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12.6.1 PH – Public Hearing, Joint Reclamation Board and SAFCA Hearing (October 24, 
2001) 

 
Response to Comment PH-1 

 
The Corps acknowledges the support of the Downtown Sacramento Partnership for 

Alternative 3, the seven-foot raise of the Folsom Dam. 
 

Response to Comment PH-2 
 
 Chapter 8.0 in the Final SPFR/EIS/EIR describes the costs and benefits associated with 
each project alternative.  As indicated in Chapter 8.0, only Alternatives 2, 3, and 5 would result 
in benefits exceeding costs.  The remaining alternatives are not considered economically 
feasible. 
 

Response to Comment PH-3 
 
 Please see Response to Comment SADLER-3. 
 

Response to Comment PH-4 
 
 The Corps acknowledges the support of the California Central Valley Flood Control 
Association for Alternative 3, the seven-foot raise of the Folsom Dam. 
 

Response to Comment PH-5 
 
 The Corps and SAFCA will continue to investigate additional flood control protection for 
the American River Basin, which may result in greater flood protection than that defined in the 
Final SPFR/EIS/EIR. 
 

Response to Comment PH-6 
 
 Please see Response to Comment PH-4. 
 

Response to Comment PH-7 
 
 Please see Response to Comment PH-4. 
 

Response to Comment PH-8 
 

The Corps recognizes the support of Friends of the River and the environmental 
community for Alternative 3 of the flood control project and the river restoration projects. 
 

Response to Comment PH-9 
 

Please see Response to Comment PH-8. 
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Response to Comment PH-10 
 

Section 7.8, “Vegetation” includes an evaluation of effects on vegetation around Folsom 
Reservoir as a result of occasional inundation of lands between 466 feet and 487 feet above mean 
sea level.  The analysis concluded that no substantial effect on vegetation is expected to occur 
during these events.  However, the Corps and SAFCA will implement a vegetation monitoring 
and adaptive management program for lands around Folsom Reservoir.  This program has been 
updated and included as part of the environmental commitments and best management practices 
section in Chapter 5.0, “Flood Control Alternatives.” 
 

Response to Comment PH-11 
 

The Corps acknowledges the support of Friends of the River for the environmental 
restoration alternatives evaluated in the Draft SPFR/EIS/EIR. 
 

Response to Comment PH-12 
 

Please see Response to Comment PH-8. 
 

Response to Comment PH-13 
 

Chapter 8.0, “Evaluation and Comparison of Flood Control Alternatives,” provides 
information on the economic benefits of each flood control alternative.  The evaluation 
concluded that benefits that would occur under Alternatives 2, 3, and 4 would exceed the project 
costs.  As shown in Table 8-14, only Alternatives 3 and 4 would provide protection from floods 
with a 1-in-200 chance of occurring in any year. 
 

Response to Comment PH-14 
 

To avoid effects on traffic as a result of closing Folsom Dam Road, the Corps is 
proposing to construct a temporary bridge just downstream of the dam.  The current plan is to 
remove the bridge and route traffic back to Folsom Dam Road once the dam raise is completed.  
Although not part of the flood control project, the Corps recognizes that there is interest in 
constructing permanent bridge downstream of the dam.  Section 1.8 provides a discussion of the 
status of these planning efforts. 
 

Response to Comment PH-15 
 

Please see Response to Comment PH-13 and Response to Comment PH-14. 
 

Response to Comment PH-16 
 

The Corps acknowledges the support of the Sacramento Association of Realtors for 
Alternative 3, the seven-foot raise of the Folsom Dam. 
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Response to Comment PH-17 
 

Comment noted.  See Response to Comment SPALDING-1 and SPALDING-2. 
 

Response to Comment PH-18 
 

Comment noted.  See Response to Comment SPALDING-3. 
 

Response to Comment PH-19 
 

Comment noted.  See Response to Comment SPALDING-1 and SPALDING-2. 
 

Response to Comment PH-20 
 

The Corps acknowledges the support of Mr. May for Alternative 3, the seven-foot raise 
of the Folsom Dam. 
 

Response to Comment PH-21 
 

The Corps recognizes Cal Expo’s support for the restoration of Bushy Lake and other 
areas within the American River Parkway.  The Corps and SAFCA have updated the restoration 
plan for the Bushy Lake Restoration Site to include measures to further enhance water quality.  
These changes have been incorporated into Chapter 6.0 of the Final SPFR/EIS/EIR and 
Appendix A. 
 

Response to Comment PH-22 
 

Construction impacts associated with raising Folsom Dam would be temporary in nature.  
Impacts to recreation at Folsom Lake during the construction process will be mitigated by 
managing the timing and phasing of construction and providing alternate recreational facilities as 
appropriate to avoid or offset potential reductions in daily use projections for the affected areas 
(see response to comment CDPR-1).  Permanent impacts to the landscape due to the expanded 
footprint of flood control facilities will be mitigated by replacing the resulting loss of vegetated 
habitat through additional plantings that will improve the value of existing Federal lands in the 
Folsom State Recreation Area (see response to comment CDPR-11).  The project could cause 
inundation of the lands between elevation 475.4 and elevation 482 that would not otherwise be 
subject to flooding.  However, the annual risk of such inundation would be small and the 
inundation would be brief.  Hence, the resulting impacts are considered to be negligible (see 
response to comment CDPR-9). 
 

Response to Comment PH-23 
 

Comment noted. 
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Response to Comment PH-24 
 

Comment noted.  See Response to Comment PH-22. 
 
Response to Comment PH-25 

 
Comment noted.  SAFCA has indicated its willingness to discuss environmental 

restoration and/or open space preservation opportunities with representatives of El Dorado 
County with the goal to identify measures that might fall within the ambit of recently enacted 
state cost-sharing provisions for Federal flood control projects. 
 

Response to Comment PH-26 
 
 Please Response to Comment PH-25. 
 

Response to Comment PH-27 
 

The Federally supportable plan anticipates that the increased reservoir storage space 
created by raising Folsom Dam would be available for flood control storage only. 
 

Response to Comment PH-28 
 

Comment noted. 
 

Response to Comment PH-29 
 

Comment noted. 
 

Response to Comment PH-30 
 

Please see Response to Comment NN1-1. 
 




