsom Point

Dear Sirs,

Please do not close Folsom Point. My family our our friends in the nieghborhood use that access to go
boating and have picnics.

Robert Walter

203 Davies Court

Folsom, CA 95630

2/19/2007



Comment #426
Porter, Stacy

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mike Finnegan [MFINNEGAN@mp.usbr.gov]
Thursday, February 15, 2007 6:35 AM
Shawn Oliver

Fw: Folsom Point Recreation

—————— Original Message------
From: <ktroberts@comcast.net>

To: Mike Finnegan

Sent: Feb 1, 2007 11:19 PM
Subject: Folsom Point Recreation

We oppose the closure of Folsom Point for staging of the new bridge construction..

.Please

try another alternative that will not impact the recreational area for families and all.

Thank you. ...
Kathy and Troy
Folsom Residents





