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considered, including wetlands; fish 
and wildlife resources; cultural 
resources; land use; water and air 
quality; hazardous, toxic, and 
radioactive substances; threatened and 
endangered species; regional geology; 
aesthetics; environmental justice; and 
the general needs and welfare of the 
public. 

The alternatives currently being 
considered for the DMMP include, but 
are not limited to: offshore disposal in 
the Environmental Protection Agency 
designated Ocean Dredged Material 
Disposal Site (ODMDS), nearshore 
disposal on the ebb tide delta, beach 
disposal, and upland disposal at Brandt 
Island. Additional beneficial uses of 
dredged material will also be 
investigated for the DMMP. The DEIS 
will address environmental effects of 
reasonable alternatives. 

All private parties and Federal, State, 
and local agencies having an interest in 
the study are hereby notified of the 
intent to prepare a DEIS and are invited 
to comment at this time. A scoping 
letter was mailed to a standard mailing 
list November 26, 2007 and all 
comments received as a result of the 
scoping letter and this notice of intent 
will be considered in the preparation of 
the DMMP and DEIS. 

The lead agency for this project is the 
U.S. Army Engineer District, 
Wilmington. Cooperating agency status 
has not be assigned to, nor requested by, 
any other agency. 

The DEIS is being prepared in 
accordance with the requirements of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, as amended, and will address the 
relationship of the proposed action to 
all other applicable Federal and State 
Laws and Executive Orders. 

The DMMP and DEIS is currently 
scheduled to be available in July 2010. 

Dated: March 17, 2009. 
Jefferson M. Ryscavage, 
Colonel, EN, Commanding. 
[FR Doc. E9–6855 Filed 3–26–09; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3720–58–P 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Department of the Army; Army Corps 
of Engineers 

Notice of Intent To Prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report for 
Natomas Levee Improvement Program 
Phase 4a Landside Improvements 
Project, Sacramento, CA 

AGENCY: Department of the Army, U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers; DoD. 

ACTION: Notice of intent. 

SUMMARY: The action being taken is 
preparation of an environmental impact 
statement/environmental impact report 
(EIS/EIR) for the Natomas Levee 
Improvement Program (NLIP) Phase 4a 
Landside Improvements Project (Phase 
4a Project). The Corps is considering a 
request to issue both 408 permission to 
the Central Valley Flood Protection 
Board and 404 permit to Sacramento 
Area Flood Control Agency (SAFCA) for 
work on the NLIP. Under 33 U.S.C. 408, 
the Chief of Engineers may grant 
permission to alter an existing Federal 
project if it is not injurious to the public 
interest and does not impair the 
usefulness of the project. 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 NLIP is located in 
Sacramento and Sutter Counties, CA. 
The 408 permission is required for 
structural improvements to the 
Sacramento River east levee and the 
Natomas Cross Canal south levee. A 404 
permit is needed for dredge and 
discharge of fill materials into waters of 
the United States resulting from levee 
improvements, relocation of the 
Riverside Canal, and development of 
associated habitat. 
DATES: A public scoping meeting will be 
held on April 13, 2009 from 4:30 p.m. 
until 6:30 p.m. at South Natomas 
Community Center, Activity Room (see 
ADDRESSES). Send written comments by 
April 27, 2009 to (see ADDRESSES). 
ADDRESSES: Public Scoping Meeting, 
South Natomas Community Center, 
Activity Room, 2921 Truxel Road, 
Sacramento, CA. Send written 
comments and suggestions concerning 
this study to Ms. Elizabeth Holland, 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 
Sacramento District, Attn: Planning 
Division (CESPK–PD–R), 1325 J Street, 
Sacramento, CA 95814–2922. 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/EIR should be addressed to Ms. 
Elizabeth Holland at (916) 557–6763, 
e-mail 
Elizabeth.g.holland@usace.army.mil or 
by mail (see ADDRESSES). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

1. Proposed Action. The U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers is preparing an EIS/ 
EIR to analyze the impacts of the work 
proposed by SAFCA to implement the 

NLIP Phase 4a Project. The overall 
purpose of the NLIP is to bring the 
entire 42-mile Natomas Basin perimeter 
levee system into compliance with 
applicable Federal and state standards 
for levees protecting urban areas. The 
NLIP Phase 4a Project is a component of 
the NLIP proposed by SAFCA to 
improve a portion of the Natomas 
Basin’s perimeter levee system in 
Sacramento and Sutter Counties, CA. 

2. Alternatives. The EIS/EIR will 
address an array of flood damage 
reduction alternatives. Alternatives 
analyzed during the investigation will 
consist of a combination of one or more 
flood risk reduction measures. These 
measures include strengthening the 
existing levee in place, constructing 
seepage berms, constructing adjacent 
setback levees, installing relief wells 
and cutoff walls, and relocating 
irrigation ditches. 

3. Scoping Process. a. A public 
scoping meeting will be held on April 
13, 2009 to present information to the 
public and to receive comments from 
the public. This meeting will begin a 
process to involve concerned 
individuals, and local, State, and 
Federal agencies with the Phase 4a 
Project. 

b. Significant issues to be analyzed in 
depth in the EIS/EIR include effects on 
agricultural resources, land use, geology 
and soils, hydrology and hydraulics, 
water quality, biological resources 
(including fisheries, vegetation and 
wildlife resources, special-status 
species, and wetlands and other waters 
of the U.S.), cultural resources, 
paleontological resources, 
transportation and circulation, air 
quality, noise, visual resources, utilities 
and service systems, hazards and 
hazardous materials, socioeconomics 
and population and housing, and 
environmental justice. The EIS/EIR will 
also evaluate the cumulative effects of 
the proposed NLIP (including the past 
and anticipated future NLIP project 
phases) and other 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, the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service and the National 
Marine Fisheries Service to provide a 
Biological Opinion, and the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service to provide a Fish 
and Wildlife Coordination Act Report. 

d. A 45-day public review period will 
be provided for individuals and 
agencies to review and comment on the 
draft EIS/EIR. All interested parties are 
encouraged to respond to this notice 
and provide a current address if they 
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wish to be notified of the draft EIS/EIR 
circulation. 

4. Availability. The draft EIS/EIR is 
scheduled to be available for public 
review and comment in early summer 
2009. 

Dated: March 16, 2009. 
Thomas Chapman, 
COL, EN, Commanding. 
[FR Doc. E9–6862 Filed 3–26–09; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3720–58–P 

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

Submission for OMB Review; 
Comment Request 

AGENCY: Department of Education. 
SUMMARY: The Director, Information 
Collection Clearance Division, 
Regulatory Information Management 
Services, Office of Management invites 
comments on the submission for OMB 
review as required by the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1995. 
DATES: Interested persons are invited to 
submit comments on or before April 27, 
2009. 
ADDRESSES: Written comments should 
be addressed to the Office of 
Information and Regulatory Affairs, 
Attention: Education Desk Officer, 
Office of Management and Budget, 725 
17th Street, NW., Room 10222, New 
Executive Office Building, Washington, 
DC 20503 or faxed to (202) 395–6974. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section 
3506 of the Paperwork Reduction Act of 
1995 (44 U.S.C. Chapter 35) requires 
that the Office of Management and 
Budget (OMB) provide interested 
Federal agencies and the public an early 
opportunity to comment on information 
collection requests. OMB may amend or 
waive the requirement for public 
consultation to the extent that public 
participation in the approval process 
would defeat the purpose of the 
information collection, violate State or 
Federal law, or substantially interfere 
with any agency’s ability to perform its 
statutory obligations. The Director, 
Regulatory Information Management 
Services, Office of Management, 
publishes that notice containing 
proposed information collection 
requests prior to submission of these 
requests to OMB. Each proposed 
information collection, grouped by 
office, contains the following: (1) Type 
of review requested, e.g. new, revision, 
extension, existing or reinstatement; (2) 
Title; (3) Summary of the collection; (4) 
Description of the need for, and 
proposed use of, the information; (5) 
Respondents and frequency of 
collection; and (6) Reporting and/or 

Recordkeeping burden. OMB invites 
public comment. 

Dated: March 24, 2009. 
Angela C. Arrington, 
Director, IC Clearance Official, Regulatory 
Information Management Services, Office of 
Management. 

Institute of Education Sciences 

Type of Review: New. 
Title: Impact Evaluation of Response 

to Intervention Strategies (Site 
Recruitment). 

Frequency: On occassion. 
Affected Public: State, local or tribal 

gov’t, SEAs or LEAs. 
Reporting and Recordkeeping Hour 

Burden: 
Responses: 505. 
Burden Hours: 1,510. 

Abstract: The Impact Evaluation of 
Response to Intervention (RtI) strategies 
will inform the National Assessment of 
IDEA 2004, and the choices of districts 
and schools, by estimating the 
differential impacts of strategies for 
providing Tier 2 reading instruction to 
at-risk first and second graders. ED has 
awarded a contract to MDRC (in 
partnership with SRI International and 
Survey Research Management) to 
conduct this study in 150 elementary 
schools. This initial collection involves 
the site recruitment. The resulting RtI 
project will provide information that 
policymakers and school administrators 
can use to help identify students with 
learning disabilities and improve 
instruction provided to at-risk students. 

Requests for copies of the information 
collection submission for OMB review 
may be accessed from http:// 
edicsweb.ed.gov, by selecting the 
‘‘Browse Pending Collections’’ link and 
by clicking on link number 3932. When 
you access the information collection, 
click on ‘‘Download Attachments ’’ to 
view. Written requests for information 
should be addressed to U.S. Department 
of Education, 400 Maryland Avenue, 
SW., LBJ, Washington, DC 20202–4537. 
Requests may also be electronically 
mailed to the Internet address 
ICDocketMgr@ed.gov or faxed to 202– 
401–0920. Please specify the complete 
title of the information collection when 
making your request. 

Comments regarding burden and/or 
the collection activity requirements 
should be electronically mailed to 
ICDocketMgr@ed.gov. Individuals who 
use a telecommunications device for the 
deaf (TDD) may call the Federal 
Information Relay Service (FIRS) at 1– 
800–877–8339. 

[FR Doc. E9–6885 Filed 3–26–09; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4000–01–P 

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

Environmental Management Site- 
Specific Advisory Board, Idaho 
National Laboratory 

AGENCY: Department of Energy. 
ACTION: Notice of open meeting. 

SUMMARY: This notice announces a 
meeting of the Environmental 
Management Site-Specific Advisory 
Board (EM SSAB), Idaho National 
Laboratory. The Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (Pub. L. 92–463, 86 Stat. 
770) requires that public notice of this 
meeting be announced in the Federal 
Register. 

DATES: Tuesday, April 7, 2009, 8 a.m.– 
5 p.m. 

Opportunities for public participation 
will be held on Tuesday, April 7, 2009, 
from 1:30 p.m. to 1:45 p.m. and from 
3:30 p.m. to 3:45 p.m. 

These times are subject to change; 
please contact the Federal Coordinator 
(below) for confirmation of times prior 
to the meeting. 
ADDRESSES: Red Lion Hotel Canyon 
Springs, 1357 Blue Lakes Boulevard, 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83301. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Robert L. Pence, Federal Coordinator, 
Department of Energy, Idaho Operations 
Office, 1955 Fremont Avenue, MS– 
1203, Idaho Falls, ID 83415. Phone (208) 
526–6518; Fax (208) 526–8789 or e-mail: 
pencerl@id.doe.gov or visit the Board’s 
Internet home page at: http:// 
www.inlemcab.org. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Purpose of the Board: The purpose of 

the Board is to make recommendations 
to DOE in the areas of environmental 
restoration, waste management, and 
related activities. 

Tentative Topics (agenda topics may 
change up to the day of the meeting; 
please contact Robert L. Pence for the 
most current agenda): 

• Progress to Cleanup. 
• Fiscal Year 2011 Budget. 
• Offsite Transuranic Waste. 
• New Buried Waste Approach. 
• March EM SSAB Chairs Meeting 

Report. 
Public Participation: The meeting is 

open to the public. The EM SSAB, Idaho 
National Laboratory, welcomes the 
attendance of the public at its advisory 
committee meetings and will make 
every effort to accommodate persons 
with physical disabilities or special 
needs. If you require special 
accommodations due to a disability, 
please contact Robert L. Pence at least 
seven days in advance of the meeting at 
the phone number listed above. Written 
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NOTICE OF PREPARATION 

 
To: Agencies and Interested Parties 

From: Sacramento Area Flood Control Agency 

Date: March 27, 2009 

Subject: Announcement of: 

1) Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact 
Report on the Natomas Levee Improvement Program, Phase 4a Landside Improvements 
Project; 

2) Public Scoping Meeting to be held on April 13, 2009; and 

3) Scoping Comments due by April 27, 2009 

 
The Sacramento Area Flood Control Agency (SAFCA) intends to prepare a “joint” environmental impact 
statement (EIS) and environmental impact report (EIR), consistent with the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) (42 United States Code [USC] Section 4321 et seq.) and with the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) (Public Resources Code [PRC], Section 21000 et seq.; see also 14 California Code of Regulations 
Sections 15220, 15222 [State CEQA Guidelines]), for the Natomas Levee Improvement Program (NLIP) Phase 
4a Landside Improvements Project (Phase 4a Project) in the Natomas Basin in Sacramento and Sutter Counties, 
California. The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), Sacramento District, will be the Federal lead agency for 
purposes of complying with NEPA, and SAFCA will be the state lead agency for compliance with CEQA. 

In accordance with Section 15082 of the State CEQA Guidelines, SAFCA has prepared this Notice of 
Preparation (NOP) to inform all responsible and trustee agencies, Federal agencies taking action on the project, 
and interested parties that an EIS/EIR will be prepared. The purpose of an NOP is to provide sufficient 
information about the proposed project and its potential environmental impacts to allow the Office of Planning 
and Research (OPR), responsible and trustee agencies, and interested parties the opportunity to provide a 
meaningful response related to the scope and content of the EIS/EIR, including the significant environmental 
issues and reasonable alternatives and mitigation measures that the responsible or trustee agency, or the OPR, will 
need to have explored in the EIS/EIR (State CEQA Guidelines, Section 15082[b]). 

The project location, description, and probable environmental effects are presented below. An initial study has not 
been prepared for the Phase 4a Project because the EIS/EIR will address all issue areas. The EIS/EIR will also 
include feasible mitigation measures and consideration of a reasonable range of alternatives to avoid or 
substantially reduce the proposed project’s significant adverse environmental impacts. 

A joint NEPA/CEQA public scoping meeting, with USACE and SAFCA representatives, will be held during the 
30-day public review period to provide agencies and the public with an opportunity to provide comments on the 
scope and content of the EIS/EIR. The joint scoping meeting will satisfy the meeting requirement for projects of 
statewide, regional, or areawide significance. (See State CEQA Guidelines, Section 15082, subd. [c].) 
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INTRODUCTION 
 
CEQA specifies that a public agency must prepare an EIR on any project that it proposes to carry out or approve 
that may have a significant direct or indirect effect (also referred to as “significant impact”) on the environment 
(PRC Section 21080[d]). SAFCA is proposing the NLIP Phase 4a Project, as described below, and has determined 
that the proposed project may have significant impacts on the environment. Therefore, acting as the lead agency 
for CEQA compliance, SAFCA will prepare an EIR that evaluates these significant environmental impacts. 

To implement the proposed project, SAFCA is requesting permission from USACE pursuant to Section 14 of the 
Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 (33 United States Code [USC] 408, referred to as “Section 408”) for alteration of 
Federal project levees; Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (33 USC 1344) for placement of fill into jurisdictional 
waters of the United States; and Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 (33 USC 403) for work 
performed in, under, or over navigable waters, and excavation of material from or deposition of material into 
navigable waters. A joint EIS/EIR will be prepared to evaluate the significant environmental impacts of the 
proposed project, including those impacts associated with USACE’s decision-making processes for Sections 408, 
404, and 10. 

The Phase 4a Project consists of improvements to a portion of the Natomas Basin’s perimeter levee system (see 
Exhibits 1 and 2 below) in Sutter and Sacramento Counties, California, and associated landscape and 
irrigation/drainage infrastructure modifications. SAFCA has initiated this effort in cooperation with the California 
Department of Water Resources and the Central Valley Flood Protection Board (together referred to as “State”), 
and USACE with the aim of incorporating the NLIP into the Natomas components of the Federally authorized 
American River Common Features Project. 

The overall purpose of the NLIP is to bring the entire 42-mile Natomas Basin perimeter levee system into 
compliance with applicable Federal and state standards for levees protecting urban areas. 

In addition to requesting permission from USACE pursuant to Sections 408, 404, and 10, as discussed above, 
SAFCA may also need to obtain several state, regional, and local approvals or permits to implement the Phase 4a 
Project: Central Valley Flood Protection Board (CVFPB) encroachment permit; California Surface Mining and 
Reclamation Act permit; Clean Water Act Section 401 water quality certification, Clean Water Act Section 402 
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permit; California Fish and Game Code Section 2081 incidental 
take authorization; California Fish and Game Code Section 1602 streambed alteration agreement; encroachment 
permits from the California Department of Transportation, Sacramento County, and Sutter County; and authority 
to construct permits from the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District and the Feather River 
Air Quality Management District. 

PURPOSE OF THE NOTICE OF PREPARATION 
 
The purposes of this notice are to: 

1. briefly describe the proposed project and the anticipated content of the EIS/EIR to be prepared for the 
proposed project; 

 
2. announce the public scoping meeting to facilitate public input and to be held: April 13, 2009, from 4:30 to 

6:30 p.m. at South Natomas Community Center (Activity Room) in Sacramento, California; and 
 
3. solicit input by April 27, 2009, from Federal, state, regional, and local agencies, and from interested 

organizations and individuals about the content and scope of the EIS/EIR, including the alternatives to be 
addressed and the potentially significant environmental impacts. 
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PROJECT BACKGROUND 
 
The Phase 4a Landside Improvements Project is part of SAFCA’s efforts to reduce the risk of flood damage in the 
Sacramento area, and is part of the NLIP evaluated in SAFCA’s programmatic EIR on Local Funding 
Mechanisms for Comprehensive Flood Control Improvements for the Sacramento Area (State Clearinghouse # 
2006072098). Volume II of that EIR contained a project-level evaluation of the Natomas Cross Canal South 
Levee Phase 1 Improvements (Phase 1 Project). 

In 2007, SAFCA prepared the EIR on the NLIP Landside Improvements Project (2007 Landside EIR, State 
Clearinghouse # 2007062016), which covers the three additional phases of “landside” improvements to the levees 
protecting the Natomas Basin in Sacramento and Sutter Counties, including the Phase 2 Project, Phase 3 Project, 
and Phase 4 Project. The Phase 2 Project was analyzed at a project level and the remainder of the Landside 
Improvement Project (Phase 3 and Phase 4 Projects) was analyzed at a program level in the 2007 Landside EIR. 
On November 29, 2007, the SAFCA Board of Directors certified the EIR and approved implementation of the 
Phase 2 Project. Following completion of the Landside EIR, USACE prepared an EIS to meet USACE’s NEPA 
requirements to support USACE’s decisions on the permissions and permitting under Sections 408, 404, and 10. 
A Record of Decision was signed by USACE in January 2009. The USACE EIS also contained a project-level 
analysis of the Phase 2 Project and a program-level analysis of the Phase 3 and Phase 4 Projects. Since 
certification of the 2007 Landside EIR, SAFCA has made modifications and refinements to the design of the 
Phase 2 Project. A supplemental EIR (SEIR) was prepared by SAFCA to evaluate these modifications, which the 
SAFCA Board of Directors certified in January 2009, at which time the Board also approved the modifications to 
the Phase 2 Project. 

The Phase 3 Project was analyzed at a project-level in the EIS/EIR on the NLIP Phase 3 Landside Improvements 
Project (Phase 3 EIS/EIR, State Clearinghouse # 2008072060), which was released for public review on February 
13, 2009. 

The EIS/EIR to be prepared for the Phase 4a Project (which is the subject of this notice) will evaluate the 
environmental impacts of the Phase 4a Project at a project level. The Phase 4a Project is one of three sub-phases 
of the overall Phase 4 Project that was analyzed in the 2007 Landside EIR. The Phase 4 Project was divided into 
sub-phases to provide the flexibility to construct this phase over more than one construction season. The Phase 4b 
and Phase 4c Projects will be the subject of future, separate EIS/EIRs and are not analyzed in the Phase 4a Project 
EIS/EIR. Each of the sub-phases has its own independent utility, can be accomplished with or without the other 
sub-phases, and provides additional flood risk reduction benefits to the Natomas Basin whether implemented 
individually or collectively. 

PROJECT OBJECTIVES 
 
The following objectives were adopted by SAFCA in connection with approval of the NLIP: (1) provide at least a 
100-year level of flood protection to the Natomas Basin as quickly as possible, (2) provide “200-year” protection 
to the Basin over time, and (3) avoid any substantial increase in expected annual damages as new development 
occurs in the Basin. 

The first two project objectives would reduce the residual risk of flooding sufficiently to meet the minimum 
requirements of Federal and state law for urban areas like the Natomas Basin. The third project objective is a 
long-term objective of SAFCA. 

An additional project objective adopted by SAFCA in connection with the Phase 2 and Phase 3 Projects that is 
also applicable to the Phase 4a Project is to use flood damage reduction projects to increase the extent and 
connectivity of the lands in the Natomas Basin being managed to provide habitat for giant garter snake, 
Swainson’s hawk, and other special-status species. 
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PROPOSED PROJECT 
 
Key Project Elements 
The Phase 4a Project includes the following major activities anticipated to begin in 2010, which will be analyzed 
at a project level in the Phase 4a EIS/EIR: 

► Sacramento River east levee Reaches 10–15: levee raising/rehabilitation and seepage remediation (see 
Exhibit 2)—Construct an adjacent setback levee, raised in Reaches 10–11B, with cutoff walls, seepage 
berms, and relief wells where required to reduce seepage potential. Cutoff wall construction would take place 
24-hours-per-day, 7 days-per-week during the construction period. 

► Natomas Cross Canal (NCC) south levee improvements: levee raising and seepage remediation at two 
locations—At Natomas Central Mutual Water Company (NCMWC) Bennett Pump Station and Northern 
Main Pump Station, raise the NCC south levee, flatten levee side slopes, install cutoff walls, and modify or 
replace the existing pumps and motors to reflect raising the discharge pipes above the “200-year” design flood 
elevation. Cutoff wall construction would take place 24-hours-per-day, 7 days-per-week during the 
construction period. 

► Relocation of the Riverside Canal (highline irrigation canal) away from the existing Sacramento River 
east levee—Extend the relocated canal upstream of Powerline Road in Reaches 11B–12B, relocate the canal 
west of the adjacent levee in Reaches 13–15, relocate the canal west of the adjacent levee/residences/tree 
groves in Reaches 15–18B, and construct a piped section in Reach 15-18B at the toe of the new adjacent 
levee. 

► Modifications to NCMWC Riverside Pumping Plant—Raise and extend discharge pipes, and modify or 
replace the existing Riverside Pumping Plant pumps and motors to reflect raising the discharge pipes above 
the “200-year” design water surface. In-water construction would include use of dredge pumps to remove 
sediment in order to install new pumps, but no dewatering through use of a coffer dam would take place. 

► Modifications to Reclamation District (RD) 1000 Pumping Plants Nos. 3 and 5—Raise and extend 
discharge pipes, replace or modify pumps and motors, and perform other seepage remediation, including 
relocation of the stations away from the levee to accommodate raising the discharge pipes above the “200-
year” design water surface. The pipe extensions would tie into existing discharge pipes within the waterside 
bench. These modifications would take place above normal Sacramento River summer and fall water surface 
elevations; therefore, no dewatering would occur. 

► Borrow site excavation and reclamation—Excavate earthen material at the borrow sites and then return the 
sites to preconstruction uses or suitable replacement habitat. For the levee and canal improvements along the 
Sacramento River east levee, the Fisherman’s Lake Borrow Area is anticipated to be the primary source of 
soil borrow material for the Phase 4a Project (see Exhibit 2). However, additional borrow sites may be 
needed, including the Interstate 5 Borrow Area, the Elkhorn Borrow Area, and the Airport north bufferlands. 
For construction on the NCC south levee, the source of soil borrow would be the Brookfield borrow site. All 
of the proposed borrow areas have been the subject of previous environmental documents and, therefore, their 
potential impacts will be incorporated by reference, with the exception of the Fisherman’s Lake Borrow Area 
which will be fully analyzed in the Phase 4a EIS/EIR. 

► Habitat creation and management—Create up to 300 acres of managed seasonal and perennial marsh and 
agricultural upland habitat in the Fisherman’s Lake Borrow Area; establish perennial native grasses on levee 
slopes, seepage berms, and access and maintenance areas; and establish woodlands consisting of native 
riparian and woodland species at locations along the landside of the Sacramento River east levee. 
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► Infrastructure relocation and realignment—Realign and relocate private irrigation and drainage 
infrastructure, including wells, pumps, canals, and pipes; and relocate utility infrastructure, such as power 
poles, as needed to accommodate the levee improvements and major canal relocations. 

► Landside vegetation removal—In Reaches 12B–15 of the Sacramento River east levee, clear landside 
vegetation in a corridor up to 660 feet wide to prepare for Phase 4a Project levee and canal improvement 
work. 

► Right-of-way acquisition—Acquire lands within the Phase 4a Project footprint along the Sacramento River 
east levee and at associated borrow sites. 

► Encroachment management—Remove encroachments as required to meet the criteria of USACE, the 
Central Valley Flood Protection Board, and the Federal Emergency Management Agency. 

Other Project Details 
The following describes additional project details associated with the Phase 4a Project. 

► Project footprint and soil borrow requirements—To address uncertainty in engineering design and cultural 
resource investigation and assess worst-case impacts from ground disturbance in a maximum potential project 
footprint, the Phase 4a EIS/EIR will analyze a footprint that could include both cutoff walls and 500-foot-
wide seepage berms throughout Reaches 10–15 of the Sacramento River east levee. In some locations, to fully 
remediate seepage, a combination of shallow cutoff walls, seepage berms, and relief wells may be used. Deep 
cutoff walls may also be used as a seepage remediation measure. Cutoff wall construction would take place 
24-hours-per-day, 7 days-per-week during the construction period. Continuing cultural investigations and 
refinement of engineering design are likely to produce a footprint that includes 500-foot-wide berms in only a 
few culturally sensitive locations, with most reaches containing either 100-foot-wide berms or deep cutoff 
walls. Soil borrow requirements are based on this more probable footprint and would total between 4 and 5 
million cubic yards.  

► Measures to avoid residences and heritage oaks—Where residences and heritage oak trees are located, 
particularly in Reaches 12B and 13–15, SAFCA would employ, to the extent feasible under levee design and 
seepage remediation performance requirements, measures to minimize the project footprint to avoid these 
resources. These measures would include reducing the width of the adjacent setback levee, seepage berms, 
and operations and maintenance/utility corridor and the strategic use of cutoff walls or seepage relief wells. 

► Power pole relocation—Power poles that currently exist on the landside slope of the levee and at the 
landside levee toe would need to be relocated and/or rerouted to accommodate the widened levee footprint. 
To the extent feasible, mainline utility infrastructure, such as power poles, would be relocated beyond the 
landside levee toe or berms, and a secondary distribution line of poles would be relocated to the area between 
the existing levee and the adjacent levee. Should placement of poles be required on top of the seepage berms, 
either raised foundations or steel reinforced concrete piers would be constructed to prevent the poles from 
impacting the performance of the seepage berm. Some poles may need to be relocated to the waterside of the 
existing levee; however, no new power poles would be located on the waterside of the levee in the vicinity of 
existing waterside residences unless there is no feasible alternative for providing service to these residences. 
Tree pruning would likely be required in some locations to accommodate the power poles and associated 
wires. SAFCA would conduct the relocations in coordination with the USACE, CVFPB, and the appropriate 
utility companies and the construction operations. 

► Riverside Canal and pipeline alignment—The proposed canal right-of-way would be roughly 155 feet 
wide, including a landside operation and maintenance corridor and embankments on each side of the channel. 
The bottom width of the canal would range from about 8 to 10 feet wide. To provide for stable banks, the side 
slopes of the canals would be 3H:1V or flatter. A patrol road with an aggregate base rock surface would be 
constructed on the top of the landside (eastern) embankment. Disturbed areas, aside from the lined canal and 
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patrol road, would be seeded following construction. In addition to the open canal, an approximately 8,500 
foot long, 24- to 36-inch diameter pipeline would be constructed immediately east of the new levee footprint 
in Sacramento River east levee Reaches 15–18B. The Riverside pipeline would allow the relocated canal 
system to provide irrigation service to the parcels currently served by the Riverside Canal. Following 
construction, these parcels would be located between the improved levee and the relocated Riverside Canal. 

► Fisherman’s Lake Complex—The proposed project would include development of a mosaic of habitat types 
in the Central Fishermen’s Lake Area, including managed marsh, managed agricultural upland/grassland, and 
woodlands. These postproject land cover types and associated management practices are proposed to offset 
the loss of habitat values attributable to on the NLIP improvements. This habitat complex would also help 
further the following SAFCA objectives for the NLIP: 

• expand the size and biological diversity of The Natomas Basin Conservancy’s (TNBC’s) preserve 
complex on the west side of Fisherman’s Lake; 

• consolidate management of habitat preserve lands consistent with the Natomas Basin Habitat 
Conservation Plan;  

• enlarge and enhance existing giant garter snake habitat such as managed marsh, rice, and canal corridors; 

• create native perennial grasslands and preserve and manage field crops suitable for Swainson’s hawk 
foraging; and 

• expand the size and locations of woodland corridors and groves adjacent to Swainson’s hawk foraging 
areas. 

The following describes the habitat types that would be created within the Fisherman’s Lake Complex: 

• Managed Marsh—After the completion of borrow activities, soil borrow sites in the vicinity of 
Fisherman’s Lake would be finish graded and planted with native riparian and marsh vegetation by 
SAFCA to create up to 150 acres of managed seasonal and perennial marsh habitat that would benefit the 
giant garter snake. Marsh design and management would optimize the values of giant garter snake habitat 
but minimize the attraction to wildlife species considered to be potentially hazardous to aircraft 
approaching or departing from runways (e.g., flocks of waterfowl, starlings, pheasants). An essential 
component of the managed marsh would be procurement of a firm, reliable water supply and good water 
quality throughout the giant garter snake’s active season of April–October. The marsh would be situated 
near to and functionally connected to TNBC’s created marshes in the vicinity of Fisherman’s Lake 
(Natomas Farms and Cummings Preserves), thereby providing for greater contiguous management areas 
and enhancing the overall habitat value and giant garter snake population resilience of the adjacent 
preserves. 

• Foraging Habitat—To compensate for the permanent loss of foraging habitat within the foraging range 
of potentially impacted Swainson’s hawk nest locations, SAFCA would create or preserve in perpetuity 
foraging habitat for Swainson’s hawks and other raptors. This would be primarily achieved by the 
acquisition and reclamation to cropland of sites used for excavation of soil borrow material in the vicinity 
of Fisherman’s Lake. Crop types and crop rotations would be managed to optimize the seasonal variation 
of prey availability for Swainson’s hawks and other raptors. Foraging habitat of moderate quality would 
also be provided by managed grassland within the project footprint on levee slopes, berms, and 
maintenance setbacks. 

• Woodlands—Woodlands consisting of native riparian and valley oak woodland species would be planted 
at several sites as a component of the proposed project. The sites would be located within a 100- to 200-
foot-wide corridor running generally north-south along the east side of the relocated Riverside Canal. 
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These woodlands would be intended to provide new nesting opportunities to areas farther inland from the 
levees where those habitat values have been lost, and to make existing Swainson’s hawk foraging habitat 
on interior agricultural fields more accessible. The sites would also provide connectivity between TNBC 
preserves, which would also create a larger contiguous area managed for Swainson’s hawk than currently 
exists. 

ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT 
 
Because the EIS/EIR for the Phase 4a Project is a joint NEPA/CEQA document, it will fully evaluate the 
environmental impacts of the Proposed Project and the following two alternatives at an equal level of detail: 

► No-Action Alternative (No-Project Alternative for purposes of CEQA)—Under NEPA, the expected 
future without-project conditions; under CEQA, the existing condition at the time the NOP was published 
(March 27, 2009), as well as what would be reasonably expected to occur in the foreseeable future if the 
proposed project were not approved. The No-Action Alternative will consist of two components: 

• No-Project Construction—The No-Action Alternative in this analysis consists of the conditions that 
would likely prevail in the Natomas Basin if no action at all were taken by SAFCA, the State, or USACE 
to further improve the Basin’s perimeter levee system beyond the accomplishments of the Sacramento 
Urban Levee Reconstruction Project; the North Area Local Project; and the NLIP Phase 1, Phase 2, and 
Phase 3 Projects. Under this scenario, key segments of this system would continue to provide less than 
100-year flood protection, and the entire Natomas Basin would be permanently designated as a special 
flood hazard area subject to development restrictions and mandatory flood insurance requirements 
pursuant to the regulations of the National Flood Insurance Program. SAFCA would not provide the 
Natomas Basin with at least a 100-year level of flood protection by the end of 2010 and would not be able 
to facilitate achieving a “200-year” level of protection by the end of 2012. 

• Potential Levee Failure—The same conditions with respect to development within the Natomas Basin as 
described above for the No-Project Construction component of the No-Action Alternative would exist for 
the Potential Levee Failure component. Without additional improvements to the Natomas perimeter levee 
system, wind and wave run-up or seepage conditions could cause portions of this system to fail, triggering 
widespread flooding and extensive damage to the Basin’s existing residential, commercial, agricultural, 
and industrial structures. Extensive damage to utilities, roadways, and other infrastructure systems would 
also likely occur. The magnitude of the flood damage would depend upon the location of the levee 
breach, severity of the storm, and river flows at the time of a potential levee failure. 

► Strengthen-Levee-in-Place Alternative—All elements of the Strengthen-Levee-In-Place Alternative would 
be the same as described for the Proposed Action (including the “Other Project Details,” described above), 
except for the method of levee raising and rehabilitation, the extent of levee degrade to construct cutoff walls, 
and the extent of encroachment removal along the Sacramento River east levee (differences from the 
Proposed Action are shown in italicized text): 

• Sacramento River east levee Reaches 10–11B: levee raising and seepage remediation—Raise the 
existing levee and flatten the existing landside slope from Reach 10 through 11B, and construct cutoff 
walls within the existing levee section, seepage berms, and relief wells where required to reduce seepage 
potential. 

• Sacramento River east levee Reaches 12–15: seepage remediation—Widen levee crown, flatten 
landside slopes, construct cutoff walls within the existing levee section, and construct seepage berms, and 
relief wells where required to reduce seepage potential. 
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• Riverbank erosion control—Implement erosion control improvements along approximately 5,400 feet of 
river bank at the waterside toe of the Sacramento River east levee at River Miles 68.8 through 70.0 (Sites 
I, J, K, L, and M in Sacramento River east levee Reaches 10–11B). 

• Waterside vegetation removal—In Reaches 13–15 of the Sacramento River east levee, clear waterside 
vegetation to meet USACE vegetation guidance criteria. 

• Encroachment management—Remove substantial encroachments from the waterside and landside of 
the Phase 4a Project Sacramento River east levee (Reaches 10–15) to ensure that the levees can be 
certified as meeting the minimum requirements of the National Flood Insurance Program and USACE 
encroachment guidance. 

• Project footprint and soil borrow requirements—The Strengthen-Levee-in-Place Alternative would 
have the same seepage remediation but would widen the Sacramento River east levee by approximately 
30 feet less than the Proposed Action. The estimated soil borrow requirement for the Strengthen-Levee-
in-Place Alternative would be approximately 4.8 million cubic yards. 

Alternatives that have already been addressed in previous environmental documents for the NLIP will be briefly 
summarized in the EIS/EIR for the Phase 4a Project and incorporated by reference. These alternatives include the 
following: 

► Yolo Bypass Improvements 

► Reduced Natomas Urban Levee Perimeter 

► Construction of a New Setback Levee 

► Raise Levee in Place with a 1,000-Foot Levee Setback in the Upper 1.4 Miles along the Sacramento River 
East Levee 

► Construct an Adjacent Setback Levee with a 500-Foot Levee Setback in the Upper 1.4 Miles along the 
Sacramento River East Levee 

► No SAFCA Levee Improvements—Private Levees in Natomas 

PROBABLE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF THE PHASE 4A PROJECT 
 
The EIS/EIR will describe the direct and indirect significant environmental impacts of the Phase 4a Project. The 
EIS/EIR will also evaluate cumulative effects of the project when considered in conjunction with the other phases 
of the Landside Improvements Project and other related past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future projects, 
including other USACE (408 permission) and SAFCA projects. 

On the basis of preliminary evaluation, programmatic environmental analyses of the Phase 4a Project in previous 
NEPA and CEQA documents, and relevant environmental analyses of previous project phases, USACE and 
SAFCA have determined that the probable environmental effects of the proposed project are as follows: 

► Agricultural Resources: Conversion of farmland to nonagricultural use; temporary and permanent effects on 
agricultural productivity. 

► Land Use: Temporary disturbance and division of an existing community and temporary disruption of 
commercial activities during construction. 

► Geology and Soils: Potential for soil erosion or loss of topsoil during construction.  
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► Hydrology and Hydraulics: Minimized flood risk; potential temporary and/or permanent alteration of local 
drainage patterns; potential effects on groundwater recharge. 

► Water Quality: Temporary effects on water quality during construction. 

► Biological Resources; temporary disturbance or permanent loss of woodland habitats and wildlife corridors; 
temporary disturbance or permanent loss of special-status species habitats; construction disturbance or take of 
special-status terrestrial species, especially to Swainson’s hawk and giant garter snake; and temporary 
disturbance or permanent loss of jurisdictional waters of the United States. 

► Fish and Aquatic Habitat: Loss of fish or aquatic habitat through increased sedimentation and turbidity or 
release of contaminants during construction; and loss of shaded riverine aquatic habitat (SRA). 

► Cultural Resources: Temporary and/or permanent disturbance of known and unknown historic or 
archaeological resources. 

► Paleontological Resources: Potential disturbance of previously undiscovered fossils during earthmoving 
activities. 

► Transportation and Circulation: Temporary increase in traffic and traffic hazards on local roadways during 
construction; temporary closure of roadways, including the Garden Highway for up to 3 months during 
construction of flood control improvements within the roadway (associated with the Strengthen-in-Place 
Alternative). 

► Air Quality: Temporary and short-term increases in pollutant emissions associated with construction 
activities, including the potential overlap in construction of portions of the Phase 2 and/or Phase 3 Projects 
with the Phase 4a Project. 

► Noise: Temporary and short-term increases in noise and vibration levels near sensitive receptors during 
construction, including the need for 24-hour-per-day, 7-days-per-week construction of the cutoff walls to 
ensure that construction is completed before the start of flood season. 

► Visual Resources: Temporary and long-term changes in scenic views or visual character of the project area 
from the construction of project features and tree/vegetation removal. 

► Utilities and Service Systems: Temporary disruption of irrigation supply; potential disruption of utility 
service from construction activities and from the relocation of power poles. 

► Hazards and Hazardous Materials: Potential spills of hazardous materials during construction; potential 
exposure to hazardous materials at project sites during construction; potential for higher frequency of 
collisions between aircraft and wildlife at the Sacramento International Airport during construction and as a 
result of permanent changes in land cover; and increased exposure to wildland fire risk during construction. 

► Socioeconomics and Population, Employment, and Housing: Potential displacement of existing housing, 
especially affordable housing; potential reduction in local or regional employment, and other potential 
socioeconomic impacts, the analysis of which is required by NEPA. 

► Environmental Justice: Potential for disproportionately high and adverse effects on minority or low income 
populations, including Tribal resources, the analysis of which is required by NEPA. 

► Climate Change: Temporary and short-term generation of greenhouse gas emissions (CO2) from project 
construction, including potential overlap with construction of the Phase 2 and/or Phase 3 Projects. 
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► Cumulative and Growth-Inducting Impacts: Potential cumulatively considerable incremental contributions 
from Phase 4a Project impacts in the areas of agricultural resources, water quality, fisheries, biological 
resources, cultural resources, air quality, noise, visual resources; potential growth-inducing impacts from 
construction of the proposed flood-damage reduction improvements, including substantial new permanent 
employment opportunities, substantial short-term employment opportunities, and removal of an obstacle to 
additional growth and development in the Natomas Basin. 

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING 
 
A joint EIS/EIR public scoping meeting, conducted by USACE and SAFCA, will be held to inform interested 
parties about the proposed project, and to obtain the views of agency representatives and the public on the scope 
and content of the EIS/EIR. The meeting will be held on April 13, 2009, from 4:30 to 6:30 p.m., at 2921 Truxel 
Road (South Natomas Community Center) in Sacramento, California. 

The meeting will have an open-house format with multiple stations set up to highlight different aspects of the 
proposed project and the NEPA/CEQA process. Attendees will have the opportunity to ask questions and discuss 
the project and the EIS/EIR process with project team members and to provide oral and written comments. The 
meeting space is accessible to persons with disabilities. Individuals needing special assistive devices will be 
accommodated to the best of our ability. For more information, contact John Bassett with SAFCA at  
(916) 874-7606 or bassettj@saccounty.net at least 48 hours before the meeting. 

PROVIDING COMMENTS ON THE NOP 
 
Interested parties may provide written or oral comments on the content and scope of the EIS/EIR at the public 
scoping meeting or may provide written comments directly to SAFCA. Written comments must be provided to 
SAFCA at the earliest possible date, but must be received no later than 5 p.m. on Monday, April 27, 2009. 
Agencies that will need to use the EIS/EIR when considering permits or other approvals for the proposed project 
should provide the name of a contact person. Comments provided by e-mail should include the name and address 
of the sender. Please send all written and/or e-mail comments on the NOP to: 

John Bassett, P.E. 
Director of Engineering 
Sacramento Area Flood Control Agency 
1007 7th Street, 7th Floor 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
Telephone: (916) 874-7606  
Fax: (916) 874-8289 
E-mail: bassettj@saccounty.net 
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Source: CaSil, Adapted by EDAW in 2007 

 
Exhibit 1 – Regional Location Exhibit 
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Source: CaSil, MBK Engineers 2008, HDR, Inc. 2008, Sacramento Area Council of Governments 2006; Adapted by EDAW 2009 

 
Exhibit 2 – Phase 4a Construction Areas 
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Henningsen, Sarah

From: Bassett. John (MSA) [bassettj@SacCounty.NET]
Sent: Monday, April 06, 2009 11:59 AM
To: Rader, David; Dunn, Francine; Henningsen, Sarah; Holland, Elizabeth G SPK
Subject: FW: SAFCA NLIP Phase 4a Landside Improvements - Notice of Preparation

 
 

From: Neal Hay [mailto:NHay@co.sutter.ca.us]  
Sent: Monday, April 06, 2009 11:37 AM 
To: Bassett. John (MSA) 
Cc: Al Sawyer 
Subject: SAFCA NLIP Phase 4a Landside Improvements - Notice of Preparation 
 
   Mr. Bassett, Director of Engineering, 
                        We would request that in the development of the EIS / EIR for the above mentioned project, please 
mention the existing agreement between Sutter County and SAFCA for road repairs dated August 21, 2008 as a 
mitigation measure. 
 
 
Neal P Hay PE 
Associate Civil Engineer 
Sutter County 
530-822-4402 Direct 
 
____________________________________________________________________________ 
COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO EMAIL DISCLAIMER: 
This email and any attachments thereto may contain private, confidential, and 
privileged material for the sole use of the intended recipient. Any review, 
copying, or distribution of this email (or any attachments thereto) by other 
than the County of Sacramento or the intended recipient is strictly prohibited. 
 
If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender immediately 
and permanently delete the original and any copies of this email and any 
attachments thereto. 
_____________________________________________________________________________ 



From: Bassett. John (MSA)
To: Henningsen, Sarah; Rader, David; Dunn, Francine; Holland, Elizabeth G SPK; 

Dadey, Kathleen A SPK; 
Subject: FW: Comments on Notice of Preparation(NOP) for EIR/

EIS for Phase4a Landside Improvements
Date: Friday, May 01, 2009 3:34:51 PM

-----Original Message----- 
From: Ryan Moore [mailto:rtMoore@cityofsacramento.org]
Sent: Friday, May 01, 2009 7:30 AM 
To: Bassett. John (MSA) 
Subject: Comments on Notice of Preparation(NOP) for EIR/EIS for Phase4a 
Landside Improvements 

Dear John, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on SAFCA's NOP to improve the 
Natomas Levees along the Sacramento River. While the project scope 
appears to be primarily in the unincorporated area of Sacramento County. 
Here are the City of Sacramento Department of Transportation comments. 

1. There is a proposal to close the Garden Highway for 3 months during 
construction. The EIR/EIS should assess the impacts to residents, 
businesses and emergency response. Any closure that could affect the 
City's portion of the Garden Highway needs to be reviewed and approved 
by the City. 

2. The project requires haul routes on Del Paso Road and San Juan Road. 
The EIR/EIS should assess any noise and dust impacts of haul trucks to 
adjacent neighborhoods. For any haul routes on City streets, the City 
needs to review and approve the haul routes to minimize impacts to the 
community and prevent pavement and bridge damage. 

Thanks again for the opportunity to review 

Ryan Moore, P.E. 
City of Sacramento 
Department of Transportation 
Funding & Project Development 
(916) 808-8279 

____________________________________________________________________________
COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO EMAIL DISCLAIMER: 
This email and any attachments thereto may contain private, confidential, and 
privileged material for the sole use of the intended recipient. Any review, 
copying, or distribution of this email (or any attachments thereto) by other 
than the County of Sacramento or the intended recipient is strictly prohibited. 

If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender immediately 



and permanently delete the original and any copies of this email and any 
attachments thereto. 
_____________________________________________________________________________





From: Bassett. John (MSA)
To: Henningsen, Sarah; Rader, David; Dunn, Francine; Holland, Elizabeth G SPK; 

Dadey, Kathleen A SPK; 
Subject: FW: Natomas Levee Improvement Program (Phase 4a Project) NOP
Date: Friday, May 01, 2009 4:09:55 PM

From: Walt Seifert [mailto:bikesaba@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2009 5:16 PM 
To: Bassett. John (MSA) 
Cc: Klinker. Dan (MSA) 
Subject: Natomas Levee Improvement Program (Phase 4a Project) NOP

John Bassett, Director of Engineering
SAFCA
1007 7th Street, 7th Floor 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

RE: Natomas Levee Improvement Program (Phase 4a Project) NOP

Dear Mr. Bassett: 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Notice of Preparation for the EIR/EIS on the NLIP Phase 4a Project.
We are concerned with impacts of the project’s construction activities on bicycle transportation and recreation along the 
Garden Highway in levee reaches 10 - 15 and at the access points to this important bicycle route.  We understand that 
the project’s construction activities will occur predominantly east of the existing levee with minimal traffic disruption on 
Garden Highway itself.  We offer the following comments. 

● The EIR/EIS should acknowledge that bicycle use for utilitarian transportation (e.g. commuting) and for 
recreation occurs on the Garden Highway in the project area. 

● Impacts on bicycle transportation and recreation should be addressed as part of a strong traffic management 
and safety plan that includes safety and control measures, review of the plan by the Sacramento County Bicycle 
Coordinator, and effective signage and notification.  For example, when construction is anticipated to disrupt 
traffic at the Garden Highway junctions with Powerline Road and San Juan Road, early noticing should be sent 
to local bicycle organizations for posting on their websites and effective signage about detour routes should be 
posted.

SABA is an award-winning nonprofit organization with more than 1400 members. We represent bicyclists. Our aim is 
more and safer trips by bike. We are working for a future in which bicycling for everyday transportation is common 
because it is safe, convenient, and desirable. Bicycling is the healthiest, cleanest, cheapest, quietest, most energy 
efficient, and least congesting form of transportation.

Thank you for considering our requests. 

Yours truly,

Jordan Lang
Project Assistant

Cc:       Dan Klinker, Sacramento County Bicycle Coordinator

Forwarded by:
Walt Seifert 
Executive Director 
Sacramento Area Bicycle Advocates (SABA) 



(916) 444-6600
saba@sacbike.org
www.sacbike.org
"SABA represents bicyclists.  Our aim is more and safer trips by bike."

____________________________________________________________________________
COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO EMAIL DISCLAIMER:
This email and any attachments thereto may contain private, confidential, and
privileged material for the sole use of the intended recipient. Any review,
copying, or distribution of this email (or any attachments thereto) by other
than the County of Sacramento or the intended recipient is strictly prohibited.

If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender immediately
and permanently delete the original and any copies of this email and any
attachments thereto.
_____________________________________________________________________________
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Wickland Pipelines LLC is the owner and operator of a 10 mile 

mbutler
Typewritten Text
long 12" jet fuel pipeline which supplies jet fuel to the Sacramento
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block valve is located in reach 11B. We understand from Blake Johnson
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at HDR and David Rader at EDAW that improvements to the levee in 11B
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Riverside Canal.  As we currently understand the nature of this work

mbutler
Typewritten Text
the depth of cover above our pipeline may be decreased, heavy weight

mbutler
Typewritten Text
construction equipment may be operating over our pipeline and the 

mbutler
Typewritten Text
grade at our isolation block valve may be increased by as much as 6'
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requiring modification of our equipment. Blake Johnson and Christopher
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Krivanec at HDR have both discussed these concerns with us. To date we consider our issues with the construction of the seepage berm issues that can be addressed with appropriate planning and engineering.   
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          1   APRIL 13TH, 2009 - MONDAY                     4:30 P.M.

          2                         ---O0O---

          3            ED BIANCHI:  I'm concerned about the width of

          4       the footprint south of Teal Bend Golf Course.  It
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          5       turns out about 450 feet and there's woodland area

          6       and other structures that I don't believe have to

          7       be that wide to actually protect the levee.  I'm

          8       still intending to farm that and I want to be able

          9       to have all the ground that's there to be able to

         10       still farm it.

         11            Some of the slope on the east side of the

         12       irrigation ditch where they want to put managed

         13       grassland will have to be compatible with

         14       agriculture.  The woodland area between the levee

         15       and the ditch is not acceptable either with a lot

         16       of different reasons and will make a habitat for

         17       squirrels and rodents.  I have some real concerns

         18       about the way that's being presented.  When I was

         19       originally told, it was only a slope and a ditch.

         20       Now, it's woodland habitat and maintenance roads

         21       and corridors for power lines.  It's way over what

         22       they planned out for what's needed.

         23            Concerning the borrow site, if they continue

         24       with what they got planned, they are going to put

         25       me out of business and they will have find me a new

�
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          1       location to farm.  I'm not ready to retire for

          2       another to years, so they'll have to supplemental

          3       me.

          4   

          5            (Whereupon, the proceedings concluded at

          6             6:30 p.m.)

          7   
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          8   

          9   

         10   

         11   

         12   

         13   

         14   

         15   

         16   

         17   

         18   

         19   

         20   

         21   

         22   

         23   

         24   

         25   

�
                                                                        5

          1   State of California    )
                                     )ss.
          2   County of Sacramento   )

          3   

          4            I, Angie M. Materazzi, a Certified

          5       Shorthand Reporter of the State of California, do

          6       hereby certify that the foregoing proceedings were

          7       reported by me, a disinterested person, and

          8       thereafter transcribed under my direction into

          9       typewriting and is a true and correct

         10       transcription of said proceedings.  I further
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         11       certify that I am not of counsel or attorney for

         12       either or any of the parties in the foregoing

         13       proceedings and caption named, nor in any way

         14       interested in the outcome of the cause named in

         15       said caption.

         16            Dated the 27th day of April, 2009.

         17   

         18   

         19                             _____________________________

         20                             ANGIE MATERAZZI CSR NO. 13116

         21   

         22   

         23   

         24   

         25   

�
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Station 1 – Project Location and Background

Regional Location

Natomas Levee Improvement Program Phasing
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EIR = environmental impact report

EIS = environmental impact statement

FEMA = Federal Emergency Management Agency

NFIP = National Flood Insurance Program

NLIP = Natomas Levee Improvement Program

NLAP = North Area Local Project

NCC = Natomas Cross Canal

SAFCA = Sacramento Area Flood Control Agency

SRFCP = Sacramento River Flood Control Project

USACE = U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

ROD = record of decision

SEIR = Supplemental EIR

NOI = Notice of Intent

NOP = Notice of Preparation

Station 1a – History of the Natomas
Basin Flood Damage Reduction System



Local Funding Mechanisms
Program EIR

Project EIR
NCC South Levee

Phase 1 Improvements

Phase 1  Project EA

Phase 2  Project/
Phase 3/4  Program EIS

Phase 3  Project EIS

Phase 4a  Project EIS*

Phase 4b  Project EIS 

Phase 4c  Project EIS

Phase 2  Project/
Phase 3/4  Program EIR

Phase 3  Project EIR

Phase 4a  Project EIR* 

Phase 4b  Project EIR 

Phase 4c  Project EIR

Phase 2  Project
 Supplemental EIR

CEQANEPA

RO
D 

Iss
ue

d
fo

r P
ha

se
 2

Ap
pr

ov
ed

Certified

Final EIS and EIR
under preparation
Subject of this
scoping meeting

Future documents

Future documents

Issue NOP  March 27, 1009
Close of Scoping Period April 27, 2009
Release of  Early Fall 2009
Public Draft EIS/EIR 
Comment period  Fall 2009
Issue Final EIS and Final EIR Winter 2010 
Certify Final EIS and Final EIR ROD Final EIS,  
  Certify Final EIR  
  Late Winter 2010  

* “Tiering” refers to using the analysis of general matters contained in a broader EIRwith later EIRs 
and negative declarations on narrower projects; incorporating by reference the general discussions 
from the broader EIR; and concentrating on the later EIR or negative declaration solely on the 
issues specific to the later project (PRC 15152[a]).

Phase 4a EIS/EIR Process Timeline

Station 2 –
National Environmental Protection Act (NEPA) and

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Compliance



Natomas Basin Levee DeficienciesSAFCA’s Project Objectives

1. Provide at least a 100-year level of flood protection to the Natomas Basin  
 as quickly as possible
2. Provide “200-year” protection to the Basin over time

NEED FOR ACTION
► Inadequate levee height
► Through-levee seepage and foundation underseepage with excessive  
 hydraulic gradients
► Embankment instability, and
► Susceptibility to riverbank erosion and scour.

USACE PERMITTING REQUIRED
► Permission to alter Federal Project levees under Section 408 of the   
 Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899
► Permission to place fill in jurisdictional waters of the U.S. under Section  
 404 of the Clean Water Act
► Permission to perform work in, under, or over navigable waters, and  
 excavation of material from or deposition of material into navigable   
 waters under Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899

RELATIONSHIP TO THE GENERAL RE-EVALUATION (GRR) OF THE
COMMON FEATURES PROJECT

► USACE initiated a general re-evaluation of the Natomas Basin elements  
 of the Common Features Project
► This followed changes in engineering standards, to address underseep 
 age that were not identified when Congress authorized the project in  
 1996 and modified the authorization in 1999
► USACE to present a GRR to Congress in 2010 likely recommending  
 project scope and cost modifications
► The NLIP will be considered in the GRR

Source: Jones & Stokes 2006
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Station 3 – Levee Problems and Needs



Station 4 – Project Description

Phase 4a Construction Areas Summary of the NLIP Phase 4a Project Elements
Flood Risk Reduction Components

► Sacramento River east levee – raising and/or widening; seepage   
 remediation

► Natomas Cross Canal south levee – raising and cutoff wall installation 

IRRIGATION AND DRAINAGE COMPONENTS
► Riverside Canal relocation and extension with irrigation    
 pipeline east of the new levee in Reaches 15-18B

► Modifications to Pumping Plants Nos. 3 and 5

► Modifications of Riverside Pumping Plant 

► Modifications to Northern and Bennett Pump Stations

BORROW SITE EXCAVATION AND RECLAMATION
► Borrow material would be excavated from the Fisherman’s Lake Area,  
 I-5 Borrow Area and Brookfield Borrow Site

► Borrow material may be excvated from Elkhorn Borrow Area and Airport  
 North Bufferlands

► Current land uses include: orchard, field crops, and rice cultivation

► Parcels would be returned to agricultural purposes, or converted to   
 grasslands or managed marsh

HABITAT CONSERVATION IMPROVEMENTS
► Habitat impact avoidance measures

► Habitat creation 

 – Woodland
 – Marsh
 – Managed grassland
 – Agricultural uplands

► Habitat consolidation and connectivity

► Long-term management
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Station 5 – Phase 4a Alternatives

Proposed Action    No Project Construction

Strengthen-Levee-in-Place   Potential Levee Failure 

No-Action AlternativesAction Alternatives
Comparison of Major Project Components of the Action Alternatives

Strengthen-Levee-
in-Place Alternative

General Remediation

Riverbank Erosion Control

Waterside Vegetation Removal

Garden Highway Closure

Construct an Adjacent Setback
Levee

None

1 acre

Portions of the Garden Highway
south of Powerline Road may
experience single-lane closures
for 8 to 12 weeks

Raise existing  
levee from Reach 10-11b

Widen existing levee
from Reach 12-15

Placement of riprap in
5 locations, totaling
5,410 feet of riverbank

Removal of up to 21 acres
of waterside vegetation
from Reaches 10 to 15 to
comply with USACE
encroachment guidance

Closure of 1.5- to 2-mile
segments of Garden
Highway both lanes
(all reaches), for
approximately 8 to 12
weeks per segment

Proposed Action

3:1

LAND SIDE WATER SIDE
EXISTING 

GARDEN HIGWAY

REMOVE 
ENCROACHMENTS
INTO LEVEE

NEW
GARDEN HIGWAY

NEW LEVEE
EMBANKMENT

2:13:1

2:1

EXISTING 
GARDEN HIGWAY

LAND SIDE WATER SIDE

2:1

3:1
3:1

2:1

ADJACENT
SETBACK LEVEE

Strengthen-Levee-in-Place Alternative

Proposed Action

EXISTING LEVEE

30’ Minimum 
Crown Width

Width Varies

Degrade Limit

Cutoff Wall

20’ Minimum 
Crown Width

EXISTING LEVEENEW LEVEE



Station 6 – Natomas Levee Improvement Program Habitat Conservation Features

Upland Agriculture

Woodland Corridors

Managed Grasslands

Conceptual Managed Marsh

Source: CaSil, MBK Engineers 2008, HDR, Inc. 2008, Sacramento Area Council of Governments 2006; Adapted by EDAW 2009
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Station 7 – Project Commitments

2:1
3:13:1

2:1

Typical Dimensions, Reaches 10-11B

WATER SIDE

GARDEN HIGHWAY
(to remain)

DRAIN

Potential Secondary
Utility Poles

ADJACENT
SETBACK LEVEE

LAND SIDE

5’ Minimum

EXISTING LEVEE

20’ Minimum
Crown Width

Backslope 60’ - 70’

New Toe to Existing Toe
45’ - 55’

Real Estate Acquisition
(varies by reach)

ROW & Access 50’  Typical

1.1’ - 3.1’ 
(varies)

10’ EXISTING 
STABILITY BERM
(to be removed)

Primary Utility
Corridor

Hauler and excavator on levee crown

Construction of a slurry cutoff wall

Levee embankment grading

Construction Methods Impact Reduction Techniques

Utility Pole Relocations

 Project Commitments

Construction Noise, Dust, and Vibration

Traffic Management and Safety

Nuisance to Residents along
Garden Highway

Encrochments on Residences and
Heritage Oaks

► Dust control best management practices

► Vibration monitoring

► Written notification prior to construction  
 activity within 500 feet of homes and  
 businesses

► Minimized traffic on Garden Highway

► Implementation of traffic safety and control  
 measures in each construction season

► City, county, and Caltrans review of traffic  
 control plans

► Use of traffic control personnel and  
 signage

► Point-of-contact to address public   
 concerns about construction activity

► Reimbursement will be provided for  
 temporary relocation to nearby hotels for  
 residences within 500 feet of 24-hour,  
 7-day construction schedules

► Avoidance measures*:

 –  Reduce width of adjacent setback levee  
  seepage berms, and operations and  
  maintanence/utility corridor

 –  Use cutoff walls or seepage relief wells

 –  Use of piped sections in place of open  
  canals

* Where feasible under levee design and seepage 
remediation performance requirements.

Impact 



On the basis of preliminary evaluation, programmatic environmental 
analyses of the Phase 4a Project in previous NEPA and CEQA documents, 
and relevant environmental analyses of previous project phases, USACE 
and SAFCA have determined that the probable environmental effects of the 
proposed project are as follows:

AIR QUALITY, NOISE, TRAFFIC
►  Temporary effects during construction
►  Cumulative effects of combined construction phases

AGRICULTURAL LAND CONVERSION
►  Conversion of farmland to nonagricultural use
►  Temporary conversion during borrow operations

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
►  Temporary and short-term disturbance or permanent loss of habitats, wildlife  
  corridors, and special-status species 
►  Loss of woodland and shaded riverine aquatic habitat, and sensitive   
  aquatic habitat 

CULTURAL RESOURCES
►  Temporary and/or permanent disturbance of known and unknown   
  historic or archaeological resources

LAND USE AND PLANNING
►  Land use, socioeconomics, and poulation and housing
►  Environmental justice 

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 
►  Agricultural Resources 
►  Water Quality
►  Fisheries
►  Biological Resources 
►  Cultural Resources
►  Air Quality
►  Noise
►  Visual Resources

GROWTH-INDUCING IMPACTS
►  New permanent employment opportunities
►  Short-term, construction-related employment opportunities 
►  Removal of an obstacle to additional growth and development in the   
  Natomas Basin

Station 8 –
Probable Environmental Impacts



 
A3 SAFCA and Garden Highway Settlement Agreement 
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EXHIBIT A 
PROJECT AREA 

 

 
Source: CaSil; adapted by EDAW in 2007 

NLIP Landside Improvements Project Construction Phases  

 



 
 

EXHIBIT B 
FORM-OF LETTER TO CVFPB and DWR 

 
[SAFCA LETTERHEAD] 

[Date] 
 
Jay Punia, Executive Officer 
Central Valley Flood Protection Board 
P. O. Box 942836 
Sacramento, CA 94236 
 
Lester Snow, Director 
California Department of Water Resources 
P.O. Box 942836 
Sacramento, CA 94236 
 

RE: Encroachment Permit for SAFCA Natomas Levee Improvement Program 
Landside Improvements Project 

 
Dear Sirs: 
 
 On March 21, 2008, the Central Valley Flood Protection Board (Board) issued Permit 
18159-3 BD to SAFCA to improve portions of the Sacramento River east levee as part of the 
Agency’s Natomas Levee Improvement Program (NLIP) Landside Improvements Project 
(Project).  Permit condition Fourteen states that no work authorized by this permit shall be 
performed until the Board and the Department of Water Resources (Department) have received, 
reviewed and approved a complete set of final plans and specifications for the Project.  In order 
to satisfy this condition, under separate cover SAFCA has submitted the required final plans and 
specifications for review and approval by the Board and the Department.  
 

The purpose of this letter is to highlight several key features of the Project and 
underscore the SAFCA’s commitment to ensuring that these features are incorporated into the 
final design.  First, the final design calls for construction of a new levee adjacent to the existing 
Sacramento River east levee along Garden Highway.  A key objective of this design is to 
preserve the existing Garden Highway and minimize the removal of levee encroachments located 
on private lands along the water side of this roadway.  SAFCA intends to work closely with the 
Board and the Department to achieve this objective in a manner that is consistent with the 
Board’s Supplemental Standards for Control of Residential Encroachments in Reclamation 
District 1000, which are found in Section 133 of Title 23 of the California Code of Regulations.   

 
Second, in order to accommodate the Project footprint and minimize the effects of the 

Project on residences along the Garden Highway, the final design calls for relocation of portions 
of the existing main electrical transmission system, including poles and powerlines that provide 
electricity to these residences, into a new utility operation and maintenance corridor for which 



right-of-way has been acquired east of the new adjacent levee.  In addition, SAFCA has sought 
to avoid relocating existing secondary poles and individual service lines that link the main 
transmission line to the residences.  To the extent that such relocations are necessary, wherever 
possible the new secondary poles have been located along the landside of the Garden Highway 
between the roadway pavement and the new adjacent levee.   

 
Third, SAFCA has incorporated new storm water drainage facilities into the final design 

to offset the potential increase in storm water that would otherwise be discharged from the 
Garden Highway onto the private parcels occupying the water side of the levee.  These drainage 
facilities consist of a collection swale located between the new adjacent levee and the Garden 
Highway, and new pipes and drainage outfall lines to drain collected storm water to the river.  
Where these outfalls cross private property, they are located along existing parcel boundaries in 
buried pipes that drain to the river [or in an alternative location selected in consultation with the 
property owner].   
 
 SAFCA requests that the Board and the Department approve these Project features as 
shown in the final design package.  However, if for any reason the Board or the Department 
determines that the proposed location of electrical or drainage facilities is unacceptable, SAFCA 
requests that the Board and/or the Department identify alternative locations that would be 
acceptable so that affected property owners may have an opportunity to work with SAFCA in 
selecting from among these alternatives.  Please contact us if you have any questions in this 
regard.  We look forward to working with you to continue to improve flood protection for the 
Natomas Basin.   
 

Very truly yours, 
 
 
 

Stein M. Buer 
Executive Director 

       
 
cc:  United States Army Corps of Engineers 
 Reclamation District 1000 
 
 



 
 

EXHIBIT C 
FORM-OF LETTER TO UTILITY COMPANY 

 
[SAFCA LETTERHEAD] 

[Date] 
 
[Name] 
[Name of Utility Company] 
[Address] 
[City, State ZIP] 
 

RE: Relocation of Electrical and Telephone Utility Poles and Lines  
SAFCA Natomas Levee Improvement Program Landside Improvements Project, 
[Year] Construction Projects 

 
Dear [Name]: 
 
 SAFCA has undertaken the Natomas Levee Improvement Program ("NLIP") Landside 
Improvements Project (“Project”) in order to provide increased flood protection to the Natomas 
Basin.  The Project will require relocation of utility poles and lines along the levee system in 
order to accommodate the widened levee and related infrastructure.  
 
 Enclosed with this letter please find plans which identify SAFCA’s proposed locations 
for installation of new poles and lines and relocation of existing facilities to accommodate the 
footprint of the Project.  In order to minimize the effects of the Project on Garden Highway 
residences, these locations have been selected so as to ensure that no new main transmission 
lines and poles are installed on the water side of the Garden Highway.  In addition, SAFCA has 
sought to avoid relocating poles that support individual service lines.  To the extent such 
relocations are necessary, wherever possible the new poles have been located on the land side of 
the Garden Highway.   
 

SAFCA believes the proposed utility relocation plan is consistent with sound engineering 
practices and we look forward to your approval.  However, if for any reason [utility provider] 
determines that any proposed utility pole location is unacceptable, we request that [utility 
provider] identify alternative locations that would be acceptable so that the affected property 
owners may have an opportunity to work with SAFCA in selecting from among these 
alternatives.   
 
 
 
 
 
 



Please contact us if you have any questions or concerns.  We appreciate your cooperation 
on this important Project to improve flood protection for the Natomas Basin.   
 

Very truly yours, 
 
 
 

Stein M. Buer 
Executive Director 

       
 
cc:  United States Army Corps of Engineers 
 [Reclamation District 1000] 
 [Central Valley Flood Protection Board] 
 
 



 
 
 

EXHIBIT D 
FORM-OF LETTER TO CVRWQCB 

 
[SAFCA LETTERHEAD] 

[Date] 
 
[Name] 
Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board 
Sacramento Main Office 
11020 Sun Center Drive #200 
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670-6114 
 

RE: Request for Waste Discharge Requirements for Drainage Pipes and Outfalls 
Natomas Levee Improvement Program  
Landside Improvements Project, [Year] Construction Projects  

 
Dear [Name]: 
 
 SAFCA has undertaken the Natomas Levee Improvement Program ("NLIP") Landside 
Improvements Project (“Project”) in order to provide increased flood protection to the Natomas 
Basin.  The Project will involve the construction of a new adjacent levee on the land side of the 
existing Sacramento River east levee along the Garden Highway.  The section of the adjacent 
levee between the Natomas cross Canal and Powerline Road will be raised above the elevation of 
the existing levee.  This grade difference results in a change in the drainage pattern associated 
with the eastern side of the roadway.  
 
 Enclosed with this letter please find SAFCA’s application for waste discharge 
requirements associated with the new storm water drainage facilities which are proposed to 
offset the potential increase in storm water that would otherwise be redirected from eastern side 
of the Garden Highway onto the private parcels occupying the water side of the levee.  These 
drainage facilities consist of a collection swale located between the new adjacent levee and the 
Garden Highway, and new pipes and drainage outfall lines to drain collected storm water to the 
river.  In order to minimize the effects of the Project on Garden Highway residences, where these 
outfalls cross private property, SAFCA has sought to locate the new drainage pipes and outfalls 
along existing parcel boundaries in buried pipes that drain to the river [or in an alternative 
location approved by the property owner].   
 
 SAFCA believes that the Project and the enclosed application for waste discharge 
requirements are consistent with sound engineering practices, the Settlement Agreement between 
the Garden Highway Community Association and SAFCA, and the Porter-Cologne Water 
Quality Control Act.   Accordingly, we request that the Regional Board approve this application.  
However, if for any reason the Regional Board determines that the location of any proposed new 
pipe or outfall line is unacceptable, we request that the Regional Board identify alternative 



locations that would be acceptable so that the affected property owners may have an opportunity 
to work with SAFCA in selecting from among these alternatives.   
 

Please contact us if you have any questions or concerns.  We look forward to your 
cooperation on this important Project to improve flood protection for the Natomas Basin.   
 
      Very truly yours, 
 
 
 

Stein M. Buer 
Executive Director 

    
 
cc:  United States Army Corps of Engineers 
 Central Valley Flood Protection Board 




