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Scoping Report—December 2011

Memorandum
Date: December 14, 2011
To: John Suazo

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Sacramento District
1325 J Street
Sacramento, CA 95814
John Powderly
City of West Sacramento
1110 West Capitol Avenue
West Sacramento, CA 95691

Cc:

From:

Michael Bessette, City of West Sacramento; Dave Shpak, City of West Sacramento;
Ric Reinhardt, MBK Engineers; Derek Larsen, MBK Engineers; Michael Vecchio,
HDR; Lucy Eidam Crocker, Crocker & Crocker; Ken Ruzich, WSAFCA
Jennifer Rogers, ICF
Community Affairs Specialist

Subject: Southport EIP Scoping Meeting Summary

Introduction
To comply with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA), the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and West Sacramento Area Flood Control
Agency (WSAFCA) are preparing a joint Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact
Report (EIS/EIR) for the Southport Sacramento River Early Implementation Project (Southport EIP).
The EIS/EIR will be used to analyze and disclose the potential effects the Southport EIP may have on
the natural and human environment and to identify mitigation measures and alternatives to avoid
significant effects. USACE is the lead agency under NEPA, and WSAFCA is the project proponent and
lead agency under CEQA.
USACE and WSAFCA have been carrying out scoping activities to assist them in determining the
scope, focus, and content of the EIS/EIR. USACE and WSAFCA conducted two scoping meetings for
the public and interested parties on September 15, 2011. This document summarizes the scoping
process and comments received.
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Noticing
Notice of Preparation/Intent
In compliance with the requirements set forth in NEPA, USACE prepared a Notice of Intent (NOI)
describing its intent to prepare an EIS, the proposed action, the possible alternatives, and relevant
scoping meeting and contact information. The NOI was posted in the Federal Register, the United
States Government’s official noticing and reporting publication, on August 26, 2011. The official
comment period for the NOI was August 26, 2011, to September 26, 2011.
In compliance with the requirements set forth in CEQA, WSAFCA prepared a Notice of Preparation
(NOP). The NOP contained a brief description of the proposed project; probable environmental
effects; the date, time and place of the public scoping meetings; and contact information. The NOP
solicited participation in determining the scope of the EIS/EIR. On August 24, 2011, the NOP was
sent to Responsible and Trustee Agencies and involved federal agencies, to the State Clearinghouse,
and parties previously requesting notice in writing. The comment period on the NOP was August 24,
2011 to September 26, 2011.

Mailings
WSAFCA mailed approximately 3,500 scoping meeting invitations 2 weeks before the meeting. Of
those, four invitations were to addresses outside the City of West Sacramento (City) limits.
Approximately 485 invitations were returned by the postal service because of an erroneous address,
vacant residence, or related cause. Invitations were sent to all properties within 500 feet of the
project site, including borrow areas, and within 100 feet of a proposed haul route.
The City iLights online newsletter (www.cityilights.org), which is developed by the City, featured an
article describing the Southport EIP and noted the times and date of the scoping meetings. A notice
of the article’s posting was emailed September 7 to nearly 700 West Sacramento residents that are
in the City’s database.
Fliers publicizing the scoping meetings also were handed out at a community meeting on August 18,
2011. This meeting was conducted by Crocker & Crocker, and invitees were certain landowners
potentially affected by the setback alternative under consideration for the Southport EIP.
A media advisory, developed by Crocker & Crocker, was sent electronically to local media outlets to
inform them of the two scoping meetings. Media outlets who received this advisory included the
West Sacramento News‐Ledger, West Sacramento Press and the Sacramento Bee. These publications
are those which local residents and regional stakeholders read to stay informed of city and regional
activities. The West Sacramento Press included the information in an article on September 7, 2011.

Website
ICF International developed language to publicize the meetings that was posted on the City’s flood
management Web page the week of August 22, 2011 at
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http://www.cityofwestsacramento.org/city/flood/levee_improvements.asp. After the meetings, the
materials presented at the meetings were posted to this Web page for public viewing and public
record.

Legal Notices
Legal notices briefly introducing the lead agencies and the proposed Southport EIP and publicizing
the scoping meetings were placed in the West Sacramento NewsLedger, The West Sacramento Press,
and the Sacramento Bee newspapers on August 24, 2011. The Sacramento Bee was intended to reach
a regional public audience, and the West Sacramento NewsLedger and West Sacramento Press were
intended to reach local residents.
Appendix A contains copies of the following documents:


Notice of Preparation (including resource agency mailing list)



Notice of Intent



Meeting invitation flier mailed in hard copy



Article posted on City iLights newsletter website



Email notice sent to City iLights subscribers



West Sacramento News‐Ledger, West Sacramento Press and Sacramento Bee public notices



Media advisory



Article posted in the West Sacramento Press

Public Meetings
Two public scoping meetings were held to inform the public of the proposed Southport EIP and
provide an opportunity for input on the range of alternatives, environmental effects, and any issues
of concern. The two meetings were held on September 15, 2011, at the West Sacramento Recreation
Center in the Community Room—one from 3:30 to 5:30 p.m., and the other from 6:30 to 8:30 p.m.
The meeting location was chosen because it is easily accessible for residents of the Southport
community, where the proposed project would be located. The meeting times were chosen to
accommodate schedules of public agency representatives and the general public, including residents
and business owners.
A 25‐minute presentation was given at each meeting as a brief introduction to the proposed project,
project objectives, schedule, potential alternatives, and environmental compliance.
The meetings featured an open house–style component in which attendees could read and view the
information about the Southport EIP and interact with project staff, including WSAFCA, USACE, the
City, MBK and HDR Engineering staff, and ICF International environmental consulting staff.
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Twenty‐four graphic display boards were available to attendees. The boards described and
illustrated the West Sacramento Levee Improvements Program history and the Southport EIP’s
purpose, need and objectives, study area, levee deficiencies and potential improvements,
environmental considerations, the NEPA/CEQA process, and project timeline. Project staff were
stationed at the display boards to provide additional detail or answer any questions.
A prepared fact sheet was available for attendees to take with them. The fact sheet provided an
overview of the Southport EIP and its objectives, the study area, and the environmental compliance
process.
Comment cards were offered so that meeting attendees could provide feedback on the proposed
project. These cards could be filled out during the meeting and given to a project team member or
filled out after the meeting and sent to either USACE or WSAFCA by September 26, 2011.
Appendix B contains copies of the following materials:


Display boards



PowerPoint presentation



Fact sheet



Comment card

A total of 81 people attended the two meetings. Forty‐seven comments were received. The dominant
subject of spoken comments, questions at the meetings, and written comments were concerns
regarding acquisition of private property and removal of homes. There was particular focus on
removal of homes to allow construction of a setback levee, based on a combination of perceptions
that flood risk is not evident; WSAFCA is only pursuing setback levees because the State of California
may pay a higher share of the project costs; and private homes should not be traded for the
recreation and open space benefits of others. Questions related to the necessity of a setback levee
and the compensation homeowners will receive if their property is acquired also were reflected in
many of the comments received. Subtopics related to this included:


Will homeowners receive market value for their homes, despite the fact that the market is very
depressed?



What type of compensation will be given for those residents who have to be temporarily
relocated?



How can the emotional connection residents have with their homes be compensated for?



Business relocation could mean reduced revenues.

Below is a summary of other recurring themes in the written comments. Appendix C contains all
written comments received during the scoping period.


Consideration should be paid to archaeological resources in addition to water resources.



All permits related to water quality should be obtained.
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WSAFCA should post all information about the proposed EIP on their website. This process
should be very transparent.



Opinion of recreational features proposed is generally favorable.



There is general opposition to removing vegetation under USACE policy.



Analysis should consider the impact the selected alternative would have on future development.



Consideration of a slurry wall or relief well should be included.



Traffic congestion during construction is a concern of residents.



Apprehension was expressed about excess speed and traffic on S. River Road. This could be an
opportunity to alter the road to have speed reduction features.



Concern was evident related to construction disruptions: dust, noise, air quality, 24‐hour work,
staging and heavy equipment, and heavy traffic.

Next Steps and Recommendations
The comments received during the scoping period will assist in determining the issues to be
evaluated in detail in the EIS/EIR. Alternatives developed based on the scoping process will be
analyzed, and a draft EIS/EIR will be developed. Upon the release of the Draft EIS/EIR, the public
will have 45 days to comment on the document. Additionally, at least one public meeting will be held
so the public and agencies can learn more about the Draft EIS/EIR, ask questions regarding the
analysis, and provide comments. At these meetings, the alternatives will be presented and explained.
Once the public comment period on the Draft EIS/EIR has concluded, USACE and WSAFCA will
consider and respond to all comments and prepare a Final EIS/EIR. USACE and WSAFCA will
consider all written comments in deciding which alternative(s) to select and implement. USACE and
WSAFCA will document that selection in a record of decision (for NEPA), no sooner than 30 days
following publication of the Final EIS/EIR, and in a notice of determination (for CEQA). Separate EIS
and EIR documents may be prepared.
In response to expressed public concerns, future outreach efforts should:


Educate landowners regarding flood risk and levee deficiencies.



Inform landowners that all project alternatives require a footprint that goes beyond the existing
levee—alternatives other than a setback levee also have features such as seepage berms or an
adjacent levee that have the potential to result in loss of homes and need for property
acquisition.



Inform all landowners that all proposed alternatives and alternative selection will be based on
rational, objective, data and science‐driven processes defined by state and federal regulations,
administered under the highest standards of professional practice and driven by WSAFCA and
the City’s obligations to ensure health and safety through flood risk reduction.
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Disclose the alternative screening criteria to demonstrate fairness and the full array of
considerations in making a project decision.



Inform landowners that while WSAFCA’s state partner, the Department of Water Resources
(DWR), may prefer the use of setback levees because of the measure’s public safety and
ecological benefits, the city will not implement setbacks in areas where it does not make sense
to do so after considering all issues and impacts related to development, operation and
maintenance.



Highlight project benefits to the community‐at‐large and greater good of the city.
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Attachment to Notice of Preparation
Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
Supplemental Information
Location of Project Study Area:
As introduced in the Notice of Preparation, the West Sacramento Area Flood Control Agency (WSAFCA) is
proposing the Southport Sacramento River Early Implementation Project (EIP) to implement flood risk–reduction
measures along the Sacramento River South Levee in the city of West Sacramento, Yolo County, California.
The project reach extends along the right bank of the Sacramento River south of the Barge Canal downstream
approximately 6.4 miles to the South Cross Levee, protecting the Southport community of West Sacramento.
The 3.3–square mile study area encompasses the area of levee improvement along the river corridor and the
potential soil borrow sites east and west of southern Jefferson Blvd. (Figure 1).
Project Purpose and Lead Agencies:
The project would bring the levee up to standard with Federal and state flood protection criteria, as well as
provide opportunities for ecosystem restoration and public recreation. The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
(USACE) will act as the Federal lead agency under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). WSAFCA
will act as lead agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). As such, WSAFCA has principal
responsibility for carrying out and approving the project. The agencies have determined that a project-level
Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) should be prepared for the project.
USACE has three potential actions associated with WSAFCA’s proposed project:
 under 33 United States Code, Section 408 (Section 408), the Chief of Engineers may grant 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 may permit the discharge of dredged or
fill material into waters of the United States if the discharge meets the requirements for the
Environmental Protection Agency's 404 (b)(l) guidelines and is not contrary to the public interest; and
 under Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act, the District Engineer may permit activities that do not
affect navigable waters.
WSAFCA is requesting such permissions in order to implement the project. The project must comply with NEPA
to acquire these permissions. This project would continue work undertaken by WSAFCA for the I Street Bridge
EIP (constructed in 2008), The Rivers and CHP Academy EIPs (under construction at the time of this NOP), and
a separate effort led by USACE and the Central Valley Flood Protection Board at the Barge Canal in West
Sacramento under the Sacramento River Bank Protection Project.
Project Description:
The EIS/EIR will analyze the possible environmental effects of combining a variety of flood protection measures
to address known levee deficiencies. The flood protection measures considered in the EIS/EIR may include:
 slope flattening of the existing levee,
 use of seepage berms and/or stability berms located to the land side of the levee,
 rock slope protection located to the water side of the levee,
 setback levees and/or adjacent levees located landward of the existing levee,
 relief wells, and
 slurry cut-off walls.
The EIS/EIR will consider the environmental impacts of other foreseeable project elements and mitigation
measures located in the study area. Foreseeable construction and maintenance of such flood protection
measures likely would include, but not be limited to:
 use of neighboring roadways for project ingress and egress;
 creation of temporary access roads;
 construction of new roadways, including elevated spans;
 resurfacing and/or relocation of existing roadways;
 extraction of soil from identified borrow sites;
 disposal of excess soil at identified disposal sites; and
 relocation of public utilities.
West Sacramento Area Flood Control Agency
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The project will also be defined to include ecosystem restoration, such as levee breaches for habitat creation,
planting and revegetation, and similar features. Recreation features will also be analyzed, such as trails, water
access, staging areas; wayfinding and interpretive signs; and associated amenities.
Environmental Factors Potentially Affected:
The environmental factors checked below would potentially be affected by the proposed project (i.e., the project
would involve at least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact”).
X Aesthetics

X Agriculture Resources

X Air Quality

X Biological Resources

X Cultural Resources

X Geology/Soils

X Hazards and Hazardous Materials

X Hydrology/Water Quality

X Land Use/Planning

X Mandatory Findings of
Significance

X Mineral Resources

X Noise

X Population/Housing

X Public Services

X Recreation

X Socioeconomics and
Environmental justice

X Transportation/Traffic

X Utilities/Service Systems

West Sacramento Area Flood Control Agency
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Attachment to Notice of Preparation
Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
Distribution List
Government Agencies
Bureau of Indian Affairs
Pacific Regional Office
Environmental Compliance Department
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825
Bureau of Reclamation
Mid-Pacific Region
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento CA 95825
California Department of Fish and Game
Jeff Drogensen
1701 Nimbus Road, Suite A
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670
California Department of Conservation
Rebecca Salazar
801 K Street, MS-24-02
Sacramento, CA 95814
California Department of Fish and Game
Glenda Marsh, Senior Environmental Scientist
1416 9th Street, Floor 12
Sacramento, CA 95814
California Department of Parks and Recreation
Bob Baxter
PO Box 942896
Sacramento, CA 94296-0001
California Department of Transportation, District 3
Kendall Schinke
2983 Gateway Oaks Blvd., Suite 100
Sacramento, CA 95833
California Department of Water Resources
Division of Water Resources
PO Box 942836
Sacramento, CA 94236
Central Valley Flood Protection Board
Eric Butler
3310 El Camino Ave. ll60
Sacramento, CA 95821
Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board
CEQA Compliance Division
11020 Sun Center Dr, #200
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670
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Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board
Greg Vaughn
11020 Sun Center Dr, #200
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670
City of Sacramento
Planning Director
915 I Street, New City Hall, 3rd Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814
Colusa County
Director
220 12th Street
Colusa, CA 95932
Delta Protection Commission
Alex Westhoff
PO Box 530
Walnut Grove, CA 95690
Department of Boating and Waterways
David Johnson
2000 Evergreen Street, Suite 100
Sacramento, CA 95815-3888
Department of General Services, Real Estate Division
Shirley Bramham
707 3rd Street, Suite 505
West Sacramento, CA 95605
Federal Highway Administration
NEPA/CEQA Compliance Dept.
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE
Washington, DC 20590
FEMA Region IX, Federal Emergency Management
Donna Meyer, Deputy Regional Environmental Officer
111 Broadway, Ste. 1200
Oakland, CA 94607
National Marine Fisheries Service
Mike Hendrick
650 Capitol Mall, Suite 8-300
Sacramento, CA 95814
Native American Heritage Commission
Debbie Pilus Treadway
915 Capitol Mall, Room 364
Sacramento, CA 95814
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Office of Historic Preservation
Milford Wayne Donaldson
1416 9th Street, Room 1442-7
Sacramento, CA 95814

Sutter County Public Works Department
Director of Public Works
1130 Civic Center Blvd.
Yuba City, CA 95993

Pacific Gas and Electric Company
Lou Norton
343 Sacramento Street
Auburn, CA 95603

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Sacramento District
John Suazo, Attn: Planning Division (CESPK-PD-R)
1325 J Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

Sacramento Air Quality Management District
Karen Huss
1947 Galileo Ct., Ste. 103
Davis, CA 95616

U.S. Department of the Interior, Office of
Environmental Policy and Compliance
Patricia Sanderson Port, Regional Environmental
Officer
1111 Jackson Street, Suite 520
Oakland, CA 94607

Sacramento Area Flood Control Agency
Tim Washburn
1007 7th Street, 7th Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814
Sacramento County Planning and Community
Development Agency
Director
827 7th Street, Room 230
Sacramento, CA 95814
Sacramento National Wildlife Refuge Complex
Environmental Compliance Dept.
752 County Road 99W
Willows, CA 95988
Sacramento Regional County Sanitation District
Sharon Seargent
10545 Armstrong Ave.
Mather, CA 95655
Sierra Northern Railway
President
341 Industrial Way
Woodland, CA 95776
Solano County
Director of Public Works and Planning
601 Texas Street
Fairfield, Ca 94533
State Clearinghouse, Office of Planning & Research
1400 10th Street, Rm 121
Sacramento, CA 95814
State Lands Commission,
Environmental Management Division
Cy Oggins, Division Chief
100 Howe Ave, Suite 100 South
Sacramento, CA 95825
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U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Connell Dunning
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
2800 Cottage Way, Room W-2605
Sacramento, CA 95825
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service
221 W. Court Street
Woodland, CA 95695
Washington Unified School District
Scott Lantsberger, Assistant Superintendent
930 Westacre Road
Sacramento, CA 95691
Yolo County Agricultural Commission
70 Cottonwood Street
Woodland, CA 95695
Yolo County Environmental Health
Bruce Sarazin, Chief
137 N. Cottonwood St., Ste. 2400
Woodland, CA 95695
Yolo County Planning Department
Planning Director
292 West Beamer Street
Woodland, CA 95695
Yolo County Transit Authority
350 Industrial Way
Woodland, CA 95776
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Yolo Habitat JPA
Maria Wong, Executive Director
120 West Main Street, Suite C
Woodland, CA 95695

Yolo Solano Air Quality Management District
Matt Jones
1947 Galileo Court, Suite 103
Davis, CA 95616

Non-Governmental Organizations
American Rivers
John Cain, Director, California Flood Management
244 Lake Drive
Kensington, CA 94708
California Farm Bureau Federation
Environmental Compliance Department
2300 River Plaza Drive
Sacramento, CA 95833
Center for Biological Diversity
351 California Street, Suite 600
San Francisco, CA 94104
Defenders of Wildlife
Kim Delfino, California Program Director
1303 J Street, Suite 270
Sacramento, CA 95814
Family Water Alliance
P.O. Box 365
Maxwell, CA 95955
Friends of the River
Ronald Stork, Senior Policy Advocate
1418 20th Street, Suite 100
Sacramento, CA 95811

Sacramento Valley Landowners Association
PO Box 3014
Sacramento, CA 95812
Sierra Club
Terry Davis
801 K Street, Suite 2700
Sacramento, CA 95814
Sierra Club Motherlode Chapter
Tony Loftin, Chair, Sacramento Group
801 K Street, Suite 2700
Sacramento, CA 95814
Sierra Club-Yolano Group
Pamela Nieberg and Carolyn Hinshaw,
Chairperson
3010 Loyola Drive
Davis, CA 95618
The California Central Valley Flood Control
Association
910 K Street, Suite 310
Sacramento, CA 95814
The Nature Conservancy
2015 J Street, Suite 103
Sacramento, CA 95814

Friends of the Swainson’s Hawk
Judith Lamare, President
915 L Street, Suite C-425
Sacramento, CA 95814

The Northern California Water Association
455 Capitol Mall # 335
Sacramento, CA 95814-4496

Habitat 2020 Sacramento County
Attn: Chairperson
909 12th Street, Suite 100
Sacramento CA 95814

Tuleyome
Andrew Fulks
607 North Street
Woodland, CA 95695

Sacramento Area Bicycle Advocates
Jordan Lang
909 12th Street, Suite 116
Sacramento, CA 95814

Yolo Audubon Society
Chad Roberts, Conservation Chairman
P.O. Box 886
Davis, CA 95617

Sacramento River Preservation Trust
PO Box 5366
Chico, CA 95927
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Individuals
Jeralyn and William Wingfield
1700 Deerwood Street
West Sacramento, CA 95691

Linda Pacheco
4550 South River Road
West Sacramento, CA 95691

David Sanders
1507 Corkwood Place
Woodland, CA 95695
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Federal Register / Vol. 76, No. 166 / Friday, August 26, 2011 / Notices
Act (NEPA) coverage for the proposed
action.
The ROD discusses each alternative
considered for the proposed action and
those that are environmentally
preferable. The Corps has identified an
Adaptive Management Implementation
Process (AMIP), with a construction
ceiling of Alternative 3.5 (approximately
4,370 acres), as the selected plan. The
key aspect of the AMIP is that, rather
than selecting a specific acreage
alternative, actions would be
progressively implemented and
monitored until the desired biological
response of terns and plovers is attained
and sustained. The Corps recognizes
that alternative methods such as
vegetation removal, while relatively
untested, provide the potential to
decrease impacts and costs, and could
be incorporated if proven successful.
The FPEIS describes the potential
environmental consequences of the
alternatives considered in detail. During
analysis, impacts of the larger
alternatives (3, 2 and 1) were deemed to
be moderate to high and impacts of
lesser alternatives (3.5, 4 and 5) were
deemed to be moderate to low.
Alternative 3.5 represents a midrange of
habitat available at a time when the
birds were productive, and it is
anticipated that biological metrics will
be met before fully implementing up to
Alternative 3.5. If Alternative 3.5 is fully
implemented and biological metrics are
not met, the Corps can consider
continuing to higher acreage alternatives
or other methodologies, in which case
appropriate coordination and disclosure
would be pursued (potential amended
ROD or additional NEPA).
The AMIP allows for flexibility to
provide habitat up to a point of meeting
population goals, and to minimize
impacts through approaches such as
monitoring, redistributing acreage
targets among segments if needed,
avoiding sensitive resources, using lessimpactful or costly construction
methodologies as they become available,
and avoiding over-construction of
habitat.
Implementing the selected alternative
will provide the most effective means
for the Corps to meet its obligations,
including avoiding jeopardy to the bird
species, while managing the river for all
authorized purposes. Risk of significant
impacts to the environment appears to
be low to moderate as a result of
implementation of the ESH program,
and numerous acres of ESH would be
created, which is considered important
not only to protected bird species, but
to the overall ecology of the Missouri
River.

Concurrently with the ROD, an errata
sheet is also being made available,
which provides the comments received
on the Final PEIS along with the Corps
response to each. Also included in the
errata is an update regarding Tribal
coordination and the PEIS.
2. Document Availability. The Final
PEIS (May 2011), the ROD, the errata
sheet, and an updated Final PEIS which
incorporates the ROD and the errata
items (August 2011), are available at:
http://www.moriverrecovery.org/mrrp/
f?p=MRRP:documents.
For more information about the
Emergent Sandbar Habitat program,
please visit http://
www.moriverrecovery.org under ‘‘BiOp/
Mit Efforts.’’
Dated: August 15, 2011.
Christopher D. Wiehl,
Acting Chief, Planning Branch, Omaha
District.
[FR Doc. 2011–21894 Filed 8–25–11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3720–58–P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Army; Corps of
Engineers
Notice of Intent To Prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement/
Environmental Impact Report for the
Section 408 Permission for the
Southport Sacramento River Early
Implementation Project, West
Sacramento, CA
Department of the Army, U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers; DoD.
ACTION: Notice of intent.
AGENCY:

Pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as
amended, and the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE)
intends to prepare an Environmental
Impact Statement/Environmental
Impact Report (EIS/EIR) under Section
14 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899
(as amended) (33 U.S.C. 408), and
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (33
U.S.C. 1344), for the proposed
Southport Sacramento River Early
Implementation Project (EIP), sponsored
by the West Sacramento Area Flood
Control Agency (WSAFCA). Figures of
the project area can be viewed at
http://www.cityofwestsacramento.org/
city/flood.
WSAFCA is planning the Southport
Sacramento River EIP to implement
flood-risk reduction measures along the
Sacramento River South Levee in the
City of West Sacramento, Yolo County,
CA. The project reach extends along the

SUMMARY:
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right bank of the Sacramento River
south of the barge canal, downstream
approximately 6.4 miles to the South
Cross Levee, protecting the Southport
community of West Sacramento. The
3.3-square mile study area encompasses
the area of levee improvement along the
river corridor and the potential soil
borrow sites. In order to implement the
project, the sponsor must acquire
permission from USACE to alter the
Federal project under Section 14 of the
Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 (as
amended) (33 U.S.C. 408 or, Section
408). USACE also has authority under
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (33
U.S.C. 1344) over activities involving
the discharge of dredged or fill material
to waters of the United States, which are
known to be in the project area. The
project would bring the levee up to
standard with Federal and state flood
protection criteria, as well as providing
opportunities for ecosystem restoration
and public recreation. USACE, acting as
the federal lead agency under NEPA,
and WSAFCA, acting as the state lead
agency under the CEQA in coordination
with the Central Valley Flood Protection
Board, have determined that an EIS/EIR
should be prepared to describe
alternatives, potential environmental
effects, and mitigation measures.
DATES: Public scoping meetings will be
held on Thursday, September 15, 2011
at 3:30 p.m. and 6:30 p.m. at the West
Sacramento Recreation Center, 2801
Jefferson Boulevard, West Sacramento,
CA. Send written comments by
September 26, 2011 (see ADDRESSES).
ADDRESSES: Written comments and
suggestions concerning the scope and
content of the environmental
information may be submitted 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
also should be sent to this address.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Questions about the proposed actions
and environmental review process
should be addressed to John Suazo at
(916) 557–6719, e-mail:
john.suazo@usace.army.mil (see
ADDRESSES).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

1. Proposed Action. WSAFCA is
proposing a project along the
Sacramento River west levee under the
California DWR’s Early Implementation
Program to expeditiously complete
flood-risk reduction measures. Known
as the Southport Sacramento River EIP,
the project proposes implementation of
flood-risk reduction measures
17
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(measures) along a 6.4-mile long reach
between the barge canal downstream to
the South Cross Levee. Primary
deficiencies of the levee include
through-seepage, under-seepage, and
embankment instability (e.g., overly
steepened slopes). As part of the project,
an EIS/EIR is being prepared. USACE
has authority under Section 14 of the
Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 (as
amended) (33 U.S.C. 408), over
alterations to federal flood control
project levees and any such alterations
as proposed by WSAFCA are subject to
approval by USACE. USACE also has
authority under Section 404 of the Clean
Water Act (33 U.S.C. 1344) over
activities involving the discharge of
dredged or fill material to waters of the
United States, which are known to be in
the project area. Under Section 10 of the
Rives and Harbors Act, the District
Engineer may permit activities which do
not affect navigable waters. Due to these
authorities, USACE is acting as the lead
agency for the EIS pursuant to NEPA.
WSAFCA will be acting as the lead
agency for the EIR according to CEQA
as the public agency that has the
principal responsibility for carrying out
and approving the project.
2. Alternatives. The EIS/EIR will
consider several alternatives for
reducing flood damage. Each alternative
analyzed during the investigation will
consist of a combination of several
measures to reduce the risk of flooding.
These measures include, but are not
limited to, installing slurry cutoff walls,
constructing seepage or stability berms,
relief wells, rock slope protection, slope
flattening, and potential new levee
alignments (setback or adjacent levees).
3. Scoping Process.
a. Public scoping meetings will be
held on September 15, 2011, to present
information to the public and to receive
comments from the public on the
project. 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 environmental documents
include effects on hydraulics, wetlands
and other waters of the U.S., vegetation
and wildlife resources, special-status
species, aesthetics, cultural resources,
recreation, land use, fisheries,
agricultural resources, water quality, air
quality, transportation, and
socioeconomics; and cumulative effects
of related projects in the study area.
c. USACE is consulting with the State
Historic Preservation Officer to comply
with the National Historic Preservation
Act and with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and National Marine Fisheries
Service to comply with the Endangered

Species Act. USACE also is 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 environmental document. 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/EIR circulation.
4. Availability. The draft EIS/EIR for
the Southport Sacramento River EIP is
scheduled to be available for public
review and comment in mid-2012.
Dated: August 17, 2011.
William J. Leady,
COL, EN, Commanding.
[FR Doc. 2011–21878 Filed 8–25–11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3720–58–P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Army; Corps of
Engineers
Intent To Prepare a Draft Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement for
the Larose to Golden Meadow
Hurricane Protection Project, PostAuthorization Change Study, in
Lafourche Parish, LA
Department of the Army, U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers, DoD.
ACTION: Notice of intent.
AGENCY:

The U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers (USACE) intends to prepare a
supplemental environmental impact
statement (SEIS) for the Larose to
Golden Meadow Hurricane Protection
Project, Post-Authorization Change
(PAC) Study. This project was originally
authorized in 1965. Construction began
in 1972 and is still underway. The PAC
Study was initiated to identify and
evaluate modifications needed to ensure
that completion of project features,
designed and constructed before
development of the post-Katrina
Hurricane and Storm Damage Risk
Reduction System (HSDRRS) Design
Guidelines, are in compliance with
these new guidelines.
The subject SEIS will supplement the
original environmental impact
statement (EIS) prepared for the project
as authorized in 1965. The Statement of
Findings for the original EIS was signed
on April 4, 1975. An SEIS was
subsequently prepared to address
proposed modifications to the
authorized plan. The Record of Decision
for this first SEIS was signed on May 20,
1985.

SUMMARY:

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Questions concerning the draft SEIS
should be addressed to Charlene
Carmack, Rock Island District, Corps of
Engineers, CEMVP–PD–C, Clock Tower
Building, P.O. Box 2004, Rock Island, IL
61204–2004; telephone (309) 794–5570;
fax (309) 794–5157; or be e-mail:
Charlene.Carmack@usace.army.mil.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
1. Authority. This SEIS will be the
second supplement to the EIS originally
prepared for the Larose to Golden
Meadow Hurricane Protection Project.
This project was authorized by the
Flood Control Act of 27 October 1965,
House Document No. 184, 89th
Congress (Pub. L. 89–298), which
authorized the project ‘‘hurricane-flood
protection at Grand Isle and Vicinity,
Louisiana’’ to provide protection in
accordance with the recommendation of
the Chief of Engineers in his report
entitled ‘‘Grand Isle and Vicinity, La.’’,
and contained in House Document No.
184, Eighty-ninth Congress, 1st Session.
The authorized project is a ring levee
system with associated control
structures that provides hurricane and
storm damage risk reduction to
communities located along both sides of
Bayou Lafourche in Lafourche Parish,
Louisiana. The overall levee system is
approximately 43 miles long, extending
from Larose to a point 2 miles south of
Golden Meadow, Louisiana. Roughly
25,000 people live in the communities
of Larose, Galliano, Cutoff, and Golden
Meadow, which are located within the
ring levee system.
2. Alternatives. Alternatives currently
being evaluated in the PAC Study
include: (1) Stabilize the existing levee
using current criteria for still-water
elevations, which would complete the
project without exceeding the 1965
authorized elevation listed in the Grand
Isle, Louisiana, and Vicinity General
Design Memorandum (with datum
adjustments), and meet the current
approved design guidelines excluding
the Post-Hurricane Katrina hydrology
and hydraulics design guidelines; (2)
modify the 1965 design to complete the
project providing a level of risk
reduction based on the 1965 storm surge
design elevations (with datum
adjustments) using the current HSDRRS
Design Guidelines to include the PostHurricane Katrina surge models; (3)
complete the existing levee system in
general conformance with the
previously authorized design. These
alternatives will be further formulated
and developed during the scoping
process and an appropriate range of
alternatives will be considered in the
new SEIS. These may include
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Project in the Southport Area!
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Date: Thursday, September 15, 2011
Time: First meeting is from 3:30 to 5:30 p.m.
Second meeting is from 6:30 to 8:30 p.m.
Place: West Sacramento Recreation Center
Community Room
2801 Jefferson Boulevard
West Sacramento

Port South Levee

Sacramento River
South Levee
DWSC East Levee

WSAFCA and their Federal partner in the EIS/EIR
process, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, invite you to
a scoping meeting to learn about and provide input on
the proposed project and the content of the EIS/EIR.
Scoping is a process used to inform the public of a
proposed activity and provide an opportunity for you to
give input on the range of alternatives, environmental
effects and any issues of concern. The purposes for
scoping are to share information, pose questions and
reveal problems early in the environmental studies.
Both scoping meetings have the same agenda and
topics. A presentation about the project will be given
30 minutes after each meeting begins.

Port North Levee

DWSC West Levee

The West Sacramento Area Flood Control Agency
(WSAFCA) is proposing the Southport Sacramento
River Early Implementation Project (EIP) to implement
flood-risk-reduction measures along the Sacramento
River South Levee, which protects the Southport
community (see map). The project would bring the
levee up to Federal and state standards and provide
ecosystem restoration and recreation opportunities.
An Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental
Impact Report (EIS/EIR) is currently underway to
determine what effects the project might cause
if it was constructed.

South Cross Levee

Sacramento River
5

Deep Water
Ship Channel
(DWSC)

If you cannot attend the meetings, you can learn more by
visiting http://www.cityofwestsacramento.org/city/flood/
In addition to providing your input at one of the meetings,
you can send written comments to: Megan Smith, Project
Manager, ICF International, 630 K Street, Suite 400,
Sacramento, CA 95814 or to Mr. John Suazo, U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers, Sacramento District, Attn: Planning Division
(CESPK-PD-R), 1325 J Street, Sacramento, CA 95814.
You can also email comments to:
southportcomments@icfi.com or john.suazo@usace.army.mil
Comments will be accepted from August 26, 2011 through
September 26, 2011.
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September 15 Environmental Scoping Meeting for
Southport Levee Improvement Project
Posted on September 1, 2011

West Sacramento Area Flood
Control Agency (WSAFCA) and
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
are hosting two public scoping
meetings for residents to learn abou
levee improvements in the Southport area of West Sacramento.
The two meetings will be held on Thursday, September 15th from 3:30 to 5:30
p.m. and 6:30 to 8:30 p.m. Both meetings will cover the same agenda and
topics.
The project team will present three project alternatives and provide an
opportunity for residents to learn about the Environmental Impact
Study/Enivronmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR), provide input on the alternative
and hear about the next steps involved in the project.
An EIS/EIR is currently underway to determine what effects the levee
improvement alternatives may have if constructed. Scoping is the statemandated process used to inform the public of a proposed project. This
20

http://www.cityilights.org/2011/09/01/september-15-environmental-scoping-meeting-for-s... 10/4/2011

September 15 Environmental Scoping Meeting for Southport Levee Improvement Project ... Page 2 of 3

process also provides an opportunity for the public to ask questions and provid
input that will be included in the EIS/EIR.
The Southport Early Implementation Project (EIP) will improve nearly six miles
of the Sacramento River South Levee. The project was selected for early
implementation because construction can be accomplished on an accelerated
timeline to promote public safety and meet stricter standards set forth by the
federal government.
What: West Sacramento Southport Levee EIP EIS/EIR Scoping meetings
When: Thursday, September 15
First meeting: 3:30 to 5:30 p.m. – presentation at 4 p.m.
Second meeting: 6:30 to 8:30 p.m. – presentation at 7 p.m.
Where: West Sacramento Recreation Center
2801 Jefferson Boulevard
West Sacramento, CA 95691
Highlights:
z

Learn about proposed levee alternatives

z

Provide input

z

Find out next steps

z

Get information about the EIS/EIR

Additional Info:
For additional event details, please contact Megan Smith at (916) 737-3000 o
southportcomments@icfi.com
If you are unable to attend, you may learn more and submit comments by
visiting www.cityofwestsacramento.org/city/flood. Public comments will be
accepted until September 26, 2011.
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Share:

This entry was posted in City Projects, Community Groups, Community Meetings, General Information, Public Safety,
Transportation. | Bookmark the permalink.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

City iLights
Powderly, John
City iLights Update
Wednesday, September 07, 2011 11:03:16 AM
cityilights24px.png
facebook24px.png
twitter24px.png

Hello John Powderly,
City iLights Daily Update
Posted on 09/07/2011
1.) September 15 Environmental Scoping Meeting for Southport Levee Improvement
Project
Thanks for your interest in the progress and events happening in the City of West
Sacramento!
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For Immediate Release
September 6, 2011

Contact: Lindsey Simoncic, Crocker & Crocker
(916) 205-4374

September 15 Environmental Scoping Meeting for Southport Levee
Improvement Project
West Sacramento Residents Invited to Provide Input on Alternatives
West Sacramento, Calif.- West Sacramento Area Flood Control Agency (WSAFCA) and the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers are hosting two public scoping meetings for residents to learn about levee
improvements in the Southport area of West Sacramento. The two meetings will be held on Thursday,
September 15 from 3:30 to 5:30 p.m. and 6:30 to 8:30 p.m. Both meetings will cover the same agenda and
topics.
The project team will present three project alternatives and provide an opportunity for residents to learn
about the Environmental Impact Study/Enivronmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR), provide input on the
alternatives and hear about the next steps involved in the project.
An EIS/EIR is currently underway to determine what effects the levee improvement alternatives may have
if constructed. Scoping is the state-mandated process used to inform the public of a proposed project. This
process also provides an opportunity for the public to ask questions and provide input that will be included
in the EIS/EIR.
The Southport Early Implementation Project (EIP) will improve nearly six miles of the Sacramento River
South Levee. The project was selected for early implementation because construction can be accomplished
on an accelerated timeline to promote public safety and meet stricter standards set forth by the federal
government.
What
When
Where
Highlights

Additional
Info

West Sacramento Southport Levee EIP EIS/EIR Scoping meetings
Thursday, September 15
First meeting: 3:30 to 5:30 p.m. – presentation at 4 p.m.
Second meeting: 6:30 to 8:30 p.m. – presentation at 7 p.m.
West Sacramento Recreation Center
2801 Jefferson Boulevard
West Sacramento, CA 95691
• Learn about proposed levee alternatives
• Get information about the EIS/EIR
• Provide input
• Find out next steps
For additional event details, please contact Megan Smith at (916) 737-3000 or
southportcomments@icfi.com
If you are unable to attend, you may learn more and submit comments by visiting
www.cityofwestsacramento.org/city/flood. Comments will be accepted from August 26
to September 26, 2011.
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Appendix B

Public Meeting Materials
Appendix B contains copies of the following materials:
On Page
Display boards .......................................................................................................................................... 32
Power Point presentation ........................................................................................................................... 60
Fact sheet

.......................................................................................................................................... 69

Comment card .......................................................................................................................................... 71

30

31

Program & Project Overview

32

Potential Measures

33

Environmental Considerations

34

Comments?
Thankyou foryourinterestin
this public safety project.
Please provide us with your
input on the content of the
Environmental Impact Statement/
Environmental Impact Report here.
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Welcome to the

Southport Sacramento River
Early Implementation Project
Public Scoping Meeting
September 15,2011
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West Sacramento
Levee Improvements Program Purpose
& the Southport Sacramento River
Early Implementation Project
In 2007 the West Sacramento Area Flood Control Agency (WSAFCA)
initiated the West Sacramento Levee Improvements Program (WSLIP)
to reduce the risk of a catastrophic ﬂood event in West Sacramento.
The City of West Sacramento, as part of WSAFCA, and in collaboration
with the California Department of Water Resources, embarked on a
comprehensive evaluation of the levees protecting West Sacramento to
determine deﬁciencies and develop treatment measures. As the agency
with authority over alterations to Federal levees, the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers (USACE) will act as the lead agency as it relates to the Federal
environmental review process. Based on ﬁndings of the levee evaluation,
the objectives of the WSLIP are to:

West Sacramento Area Flood Control Agency (WSAFCA) is a Joint Powers
Authority created in 1994 to coordinate planning and construction of ﬂood
protection facilities within its boundaries and to ﬁnance the local share
of ﬂood control projects. Member agencies of WSAFCA are the City of West
Sacramento, Reclamation District 900, and Reclamation District 537.

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) provides engineering services
to the nation by planning, designing, building and operating water resources
projects, including ﬂood control projects on the Sacramento River. USACE is
charged with oversight of alterations to Federal levees.

 tBDIJFWFBNJOJNVNPGiZFBSwMFWFMPGnPPEQSPUFDUJPOGPSUIF$JUZ
of West Sacramento in line with Federal and state ﬂood protection
criteria;
 tDPOTUSVDUMFWFFJNQSPWFNFOUTBTTPPOBTQPTTJCMFUPSFEVDFnPPESJTL
 tDPOTUSVDUMFWFFJNQSPWFNFOUTUIBUBSFQPMJUJDBMMZ TPDJBMMZ BOE  
environmentally acceptable; and
 tQSPWJEFSFDSFBUJPOBMBOEPQFOTQBDFFMFNFOUTGPSUIFDJUZUIBUBSF 
compatible with ﬂood improvement measures.
Since 2007, three Early Implementation Projects (EIP) have been initiated
within the WSLIP boundary. An EIP is a project that is implemented in
advance of the overall WSLIP construction in order to address critical
BSFBTXIFSFUIFMFWFFTEFmDJFODZJTXFMMEFmOFEBOEXIFSFBQQSPQSJBUF
NFBTVSFTUPUSFBUUIFMFWFFBSFLOPXO5IFUISFF&*1TJUFTJOJUJBUFEUPEBUF
are the I Street Bridge site (construction completed in 2008), the Rivers site
(under construction) and the CHP Academy site (under construction).
Now, WSAFCA is proposing a fourth EIP called the Southport Sacramento River EIP. Implementation of measures at this site will improve the
levee that runs along the west bank of the Sacramento River (referred to as the Sacramento River South Levee) to enhance ﬂood protection
for the community of Southport. The EIP would improve approximately 6.4 miles of levee and would bring the levee up to Federal and state
ﬂood protection standards.
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How Did We Get Here?
Over the past decades, there have been several ﬂood protection evaluations and improvements
in the City of West Sacramento.
1986-1987:

Signiﬁcant rainfall event occurs in Sacramento region; USACE recommends signiﬁcant improvements for West
Sacramento ﬂood protection.

1987-1990:

City obtains Federal funding and authorization for two levee improvements.

1990-1993:

Sacramento Urban Levee Reconstruction Project completes building of stability berm along the Sacramento River in
Southport. Costs were $9 million; local share was $800,000.

1994:

WSAFCA is created to coordinate, fund and construct major ﬂood protection improvements.

1997:

Signiﬁcant rainfall event occurs in Sacramento region and levees sustain damage.

1999-2002:

USACE’s West Sacramento Project strengthened ﬁve miles of levees adjacent to the Sacramento and Yolo bypasses.
Costs were approximately $32.1 million; local share was $3.6 million.

2005:

USACE issues new levee design standards.

2006:

State performs critical erosion repairs on three sites in West Sacramento.

2006:

WSAFCA, in collaboration with California Department of Water Resources, embark on comprehensive evaluation of
levees.

2007:

WSAFCA proposes the WSLIP. This is a comprehensive program to bring the city’s levees up to standard.

2007:

USACE constructs a seepage berm at Davis Road and South River Road under Public Law 84-99.

2008:

The I Street Bridge EIP is constructed under WSLIP after USACE approved Section 408 permission requested by
WSAFCA. The Rivers and CHP Academy EIPs are proposed.

2009/2010:
Winter 2010:
Summer 2010:
Mid-2011:

Joint USACE & WSAFCA environmental public scoping meeting is held for the WSLIP, including The Rivers and CHP
Academy EIPs. The WSLIP draft EIS/EIR is released.
USACE begins construction on a setback levee project along the west bank of the Sacramento River south of the Stone
Locks as part of the Sacramento River Bank Protection Project. Anticipated completion is fall 2012.
WSAFCA and USACE begin planning the Southport Sacramento EIP.
The Rivers and CHP Academy EIPs complete environmental review and are approved for construction. Construction
on the two sites begins. The environmental review process starts for Southport Sacramento River EIP in August.
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West Sacramento Area
Levee Projects
During the past 10 years, several key ﬂood protection projects have been initiated or constructed
by various government agencies or agency partnerships in the city of West Sacramento. Below is a
list of projects that have been proposed, are in the planning stage, are under construction, or that
have been constructed.
t*4USFFU#SJEHF4JUF Construction of this EIP was completed in November 2008. The project consisted
of a 475 foot-long slurry wall that is approximately 37 feet in depth. The slurry wall will protect from
seepage, tree removals, and the reshaping of the levee. The project also involved removing vegetation
according to the USACE standards, and relocating a major communications utility. The City’s Riverwalk
extension project commenced soon after construction was completed.
t$)1"DBEFNZ4JUFEnvironmental approval for construction of this project was gained in mid-2011.
This site is approximately 6,500 feet in length and is the levee that runs along the Sacramento Bypass.
Deﬁciencies at this site concern through-seepage and levee geometry, along with areas of under-seepage
and instability.
t5IF3JWFST4JUF Environmental approval for construction of this project was gained in mid-2011. The
Rivers EIP area is approximately 3,000 feet long and is located on the Sacramento River North Levee, just
north of the conﬂuence of the Sacramento and American rivers. Levee deﬁciencies at this site relate to
geometry, stability, and under-seepage.

5IF3JWFST4JUF
$)1"DBEFNZ4JUF

*4USFFU#SJEHF4JUF

4BDSBNFOUP3JWFS
#BOL1SPUFDUJPO1SPKFDU

t4BDSBNFOUP3JWFS#BOL1SPUFDUJPO1SPKFDU Construction began in December 2010 on a setback
levee project along the west bank of the Sacramento River in the Southport area, just south of the Stone
Locks. This is a separate effort led not by WSAFCA, but by the USACE under the Sacramento River Bank
Protection Project. The project is scheduled for completion in 2012.
t4PVUIQPSU4BDSBNFOUP3JWFS4JUF This proposed site would be implemented to reduce the risk
of ﬂooding to the Southport community. Measures would be implemented along 6.4 miles of the levee
along the west bank of the Sacramento River. This would bring the levee up to current Federal and state
standards.

4PVUIQPSU
4BDSBNFOUP3JWFS4JUF
1-4JUF

t1VCMJD-BX USACE constructed a seepage berm at Davis Road in 2007 under PL 84-99. PL 84-99
establishes a fund for emergency response preparations for natural disasters. The seepage berm was
constructed to ﬁght boils caused by under-seepage.

39

An “Inside Look” at a Levee
Levee Crown
Hingepoint
Levee Slope

LANDSIDE

WATERSIDE

Levee Slope

Levee Toe
Levee Toe

LEVEE FOUNDATION
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5ZQJDBM-FWFF%FmDJFODJFT
Inadequate Levee Height

Non-Compliant Vegetation

Inadequate Levee Geometry/
Unstable Slopes
Through-Seepage

Under-Seepage

Erosion

t Inadequate Levee Geometry/6OTUBCMF4MPQFTJSSFHVMBSPSPWFSMZTUFFQTMPQFTDPNQSPNJTFUIFMFWFFTUSVDUVSF
t *OBEFRVBUFMFWFFIFJHIUMFWFFIFJHIUNBZCFUPPMPXSFMBUJWFUPQSFEJDUFEXBUFSMFWFMT
t /PO$PNQMJBOU7FHFUBUJPODBOMFBEUPMFWFFJOTUBCJMJUZBOEIJOEFSMFWFFNPOJUPSJOHBOENBJOUFOBODF
t &SPTJPOXBUFSnPX XBLFTBOEXBWFT SFNPWFTPJMNBUFSJBM EBNBHJOHUIFMFWFF
t 4FFQBHF
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South of Davis Road on South River Road looking southeast at the waterside slope of the levee,
on which the Southport Sacramento River EIP is proposed to be implemented.
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Slurry Cutoff Wall
Concept:
Water pressure is contained and dispersed by a low-permeability
wall constructed within the levee cross section.
Slurry Wall
Levee

High river stage results in
hydrostatic pressure.

Water pressure
is contained by
low-permeability
material.
DETAILS
t Constructed via traditional slot trench, deep soil mix
method, or jet grouting.
t Wall is approximately 3 ft wide and up to 140 ft deep.
NOT TO SCALE
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Seepage Berm
Concept:
Water pressure is contained and dispersed by a thickened soil layer.

Levee
Berm
High river stage results in
hydrostatic pressure.

Water pressure is contained by
low-permeability material.

DETAILS
t Berm is typically one-third the height of the levee.
t Berm may extend as much as 400 feet from the levee.

NOT TO SCALE
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Adjacent Levee
Concept:
A new embankment strengthens the existing levee and
enlarges the slopes.
Adjacent Levee

Existing Levee

DETAILS
t The crown of the levee would increase landside,
with a 3:1 slope to existing ground.
NOT TO SCALE
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Slope Flattening
Concept:
Flatter slopes are more stable and less susceptible to erosion.

New material placed on landside of
levee to create more stable slope.

Existing material removed
to create more stable slope.

DETAILS
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.
NOT TO SCALE
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Vegetation Removal
Concept:
Non-compliant vegetation may inhibit levee maintenance and
performance monitoring.
Non-compliant vegetation
on levee removed.

DETAILS
t Potential for riparian vegetation removal within the project
area to comply with USACE policy and increase levee visibility
for maintenance purposes

NOT TO SCALE
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Relief Wells
Concept:
Water pressure is relieved via passive wells, which direct water
discharge into a collection system.
Levee
High river stage results in
hydrostatic pressure.

Wells discharge into V-ditch or
pipeline to be pumped back to the
river or other stormwater facilities.

Water pressure is relieved
through passive wells.

DETAILS
t Wells are drilled near levee toe, approximately 80 feet deep.
t Well spacing is approximately 50-100 feet.
t Pump station detention basin, piping, and river outfall not
shown.
NOT TO SCALE
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Setback Levee
Concept:
A new levee is built toward the landside of an existing levee where
the existing levee is not readily repairable or where more ﬂooding
capacity is desired.
New Levee
Old Levee

DETAILS
t New levee is built to current standards.
t Old levee will not be maintained for ﬂood protection. It may
be breached for habitat creation.
NOT TO SCALE
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Rock Slope Protection
Concept:
Water-side erosion is prevented by placement of rock.

Levee

Rock Slope Protection

Rock is placed on levee slope to
control wake and wave action.

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 non-woody vegetation.
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Alternative 1
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Alternative 1 involves the construction of adjacent levees, while maintaining South River Road where it presently is, atop
the existing levee. An adjacent levee with a cutoff wall is proposed in Segments A, D, E, and G. An adjacent levee with a
landside seepage berm is proposed in Segments B, C, and F. Existing vegetation on the levee would be removed within the
construction footprint.
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Alternative 2
Alternative 2 involves the construction of setback levees in Segments A–F and breach and degrade of the existing levee
for the purpose of historical ecosystem restoration. A setback levee with a cutoff wall is proposed in Segments A, D, and
E. A setback levee with a landside seepage berm is proposed in Segments B, C, and F. An adjacent levee with a cutoff wall
is proposed for Segment G. South River Road would be relocated landside of the setback levee. Portions of the existing
Sacramento River levee would be removed to allow for ﬂoodplain inundation.

Legend
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Alternative 3
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Alternative 3 involves the contouring of the Sacramento River levee to alleviate over-steepened banks while maintaining
South River Road where it presently is, atop the existing levee. A cutoff wall is proposed in Segments A, D, E, and G. A
landside seepage berm is proposed in Segments B, C, and F. Existing vegetation on the levee would be removed within the
construction footprint.
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About NEPA and CEQA
The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) is a Federal law enacted to ensure a
proposed activity’s potential effects on both the natural and built environments
are analyzed and disclosed to the public. Additionally, analysis of the activity’s
alternatives and development of mitigation measures to reduce effects are required.
This information is presented in an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). Similarly,
the State of California, under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA),
requires disclosure in an Environmental Impact Report (EIR). These documents
disclose the effects of an activity to agencies and the public and can serve as a
decision-making aid for governing bodies.
While WSAFCA, a local agency in the state, is proposing the project, the USACE has
jurisdiction over the Federal levee WSAFCA is proposing to alter. Therefore, the
Southport Sacramento River EIP must comply with both NEPA and CEQA. The
efﬁcient way to comply with both laws is to develop a joint EIS/EIR.
A joint EIS/EIR is prepared when there is both Federal and state agency interest in an
activity, and/or when a state agency needs permission to perform an action under
Federal jurisdiction. The development of the Southport Sacramento River EIP draft
joint EIS/EIR is underway and the document is scheduled for release in 2012.
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About the Scoping Process
Scoping is a process used to inform the public of a proposed activity. It
provides the public an opportunity to comment and share insight and
local information related to the range of alternatives being analyzed,
the effects of those alternatives, and/or issues of concern related to the
proposed activity.
Scoping can be particularly informative in a flood risk-reduction project
because the local residents could have knowledge about the performance
of a levee that the agencies are unaware of, such as locations of underseepage or boils or areas of general poor levee performance.
The comments received from public scoping will be used to inform the
development of the alternatives; define the environment and resources
potentially affected by the alternatives; and analyze the effects resulting
from the alternatives. The affected environment broadly includes physical,
biological, and social and economic topic areas. Effects of both project
construction and long-term operations and maintenance are identified
and analyzed.
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Potential Environmental Issues
Implementation of the proposed Southport Sacramento River
EIP will likely affect both the natural and built environment. The
effects will be evaluated and disclosed in the EIS/EIR. Resources
analyzed in the EIS/EIR will include, but are not limited to:
t "FTUIFUJDT

t 1VCMJDTFSWJDFT

t #JPMPHJDBMSFTPVSDFT

t 5SBOTQPSUBUJPOUSBGGJD

t )B[BSETBOEIB[BSEPVTNBUFSJBMT

t "JSRVBMJUZ

t 4PDJPFDPOPNJDT&OWJSPONFOUBMKVTUJDF

t (FPMPHZTPJMT

t "HSJDVMUVSF

t -BOEVTFQMBOOJOH

t 1PQVMBUJPOIPVTJOH

t 3FDSFBUJPO

t $VMUVSBMSFTPVSDFT

t /PJTF

t .JOFSBMSFTPVSDFT

t 6UJMJUJFTTFSWJDFTZTUFNT

t )ZESPMPHZXBUFSRVBMJUZ
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Ecosystem Restoration
Opportunities & Mitigation
While the highest priority of the Southport Sacramento River EIP is to increase ﬂood protection, the project would also
allow WSAFCA to partially or fully mitigate for many of the project’s environmental impacts onsite. In addition, it may
provide an opportunity for restoration of historical habitat within the project area.

Potential Habitat Restoration Activities
The goal of restoration design is to create self-sustaining, high-value habitats. As part of the Southport Sacramento
River EIP, habitat would be created to replace that which may be lost during construction; this minimum level of habitat
creation is required under NEPA and CEQA and is considered mitigation. Where space within the project area is available,
additional restoration could be undertaken that would restore habitat to historical conditions. Likely objectives for
habitat mitigation and restoration include:
  t .JUJHBUJPOGPSUFNQPSBSZBOEQFSNBOFOUJNQBDUTPOQSPUFDUFEMBOEDPWFSUZQFT
  t .JUJHBUJPOGPSUFNQPSBSZBOEQFSNBOFOUJNQBDUTUPTQFDJBMTUBUVTTQFDJFTBOEQPUFOUJBMIBCJUBUGPSUIFTFTQFDJFT
  t 3FTUPSBUJPOPGQPSUJPOTPGUIFIJTUPSJD4BDSBNFOUP3JWFSnPPEQMBJOUISPVHIDPOTUSVDUJPOPGBTFUCBDLMFWFF VOEFS
Alternative 2)
  t 3FTUPSBUJPOPGSJQBSJBOBOEPBLXPPEMBOEIBCJUBUPOUIFSFTUPSFEnPPEQMBJO
  t 3FTUPSBUJPOPGHSBTTMBOETPOUIFSFTUPSFEnPPEQMBJO TFUCBDLMFWFF TFFQBHFCFSN BOEPUIFSEJTUVSCFEBSFBT
The amount of onsite habitat mitigation and restoration that could be implemented would depend on the alternative
selected. Preliminary design estimates suggest that Alternative 1 and Alternative 3 may not have sufﬁcient project area
UPGVMMZNJUJHBUFGPSJNQBDUTUPSJQBSJBO XFUMBOEBOEHSBTTMBOE JF 4XBJOTPOTIBXLGPSBHJOH IBCJUBUT BOEPGGTJUF
mitigation could be required.
Alternative 2 may be largely self-mitigating because of its setback levee component, and provide opportunity for
additional restoration. The ﬂoodplain could be widened considerably and the riparian corridor increased with plantings
of native vegetation. Created ﬂoodplains under Alternative 2 would provide habitat not only for vegetation, but also for
native ﬁsh and other species as a result of inundation in the low-lying ﬂoodplains.
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Recreation Opportunities
Where it is compatible with ﬂood risk-reduction actions and operations, WSAFCA is considering
recreation and non-motorized-transport improvements on, adjacent to, or near the levee. While
the highest priority of the Southport Sacramento River EIP is to increase ﬂood protection,
WSAFCA also is investigating potential recreation corridors that could provide improved or new
opportunities for outdoor recreation and healthy, sustainable transport options to destinations
such as parks and recreation facilities, schools, community centers, and jobs.
South River Road, which runs along the top of the levee, is the gateway to many recreational
settings in the project area. Most of the levee supports a mature riparian forest that is attractive
to recreationists. The roadway is presently a rural street with narrow shoulders and no designated
bike lane. However, scenic quality and relatively light vehicular trafﬁc make the route a popular
bicycling corridor. The road also provides easy access to the Sacramento River bank, making
ﬁshing a common and prized recreation activity along the levee. Pedestrians, joggers, and
equestrians also use South River Road.
Maintaining and increasing accessibility to these popular settings are two criteria that will be
used to measure options for recreation and alternative transportation along the Sacramento
River’s edge. Potential recreational facilities would be available for walking, jogging, biking, and,
where appropriate, equestrian use. Other recreation features may include parking or staging
areas, seating, picnic areas, and adventure play areas. These features may be further developed
where the recreation corridor forms the edge of a park. Improved access to the river would be
evaluated at locations that are compatible with levee maintenance, ﬂoodway operations, and
ecosystem functions.
Recreation features to be proposed as part of each ﬂood risk–reduction alternative will be deﬁned
through the design and environmental processes and will be available for public review and
comment when the draft EIS/EIR is released in 2012.
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On South River Road, looking east and across the river toward Sacramento’s Little Pocket neighborhood. This
levee stretch is included in the 6.4 miles proposed for upgrades under the Southport Sacramento River EIP.
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10/4/2011

Southport Sacramento River
Early Implementation Project
Environmental Impact Statement/
Environmental Impact Report
Public Scoping Meeting
U.S.
U
S A
Army C
Corps off E
Engineers
i
&
West Sacramento Area Flood Control Agency
September 15, 2011

Welcome and Meeting Purpose
• Chris Elliott, Project Director with ICF International,
environmental consultant for the project
• Joint Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS)/Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is being
prepared per the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA)
• Opportunity to describe the project and EIS/EIR
process
• Your comments are invited to inform the
environmental analysis

1
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Lead Agencies
• West Sacramento Area Flood Control Agency
(WSAFCA)
– Joint Powers Authority comprised of the City and the
reclamation districts that maintain the levees around the City
– overseeing planning and implementation of levee
improvements
– lead agency under CEQA

• U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE)
– responsible for approval of modifications to Federal flood
project levees and navigable waters under the Rivers and
Harbors Act
– responsible for approval of effects to protected resources
under the Clean Water Act
– lead agency under NEPA

WSAFCA’s Overall Goals
– Achieve a minimum of 200-year (an event that has a 0.5%
g in any
y given
g
year)
y ) level of flood protection
p
in
chance of occurring
more than 50 miles of City levees protecting the City
– Construct levee improvements as soon and as completely as
possible to reduce flood risk
– Provide recreational and ecosystem restoration elements that
are compatible with flood improvement actions

2
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About the Southport
Sacramento River EIP
• What is an Early Implementation Project (EIP)?
– Constructed in advance of the State’s
State s Central Valley Flood
Protection Plan and Federal West Sacramento Project
– Identified as a critical need site
– Funded through West Sacramento self-assessment and
Prop’s 1E and 84 in partnership with State
• EIP details
– Address deficiencies in a 6
6.4-mile
4 mile reach of levee
protecting Southport
– Will treat under- and through-seepage, unstable
slopes, and erosion
– Bring levee up to current Federal and State standards

WSLIP
Levee
Evaluation
Locations

3
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EIP
Location

Recent Local Flood Protection Efforts
• 2005: USACE issues new levee design standards.
• 2006: State performs critical erosion repairs on three
sites in West Sacramento.
• 2006: WSAFCA and CA DWR begin comprehensive
evaluation of levees
• 2007: WSAFCA proposes the West Sacramento
Levee Improvements Program (WSLIP).
• 2007: USACE constructs a seepage berm at Davis
Road under PL84-99.
• 2008: The I Street Bridge EIP is constructed and The
Rivers and CHP Academy EIPs are initiated.

4
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continued…
• 2009/10: WSLIP Draft EIS/EIR is released.
• 2010: USACE begins construction on a setback levee
project south of the Barge Canal.
• 2010: WSAFCA and USACE begin planning the
Southport Sacramento River EIP.
• 2011: The Rivers and the CHP Academy EIPs
complete environmental review and commence
construction (in progress)
progress).

Flood Risk-Reduction
Project Process
• Problem Identification – locating and scoping
deficiencies
• Alternatives Analysis – matching potential
improvements to address the deficiencies
• Design Development – detailed engineering and
preparing plans and specifications
• Environmental Documentation – evaluating
g possible
environmental effects from the potential riskreduction measures
• Permitting
• Construction

5
64

10/4/2011

Identified Levee Deficiencies
• Unstable slopes caused by inadequate levee
geometry and/or deficient levee material
• Seepage (under or through the levee)
• Erosion
• Non-compliant vegetation

Possible Flood Risk-Reduction
Measures
The design and environmental analysis process will analyze the
impacts and feasibility of several combinations of the following
measures:
–
–
–
–
–
–
–

Slurry cut-off walls through the levee
Slope flattening of the existing levee
Setback levee landside of the existing levee
Adjacent levee landside of the existing levee
Seepage berms/stability berms on the landside of the levee
Rock slope protection on the waterside of the levee
Relief wells

6
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Multi-Objective Benefits
• Recreation
– Corridors for walking, jogging, biking, and, where
appropriate, equestrian use
– Other recreation features may include landscaping, benches,
small picnic areas, and small play areas

• Open Space and Habitat
– Restored areas to mitigate
g
p
project
j
effects
– Enhancement of fish and aquatic habitat along the river’s
edge and wetland and upland areas on and near levees
– Potential for areas for floodplain expansion and restoration

Environmental Documentation
Process
• Solicit public input to be considered in conducting the
environmental analysis
• Prepare EIS/EIR
• Circulate draft EIS/EIR for public review and comment
• Review and respond to comments and prepare final
EIS/EIR
• WSAFCA adopts
d t project
j t and
d findings
fi di
off fact,
f t certifies
tifi
EIR, adopts mitigation and monitoring plan, and records
Notice of Determination
• USACE prepares Record of Decision
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Scoping
• Project goals and objectives have been identified based
on flood management deficiencies
• Measures have been identified to address those
deficiencies
• Measures have been combined to comprise complete
alternatives to provide the spatial context for discussing
the types and extents of potential environmental and
community effects
• Alternatives will continue to evolve and will be formulated
for analysis in a Public Draft EIS/EIR
• Your input is desired and will be considered on the
measures, alternatives, and potential effects analyzed in
the EIS/EIR

Environmental Resource Issues
•

Aesthetics

•Socioeconomics/Environmental justice

•

Air quality

•Cultural resources

•

Geology and soils

•Agriculture

•

Land use/planning

•Population and housing

•

Recreation

•Public services

•

Noise

•Mineral resources

•

Utilities/public services

•Transportation/Navigation

•

g
resources
Biological

•Growth-inducement

•

Hazardous materials

•Cumulative effects
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Next Steps
• Ask questions of project team members at this
meeting
• Provide written comments via mailed comment card
or e-mail by September 26, 2011
• Look for the draft environmental document to be
released in mid-2012

9
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The Southport Sacramento River
Early Implementation Project
About the Project. The West Sacramento Area Flood Control Agency (WSAFCA) is proposing the
Southport Sacramento River Early Implementation Project (EIP) to implement ﬂood risk–reduction
measures along the Sacramento River South Levee that protects the Southport community. WSAFCA is
proposing the measures be implemented along 6 miles of the levee that runs along the west bank of the
Sacramento River from the Barge Canal to
the South Cross Levee. The EIP study area
Port North Levee
also encompasses potential soil borrow
Port South Levee
sites east and west of southern Jeﬀerson
Blvd. WSAFCA’s ultimate goal is to protect
the lives and property of West Sacramento’s
residents, employees, and visitors.

DWSC East Levee

Sacramento River
South Levee
DWSC West Levee

An EIP is a levee site that has been
identiﬁed as having signiﬁcant deﬁciencies.
Therefore the planning, environmental, and
construction processes are implemented
in advance of the overall West Sacramento
Levee Improvements Program (WSLIP). The
WSLIP is a city-wide comprehensive ﬂood
risk-reduction program initiated in 2007.
WSAFCA has selected three other EIP sites
(the CHP Academy, the Rivers, and the I
Street Bridge) for construction in advance
of WSLIP in the past 3 years.

South Cross Levee

Sacramento River

Construction of the Southport Sacramento
5
River EIP would bring the levee up to
Deep Water
standard with Federal and state ﬂood
Ship Channel
(DWSC)
protection criteria and improve the underand through-seepage, erosion, and slope
instability that currently hinder the levee’s
performance. The EIP also would provide opportunities for ecosystem restoration and public recreation.
The Environmental Process. To comply with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
and California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), a joint environmental impact statement (EIS)/
environmental impact report (EIR) is being developed. This document will explain the proposed
EIP alternatives, and eﬀects and mitigation measures if the EIP is constructed. Potential impacts on
resources—including aesthetics, soils, ﬂood control, wildlife, vegetation, noise, recreation, and traﬃc—
will be evaluated in the EIS/EIR.
To comply with NEPA, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) will act as the Federal lead agency, and
WSAFCA will act as lead agency under CEQA. While WSAFCA is proposing the EIP, alterations to Federal
levees cannot be made without approval from USACE.
over
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EIP Alternatives. Three alternatives are being proposed. The priority of each alternative is to increase
ﬂood protection, but each also provides varying opportunities for ecosystem restoration and recreation
opportunities. The alternatives are each a combination of two or more of the following ﬂood risk–
reduction measures:
 t -FWFFTMPQFnBUUFOJOH         t 4FFQBHFCFSNTTUBCJMJUZCFSNTPOUIFMBOETJEFPGUIFMFWFF
 t 4FUCBDL MFWFF BOEPS BEKBDFOU MFWFF t 3PDL TMPQF QSPUFDUJPO PO UIF XBUFS TJEF
 t 3FMJFGXFMMT               t 4MVSSZDVUPõXBMMT
EIP Schedule. The EIP is currently in the environmental and alternatives design phase. Specialists
have already gone out into the ﬁeld, inspected the levee, and identiﬁed the levee’s deﬁciencies.
Engineers have proposed three preliminary alternatives. The design and construction teams will work
collaboratively to determine the feasibility of the alternatives, ensuring they provide a level of ﬂood
protection that meets current standards, are cost eﬀective, and limit the short- and long-term impacts on
the environment. Construction is scheduled to begin in 2013.
Selecting an Alternative. The public will have an opportunity to weigh in on the proposed alternatives
during the scoping phase (August 26–September 26, 2011), and to suggest new alternatives to be
considered in the Public Draft EIS/EIR. Following scoping, WSAFCA will select the alternatives that will be
analyzed in the Public Draft EIS/EIR, available for public review in spring 2012.
For More Information. For more information about public input opportunities, the environmental
process, and other ﬂood risk–reduction projects in the city, visit www.cityofwestsacramento.org/city/ﬂood.
We Want Your Input. If you would like to comment on the content of the EIS/EIR being developed for
the Southport Sacramento River EIP, please submit comments to the contacts below. All comments must
be received by 5 p.m. on September 26, 2011.
Megan Smith, Project Manager
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
southportcomments@icﬁ.com

or

Mr. John Suazo
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Sacramento District
Attn: Planning Division (CESPK-PD-R)
1325 J Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
john.suazo@usace.army.mil
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The Southport Sacramento River
Early Implementation Project
Comment Card
Name:____________________________________________________________________ Date:______________________
Telephone: ___________________________Email:____________________________________________________________
Aﬃliation: ___________________________Title (if applicable):____________________________________________________
Street Address:_________________________________________________________________________________________
City:______________________________________ State:__________________ Zip:_________________________________
Thank you for your interest in this ﬂood risk-reduction eﬀort. The West Sacramento Area Flood Control Agency, and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers value
your input regarding this Early Implementation Project. Please provide us with your comments regarding the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement/
Environmental Impact Report being prepared for this project. Please write legibly.
For your convenience, feel free to take this card with you, ﬁll it out at your opportunity, and mail it. You may also send comments by email to
southportcomments@icﬁ.com. All comments must be postmarked by September 26, 2011. Thank you for your interest in the Southport Sacramento River EIP.
__________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________________
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CThe Southport Sacramento River
Early Implementation Project
PLEASE FOLD ALONG THIS LINE FOR MAILING

West Sacramento Area Flood Control Agency
c/o Ms. Megan Smith
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814

PLACE
POSTAGE
HERE

West Sacramento Area Flood Control Agency
c/o Ms. Megan Smith
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
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Appendix C

Comments Received
Appendix C contains all written comments received during the scoping period.
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Commenter

Address

Organization
Type

Date
Received

Scott Morgan, Office of Planning
and Research
James Herota, Central Valley
Flood Protection Board
Gregor Blackburn, FEMA Region
IX
Katy Sanchez, Native American
Heritage Commission
Genevieve Sparks, Central Valley
Regional Water Quality Control
Board
Judy Ueda
Karen Kubo
Diane McCray

1400 10th St. P.O. Box 3044 Sacramento CA, 958123044
3310 El Camino Ave Room 151, Sacramento, CA
95821
1111 Broadway, Suite 1200, Oakland, CA 94607

State

8/26/11

Comment
Letter
Number
1

State

9/1/11

2

Federal

8/31/11

3

915 Capitol Mall, Room 364, Sacramento, CA 95814

State

8/30/11

4

11020 Sun Center Drive #200, Rancho Cordova, CA
95670-6114

State

9/12/11

5

Not provided.
559 Watercolor Lane, West Sacramento, CA 95605
2590 South River Road, West Sacramento, CA
95691
2310 Cable Court, West Sacramento, CA 95691
4395 Gregory Avenue, West Sacramento, CA
3079 Apache Street, West Sacramento, CA 95691

Individual
Individual
Individual/
Business
Individual
Individual
Individual
Individual
Individual
Individual
Individual

9/14/11
9/16/11
9/20/11

6
7
8

9/20/11
9/20/11
8/29/11
9/16/11
9/21/11
9/26/11
9/25/11

9
10
11
12
13
14
15

Individual

9/19/11

16

Federal

8/25/11

17

Jim Colgan
Steve and Pam Gould
Robert Hughes
Sister Michael
David Gully
Thamarah Rodgers Lacomb
Laurie C. Nelson
Richard D. Sestero
Phil Hogan, USDA Natural
Resources Conservation Service

1818 Trinity Way, West Sacramento, CA 95691
4444 S River Rd, West Sacramento, CA 95691
Embarcadero Realty Services LP, 1750 Creekside
Oaks Drive, Suite 215, Fair Oaks, CA 95833
Seeno Construction Company, 4021 Port Chicago
Highway, Concord, CA 94520
221 West Court Street, Suite 1, Woodland, CA 95695
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Commenter

Stephan Daues
Mark Zollo
John Rivett
Tony Sauer
Michael Machado, Delta
Protection Commission
Christopher Lacomb
Deeden Kimbrough
Bret Culbreth
Kevin Winter
Rebecca Wall
Terry Annesley
Albert W. Rodgers
Southport Homeowners (17
Residences)
David Bennis
Kelly Magreevy
Eric Fredericks, Caltrans Dist 3
Kelly Catlett for Defenders of
Wildlife and Ronald Stork for
Friends of the River
Group of Homeowners (6
Residences)

Address

2981 Rubicon Way, West Sacramento CA
2527 La Jolla Street, West Sacramento, CA 95691
Not provided.
14215 River Road, P.O. Box 530, Walnut Grove, CA
95690
4444 South River Road, West Sacramento, CA
95691
1305 Linden Road, West Sacramento, CA 95691
4400 South River Road, West Sacramento, CA
95691
8971 Silverberry Avenue, Elk Grove, CA 95624
2970 Bevan Road, West Sacramento, CA 95691
4400 South River Road, West Sacramento, CA
95691
4440 South River Road, West Sacramento, CA
95691
Multiple addresses (See letter)
Not provided.
Not provided.
Not provided.
Not provided.

Multiple addresses (See letter)

Organization
Type

Date
Received

Individual
Individual
Individual
Individual
State

8/26/11
9/19/11
9/18/11
8/26/11
9/22/11

Comment
Letter
Number
18
19
20
21
22

Individual

9/20/11

23

Individual
Individual

9/22/11
9/15/11

24
25

Individual
Individual
Individual

9/15/11
9/13/11
9/15/11

26
27
28

Individual

9/26/11

29

Group of
Individuals
Individual
Individual
State
NGO

9/26/11

30

9/26/11
9/27/11
9/26/11
9/26/11

31
32
33
34

Group of
Individuals

9/26/11

35
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Commenter

Philip Carson
Tom Kelly, EPA Environmental
Review Office
Michael Smith
Pamela Gould
Eric Fredericks, Caltrans Dist.3
Cy R. Oggins, State Lands
Commission
Kim McDonald
Joyce Belli
Joel F MaCray, Jr.
Dawn Caldwell
Jordan Lang, Sacramento Bike
Advocates
Matthew Jones, Yolo-Solano Air
Quality Management District

Address

Organization
Type

Date
Received

Not provided.
Environmental Review Office (CED-2), U.S. EPA 75
Hawthorne Street, San Francisco, CA 94105
Not provided.
Not provided.
2379 Gateway Oaks Drive, Suite 150, Sacramento,
CA 95833
100 Howe Avenue, Suite 100-South, Sacramento,
CA 95825-8202
4390 South River Road, West Sacramento, CA
95691
2666 Meadowlark Circle., West Sacramento, CA
95691
2590 South River Road, West Sacramento, CA

Individual
Federal

9/26/11
9/27/11

Comment
Letter
Number
36
37

Business
Individual
State

9/26/11
9/26/11
9/28/11

38
39
40

State

9/26/11

41

Individual

9/23/11

42

Individual

9/22/11

43

Individual/
Business
Individual

9/23/11

44

9/22/11

45

NGO

9/8/11

46

County

10/4/11

47

1502 Maryland Avenue, West Sacramento, CA
95691
909 12th Street, Suite 116, Sacramento, CA 95814
1947 Galileo Court, Suite 103, Davis, CA 95618

77

78

79

80

81

82

83

84

85

86

87

88

89

90

91

5

92

5

93

5

94

5

95

6JudyUeda091411.txt
From:
Smith, Megan
Sent:
Wednesday, September 14, 2011 1:43 PM
To:
Rivasplata, Robert
Subject:
FW: South River Road West Sacramento (UNCLASSIFIED)
Hi Robert, please save as a Southport scoping comment.
Thanks,
Megan
-----Original Message----From: Suazo, John SPK [mailto:John.Suazo@usace.army.mil]
Sent: Wednesday, 14 September 2011 13:14 PM
To: Judy Ueda
Cc: Smith, Megan
Subject: RE: South River Road West Sacramento (UNCLASSIFIED)
Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE
Ms. Ueda,
Thank you for your comments. Your comments are integral to the scoping
process, as well as the development of the project, and will become part of
the public record. I encourage you to attend the public meetings scheduled
for 3:30 and 6:30 tomorrow, September 15 at the West Sacramento Recreation
Center, 2801 Jefferson Boulevard. You will have an opportunity to hear more
about the project as well as ask questions of WSAFCA and technical staff, and
submit additional comments. If you are unable to attend the public meeting,
the project presentation will be available on the City of West Sacramento
website: http://www.cityofwestsacramento.org/city/flood/. That information
will be available after tomorrow's meetings.
Please feel free to send additional questions to Ms. Megan Smith, or myself.
Thank you.
John
-----Original Message----From: Judy Ueda [mailto:jueda423@aol.com]
Sent: Wednesday, September 14, 2011 12:42 PM
To: Suazo, John SPK
Subject: South River Road West Sacramento

The project to implement flood risk reduction along South River Road has
serious consequences to the residents who live within a 1000 feet along the
river. I suspect that this “shovel ready” project will displace my 94 year
old father for the second time in his life. The first time when he lost
everything in the 1940’s to be placed in a relocation camp with other
Japanese Americans.
However, my comments are: 1) Where is the evidence that the levee is weak on
the South Road between the inlet to the Port and South Cross levee? Be
specific. 2) Site the research that more or less proves that your proposal
for the second levee will prevent flooding. 3) Is this proposal necessary in
order to obtain federal money to employ as many people as possible due to a
weak California economy? 4) Do you have to use scare tactics to get your
point across? Katrina was a hurricane. New Orleans is below sea level. The
levees and the pumping stations keep the water out of the city.
Page 1
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6JudyUeda091411.txt
Judy (Yokoyama) Ueda
Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE
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10
From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

pamelagould@hughes.net
southportcomments
john.suazo@usace.army.mil
Comments re Southport Sac River EIP
Tuesday, September 20, 2011 4:55:50 PM

Re: Property address: 4395 Gregory Avenue, West Sacramento
Hello ~
We attended the Southport Sacramento River Early Implementation Project
informational meeting last week and would like to offer input with regard to our
property. When planning alignment or re-alignment of South River Road where it
intersects Gregory Avenue at the railroad trussel, we have some concerns for the
levee improvement project and the City of West Sacramento.
At the site of our property and the railroad trussel, at the most eastern portion of
our property, we have noticed ongoing public activity which puts the levee
improvement project and the City of West Sacramento at risk of liability. The public
is accessing the railroad hiking and biking trail by climbing, riding bicycles, horses,
motorcycles and quadrunners by climbing and/or riding UP AND DOWN the side of
the railroad berm. We have witnessed quadrunners not successful in attempting to
reach the top of the berm nearly flipping their quadrunners over backwards,
including children as passengers. We have also witnessed a second quadrunner
attach a chain and pull another quadrunner to the top because the second quad was
unable to successfully climb the berm. As well as many individuals attempting to
climb up to the top of the trussell and/or trail and falling down because it is steep.
We have also witnessed and asked to leave numerous juveniles on the
trussel throwing rocks onto our property, the street where motorcycles can lose
traction as they turn onto or off South River Road, and on two occasions have asked
them to leave because they were shooting a gun across the roadway from on top of
the railroad overcrossing. On a regular basis cars are parking on our property east
of our driveway to access the trail.
The roadway also is curved at this location, and many drivers do not heed the speed
limit signs and are continually skidding their tires in an attempt to maneuver the
turn at this location. I (Pam) was struck by a driver who was not able to maneuver
the turn, skidded through the gravel, hit my car nearly head-on, and my car ended
up in the field across the street, as the driver continued to speed toward Jefferson
Boulevard. The hit-and-run driver was never apprehended. This area is very
confusing to drivers, and people are continually stopping at the intersection of
Gregory Avenue and South River Road causing risk of a traffic accident while they
attempt to figure out which direction to drive.
There has been an increased amount of truck traffic, including Raley's, semi-tractortrailer rigs, and delivery trucks, attempting to make South River Road a shortcut,
thereby avoiding I-5 traffic.
We think this project lends itself to a good opportunity for the levee improvement
project and the City of West Sacramento to correct some of these problems by
roadway design and possibly plugging the railroad trussel. All the recreation in this
area could be accessed at marinas and boat ramps that are in existence. However
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because the railroad trussel allows access in a dangerous way to the public, we are
of the opinion that people will still attempt to access the hiking/biking trail if an
opportunity exists.
We feel it of utmost importance that this issue is addressed so as to alleviate the
levee improvement project and the City of West Sacramento's liability due to injury
or death by the public having to find their own access in a dangerous place that is
not meant for their use and assisting drivers in finding an easier route to maneuver
the river's dangerous and winding roadways.
Please feel free to contact us if you have any further questions that we have not
addressed.
Thank you,
Steve & Pam Gould
4395 Gregory Avenue
West Sacramento, CA 95691
pamelagould@hughes.net
(916)372-4042
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Smith, Megan
southportcomments
FW: West Sacramento Southport Levee Improvements (UNCLASSIFIED)
Tuesday, August 30, 2011 1:01:15 PM

From: Suazo, John SPK [mailto:John.Suazo@usace.army.mil]
Sent: Monday, 29 August 2011 14:44 PM
To: Smith, Megan
Cc: Turner, Claire Marie SPK
Subject: FW: West Sacramento Southport Levee Improvements (UNCLASSIFIED)

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE
Megan,
This is the third comment, to my knowledge, and was the only one that was
addressed only to me. Please let me know if you have others, or if you have any
questions. Thanks.
John
From: Rob Hughes [mailto:rob@sigmawebconsulting.com]
Sent: Monday, August 29, 2011 12:16 PM
To: Suazo, John SPK
Subject: West Sacramento Southport Levee Improvements

John Suazo,
I am a resident of Southport in West Sacramento. I received a notice about
potential levee improvements in our area. I will not be able to attend the
informational meetings, but I wanted you to have my feedback.
Even without seeing the plan, I can tell you that I support levee improvements to
the fullest extent possible, even if it means greater cost, claiming more land,
removing existing structures or modifying the ecosystem. Maximum protection is
my greatest priority, and improved recreation will be a welcome bonus.
I understand that some agencies don’t like trees and foliage on levees for various
reasons, including the extra difficulty involved in inspecting levees. I believe the
reasons for having trees are greater, and I want trees.
Thanks for receiving my feedback.
Robert Hughes
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3079 Apache Street
West Sacramento, CA 95691
916 273 0638

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

addieontheriver@aol.com
southportcomments
john.suazo@usace.army.mil
Levee comments
Friday, September 16, 2011 9:30:59 AM

12

TO: West Sacramento Area Flood Control Agency:
My comment is simple: In your considerations, PLEASE put people who live along the levee FIRST
(before animals AND money).
If you do, God will bless your project - and you will succeed in keeping everyone safe in West
Sacramento!
God Bless You and help you make the right decision.
THANKS A MILLION for understanding the people who live along the levee.
You should be proud of them for having such wholesome (country) values.
They certainly are an asset to the City of West Sacramento!
Gratefully,
Sister Michael
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

David Gully
southportcomments
john.suazo@usace.army.mil
Levee Improvement Comments
Wednesday, September 21, 2011 1:19:59 PM

To whom it may concern,
I would like to stress my opinion and comments for the levee improvements. I’ve been a West
Sacramento resident for 42 years and have grown to know several friends that live along the the levee.
For some reason, these people who live in this area are highly respected people. They are down to
earth citizens compared to the newcomers of the West Sacramento area.
They have a high amount of respect for the area in which they live as well. Most of them have been
here all of their lives from generations passed on. Some are farmers and the forefathers of this land.
These are hard working tax paying citizens that have resided in West Sacramento all of their lives. I
don’t understand why several generations of families would have to give up their homes and or farm
land that they have invested in all of these years just for an improvement of the levees.
Improving the levees is a good thing but I think it is very unfair to try and push these human
beings out of their homes only because it is the cheaper way to do it. These people have children and
a lot of investment in these homes. In my opinion, this beautiful land is the best part of West
Sacramento to live in.
I understand that the levees need improvements but I also believe that there is a way to do it by
keeping all of these families in their well deserved homes. It is obvious that West Sacramento is trying
to uphold a very bright and positive persona. But by forcing people out of their homes isn’t acceptable.
It will only hurt and bother all of these families, not to mention all the other West Sacramento residents
who have knowledge of this for years and years to come.
I also think it is very unfair to offer them a fair market price for their homes when the economy is down
far more than average.
Please be more sensitive to the issue that the only way for everyone to win in this situation is to do
what is right and the right thing is to keep the families in their homes so that West Sacramento
remains a happy community.
It is a dream to be able to live along the River Road. Please don’t destroy these dreams of our
loveable River Road residents.
Thank you for allowing my input on such an important matter.
Sincerely,

David Gully
1818 Trinity Way
West Sacramento, CA 95691
916 372 7638
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Smith, Megan
southportcomments
FW: Southport Comment (UNCLASSIFIED)
Monday, September 26, 2011 8:24:11 AM

-----Original Message----From: Suazo, John SPK [mailto:John.Suazo@usace.army.mil]
Sent: Monday, 26 September 2011 8:01 AM
To: Smith, Megan
Subject: FW: Southport Comment (UNCLASSIFIED)
Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE
In case you had not received this.
-----Original Message----From: Thami Rodgers [mailto:thamirodgers@yahoo.com]
Sent: Sunday, September 25, 2011 7:21 PM
To: Suazo, John SPK
Subject: Southport Comment
Mr. Suazo - Please confirm receipt of this email.
Thamarah Rodgers Lacomb
4444 South River Road
West Sacramento, CA 95691
September 26, 2011
Mr. John Suazo
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Sacramento District (CESPK-PD-R)
1325 J Street
Sacramento, CA 95814
Re:
Southport Sacramento River Early Implementation Project ("EIP")
West Sacramento, California
I am a homeowner in Southport along the South River Road, specifically within
Reach B. My immediate family members also have three additional homes along
this route. My entire family has been on these lands for more than 100 years
farming, raising families, and passing the land and homes on to the next
generation. As has been done for several generations, a portion of this land
was handed down to me, to build a home (constructed in 2004) and to raise a
family. My children, ages six and eleven, will be the sixth generation to
receive the land and homes upon which we currently live. We have organic
gardens, horses and goats, small pets, raise chickens for eggs, raise cattle
for meat, and have planted and cared for hundreds of fruit trees and more
than 75 native and non-native oak trees.
On our home site, there is a vast array of wildlife that will be destroyed
when ANY levee improvement is made. Snakes, gophers, hummingbirds, fox,
coyote, turkey, turtles, pheasant, the list literally could go on and on.
Beyond the natural life, our part of the South River Road is beautifully
constructed with well-maintained homes. The traffic on weekends and holidays
along our route is incredible as people drive and enjoy the scenery and
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wildlife. The rural character and farming history is a draw to the area.
Its charm and qualities should be preserved not destroyed as it will and can
never be replaced or returned to what it is today.
It is of the utmost importance, that the impending levee improvements be
constructed in a way that has the least impact to our homes, families and
properties. Please know we are supportive of improving the levees, however
the excessive taking of private property in a setback levee scenario as
proposed in Alternative 2 is absurd. It is clear the intent is to construct
setback levees because the additional funding source will be substantial with
this type of improvement. Setback levees should not be the answer. They are
expensive from a land acquisition perspective, require the ripping out and
then replacing of habitat to the detriment of any living thing in its path,
and require enormous state, federal, and local funding efforts. A setback
levee is the least favorable option, as it imposes the greatest harm to the
residents, farm land, cultures, future generations, and to the beauty and
character of the area. It is unconscionable that a few should bear the burden
when other solutions exist that still benefit the whole.
Another alternative, Alternative 2, is the combination of an adjacent levee
with seepage berm. This alternative is also unfavorable as it too takes most
of the homes, destroys existing habitats, and will create the same aesthetic
eyesore as stated above.
With the construction of setback levees and seepage berms come situations for
environmental considerations. For example, land sites used to borrow soil to
construct seepage berms and/or setback levees will never be returned to their
present conditions as contractors will gouge out massive areas of land and
carry the soil away to construction sites. Not only will seepage berms and
setback levees ravage lands and habitats, and devastate families and their
future generations, but the areas surrounding the construction site will also
experience, possibly 24-hours a day, substantial impacts including:
disruptive noise and destructive land vibrations from construction equipment,
high volume of dangerous semi-trucks and trailer traffic through
neighborhoods and near schools, roadway damage as a result of increase use
and heavy load weights caused by semi-truck traffic hauling routes,
incapacitating construction and roadway dust, poor air quality and diesel
exhaust as a result of heavy equipment and semi-trucks, long traffic delays
along main thoroughfares, and dangerous or inaccessible bike paths and
jogging routes.
Another alternative plan, specifically Alternative 3, that may include slope
flattening with relief wells and/or slurry walls, is the least intrusive to
plant, animal and most importantly, human life. This plan is the only plan
to save most of the homes along Reach B. Alternative 3 should be the
preferred plan as it preserves peoples’ homes. If the intent of the
Government is to prevent the greatest private injury while providing public
safety, then Alternative 3 must be selected as the preferred plan.
Additionally in support of Alternative 3, along Reach B, there have been NO
problems with the levee during high water levels. Improvements were made in
1965 and again as a part of a larger project in 1986. The levee in this
section is in good shape and should not require drastic improvements that
destroy the landscape and private lives.
For these reasons stated, I request Alternative 3 continue to be studied and
included as a preferred alternative.
When solutions to an understood problem are only a difference between
technical approaches, those solution having the least private injury, yet
still accomplishing the same goal, should be the preference.
Thamarah Rodgers Lacomb
Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Laurie Melson
southportcomments
levee improvements
Monday, September 26, 2011 10:11:27 AM

I’m writing this email in an effort to encourage the City of West Sacramento to design a levee
improvement that will not affect the rural homes along the South River Road. As a lifelong
resident of West Sacramento we would like to preserve this scenic drive along the river and avoid
affecting the residents that have homes their currently.
Thank you for your consideration.

Laurie C. Melson
Property Manager
Embarcadero Realty Services LP
1750 Creekside Oaks Drive, Suite 215
Sacramento, California 95833
916.286.4249 direct
916.646.3245 fax
http://www.ecp-llc.com
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Dick Sestero
southportcomments
Southport Levee Project
Monday, September 19, 2011 4:11:58 PM
South Levee Plan.pdf

I attended the presentation last week. I would like to know if you can forward me a copy of the
schematic drawings which were on the boards in the rear of the room which showed the approximate
footprint of the different levee improvement alternatives in the area circled on the attached plan. Thank
you.
Richard D. Sestero
Project Manager
Seeno Construction Company
4021 Port Chicago Highway
Concord, CA 94520
Phone: 925-602-7235
Fax: 925-689-5979
Cell: 925-858-7999
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Hogan, Phil - Woodland, CA
southportcomments
Shape files
Thursday, August 25, 2011 10:01:49 AM

Ms Smith:
I was wondering if I could get the GIS shape files for the study area for the Southport Sacramento
River EIP.
Thanks!
___________________________________
PHIL HOGAN, District Conservationist
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service
221 West Court Street, Suite 1
Woodland, CA 95695
(530) 662-2037 X 111
(530) 662-4876 FAX
phil.hogan@ca.usda.gov
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

sdaues
john.suazo@usace.army.mil; southportcomments
Southport River South Levee EIP
Friday, August 26, 2011 8:50:40 AM

Hello Mr. Suazo and Ms. Smith,
I have just finished reviwing the matierals at the City
website. I didnt see much substance that would allow for
any menaingful comment. Will more project details be
available at the meetings? I am not sure I can make
either one, so I would appreciate access to the info. For
example, I was wondering if the project involved looking
at more set-back levee options where there is space to do
so, possible abondonement of South River Road, and
allowances for future river crossings.
I am a resident at 2981 Rubicon Way, which about 3/4 mile
from the levee at Linden Road.
Thanks for your work on this and good luck with the
project.
Stephan Daues

117

19

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mark Zollo
southportcomments
Southport Sacramento River EIP
Monday, September 19, 2011 8:52:39 PM

Hello,
Will the Project consider the impact of the various levee design alternatives on West
Sacramento's ground water levels and, if there are changes, how those changes may
effect the city's large caliper tree canopy?
Thanks!
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20
From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Rivett, John
southportcomments
michaelb@cityofwestsacramento.org
Southport Sacramento River EIP Meeting Comments
Sunday, September 18, 2011 9:48:18 PM

First, I commend West Sacramento’s efforts to rebuild and strengthen its levees and mitigate risk
for the majority of residents. It appears we’re going in the right direction, unlike on the other side
of the river, which is beyond our control or jurisdiction. However, a recent article I read left me
feeling the levees should have been built long ago—like yesterday!!
The New York Times article California’s Next Nightmare: How a Failing Levee System Could Turn
Sacramento into the Next Atlantis (July 3, 2011) points out how vulnerable we are here. Such
triggers for levee failure could come from earthquakes or super storms. Given the erratic weather
patterns worldwide over the last several years this should be a major concern for us here. The
article didn’t even mention global climate change and how water levels are projected to rise.
In the meeting there were several home owners who may be affected by displacement and they
questioned the statistical probability of a catastrophic flood, often rather scornfully. After I left the
meeting it occurred to me that I should have turned the tables on them and asked if they can
guarantee with 100% certainty that a catastrophic flood WILL NOT happen here. We have a history
of floods here and we’re at a very low elevation. Nobody likes to lose their homes, but how many
homes are we looking at saving? I can’t imagine it’s more than two or three dozen homes on that
six mile stretch. America has a long tradition of building in hazardous areas where homes should
not have been built. Do we save a few homes and put thousands and thousands of other homes at
risk? In this case for public safety, the interests of the greatest number overrule those of a small
faction. Besides, if the levees are not rebuilt to appease a small faction, what recourse would the
majority have when a catastrophic flood does occur?
Whichever form the project takes, I would like to see more recreational use, like bike paths, and
habitat restoration. I also hope the Army Corps of Engineers would abide by the results of their
own study and allow trees at the base of levees. The river habitat is equally important.
John Rivett
2527 La Jolla St
West Sacramento, CA 95691
Phone: 916-371-4103

John M. Rivett
Marquette University
2527 La Jolla Street
West Sacramento, CA 95691
Cell: 414-841-4210
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Tony Sauer
southportcomments; john.suazo@usace.army.mil
"tonysauer"
West Sacramento Levee Wheelchair Access
Friday, August 26, 2011 12:35:34 PM

I own a condo at Riva on the River in West Sacramento. My condo is adjacent to the levee and the
proposed improvements. Currently there is no wheelchair access to the levee, and I am writing to be
sure this issue will be remedied during the levee improvement construction. There are several others
besides myself who happen to live in this complex, and we would greatly appreciate being able to
enjoy the river with our friends and family.
As you probably know, Section 503 and 504 of the Federal Rehabilitation Act and Title II of the
Americans with Disabilities Act require any project or program with Federal or State funding to
accommodate people with disabilities. I assume that you have already addressed the
access deficiencies in the requited Transition Plans and have plans to place ramps up the new levee.
Because the Riva on the River Condos house a large number of residents with disabilities, I hope you
place a ramp near or at the complex.
I am happy to offer further thoughts or guidance and can be reached via cell at 530-913-7669.
Onward,
Tony Sauer
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Bennis, David
southportcomments
Levee improvements
Monday, September 26, 2011 6:16:47 PM

As a West Sacramento home owner and resident my family and I do not support any measures
that would not make saving existing homes a priority. The charm of West Sacrament is that there
are older large properties so close to the river and downtown. When we want to take a drive/walk
it is not to one of our newer neighborhoods, it is along the river road and through the older rural
homes. None of our new developments can replace what these families have built and deserve to
keep. Taking their homes is nothing but a selfish option that I can not believe the city is
considering. We understand the improvements need to be made however not at the cost of
displacing anyone….when there are other options. The reality is there would still be plenty of
natural habitat around the river and the ideas/excuses for making this a community space are a
sales pitch.
We are shocked and amazed by the insensitivity some of our community leaders have displayed by
only supporting the belief that “these homes must go”. The reality is we all know of other feasible
options for this small stretch of the river that would provide the same security from future
flooding/ levee breaches.
Using levee improvements as an excuse to take what these families have built over several
generations so it can be redistributed to a developer under the guise of “levee improvements”
would be a tragedy. Any elected official who does not support these families will lose my future
votes.
Ask yourself, what is the right thing to do? If there is an option that does not take from these
people something that can not be replaced why would that not be the option you choose?

Any elected official who does not support these families will lose my future votes.
The Bennis Family
916-201-7853

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message is intended to be viewed only by the
listed recipient(s). It may contain information that is privileged, confidential and/or
exempt from disclosure under applicable law. Any dissemination, distribution or
copying of this message is strictly prohibited without our prior written permission. If
you are not an intended recipient, or if you have received this communication in
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error, please notify us immediately by return e-mail and permanently remove the
original message and any copies from your computer and all back-up systems.
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Kelly Magreevy
southportcomments
john.suazo@usace.army.mil
Levee Improvements project
Tuesday, September 27, 2011 6:38:36 AM
image003.png

Hello,
I attended the meeting held on Sept. 15 th regarding the levee improvement project for West
Sacramento. If I hadn’t known the intricate details on this project, I would have been misled
regarding the impact on West Sacramento families.
The speaker was very articulate and spoke about what levee improvements would do for West
Sacramento: recreation opportunities, preserving vegetation, wildlife, creating more jogging trails
along the river, increasing marina access. What wasn’t stated during the second meeting was the
impact on West Sacramento families, some that have been here for over 100 years. These families
that lived along the levies, were going to lose their homes.
As a West Sacramento real estate consultant, resident, and friend of these families I am very
concerned. As of today, there are over 300 families currently in default of their mortgage, is
scheduled for auction or is bank owned. These do not include residents that have missed mortgage
payments and have not yet had a notice of default filed. I work with West Sacramento residents in
the short sale market and know of several homeowners in this situation and I am currently helping
them in short selling their home.
Current market value for these homes, which I believe the city is going to pay, is not going to be
enough for some of these homeowners. We have seen a dramatic decrease in the home values in
West Sac. Bridgeway Lakes homes are currently being sold between $250k-$450k for the properties
on the lake. These homes were once worth $600k-$850k. What is going to happen to these
homeowners along the levy road when the city pays them off and they still have a mortgage balance
AND have to buy another place to live? It isn’t as easy as it used to be to secure a home for
purchase. To ask these homeowners, that did nothing wrong but play by the rules, to take a low
payout for their homes, move their belongings, watch their homes be destroyed, and enter this
volatile housing market is WRONG.
The projects that save EVERYONES’ home needs to be considered and put in place. West
Sacramento has already lost many residents and businesses due to the downturn of the economy.
We can’t lose our long term residents and they can’t lose their homes and land. The army corps of
engineers need to implement the option that allows EVERYONE along the River road to stay in their
homes.
If you need any further information regarding market trends, analysis of homeowners in West Sac
currently in foreclosure, default, etc. Please contact me! Thank you!

100% Successful Negotiating Short Sales & "Saving Homeowners from
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Foreclosure"
GO TO THIS SITE http://hosted.cdpe.com/sellwithkell FOR IMPORTANT SHORT SALE
INFO & FREE REPORTS

Kelly C. Magreevy
Referrals Always Welcomed! :@)
Cell Phone(916) 475-6361 Website www.SellwithKell.net
TOLL FREE FAX 1-877-270-5810(all faxes go to e-mail as an attachment)
Real Estate Short Sale & Foreclosure Consultant
Short Sale Foreclosure Resource SFR
Certified Negotiation Expert CNE
DRE Lic # 01732042
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Eric Fredericks
southportcomments
Arthur Murray
Request Extension for Southport Sacramento River Early Implementation Project Comments
Monday, September 26, 2011 4:13:24 PM

Hello,
Caltrans would like to request an extension for comments on the NOP for the Southport Sacramento
River Early Implementation Project. We anticipate being able to deliver a comment letter within the next
2-3 days if that is ok.
Thanks for your consideration,
Eric
-Eric Fredericks
Chief, Office of Transportation Planning - South
Caltrans District 3
Sacramento Area Office
Desk (916) 274-0635
Email: eric_fredericks@dot.ca.gov
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September 26, 2011
Mr. John Suazo
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Sacramento District
Attn: Planning Division (CESPK-PD-R)
1325 J Street
Sacramento, CA 95814
Megan Smith, Project Manager
ICF International
630 K Street, Ste. 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
RE: Scoping Comments for EIS/EIR for the Southport Sacramento Early Implementation Project
Dear Mr. Suazo and Ms. Smith,
Thank you for the opportunity to provide scoping comments on WSAFCA’s Southport
Early Implementation Project. We understand the opportunity and the importance of the
proposed levee project and share WSAFCA’s interest in protecting and restoring riparian forests
along the levees for both habitat and public recreation purposes.
Defenders of Wildlife (Defenders) is a national non-profit organization with a field office in
Sacramento, California. Defenders is dedicated to the protection of all native wild animals and plants
in their natural communities.
Friends of the River (FOR) was founded in 1973 and is dedicated to the protection,
preservation, and restoration of California’s rivers, streams, watersheds, and aquatic ecosystems.
FOR has been involved in activities to protect and restore the Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers
and their tributaries for more than 30 years.
Our most urgent concern with the Southport Early Implementation Project is the difficult
relationship it has with the Army Corps of Engineers’ (Corps) Levee Vegetation Policy. We
appreciate WSAFCA’s obvious interest in retaining vegetation on and near its waterways—and have
some understanding of the difficulties it will face attempting to reconcile the two potentially
conflicting goals.
We offer these comments to help WSAFCA and the Corps adequately define the appropriate
scope of the environmental review required in the EIS/EIR.
Cumulative Impacts Analysis is Required
When the Corps changed its policy to require the removal of vegetation on levees, they
did not, per the requirements of NEPA, complete a programmatic EIS to analyze the
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environmental implications of changing this policy. A programmatic EIS should have contained
an analysis of the cumulative impacts of implementing the new vegetation removal policy
nationwide. Cumulative impacts analyses are important because they provide necessary
information to understand how a specific project and its impacts fit into a wider environmental
picture. Because no programmatic EIS was completed, there is no baseline of environmental
information for this project to tier off of and as such, it is impossible to truly and adequately
understand the wider environmental implications of this project. Such analysis, by law, was
required to have been done in writing in an EIS or at least an EA, but the Corps prepared no such
document under NEPA prior to changing its policy on levee vegetation.
Without a programmatic evaluation and a cumulative impacts analysis, the project
specific EIS/EIR will be inadequate. At a minimum, the Corps should perform a cumulative
impacts analysis to assess the environmental impacts of implementing its vegetation removal
policy throughout California. Preferably, the Corps will perform a programmatic EIS to evaluate
the cumulative impacts of its policy nationwide. Until such a review has been completed, it is our
view that any project specific EIS will be deficient and the required implementation of the
vegetation removal policy is illegal.
Corps’ Vegetation Removal Policy Cannot be a “Given”
The Corps posted its “Literature Review-Vegetation on Levees” prepared by the Corps’
Engineer Research and Development Center on its web site on about July 26, 2011. Among the
conclusions were, “Both benefits and risks of converting wooded levees to grass-covered levees,
including the engineering feasibility and economic costs of such conversion, have yet to be fully
investigated.” (Summary, p. 16).
The Corps posted its “Initial Research into the Effects of Woody Vegetation on Levees”
prepared by the Corps’ Engineer Research and Development Center” on its web site on about
September 8, 2011. Among the conclusions of the study was that: “Because of the extreme
variability in geology, tree species, climate, and soils, the impact of trees on levees must be
analyzed on a case-by-case basis.” (Vol. 4, Summary at p. 29). Also, “Results indicated that a
tree can increase or decrease the factor of safety with respect to slope stability depending on the
location of the tree on the levee.” (Id.).
Unless the Corps withdraws its guidance requiring the removal of vegetation including
ETL 1110-2-571, an EIS is required to address vegetation removal including possible risks to
levees and thus public safety of removal of vegetation from levees as well as other
environmental consequences of vegetation removal ranging from loss of essential habitat for
endangered species to destruction of the aesthetics of tree-lined rivers. Corps vegetation removal
guidance including the concept of “non-compliant vegetation” cannot lawfully be accepted as a
“given” because it was adopted in the absence of preparation of an EIS as set forth above.
ESA Consultation is Required
The trees and shrubs on California’s levees, including those in the Southport Early
Implementation Project, represent the last remaining 5% of riparian habitat left in the state. As
such, even small numbers of trees and shrubs are critically important to many threatened and
endangered species including Swainson’s Hawk, Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle, and
salmon and steelhead.
Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act requires agencies to consult with the appropriate
wildlife agency to ensure that any action it authorizes (such as the removal of vegetation on
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levees) is not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of an endangered or threatened species.
The Corps failed to initiate and complete consultation with wildlife agencies, the FWS and
NMFS as required by the ESA, 16 U.S.C. § 1536(a)(2), prior to requiring the removal of levee
vegetation that provides habitat essential to a number of endangered species. The Corps, like all
federal agencies, must comply with the regulations promulgated by the FWS and NMFS, 50
C.F.R. §402.03, which provide that “Section 7 [of the ESA] and the requirements of this part
apply to all actions in which there is discretionary Federal involvement or control.”
The Corps must undertake Section 7 consultation with FWS and NMFS to determine
whether there are impacts to species from the removal of vegetation on levees. Similarly, the
project-specific EIS/EIR must evaluate the likely impacts to threatened and endangered species
and their habitat from the various project alternatives.
Vegetation on Levees Should be Preserved
California once had vast riparian forests in the great Central Valley along the Sacramento and
San Joaquin Rivers, their tributaries and in the Delta. Since the arrival of Europeans and the
beginning of modern development including gold mining in the mid-nineteenth century, intensive
agricultural and urban development, and enormous population growth, about 95% of the riparian
forests have vanished from the Central Valley. There have also been enormous losses of riparian
forest in other parts of the State ranging from the Bay Area to Southern California.
For decades the Corps has allowed, encouraged, and in many situations required the
maintenance and planting of trees and shrubs on California levees. Because of the loss of about 95%
of the riparian forest in California, the trees and shrubs on and within 15 feet of the levees constitute
most of the remnant 5% or so of the riparian forest. This surviving remnant of the riparian forest is of
critical importance as vital habitat for fish, birds, and animals including endangered species, as well
as for shade, scenic beauty, aesthetics, and recreational enjoyment by residents, drivers, boaters,
swimmers, fishermen, motorcyclists, bicyclists, joggers, walkers, bird watchers and other
recreational users and nature enthusiasts. For example, enjoyment of the scenic beauty afforded by
tree-lined rivers is close, affordable, and open to all including those residents of such cities as
Sacramento and West Sacramento who would find it difficult or impossible to travel to more distant
locations to experience natural outdoor scenic beauty.
It is our collective position that the Corps’ vegetation removal policy should not be
implemented and that the vegetation should be allowed to remain on the levees.
Alternatives Analysis
The heart of an EIS is the alternatives analysis. WSAFCA must rigorously explore and
objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives. Preserving existing vegetation on the levees
should be a top consideration for each of the alternatives proposed for evaluation. The
alternatives analysis should also address whether so-called “non-compliant vegetation” enhances
or imperils levee integrity and analyze the environmental consequences of denuding a levee of its
trees and shrubs.
Additionally, in instances where retaining levee vegetation is not possible, the EIS/EIR
should clearly explain and evaluate various options for mitigating lost vegetation. The
alternatives analysis should also seek to answer the following questions: How many trees would
be lost in each alternative? What impacts would the loss of habitat cause on birds, animals, and
fish? Which of the impacted species are threatened or endangered and what is the best way to
mitigate impacts to these species? What are the effects of lost vegetation on property values and
the aesthetic and recreational values provided by the levees?
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Finally, we propose the addition of a pure “fix in place” alternative. While there is too
little information to endorse a specific alternative, we feel that a “fix in place” alternative would
provide a necessary book-end to the analysis and yield helpful information on the relative merits
of all of the alternatives being considered. The EIS/EIR should thoroughly develop a “fix in
place” alternative which would save vegetation except where a site-specific case by case analysis
demonstrates the need to remove a particular tree and which would also avoid some of the
impacts on aesthetics and private property owners inherent in the other alternatives proposed for
analysis. We think a thorough analysis of a “fix in place” alternative will help WSAFCA clearly
and thoroughly articulate why whichever alternative is chosen as the preferred alternative is the
superior alternative.
Additional Comment on Meeting Notice
While this is not particularly germane to the scoping of the EIS/EIR, we feel compelled
to provide a word of caution. On the September 22, 2011, we received a save the date
notification for the Southport EIP Environmental Agency-NGO Stakeholders meeting #3. The
notice states that Item 2 on the preliminary agenda for Meeting #3 will be: “Presentation of two
design alternatives that will go before the WSAFCA Board in December for authorization to
proceed in the detailed design process.” We are unsure what “detailed design process” means. If
the term “detailed design process” means construction-level (rather than NEPA/CEQAalternative design level), then please note that none of the NEPA or CEQA processes ranging
from scoping, to the draft EIS/EIR and public review and comment stage, or final NEPA and
CEQA process have been completed. There are no draft scoping or later stage environmental
documents available for review. It seems premature to narrow down the alternatives to only two
this early in the process. We believe that at this time there should be a minimum of three or
more reasonable alternatives to consider and evaluate, not including the always required noproject alternative.
Again, thank you for the opportunity to provide scoping comments on the Southport
Early Implementation Project. We look forward to working with you to provide a robust
environmental analysis and to reviewing the draft EIS/EIR.
Sincerely,



Kelly Catlett, J.D.
Defenders of Wildlife





Ronald Stork
Friends of the River
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

NC
southportcomments; john.suazo@usace.army.mil; kljsv@aol.com; MChase@boutinjones.com; Heather Vierra
Southport Levee Project
Monday, September 26, 2011 9:18:40 PM

September 26, 2011
West Sacramento Area Flood Control Agency and
Mr. John Suazo U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
To Whom It May Concern:
This letter addresses the proposal of the Southport Sacramento River
Early Implementation Project and how this project will affect the
owners of the homes and farm lands within this 6 mile levee area.
First and foremost it was stated that all residents east of Jefferson
Blvd. in the 6 mile levee area were notified by mail of the project
intent. This is not true. Many residents received nothing in the mail
and have no knowledge of this project.
The few notices that were mailed out gave very little time for any
meaningful fact finding and informational gathering. Additionally the
time given to respond with comments was extremely short. Given the
fact that the loss of our homes and land are being threatened, more
notice and time to evaluate this should certainly be given.
These homes and farmlands are irreplaceable. These are five generation
farms and farming families. One home in particular, the old Houglan
home at 4400 South River Road was built by one of these farming
families in 1904.
Flood control is important. However, there are ways of doing this
without taking these homes and important farmlands. Throughout the two
meetings and within the few notices that were mailed out references
were continually made to "habitat establishment and recreational
opportunities" this project would create. Much of the proposed land to
be taken from the owners of these properties is to be devoted to these
uses. When have recreational pursuits and habitat become more
important than fertile farmlands and the families who have toiled for
generations to establish these these farms?
The levees along the American River and the levee on the Sacramento
County side have been shored up and improved without taking people's
homes and property. Why are we being handled differently? Is it
because there are so few of us compared to those above mentioned
projects? The condos just south of the locks and at the beginning of
South River Road are just 80 feet from the very levee we are
discussing and they are not being removed, destroyed or threatened. Why?
The CHP academy along the levee north of Bryte is not being removed.
Why? However, we have been informed to get ready to give up our homes
and family farms. This smacks of special treatment and special
interests.
We ask that more time is given to the owners of these properties to
gather information. We are confident that there are ways to improve
these levees without destroying some of the most important parts of
West Sacramento's historical farms and homes. Make no mistake, our
homes and property will not be taken from us without a fight.
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All the following are in complete agreement of this letter:
1)

Ken and Nancy Conley
4610 South River Road
West Sacramento, CA. 95691

4)

Heather Vierra
2668 Crystal Court
West Sacramento, CA. 95691

2)

David Vierra
4610 South River Road
West Sacramento, CA. 95691

5)
Gary Gaunt
2998 Diane Court
West Sacramento, CA. 95691

3)

Richard and Karen Vierra
908 Woodlake Lane
Roseville, CA. 95661

6)

John and Karen Vierra
2515 Davis Road
West Sacramento, CA. 95691
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Philip Carson
southportcomments
SPARING HOMES EVEN WITH LEVEE IMPROVEMENTS IN SOUTHPORT, WEST SAC.
Monday, September 26, 2011 6:58:05 PM

As a relatively new neighbor in the Southport area of West Sacramento, I am concerned
about families losing their homes and land to levee improvements. I am not against levee
improvements per se as there are several options that the engineers can take that would
spare EVERYONE their home. Please take these kinds of options that spare the folks their
homes. Indeed, how would you feel if you were in their shoes through no fault of your
own, as they are! Do the sensible thing, the reasonable alternative! Set a good example!
Regards,
Philip Carson,
West Sacramento resident
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Smith, Megan
southportcomments
FW: Southport Sacramento River EIP (UNCLASSIFIED)
Tuesday, September 27, 2011 8:51:32 AM
Southport Sac River EIP.pdf
OLD WSLIP NOI ltr.pdf

-----Original Message----From: Suazo, John SPK [mailto:John.Suazo@usace.army.mil]
Sent: Tuesday, 27 September 2011 7:45 AM
To: Smith, Megan
Subject: FW: Southport Sacramento River EIP (UNCLASSIFIED)
Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

-----Original Message----From: Kelly.ThomasP@epamail.epa.gov [mailto:Kelly.ThomasP@epamail.epa.gov]
Sent: Monday, September 26, 2011 5:06 PM
To: Suazo, John SPK
Subject: Southport Sacramento River EIP
John,
Here's our comments on the NOI. The second letter (our comments on the earlier NOI) is an enclosure
for the first letter. Feel free to give me a
call if you have questions.

Tom Kelly
Environmental Review Office (CED-2)
U.S. EPA
75 Hawthorne St.
San Francisco, Ca 94105
Phone: (415) 972-3856
Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE
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39PamelaGould_FW Phone communication logged for case 18780_092611.txt
From:
Armer, Laurel
Sent:
Tuesday, September 27, 2011 4:21 PM
To:
Rivasplata, Robert
Cc:
Smith, Megan; Rogers, Jennifer
Subject:
FW: Phone communication logged for case 18780
Hi Robert,
Could you save, label and add this comment to the NOP scoping index?
Thank you!
Laurel
-----Original Message----From: Powderly, John [mailto:johnp@cityofwestsacramento.org]
Sent: Tuesday, September 27, 2011 4:18 PM
To: Elliott, Christopher; Matson, Tanya; Smith, Megan; Martin, Sara; Armer,
Laurel; Rogers, Jennifer
Cc: Suazo, John SPK; Shpak, Dave
Subject: FW: Phone communication logged for case 18780
FYI - scoping-esque comments.
-----Original Message----From: daves@cityofwestsacramento.org [mailto:daves@cityofwestsacramento.org]
Sent: Monday, September 26, 2011 6:32 PM
To: Shpak, Dave; Hansen, Peter; Powderly, John
Subject: Phone communication logged for case 18780
I talked with Ms. Gould this evening. Her concerns fall into three
categories: (1) Present experiences, (2) Motor vehicle behaviors, (3) Input to
the evaluation of levee improvements.
1. Present experiences include:
- Trespassers across her property going to/from the Clarksburg Branch Line
Trail, including quadrunners, walkers, joggers, hikers.
- Kids throwing rocks down from the trail to the roadway, shooting from the
trail across the roadway, groups of strange men hanging around on the trail.
- They are reluctant to call the Police to report problems.
2. Motor vehicle behaviors include:
- Excess speed and poor navigation by motor vehicle operators at the
transition curve between Gregory and South River Road.
- Increasing truck and commute traffic on South River Road to Gregory.
- Concerns about motocycle hazards caused by debris on the transition curve.
3. Input to the evaluation of levee improvements
- Will South River Road be on the new levee, abandonned or re-routed?
- Consider a staging facility for trail users in conjunction with levee
improvements to discourage trespass across her property.
John, please convey her comments about present circumstances
levee consideration to the ICF team. I will convey the same
This will close out the levee component of the inquiry, so I
primary ownership back to Peter. Peter, please follow up on
concerns and communicate your findings with Ms. Gould. Many

and input on
content to HDR.
will transfer
the motor vehicle
thanks. - Dave

For more information, click
https://clients.comcate.com/reps/caseDetail.php?ag=103&id=401771
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Arthur Murray
southportcomments; Smith, Megan
Eric Fredericks
Southport Sacramento River Early Implementation Project Contact
Wednesday, September 28, 2011 10:53:49 AM
0311YOL0027 Southport SREI-project comments-nobc.pdf

Dear Megan Smith/Southport Sacramento River Early Implementation Project
Contact,
Thank you for the opportunity to review the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for
the Southport Sacramento River Early Implementation Project Notice of
Preparation of Environmental Impact Report (EIR) / Environmental Impact
Study (EIS) SCH# 201182069.
Attached is a copy of our comment letter and the signed original has been
mailed to your office. Please do not hesitate to contact me, Yolo County
Inter-Governmental Review Coordinator at (916) 274-0616, for any questions
in regards to this review.
Thanks and good day,
ARTHUR MURRAY
Desk: (916) 274-0616
Fax: (916) 274-0602
Caltrans - District 3
Division of Planning and Local Assistance
Office of Transportation Planning-South
2379 Gateway Oaks Drive Ste. 150
Sacramento, CA 95833
(See attached file: 0311YOL0027 Southport SREI-project comments-nobc.pdf)
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SACRAMENTO AREA BICYCLE ADVOCATES
909 12th Street Suite 116 – Sacramento, CA 95814 – (916) 444-6600 – www.sacbike.org

September 8, 2011
John Suazo, Planning Division
US Army Corps of Engineers, Sacramento District
1325 J Street
Sacramento, CA 95814
john.suazo@usace.army.mil
Subject: Notice of Preparation (NOP) for Southport Sacramento River Early
Implementation Project EIS/EIR
Dear Mr. Suazo: Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the NOP for the
subject project.
River Road (along the right/west bank of the Sacramento River), Gregory Ave,
and Jefferson Blvd in the project study area are important routes for utilitarian and
recreational bicycling. Construction of the subject project will cause significant
adverse impacts to these existing bicycle routes. To mitigate this significant
adverse impact, the EIS/EIR must describe adequate measures including:
x Alternative bicycle access through or adjacent to construction areas,
x Proper advance signage for any detours or route changes,
x Signage for vehicle operators (for example, “share the road” signs and
pavement symbols) and maximum vehicle speed limits of 25 mph where
separate bicycle lanes cannot be provided,
x Advance development of Traffic Control Plans that show traffic control
measures for bicyclists with the plans reviewed and approved before
construction initiation by the West Sacramento and Yolo County bicycle
coordinators, and
x Advance noticing of disruptions, closures, and detours to bicycle-interest
organizations in the Sacramento area.
The EIS/EIR must also address any possible impacts to the recreational corridors
proposed for bicycle trail development in the West Sacramento Parks Master
Plan. In the near-term future, these corridors will become critical routes for
utilitarian and recreational bicycling as West Sacramento continues to grow.
SABA works to ensure that bicycling is safe, convenient, and desirable for
everyday transportation. Bicycling is the healthiest, cleanest, cheapest, quietest,
most energy efficient, and least congesting form of transportation.
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Thank you for considering our comments.
Sincerely,
Jordan Lang
Project Assistant
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