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DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Army; Army Corps
of Engineers
Notice of Intent To Prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement for
408 Permission and 404 Permit to
Three Rivers Levee Improvement
Authority for the Feather River Levee
Repair Project, California, Segment 2
Department of the Army, U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers, DoD.
ACTION: Notice of intent.
AGENCY:

The action being taken is the
preparation of an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for the issuance of both
the 408 permission to the Central Valley
Flood Protection Board and 404 Permit
to Three Rivers Levee Improvement
Authority (TRLIA) for their work on the
Feather River Levee Repair Project
(FRLRP). Under 33 U.S.C. 408, the Chief
of Engineers grants permission to alter
an existing flood control structure if it
is not injurious to the public interest
and does not impair the usefulness of
such work. Under section 404 of the
Clean Water Act, the District Engineer
permits the discharge of dredged or fill
material into waters of the United States
if the discharge meets the requirements
of the Environmental Protection
Agency’s 404(b)(1) guidelines and is not
contrary to the public interest. The
FRLRP is located in Yuba County, CA.
TRLIA is requesting this permission and
permit in order to complete
construction along the east levee of the
Feather River.
DATES: A public scoping meeting will be
held March 10, 2008, 6:30 to 8:30 at the
Yuba County Government Center, 915
8th Street, Marysville, CA. Send written
comments by April 9, 2008 to the
address below.
ADDRESSES: Send written comments and
suggestions concerning this study to Mr.
John Suazo, U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, Sacramento District, Attn:
Planning Division (CESPK–PD–R), 1325
J Street, Sacramento, CA 95814.
Requests to be placed on the mailing list
should also be sent to this address.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Questions about the proposed action
and EIS should be addressed to John
Suazo at (916) 557–6719, e-mail:
john.suazo@usace.army.mil or by mail
to (see ADDRESSES).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
1. Proposed Action. The U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers is preparing an EIS
to analyze the impacts of the work
proposed by TRLIA from the
implementation of the FRLRP, Segment
2. The FRLRP, Segment 2 is being
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constructed by TRLIA to improve flood
protection to portions of Yuba County
and Reclamation District (RD) 784.
2. Alternatives. The EIS will address
an array of flood control improvement
alternatives along Segment 2.
Alternatives analyzed during the
investigation will include a combination
of one or more flood protection
measures. These measures include
seepage berms, stability berms, setback
levees, seepage cutoff walls, and
relocation of a pump station.
3. Scoping Process. a. The Corps has
initiated a process to involve concerned
individuals, and local, State, and
Federal agencies. A public scoping
meeting will be held on March 10, 2008
to present information to the public and
to receive comments from the public.
b. Significant issues to be analyzed in
depth in the EIS include effects on
hydraulic, wetlands and other waters of
the U.S., vegetation and wildlife
resources, special-status species,
cultural resources, land use, fisheries,
water quality, air quality, transportation,
and socioeconomics; and cumulative
effects of related projects in the study
area.
c. The Corps is consulting with the
State Historic Preservation Officer to
comply with the National Historic
Preservation Act, and the National
Marine Fisheries Service and the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service to comply
with the Endangered Species Act.
Coordination with the National Marine
Fisheries Service has been completed;
coordination with U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service is still ongoing.
d. A 45-day public review period will
be provided for individuals and
agencies to review and comment on the
draft EIS. All interested parties are
encouraged to respond to this notice
and provide a current address if they
wish to be notified of the draft EIS
circulation.
4. Availability. The draft EIS is
scheduled to be available for public
review and comment in early 2008.
Dated: February 22, 2008.
Thomas C. Chapman,
COL, EN, Commanding.
[FR Doc. E8–3919 Filed 2–28–08; 8:45 am]
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DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Army; Army Corps
of Engineers
Notice of Intent To Prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement for
the American River Common Features
General Reevaluation Report,
Sacramento, CA
Department of the Army, U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers; DOD.
ACTION: Notice of intent.
AGENCY:

The action being taken is the
preparation of an environmental impact
statement (EIS) for the American River
Common Features General Reevaluation
Report (GRR). The Common Features
Project GRR will re-evaluate the
currently authorized plan as well as
develop and evaluate other viable
alternatives, including a locallypreferred plan, with the goal of
identifying a comprehensive plan that
will lower the risk of flooding in and
around the City of Sacramento. The
Common Features Project GRR is
located in Sacramento, Sutter and Yolo
Counties, CA.
DATES: A series of public scoping
meetings will be held as follows:
1. March 5, 2008, 5 to 7 p.m. at The
Elk’s Lodge.
2. March 6, 2008, 5 to 7 p.m. at Arden
Park Community Center, Room A.
3. March 10, 2008, 3 to 6 p.m. at The
Library Galleria East Meeting Room.
4. March 13, 2008, 5 to 7 p.m. at The
Sierra Health Foundation.
Send written comments by April 11,
2008 to the address below.
ADDRESSES: Written comments and
suggestions concerning this study may
be submitted to Ms. Elizabeth Holland,
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,
Sacramento District, Attn: Planning
Division (CESPK–PD–R), 1325 J Street,
Sacramento, CA 95814. Requests to be
placed on the mailing list should also be
sent to this address. The location of the
public meetings is as follows; The Elks
Lodge, 6446 Riverside Blvd.,
Sacramento, CA; Arden Park
Community Center, 1000 La Sierra
Drive, Sacramento, CA; Library Galleria,
828 ‘‘I’’ Street, Sacramento, CA; and
Sierra Health Foundation, 1321 Garden
Highway, Sacramento, CA.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Questions about the proposed action
and EIS should be addressed to Liz
Holland at (916) 557–6763, e-mail
Elizabeth.g.holland@usace.army.mil or
by mail to (see ADDRESSES).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
1. Proposed Action. The U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers is preparing an EIS
SUMMARY:
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to analyze the impacts of a range of
alternatives that would lessen the risk of
flooding in and around the City of
Sacramento.
2. Alternatives. The EIS will address
an array of flood control improvement
alternatives that are intended to reduce
flood risk within the project area.
Alternatives analyzed during the
investigation will include a combination
of one or more flood protection
measures. These measures include levee
improvements (e.g., seepage berms,
adjacent setback levees, seepage wells,
seepage cutoff walls), revisions to
system hydraulics through setbacks,
levee raises, and/or more diversion of
flow into the bypass system, and
possible use of upstream lands for
detention.
3. Scoping Process. a. A series of
public scoping meeting will be held in
early March, 2008 to present
information to the public and to receive
comments from the public. These
meetings are intended to initiate the
process to involve concerned
individuals, and local, State, and
Federal agencies.
b. Significant issues to be analyzed in
depth in the EIS include effects on
hydraulics, wetlands and other waters
of the U.S., vegetation and wildlife
resources, special-status species,
esthetics, cultural resources, recreation,
land use, fisheries, water quality, air
quality, transportation, and
socioeconomics; and cumulative effects
of related projects in the study area.
c. The Corps is consulting with the
State Historic Preservation Officer to
comply with the National Historic
Preservation Act and the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service and National Marine
Fisheries Service to comply with the
Endangered Species Act. The Corps is
also coordinating with the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service to comply with the
Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act.
d. A 45-day public review period will
be provided for individuals and
agencies to review and comment on the
draft EIS. All interested parties are
encouraged to respond to this notice
and provide a current address if they
wish to be notified of the draft EIS
circulation.
4. Availability. The draft EIS is
scheduled to be available for public
review and comment in spring 2010.
Dated: February 15, 2008.
Thomas C. Chapman,
COL, EN, Commanding.
[FR Doc. E8–3922 Filed 2–28–08; 8:45 am]
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Department of the Navy, DoD.
Notice to Amend a System of
Records.

AGENCY:

The Ocean Research and
Resources Advisory Panel (ORRAP) will
meet to discuss National Ocean
Research Leadership Council (NORLC)
and Interagency Committee on Ocean
Science and Resource Management
Integration (ICOSRMI) activities. All
sessions of the meeting will be open to
the public.

SUMMARY:

The meeting will be held on
Tuesday, April 15, 2008 from 8 a.m. to
5:30 p.m. and Wednesday, April 16,
2008 from 8 a.m. to 1:30 p.m.

DATES:

The meetings will be held at
the Consortium for Ocean Leadership
located at 1201 New York Ave, Suite
420, Washington, DC.

ADDRESSES:

Dr.
Charles L. Vincent, Office of Naval
Research, 875 North Randolph Street,
Suite 1425, Arlington, VA 22203–1995,
telephone: 703–696–4118.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

This
notice is provided in accordance with
the provisions of the Federal Advisory
Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App. 2). The
meeting will include discussions on
ocean research to applications, ocean
observing, professional certification
programs, and other current issues in
the ocean science and resource
management communities. In order to
maintain the meeting time schedule,
members of the public will be limited in
their time to speak to the Panel.
Members of the public should submit
written comments at least one week
prior to the meeting to Dr. Charles L.
Vincent, Office of Naval Research, 875
North Randolph Street, Suite 1425,
Arlington, VA 22203–1995, telephone:
703–696–4118.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Dated: February 22, 2008.
T.M. Cruz,
Lieutenant, Office of the Judge Advocate
General, U.S. Navy, Federal Register Liaison
Officer.
[FR Doc. E8–3893 Filed 2–28–08; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3810–FF–P

ACTION:

The Department of the Navy
is amending a system of records notice
in its existing inventory of record
systems subject to the Privacy Act of
1974, (5 U.S.C. 552a), as amended.
DATES: This proposed action will be
effective without further notice on
March 31, 2008 unless comments are
received which result in a contrary
determination.
SUMMARY:

Send comments to the
Department of the Navy, PA/FOIA
Policy Branch, Chief of Naval
Operations (DNS–36), 2000 Navy
Pentagon, Washington, DC 20350–2000.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mrs.
Doris Lama at (202) 685–6545.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Department of the Navy systems of
records notices subject to the Privacy
Act of 1974, (5 U.S.C. 552a), as
amended, have been published in the
Federal Register and are available from
the address above.
The specific changes to the record
system being amended are set forth
below followed by the notice, as
amended, published in its entirety. The
proposed amendments are not within
the purview of subsection (r) of the
Privacy Act of 1974, (5 U.S.C. 552a), as
amended, which requires the
submission of a new or altered system
report.
ADDRESSES:

Dated: February 25, 2008.
L.M. Bynum,
Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.
N01000–3
SYSTEM NAME:

Navy Individual Service Review
Board (ISRB) Proceedings Application
File (March 18, 1997, 62 FR 12806).
CHANGES:
SYSTEM NAME:

Delete entry and replace with ‘‘DoD
Civilian/Military Service Review
Board.’’
SYSTEM LOCATION:

Delete entry and replace with ‘‘Navy
Personnel Command (PERS–312), 5720
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Posters from March 2008 Scoping Meetings

About the Re-evaluation Report
Flooding is a long-standing problem facing the Sacramento
area. The recent floods of 1986 and 1997 devastated several
communities, including homes, businesses, orchards and
farmlands. In 1996 the Water Resources Development Act
authorized the American River Common Features Project
(CFP), designed to lessen flood risks in Sacramento. Since the
authorization of the CFP 12 years ago, a great deal of progress
has been made to improve the flood control system. However,
new information and issues have been identified and new
engineering standards have been instituted. As a result, there
are continuing concerns about the integrity of Sacramento’s
flood control management system.
As a result, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers plans to conduct
a re-evaluation report called the American River Common
Features General Re-evaluation Report (Common Features
GRR) that will look at the existing CFP with the purpose of
identifying alternatives to lower the risk of flooding to the City of
Sacramento. The Common Features GRR will examine the City’s
flood management system as a whole, rather than on a site-bysite, project-by-project basis.
The purpose of the Common Features GRR is to review the
CFP with the aim of making recommendations for changes or
additions that will effectively and efficiently reduce flood risks
within the American River Watershed. This includes the flood
control features along the American and Sacramento Rivers that
provide protection to the City of Sacramento and surrounding
areas.
In a separate effort, the Sacramento Area Flood Control Agency
(SAFCA) is currently working on a flood control program specific
to Natomas to provide the area with 100-year flood protection as
soon as possible, and ultimately, in cooperation with this study,
200-year protection. These improvements could be completed
before the Common Features GRR is conducted because of the
high risk of catastrophic flooding in Natomas. It is anticipated
that SAFCA’s program will eventually be incorporated into the
Common Features GRR.
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Study Area
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Study Area Detail
Lower American River
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Study Area Detail
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Natomas Basin

Study Area Detail
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Sacramento River from American River to Freeport

May 2010
October 2010

June 2009
May 2010

October 2008
June 2009

July 2008
October 2008

May 2008
July 2008

March 2008
May 2008

Previous investigations
and ongoing/completed
projects will inform the
Common Features GRR

Corps decision making is generally based on the accomplishment and documentation of all of these steps. It is
important to stress the iterative nature of this process. As more information is acquired and developed, it may be
necessary to reiterate some of the previous steps. The six steps, though presented and discussed in a sequential
manner for ease of understanding, usually occur iteratively and sometimes concurrently. Iterations of steps are
conducted as necessary to formulate efficient, effective, complete and acceptable plans.

The Corps’ “Beehive” diagram represents the six planning steps and the iterative process of Corps project planning.

Planning Process

Other Major Flood Protection Projects
t 'PMTPN %BN 3FPQFSBUJPO POHPJOH
/BUPNBT -FWFF *NQSPWFNFOU 1SPKFDU POHPJOH
t 4BDSBNFOUP 3JWFS #BOL 1SPUFDUJPO 1SPKFDU $PSQT
$7'1# POHPJOH
t 8FTU 4BDSBNFOUP -FWFF *NQSPWFNFOU 1SPKFDU
$PSQT$JUZ PG 8FTU 4BDSBNFOUP POHPJOH
t 4PVUI 4BDSBNFOUP 4USFBNT (SPVQ 1SPKFDU $PSQT
SAFCA) (ongoing)
t +PJOU 'FEFSBM 1SPKFDU BU 'PMTPN %BN $PSQT#VSFBV
PG 3FDMBNBUJPO$7'1#4"'$"

American River Common Features Projects
t 4MVSSZ 8BMM $POTUSVDUJPO BMPOH UIF -PXFS "NFSJDBO
River (24 miles completed)
t 6QTUSFBN 5FMFNFUSZ (BHFT DPNQMFUFE
&SPTJPO 1SPUFDUJPO  TJUFT DPNQMFUFE
t +FU (SPVUJOH"MUFSOBUJWF .FUIPET POHPJOH
t 4FFQBHF 3FNFEJBUJPO BMPOH UIF 4BDSBNFOUP 3JWFS
(completed)
t .BZIFX -FWFF 3BJTF BOE %SBJO $MPTVSF VOEFS
construction)
t -FWFF 3BJTJOH BOE 4USFOHUIFOJOH WBSJPVT TJUFT
remaining)

A great deal of progress has been made since the
major flood events in 1986 and 1997. The projects
listed below are examples of recent efforts to increase
the level of flood protection in the Sacramento area.
These efforts will inform and be coordinated with the
Common Features GRR planning process.

Completed and Ongoing Projects
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t &SPTJPO  XBUFS øPX XBLFT BOE XBWFT SFNPWF TPJM NBUFSJBM EFHSBEJOH UIF MFWFF

t &ODSPBDINFOUT JODMVEJOH QPPMT IPNFT WFHFUBUJPO

Typical Levee Deficiencies
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Typical Levee Deficiencies
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t Modiﬁcations to bypass system may result in lower
water surface elevations in the Sacramento River
and tributaries.

DETAILS

t The crown of the levee would increase 5 feet
landside, with a 3:1 slope to existing ground.

DETAILS

t New levee is built to current standards.
t Old levee may stay in place or be removed.

DETAILS
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(seepage, stability, & freeboard)

Diversion to Bypass System

IMPROVEMENTS TO FLOOD CONTROL FEATURES THAT ADDRESS STABILITY, EROSION AND FREEBOARD

Potential Solutions

t Typically constructed at hingepoint to allow access
to the crown.
t May be pre-cast or cast-in-place.

DETAILS

t Material is placed on the crown of the levee (if
current crown is wide enough).
t Material is placed from landside and waterside
hingepoint.

DETAILS

t Erosion of levee toe is controlled by placing rock
revetment.
t Habitat is replaced by installing biotechnical features.

pt:
nal levee height
e achieved through
uction of a concrete
the levee crown.

DETAILS

t Rock is typically 8 to 18 inches in diameter, placed
in a 12 to 24-inch layer.
t Rock could be covered by soil and/or vegetation.

pt:
ide erosion is
ted by placement

t Slopes are repaired by reforming material on the landside
(and waterside if necessary) to create ﬂatter slopes.
t New material will meet current standards.

DETAILS

DETAILS

t Berm height is generally 2/3 the height of levee, extending for
a distance determined by the structural needs of the levee.

DETAILS
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IMPROVEMENTS TO LEVEES THAT ADDRESS STABILITY, EROSION AND FREEBOARD

Potential Solutions

DETAILS
t Levee is partially excavated to install layers of drain rock
encased in ﬁlter sand.
t Placed on the landside 1/3 of the levee.

t Berm is typically one-third the height of the levee.
t Berm may extend 300 feet from the levee.

pt:
pressure is
ned and dispersed
ickened soil layer.

t Wells are drilled near levee toe, approximately 80
feet deep.
t Well spacing is approximately 50-100 feet.

DETAILS

t Interlocking steel sheet piles are driven into the ground
by a pile driving head attached to a crane.
t Pre-drilling of soil may be necessary if earth is
particularly solid.

DETAILS

DETAILS

t Constructed via conventional slurry trench.
t Wall is approximately 2 to 3 ft wide and up to
80 ft deep.

DETAILS

pt:
pressure is
ned and dispersed
w-permeability
onstructed within
vee cross section.

IMPROVEMENTS TO LEVEES THAT ADDRESS SEEPAGE

Potential Solutions
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Identifying the Key Issues

American River Common Features General Re-evaluation Report

The process of determining the scope, focus and
content of an EIS/EIR is known as “scoping”. Scoping is
a part of the NEPA/CEQA process in which the general
public, interested agencies and stakeholders provide
comments to the Lead Agency to help identify
the key issues, range of actions, alternatives, and
environmental affects to be analyzed in the EIS/EIR.
The following issues related to this project have been
identified to date:
  t 3JQBSJBO WFHFUBUJPO BOE IBCJUBU FòFDUT
  t $VMUVSBM SFTPVSDFT
  t 'MPPE DPOUSPM BOE SJWFS IZESBVMJD FòFDU
  t -PDBUJPO PG øPPE DPOUSPM JOGSBTUSVDUVSF BOE
FòFDUT PO MBOE VTF BOE BDDFTT
  t $POTUSVDUJPO SFMBUFE FòFDUT TVDI BT UIPTF SFMBUFE
UP USBOTQPSUBUJPO OPJTF BOE BJS RVBMJUZ
  t &DPOPNJD JTTVFT
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Draft EIR

Describes the purpose and need/proposed project; alternatives considered; alternatives
rejected or accepted; and a comprehensive evaluation of the environmental impacts
that the alternatives would likely cause, and conceptual mitigation.

Draft EIS

Agency Decision/
Record of Decision

EPA Filing:
Federal Register Notice

Final EIS

Public and Agency Review

Lead agency uses information from the final document and the project
record to issue a decision and document commitments and mitigation.

Addresses the comments on the draft document and from any
public hearing, presents the final evaluation of project-induced
environmental impacts and ways to mitigate unavoidable impacts.

At least a 45-day period during which the public and agencies review
the draft document and submit comments to the lead agencies.

Scoping

Defines the scope of the study by identifying issues and soliciting
comments from the general public, agencies, and jurisdictions.

Scoping

Agency Decision/Findings,
Statement of Overriding
Consideration,
Mitigation Monitoring

Final EIR

Preparation of
Response to Comments

Public and Agency Review

State Clearinghouse

Notice of Preparation

Official notice that an environmental document is being prepared

Notice of Intent

EPA Filing: Federal Register

(Environmental Impact Report)

CEQA

(Environmental Impact Statement)

NEPA

An EIS is prepared when there is Federal involvement in the project and an EIR is prepared when the project is subject to State or local jurisdiction. A joint document, an EIS/EIR,
may be prepared when both a Federal and State agency are involved. The major steps to complying with both acts are outlined below.

An EIS (Environmental Impact Statement) and an EIR (Environmental Impact Report) are documents that are required to comply with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
and the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), respectively. The purpose of these documents is to analyze and disclose a project’s potential effects on the natural and
human environment and identify conservation measures and alternatives to avoid significant effects.

What is an EIS/EIR?

NEPA/CEQA Compliance

