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COMMENT: OLSON, DWAYNE

. TR
2275 Rafitbow Avenue '
Sacramichitl, Ca. 95821
Noverithé 22, 2004

NOV 2 3 2004

Public Affair Office
Bureau of Reclamation
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, Ca.

Dear Sir or Madam: - |
1 just read the article in "The Sacramento Bee" and had to write this letter.

IF I was a terrorist, and in no way am 1, I certainly would not even think about
using a bomb against either Shasta Dam, at least not one that would require me to read
any book. That is why I am writing this letter directly to your office, not as a letter to The
Bee where everyone could see it.

Back in World War 11, they blew up three large dams by dropping a bomb directly
against the dam on the water side. They did this by bombing the dam with a bomb that
skipped against the water and sunk directly behind the dam. They wrote a book and made
that into a movie. It is called "The Dambusters”. .

1 was a terrorist, [ would load a large boat and sail it directly next to the dam,
then sink it to go off at a certain depth. What type of protection do you have to stop that?
4 | Asimple rope barrier just to stop floating debris. Someone has plenty of time to load the
boat with ne problem.

I think stopping traffic from Folsom Dam is not very smart. A bomb going off’
would not do that much damage. One thing that my dad and | were talking about both for
Hoover Dam and Folsom Dam would be to build a metal structure about 25 feet above the
actual conerete structure. This would be a fairly inexpensive answer vs. building a full size
bridge, yet if someone blew up anything it would not do much damage.

Just a few thoughts that I had. Again, I wrote this letter directly to your office.
You might want to figure out some way to stop boats from coming close to a dam, rather
than stopping traffic on top of the dam:

Yours truly,

. Dwayne Olson
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RESPONSE: OLSON, DWAYNE

Olson-1

See Master Response to Comment-3.

Olson-2

In addition to the No Action Alternative, three action alternatives that meet the purpose and need
(Section 1.1) have been analyzed in the EIS. Building a bridge su_ch as the metal structure
suggested may address community traffic needs, but it does not directly address the need to
control access on Folsom Dam Road itself, or the need to improve the safety of the dam facility
and surrounding areas. Therefore, it has not been analyzed as an alternative for the proposed
action. The Folsom Bridge Project (referred to in the Draft EIS as the Folsom Dam Bypass
Project) is a separate action being undertaken by the USACE.

Upon review, Reclamation has determined that building a metal structure 25 fe_et ab(_)ve the '
concrete dam would not provide adequate security. Furthermore, extensive engineering studies
and design and environmental reviews would be required before such a plan could be
implemented.

COMMENT: MACKINNEY, TOM

From: Robert Schroeder

To: MacKinney, Thomas

Date: 12/10/2004 10:39 AM

Subject Re: Closing of Folsom Dam Road

[ o] Bishop, David; Finnegan, Mike; Johnson, Richard

Mr. Mackinney, the information you wish to obtain, because it contains sensitive security data, is nat available
for public review.We hope you understand the need to maintain and protect this information,
Please contact me if you have other information needs.

Robert Schroeder
Folsom Dam Road Access Restriction EIS Project Manager

>>> “Thomas MacKinney" <thosmack@comcast,net> 12/8/2004 12:04:29 PM 5>
Mr. Schroeder,

Would it be possible 1o obtain a copy of the government security evaluation done on your
facility which determined closing the road would "preserve and protect” the facility and public safety.

Or in the event you cannot accomplish this, could you refer me to someane who could.
I can find no record of the report in public records.
Sincerely, -

Tom MacKinney
Folsom, California

RESPONSE: MACKINNEY, TOM

Response to comment is provided in the above e-mail.
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COMMENT: MILLER, CRAIG

From: ';Craig Miller" <cmiller@ccnmag.com>
To: <rschroeder@mp.usbr.gov>

Date: « 12/11/2004 8:17:15 AM

Subject: . Folsom Dam Road

Dear Sir:

1 [ I feel that enough businesses have been ruined by your previous decision! You have destroyed the town
[ of Folsom. If that dam is going to be effected by terrorists it will be done by boat not car. You need to open
2 it up to commute traffic until the new dam road is finished. If you need to get guards then so be it. Itis -
 easy for you to cover your ass by closing the road. It will take a man to step up and open it to commute.
. Quit being a bureaucrat and open the dam.rnadi

Craig Miller
Folsom Resident

RESPONSE: MILLER, CRAIG

Miller, C.-1

For a discussion of effects to businesses that have occurred since the emergency closure of
Folsom Dam Road in February 2003, see Master Response to Comment-2.

Miller, C.-2

In the Final EIS, Restricted Access Alternative 2 has been designated the Preferred Alternative.
For a complete description of Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access Alternative 2, please see
Section 2.2.2 of the Final EIS.
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COMMENT: CRONIN, JAMES

From:  "Cronin, im" <jim.cronin(@intel.com>

To: <rschroeder@mp.usbr.gov>

Date: 12/22/2004 11:28 AM

Subject: Folsom Dam Road public hearings in January

To: Robert Schroeder, Project Manager, Bureau of Reclamation,
Central California Area Office,
7794 Folsom Dam Road, Folsom, CA 95630-1799,

Mr. Schroeder,

| justwanted to let you know that the Folsom City Council has compounded the traffic problem
brought about by the closure of Folsom Dam Road. They are the ones who bowed to political pressure
from & small but vocal minarity of local residents who live in the older part of Folsom.

These residents complained because the increased traffic from the Folsom Dam Road closure naturally
bled off into their neighborhoods. These drivers were only trying to use alternative routes to get across the river,

City Council unwisely closed off several of these alternate routes to placate the locals. These selfish locals
don'twant to have to share the suffering. Many of these local residents work for the city of Folsom in the
same building that houses the City Council members. The closure of the side streets insured that most of the
excess traffic would be funneled onto Riley Street. Any fool knaws that if you force all traffic onto one street,
that street is going to get more congested. Perhaps it is their plan: increase the suffering, more peaple will
complain.

B

The City(CuunciI could slleviate part of the problem by opening up the side street routes that they closed off.
1 Granted, it would not fix the problem but it would help a great deal. The local residents would not like it but they
would only have to suffer along with everycne else till the new bridge is built, which is only fair to all. '

PS: If you live in that neighborhoad, I'm not sure you will suggest that the city council rethink the read closures,
but, it would be a good suggestian for interim refief.

James Cronin
Concemed citizen

RESPONSE: CRONIN, JAMES

Cronin-1

To the extent that data are available, traffic impacts that have occurred as a result of the Folsom
Historic District Traffic Calming Program are described in Section 3.1.1.3 of the EIS. The traffic
analysis includes the conditions before and after implementation of the Traffic Calming
Program. Based on the analysis presented, measures taken by the City of Folsom to divert traffic
away from neighborhood streets off of Riley Street are receiving support from residents on those
streets. The EIS acknowledges that others have commented that the program limits access to
their business establishments. The commenter’s preference for the reopening of these side streets
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is noted; however, the decision to reopen those streets would be made by the Folsom City
Council and not by Reclamation.

COMMENT: MILLER, LEE M.

From:  "Miller, Lee M" <lee.m.miller@intel.com>
To: <rschroeder@mp.usbr.gov>

Date: 12/22/2004 10:11 AM

Subject: Folsom Dam Road public hearings

1 |: Theugh | can't attend the meeting, | would like to give you my input. Since the closing of the dam road, traffic in
the city of Folsam has increased not only during rush hour, but off hours also, Where once it ook several minutes
to get across town, it takes 15-30min. | don't think that Folsom is gaing to be a target... Mest peaple out of state
think that the state capitol is either in Southern CA or San Francisco. Sacramento is thought of a small town,
though it is the state capital. All pecple know about Folsom is that there is a prison, so | belleve if the government

2 |: actually does an analysis they will find what the general population of Sacramento already knows, that no ane
cares about Sacramento, let aione Folsom.

Come on and open the road

Lee M.Miller@intel.com

Forecasting & Planning CAM
Phone: 916,356.3646

FM5-119 Location: FMS, 3" floor, pole H8

RESPONSE: MILLER, LEE M.

Miller, L.-1

The EIS discusses traffic conditions since the closure of Folsom Dam Road in Section 3.1.1.3.
The evaluation of roadway segment operations was based on daily volumes, which includes both
peak and off-peak hours. Table 3.1-2 shows that daily traffic volumes for the r()_afiway segments
analyzed have increased since February 2003, as noted in this comment. I_n addition, the traffic
analysis presented in the EIS indicates that the periods of time during which congested traffic
conditions occur have also increased.

Miller, L.-2

See Master Response to Comment-4.
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COMMENT: CLINE, NIKKI

From:  <nikkicline@comeast.net>
To: <rschroeder@mp.usbr.gov>
Date: 12/27/2004 11:34 PM
Subject: Folsom Dam Road

Mr. Schroeder,

When T moved from Folsom to Colorado Springs in January 2000, both the Dam Road and the new
bridge were open. Between the two, traffic was negotiable. Now I've returned to Folsom and find that
the traffic situation in Folsom is unbearable. I live in American River Canyon and have a PO Box in
Folsom. Had I known about the traffic problem, T would have rented a PO Box in Orangevale so I
wouldn't have to frequent Folsom.

The other day, it took me 45 minutes just to get out of Folsom. I tried Folsom Blvd., then Rainbow
bridge, and finally went all the way out Bidwell and got on the freeway just to go Fast. I've never seen
anything like it. Traffic was backed up on the freeway for about 1/2 mile with cars trying to exit on
Folsom Blvd and as far as I could see on Folsom Blvd coming from the West.

Unfortunately, I don't think the Dam Road will help the situation much but something has to be done. [
suspect that many travel Folsom Blvd to get from the freeway to Folsom-Auburn Road without doing
any business in Folsom at all,

1 [ I believe that the 21% drop in Folsom business has more to do with traffic congestion that the article in
Folsom Life gives credit. In fact, I had occasion over the holidays to overhear conversations of those
who may have done some of their shopping in Folsom but knew once they were in town they would
have difficulty getting out again. : '

Having moved from Colorado Springs, | understand terrorist threats but [ don't believe that Folsom faces

2 | suchathreat. Nor do I think closing the Dam Road protects the dam from someone who wants to atiack
it. All that has been accomplished is restricting access to Folsom and robbing us of a beautiful view of
the lake.

When I first came back to visit family after 9/11, the lookout parking area was closed but Folsom Dam
Road was open. I think we have paid too higha price for fear, unfounded fear. Please give us our road
and view back, without inspections or restrictions.

Respectfully,
Nikki Cline
916-988-1083

RESPONSE: CLINE, NIKKI

Cline-1

For a discussion of effects to businesses, see Master Response to Comment-2.

Cline-2
The commenter’s opinion that the road should be reopened is noted. Although the specific
justification for security risks cannot be disclosed, Reclamation has conducted thorough due
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diligence in its review of safety and security issues that may face the dam facilities and
surrounding areas. See Master Responses to Comment-3 and Comment-4. Reclamation is
committed to protecting its facilities and people and resources downstream.

COMMENT: SPIRES, JOHN
From:  "Spires, John E” <john.e.spires@intel.com>
To: <rschroeder@mp.usbr.gov>

Date: 12/27/2004 1:44 PM
Subject: Folsom Dam Road Closure ideas

Dear Robert,
Pleese read this entire letter because it will take a little time to understand my point.

The Folsom Dam Road needs to be reopened...

. | agree that we should close the Folsom Dam Road. Terrorist could drive a truck across it and blow it up.
Since we have the road close they could use a boat and ram the dam from the lake. | think we should close the
lake access also. |f we close the lake access they could get a plane from Cameron Park Airport and fly itinto the
damn, We should close all the airports in the area also.

My p_ain_t is. that if they want to destroy the dam, they will anyway. We can take measures to reduce it but
the basic point is, if they really want to destroy it they can. Have we closed the Bay Bridges? Then why this
ig.g:cglee:elo;:;?ﬂ?ut b;;k to drivdjng:;r:ss it.dThe levei of the lake, and the amount of force to blow up that much

e surface woul mendous. Most of the force wi irected
be standing and the area would not flood. oula be ol P and the dam would st
1 I 'would just like to add that the President has told us to go about our business after 8-11 and closing this
road is not allowing us to do that. | would go up to the dam and us the parking lot near it to view the lake at least
once a week. It is very peaceful looking out at the lake from there. | can't do that anymore. How is this going
about our lives normally?

How about some ideas? There has been complaints that trucks were still usin: road, wh
should have nat been. How abaut installing toll banthspand charging a smali toll to usegmu;edamn' ma:r;rr:lybum
ends. This way you can contqul_the cars that go across and make money to pay for the workers manning the
booms: You could still have limited hours 5 am to 8 pm. Or getting a fast track system that requires some pre-
screening before people can use the dam road. There are ways to help secure this bridge and give back to the
| people, the ability to use it.

John Spires

RESPONSE: SPIRES, JOHN

Spires-1

The commenter’s opinion that closing Folsom Dam Road may not deter security risks to the
Folsom Dam facility is noted. Reclamation has a mandate to protect the physical integrity of
Folsom Dam facilities and minimize any potential risks to residents in and around its facilities.
Alternatives reviewed as part of this EIS cover a range of actions and impacts that reflect these
goals. Risks and vulnerabilities of facilities owned and operated by Reclamation were evaluated
individually and in depth through multiple security assessments. As such, actions taken by
Reclamation to protect and secure each of its facilities are unique to those facilities and may
differ when compared to each other. See Master Response to Comment-3.

Traffic congestion is discussed in Section 3.1 of the EIS. Collectively, the impacts described in
the EIS demonstrate the effects of the proposed action on the human environment and the overall
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quality of life. See Master Response to Comment-1 for further discussion of intangible effects.
Restrictions on access to Folsom Dam Road, both partial and full, would require changes in
traffic patterns. Reclamation recognizes the intensity of such changes throughout the analysis
presented in the EIS. However, a return to pre-2003 conditions with uncontrolled access to
Folsom Dam Road presents security risks that Reclamation deemed unacceptable at the time the
road was closed.

The Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access Alternative 2 and Restricted Access Alternative 3
incorporate measures such as those recommended by the commenter that are designed to control
access to Folsom Dam facilities. Impacts of these alternatives are discussed for each of the 10
resource areas evaluated.

COMMENT: SADLER, STACY

From: "Merchant Data Systems" <infomds@pacbell.net>
To: <rschroeder@mp.usbr.gov>

Date: 12/28/2004 2:24 PM

Subject: Dam Road Closure

Robert Schroeder-

Dl.!e fo my \r!ablllty to attend either of the public meetings regarding the permanent closure of the dam road, | am
writing to voice my COMPLETE OBJECTION to the "preferred closure” recommended by tha EIS, | strongly
believe that the dam road should be re-opened, even if it has to be only during peak traffic times.

It seems un-necessary to list the negative effects the closure of the Dam road has caused, Asa resident of th
. e - . .
1 city | feel itis ESSENTIAL that someone take responsibility for problems and do something to help correct the
problem immediately...not force residents to deal with it for the next 2 yearsl!

Please take our concems seriously...Folsom has always been a great place to live and work lets try to keep it that
way by showing that resident's concems are heard!

Sincerely,

Stacy Sadler
Folsom Resident and local business owner

RESPONSE: SADLER, STACY

Sadler-1

The commenter’s opinion that Folsom Dam Road should be reopened to public access
immediately is noted. NEPA requires that all impacts, both positive and negative, associated with
alternatives considered be disclosed. As such, and due to the nature of the proposed action,
impacts associated with each of the alternatives over time have been identified and discussed in
detail throughout the EIS. As part of the NEPA process, Reclamation has also provided
opportunities for the public to participate in the development of the EIS. The resource areas
analyzed and the specific issues addressed are a reflection of public comments received during
the scoping period and in public meetings.
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In the Final EIS, Restricted Access Alternative 2 has been designated the Preferred Alternative.
For a complete description of Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access Alternative 2, please see
Section 2.2.2 of the Final EIS.

COMMENT: CAVENDER, IDA

From: "lda" <icav0223@comcast.net>
To: <rschroeder@mp.usbr.gov>
Date: 1/2/2005 1:04 PM

Subject: Open the Folsom Dam road

Hello Mr Schroeder,

PLEASE open the Dam Road, at least during comu s i i i
1 riclo of our et G e g te hours, to eleviate the horrible traffic congestion in the
It has not anly hurt our businesses, but has been a danger to our way of life.
Again, PLEASE OPEN THE DAM ROAD.
Folsom resident,
Mrs | Cavender

RESPONSE: CAVENDER, IDA

Cavender-1
The commenter’s opinion that Folsom Dam Road should be reopened to alleviate traffic is noted.
See Master Responses to Comment-1 and Comment-2.

In the Final EIS, Restricted Access Alternative 2 has been designated the Preferred Alternative.
For a complete description of Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access Alternative 2, please see
Section 2.2.2 of the Final EIS.
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COMMENT: CLAYTON, TONY

From: "Clayton, Tony" <tony clayton@hp.com>
To: _ <rschroeder@mp.usbr.gov>

Date: 1/3/2005 2:20:23 PM

Subject: Public Hearing regarding the Dam Road

Dear SirfMadam,

) As a resident of Historic Folsom, I live at 608 Mormon St |
would like to ask that the barriers at the junction of Mormon and Riley
are made permanent. Alternatively | would request the current batriers
remain in place for the duration of 2005.

~ The reason for this request is that even prior to the dam road
1 closing, Mommn street was a 'rat run' for cars and trucks that caused
both a physical safety hazard, as well as a noise concern, Personally |
hgve invested over $8,000 In installing high quality double glazed
\év_rtrl‘dﬁws ;o ad;:lres;dthe noise problem and have appreciated the steps the
ity nas done to address these issues. Please don’ i
qualty of e we o oo t undo the improved

With best regards,

Tony Clayton '
Mobile: 916.9959419

RESPONSE: CLAYTON, TONY

Clayton-1

The EIS analysis presented in Section 3.1 indicates that prior to the February 2003 road closure,
a number of roadway segments experienced levels of service below those deemed acceptable by
City of Folsom standards. As noted in Response to Cronin-1, measures taken by the City of
Folsom to divert traffic away from neighborhood streets off of Riley Street are receiving support
from residents on those streets. The EIS acknowledges that others have commented that the
program limits access to their business establishments and affects other quality-of-life issues. See
Master Response to Comment-1 for further discussion.

The commenter’s request for maintaining barriers to control traffic hazards and noise is noted.
However, the decision to maintain those barriers would be made by the Folsom City Council and
not by Reclamation.
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COMMENT: ARMSTRONG, GARY

From: "gary armstrong" <aremfg@ulink.net>
To: <rschroeder@mp.usbr.gov>

Date: 1/4/2005 7:20 AM

Subject: Dam bridge

cC: "sandy" <hdrocklin@hotmail.com>

Hi, As an Orangevale resident, | wish to express my vi i i fo sh
' r y views on the clesing of the Dam road. | think
1 tl:]e”a toll station at each entrance, and allow only passenger cars thru, The costs for this would D: u?sesr:hirhgilﬂ
o rr?[?l'::ﬁ?a- bnsiet?lﬁ h\;el-,lryc"fumprsiiu urTf:' and would soive the traffic problems. | don't believe anyone would
3 arge, to offset armed guards, and elemi
anouah Sxploshver topcharge, to of al eleminate trucks large enough to pack
Regards, Gary Armstrong

RESPONSE: ARMSTRONG, GARY

Armstrong-1

As described in Sections 2.2.2 and 2.2.3, both the Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access
Alternative 2 and Restricted Access Alternative 3 envision scenarios in which control measures
such as size or type of vehicle may be required. Truck access on Folsom Dam Road was not
allowed prior to February 2003, so this restriction would remain in place under any of the action
alternatives. Furthermore, both alternatives include security stations and vehicle screening.
Impacts associated with each of these alternatives are described in detail in the EIS by resource
area.

A toll for the use of Folsom Dam Road is not under consideration. Whether a toll charge, if
required, would completely offset the cost of implementing these alternatives has not been
analyzed.
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COMMENT: BADY, PETER

From: "Bady, Peter" <peter. bady@intel.com>
To: . <rschroeder@mp.usbr.gov>

Date: . . 14i2005 3:14:27 PM

Subject; Folsom Dam Road Closure

To whom it may concern,

I think it is in the best interest of ali to open the road. The chance
of Folsom being a terrorist target is very very slim,
A bigger prablem for the people in the Folsom area is traffic. | myself
and several of my friends go out of our way to

1 avoid Folsom due to the heavy traffic. | am sure that the aconamic
impact of the road being closed is far greater than
the terrorist "threat",

Thanks,
Pete Bady

RESPONSE: BADY, PETER

Bady-1

The commenter’s opinion that the road should be reopened is noted. See Master Responses to
Comment-2 and Comment-4.

In the Final EIS, Restricted Access Alternative 2 has been designated the Preferred Alternative.
For a complete description of Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access Alternative 2, please see
Section 2.2.2 of the Final EIS.
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COMMENT: DARRAH, RICHARD

3

January 4,2005

Robert Schroeder, project manager

Bureau of Reclamation,Central Cali i

7754 Fotsons D pon al ifornia Area Office
Folsom, Ca.95630

['am but one of so many local citzens that hes been
affected by the ¢l
Thujrs i’ols:n:n?.m n;:d_ I'have been made aware of your pend:g psbli‘c’::”ms _nf
wee would like to offer i i i i
ofthe Fotond woul my feelings,reguarding the continued misuse

Imuouwnndthulhznirivin,gpublithasbemhmﬂwd ide i i

t /i aside in the

s'wd fm::la: reapening of this vital roadway.For those ufn.:ha\:?ng lil:;";s
e immediate area, this is & road that we h

b ave become dependent upon for a

What has been done by the cl has caused y discriminati
m:-;::u who have become acustomed to the beqjfits of using this route,to .
:I: om 50 myom‘mu IUFP:I“ communities. [n addition to the hardship,we
€ drivers have experienced, is the extreme hardship that many of the ml'l
business peaple whose business has fllen off 50 badly as to place them in
| [eopardy of having to close up due to lack of business.

B \Vearcmtummrenf:h:&q:tmhull,?.wl a .
ttacks,which preceeded the cl

ol’lh;;:nd.bu tnnha: feel very strongly that the closure of the rad was ho:inm

part mthenmms:mckmtmma,uamqnnrjmﬁﬁuﬁwwmvids

L the need for yet another road across the American River,

Ifthis be the case, then [ would i
is by suggest that all AirLines be shut down at
:-m::'gﬁr:mnld ;z; over every flight and at the sametime,why not cft:;:’

i a5 they 1o must i is t
Coute Shimm oy o attract the attention of all terrorists, Whatabout

How can this oae road in the United States draw ion,not
: 30 much aftent
terrorists,but by Our Government itself ? e

Ifit would provide a measure of safety,wh: i
: wwhy couldn't the road be used during the
m:l;iwwr:m:h;pm?g ;ta select number of guards could provide mfsbty
: negligible. For that matter,
i place 34 oo er,why not reopen the road with
The Airlines continue to fly, the Trains i i ending )
i A run and the Cruise Shi i
The anly trauma is to the citizens of this area,who for so long If::::ihtre benif
of the Dam Road taken away from them. ¢

If someone wanted to blow up the HCTO8S
p the Folsom Dam,th P
the Dam to do it. Who's protecting Whao 7777777 o oulda'thave o drive

Teacl., e
Richard Darrah Q\'-D-*' W"L\"——‘
1037 Columbia Circle
El Dorado Hill,Ca.95762
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RESPONSE: DARRAH, RICHARD

Darrah-1

The resources and issues analyzed in the EIS are a reflection of public comments and concerns
raised during the public scoping period. Traffic and socioeconomic impacts since the closure of
Folsom Dam Road in February 2003 and future impacts associated with each of the four
alternatives have been analyzed in Sections 3.1 and 3.4 of the EIS. As the commenter notes,
some business losses have been reported by business owners and operators on some of the most
affected roads since the road closure. Changes in traffic patterns may have contributed to some

of these losses.

Darrah-2

The commenter’s opinion that the closure of Folsom Dam Road is not justified based on security
risks is noted. The proposed action was not carried out to justify new or alternative river
crossings. Reclamation has a responsibility to secure its facilities and safeguard the people and
resources in the vicinity of its facilities. See Response to Spires-1.

Darrah-3

The commenter’s opinion that the road should be reopened to public access is noted. The
Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access Alternative 2 and Restricted Access Alternative 3
envision measures for screening vehicles that use Folsom Dam Road. The three action
alternatives analyzed in the EIS were the alternatives that Reclamation believes would be
reasonable, represent a range of roadway operating conditions under restricted access, and meet
the purpose and need of the proposed action (Section 1.1).
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COMMENT: DOPSON, JOSEPH

From: <JosephDIE@aol.com=
To: <rschroeder@mp.usbr.gov=
Date: 1/4/2006 10:27 PM
Subject: Folsom Dam Road Ciosure

I'am a Folsom resident impacted by the closure of Folsom dam and want to add one comment on the issue of
closing the dam road :

| believe the US Army Corp of engineers could (and should) be called upon to build an upstream pontoon bridge
() across the american river to allow the excess traffic an alternative route to the other side of the river. Based
on their experience during war time | would expect the project to be completed in months vs years. The pontecn
bridges would negate the need to open the dam road while the bridge being built below the dam is completed.
The pontoon bridge also offers the advantage of unlimited (security) access to the auto traffic.

Thank you for your consideration

Joseph Dopson

Folsom Ca o

916 983 3264

RESPONSE: DOPSON, JOSEPH

Dopson-1

Like the Folsom Bridge Project (referred to in the Draft EIS as the Folsom Bypass Project),
building an upstream pontoon bridge across the American River was not analyzed as an
alternative in the EIS. Although such a crossing may address community traffic needs, it does
not directly address the need to control access on Folsom Dam Road or the need to improve
safety of the Folsom Dam facility and surrounding areas. An upstream bridge or any other new
crossing is independent of the decision on whether Folsom Dam Road would be reopened,
remain closed, or be made available for restricted use, which are the alternatives considered in
this EIS.

The construction of a pontoon bridge would require environmental analysis and engineering and
design studies to ensure that all impacts are properly identified and addressed. Such review and
clearances could not be avoided, as they are based on laws and regulations that have been passed
since World War II to protect people and the environment. The review process for a pontoon
bridge project would require at least one year or more, as preliminary design, environmental
review, public involvement and hearings, and final design clearance could be required steps.
However, if a pontoon bridge or other temporary solution is identified, it can still be pursued
regardless of the ultimate decision on Folsom Dam Road access.

COMMENT: HAWBAKER, SUZAN

From:  "Hawbaker, Suzan K" <suzan.k hawbaker@intel.com>
To: <rschroeder@mp.usbr.gov=>

Date: 1/4/2005 4:17 PM

Subject: Feedback on the Folsom Dam Road Closure

I'am an employee in Folsom and get to enjoy the loss of benefits felt by the bridge opening a few years
back. Getting home using that direction is absolutely ridiculous and I hope that everyone can start
thinking about opening it again. As far as the terrorist threats we are avoiding, I think that is not top on
their list and should we be forced to live a state of fear just in case... Open the bridge and let me get out
of town at the end of my work day.

Suzan Hawbaker

Information Quality Analyst

Phone: 916-356-8597

Fax:  916-377-3630

Email: suzan k. hawbaker@intel.com

RESPONSE: HAWBAKER, SUZAN

Hawbaker-1

As noted in Section 3.1.1.3 of the EIS, the closure of Folsom Dam Road left only two routes for
crossing Lake Natoma: Riley Street (Rainbow Bridge) and Folsom Boulevard (Lake Natoma
Crossing). Of the estimated 18,000 vehicles that used Folsom Dam Road, approximately half or
9,000 vehicles per day have shifted to the Rainbow Bridge and the Lake Natoma Crossing,
according to the EIS analysis. This has resulted in increased volumes on Folsom-Auburn Road
and Riley Street through the center of the Folsom Historic District. The operating conditions on
these roads, which were already poor, were therefore further impacted by the closure action as
noted by the commenter.

The commenter’s opinions regarding security risks to Folsom Dam facilities and that the road
should be reopened are noted. The purpose and need for the action (Section 1.1) was identified
based on the independent security assessments conducted for Reclamation and on the issues
raised during those investigations. Reclamation acted to ensure the safety of the facility as a top
priority, based on the findings of the security assessments.

In the Final EIS, Restricted Access Alternative 2 has been designated the Preferred Alternative.
For a complete description of Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access Alternative 2, please see
Section 2.2.2 of the Final EIS.
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COMMENT: JANI, AJAY
From:  "Jani, Ajay M" <ajay.m jani@intel com>
To: <rschroeder@mp.usbr.gov>

Date: 1/4/2005 3:03 PM
Subject: Please open folsom Dam road

1 \: Net only is it affecting traffic. But also environment by buring extra 9as...

RESPONSE: JANI, AJAY

Ajay-1

More fuel would be consumed under some alternatives because of additional miles that would be
traveled, but the difference was not determined to cause a significant effect to air quality or the
environment. Effects of each of the four proposed alternatives on air quality and energy use are
discussed in EIS Sections 3.2.2 and 3.7.2.

COMMENT: SELF, MICHAEL

From:  "Michael Self” <mselfi@jsi-micro.com>

To: <rschroeder@mp.usbr.gov>

Date: 1/4/2005 2:04 PM

Subject: EIS Statement, Folsom Dam Road Jan.5th,2005

1 have been a resident of Placer County for 48 years. I worked as a Student Aid for USBR in 1966, so
1 | have some knowledge of the situation. | would like to attend the public hearing in Folsom tomorrow
night and make comments, Is there anything I need to do or will it be an open forum?

Michael Self

Mktg. & Sales Mgr.

J5I Microelectronics

4235 Forcum Ave., Ste 500
McClellan, CA. 95652
mself@jsi-micro.com
916-648-2089 ext.104

RESPONSE: SELF, MICHAEL

Self-1

The hearings were open to public participation by any interested individuals.
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COMMENT: SKALA, MARILYN

From: M Skala <mskala2000@yahoo.com>
To: <rschroeder@mp.usbr.gov>

Date: 1/4/2005 10:07 AM

Subject: Folsom Bridge

We need to reopen the bridge....Has any of the smart i
e government employees that are so worried about
1 the bridge ever thought that closing the road is not the solution. If T was a terrorist and really wam:dL:o
de_stmy the bridge, all I would have to do is launch my boat any where on the lake and go blow up the
bridge that way. Maybe we should close the lake and open up the road. Marilyn Skala

RESPONSE: SKALA, MARILYN

Skala-1

The commenter’s opinion that the road should be reopened is noted. See Master Response to
Comment-3.

In the Final EIS, Restricted Access Alternative 2 has been designated the Preferred Alternative.

For a complete description of Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access Alternative 2, please see
Section 2.2.2 of the Final EIS.
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COMMENT: ZARGHAMI, JASON

From:  "Zarghami, Jason" <jason.zarghami@intel. com>
To: <rschroeder@mp.usbr.gov>

Date: 1/4/2005 11:57 AM

Subject: RE: Dam road closure!

This must be one of the better examples of how ineffective our government really is. Closure of Folsom Dam road
has created many problems for commuters, massive traffic Jjam in Foisom, effecting local business and most
important of all it is useless. If a group of terrorist want ta damage the Dam, blowing up a truck an top of the Dam
would be the last thing they would think of doing! We have several dykes build by dirt that are so much easier to
blow up or using a boat full of explosives going into the Dam gates from the lakeside, etc. etc. (How do we stop
peaple from adding poison to our drinking water in Folsom Lake?) ¢losing the Dam road will net stop any of that!
This issue is like the gun control issue in our country, no matter how restricted the gun purchase process become
far people who actually foliow the rule of law to purchase a gun, bad people will find a way to buy guns on the
strest, regardless of how many laws are added for gun cantrol. We just make it more difficult for the good people.
We are doing exactly what the terrorists wanted us to do, make our daily lives as hard as possible. We have to be
1 | smart about this. | really would like to know what we are doing to protect Folsom Dam other than closing the road
going aver the Dam? How are we gaing to stop some one using a boat to blow away the gates? Or the Dykes,
efc. etc. lets stop doing the dumb stuff and focus on what really is important. Lets stop the war for Oil in Irag and
bring our kids home, this war will create many more young {errorists who may have lost their brothers or parents
due to US fire power who would love to do nothing but blow themselves up to hurt us back. Lets be smart about
our actions. Closing the Dam road is like putting our head in the sand and be dumb and happy that our Folsom
Dam is fully protected.
My family and my house hold is not effected by the Dam road closure, | live in EDH and commute to Inte! using
Hwy50 or Greenback road, but | think it is harrible that we let 2 bunch of people in W.D.C. decide how to pratect
us and effect so many people’s daily lives without really protecting anything!! They use scare tactics to spend our
Tax dollars and get rich. We “the citizens” of this great country can't allow this to happen...........

Regards
Jason Zarghami

RESPONSE: ZARGHAMI, JASON

Zarghami-1

The commenter’s opinion that closing Folsom Dam Road will not deter security risks to Fhe
Folsom Dam facility is noted. The analysis presented in Sections 3.1.1 3 and 3.4.2 also discusses
the extent of the traffic and socioeconomic impacts that have occurred since the February 2003
road closure.

In reference to other actions taken by Reclamation and other formslof access to Folsom Dam
facilities, see Master Response to Comment-3. For a discussion of intangible effects of road
closure, see Master Response to Comment-1.
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PETITION
The following petition pages were submitted at the Folsom public hearing on January 5, 2005.

Bureau of Reclamation
SCOPING OPEN HOUSE FOR THE FOLSOM DAM ROAD
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Thursday, May 27, 2004
Folsom Community Center

B IGNED RESIDENTS AND BUSINESS OWNERS OF THE CITY OF
gi:sgﬁ mEl;?JMOIMNG COMMUNITIES, DO _HEREB‘k'" E?{PRESS OUR
SUPPORT FOR CONSIDERATION OF AN EIS ALTERNATIVE THAT PROVIDES
FOR AT LEAST A PARTIAL RE-OPENING OF THE FOLSOM I'!.l‘\.\‘] ROAD. OUR
REQUEST IS MADE ON THE BASIS OF THE SlG—N’If‘l(_.‘A:NT TMFF;Ei

1 ECONOMIC, AND QUALITY OF LIFE IMPACTS TIHAT HAVE RESULTED FRI 1_:]_,
THE CLOSURE OF THE DAM ROAD. WE MAKE THIS R\EQ[TI?ST WITH F!JU
KNOWLEDGE OF THE SECURITY CONCERNS EXPRESSED BY‘ THE BUREAU,
BUT WITH A CLEAR UNDERSTANDING THAT IT MAY BE POSSIBLE TO) MEEE
THOSE CONCERNS THROUGH THE ITMPLEMENTATION OF APPROF RIAW
SECURITY MEASURES THAT WILL PERMIT AT LEAST A PARTIAL Al

L EXPEDITED RE-OPENING OF THE ROAD.
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Pelition prepared and circulated by the City of Folsom
May 27, 2004
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Burean of Reclamation
SCOPING OPEN HOUSE FOR THE FOLSOM DAM ROAD
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Thursday, May 27, 2004
Folsom Community Center

WE, THE UNDERSIGNED RESIDENTS AND BUSINESS OWNERS OF THE CITY OF
FOLSOM AND SURROUNDING COMMUNITIES, DO HEREBY EXPRESS OUR
SUPPORT FOR CONSIDERATION OF AN EIS ALTERNATIVE THAT PROVIDES
FOR AT LEAST A PARTIAL RE-OPENING OF THE FOLSOM DAM ROAD. OUR
REQUEST 15 MADE ON THE BASIS OF THE SIGNIFICANT TRAFFIC,
ECONOMIC, AND QUALITY OF LIFE IMPACTS THAT HAVE RESULTED FROM
THE CLOSURE OF THE DAM ROAD., WE MAKE THIS REQUEST WITH FULL
KNOWLEDGE OF THE SECURITY CONCERNS EXPRESSED BY THE BUREAU,
BUT WITH A CLEAR UNDERSTANDING THAT IT MAY BE POSSIELE TO MEET
THOSE CONCERNS THROUGH THE IMPLEMENTATION OF APPROPRIATE
SECURITY MEASURES THAT WILL PERMIT AT LEAST A PARTIAL AND
EXPEDITED RE-OPENING OF THE ROAD.

Appendix E4
Public Comments and Responses

Burean of Reclamation
- 5COPING OPEN HOUSE FOR THE FOLSOM DAM ROAD
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Thursday, May 27, 2004
Folsom Community Center

WE, THE UNDERSIGNED RESIDENTS AND BUSINESS OWNERS OF THE CITY OF
FOLSOM AND SURROUNDING COMMUNITIES, DO HEREBY EXPRESS OUR
SUFPORT FOR CONSIDERATION OF AN EIS ALTERNATIVE THAT PROVIDES
FOR AT LEAST A PARTIAL RE-OPENING OF THE FOLSOM DAM ROAD. OUR
REQUEST IS MADE ON THE BASIS OF THE SIGNIFICANT TRAFFIC,
ECONOMIC, AND QUALITY OF LIFE IMPACTS THAT HAVE RESULTED FROM
THE CLOSURE OF THE DAM ROAD. WE MAKE THIS REQUEST WITH FULL
KNOWLEDGE OF THE SECURITY CONCERNS EXPRESSED BY THE BUREAU,
BUT WITH A CLEAR UNDERSTANDING THAT IT MAY BE POSSIBLE TO MEET
THOSE CONCERNS THROUGH THE IMPLEMENTATION OF APPROPRIATE
SECURITY MEASURES THAT WILL PERMIT AT LEAST A PARTIAL AND
EXPEDITED RE-OPENING OF THE ROAD.
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Petition prepared and circulated by the City of Folsom

May 27, 2004
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Burean of Reclamation
SCOPING OPEN HOUSE FOR THE FOLSOM DAM ROAD
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Thursday, May 27, 2004
Folsom Community Center

WE, THE UNDERSIGNED RESIDENTS AND BUSINESS OWNERS OF THE CITY OF
FOLSOM AND SURROUNDING COMMUNITIES, DO HEREBY EXPRESS OUR
SUPPORT FOR CONSIDERATION OF AN EIS ALTERNATIVE THAT PROVIDES
FOR AT LEAST A PARTIAL RE-OPENING OF THE FOLSOM DAM ROAD. OUR
REQUEST 1S MADE ON THE BASIS OF THE SIGNIFICANT TRAFFIC,
ECONOMIC, AND QUALITY OF LIFE IMPACTS THAT HAVE RESULTED FROM
THE CLOSURE OF THE DAM ROAD, WE MAKE THIS REQUEST WITH FULL
KNOWLEDGE OF THE SECURITY CONCERNS EXPRESSED BY THE BUREAU,
BUT WITH A CLEAR UNDERSTANDING THAT IT MAY BE POSSIELE TO MEET
THOSE CONCERNS THROUGH THE IMPLEMENTATION OF APPROPRIATE
SECURITY MEASURES THAT WILL PERMIT AT LEAST A PARTIAL AND
EXPEDITED RE-OPENING OF THE ROAD.
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Petition prepared and circulated by the City of Folsom
May 27, 2004
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RESPONSE: PETITION

Petition-1

The opinions of the 49 signatories to the petition—that (1) an expedited partial reopening of the
road should occur and (2) appropriate security measures could satisfy security concerns to enable
renewed road access—have been noted. Traffic and economic impacts of the road closure are
described in Sections 3.1.1.3-3.1.2 and 3.4.2 of the EIS, respectively. As described in Sections
2.2.2 and 2.2.3, both the Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access Alternative 2 and Restricted
Access Alternative 3 envision scenarios in which control measures such as vehicle permitting,
vehicle type restrictions, and vehicle inspections may be required. A final determination and
selection of alternative will be made at the conclusion of the EIS process in the Record of
Decision.
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COMMENT: BACHE, MARGEE

From:  Margee Bache <mbache03@yahoo.com>
To: <rschroeder@mp.usbr.gov>

Date: 1/5/2005 8:33 PM

Subject: Folsom Dam Road

Mr Schroeder, T am one of the unfortunate commuters who travels to my job in Folsom from Rocklin.
My commute used to be Douglas Blvd. to Folsom Dam Road to The Dam Road to my job as a
Physician's Assistant next to Mercy Folsom Hospital. It was a 30 minute drive in the morning, and at
the end of the day, a 30 minute drive home.

Since the closure of the Dam Road, my commute has become a horror. I must leave 45 minutes earlier,
travel all the back, one lane roads to get to Greenback to go over the bridge onto Folsom Blvd. The cars
getting into Folsom are traveling at speeds of 70 miles an hour and up. They tailgate you if you are
doing the speed limit, and merging onto Folsom Blvd. is almost impossible, as no one wants you in front
of them. Then I travel through the side streets of the town of Folsom, and get flipped off by the
homeowners who want you off their streets, and flipped off again by the other commuters who are

1 trying to get to Highway 50. Tt is unbelievable to me how you can just close a road without any other
routes available to the thousands of commuters, except streets that were built for harses and buggys. Do
you know what it would take to blow up a dam??77?. Why not close the Golden Gate Bridge also, if it
is because of terrorism.

I'm sure you really do not care about all of the commuters who have to deal with the dangers of getting
to Folsom everyday, having to put up with the terrible inconvenience,the dangers of road rage, and the
extra HOURS it takes to get in and out of Folsom since the Dam Road has been closed, not to mention
how much worse it will be when Light Rail starts its operation,

The city of Folsom will be in total gridlock very soon if you do not allow the Dam Road to be opened
Just a few hours a day to let the commuters come and go. If you yourself do not travel to Folsom you do
not have a clue how bad it is. Closing roads to the INTRUDING commuters, and putting up more traffic
lights, and stop signs is not the answer to help the traffic problem.

Opening the DAM ROAD is the answer, even if it is only for commuter hours.

Margee Bache, Rocklin, CA.

RESPONSE: BACHE, MARGEE

Bache-1

Please see Master Response to Comment-1. The operation of the Folsom Light Rail Extension
project is accounted for in the traffic forecast for 2013, as described in Section 3.1.2 of the EIS.
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COMMENT: BLAKE, MARIANNE

Written comments can be submitted fonight at the Comment Table
or are due to the Bureau of Reclamation by close of business
on Monday, January 18, 2005.

#f you do not submit your comments tonight, please mail them
fo the address on the back, or fax your comments to 916 989-7208,
or e-mail your comments to rschroeder@mp.usbr.gov. Thank you.

{Please print clearly)
vame_[eriappe. P 8Blake.
Organization and Address L3O Ff‘ft ¢ Wy

Felsovn  CA 95430

Phone (7 ) 321 ~574S Fax( ) E-mail

Comment here: 5 /0S5
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All comments become part of the public record.
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RESPONSE: BLAKE, MARIANNE

Blake-1

The commenter’s opinion that Folsom Dam Road should be reopened is noted.

Reclamation has a responsibility to protect its facilities, as well as the people and resources
around its facilities. As such, Reclamation has commissioned several independent security
assessments to identify the issues of concern.

Reclamation is committed to taking necessary actions within its authority that can mitigate
security risks to the maximum extent possible, and controlling access to Folsom Dam Road is
one such action. Although the security assessments cannot be shared with the public due to their
sensitive nature, Reclamation has reviewed the risks, including those that relate to access on
Folsom Dam Road. See Master Response to Comment-3 for further discussion.

As demonstrated by the analysis presented in the EIS, Reclamation has also reviewed the
environmental consequences of four alternatives. Changes in traffic (described in Section 3.1.1.3
and in Sections 3.1.2.1 through 3.1.2.4) have affected other resources including air quality and
economic and social conditions. The nature and extent of these impacts are described in Sections
3.2.2 and 3.4.2, respectively. These impacts, and their relative magnitude, are being taken into
account in Reclamation’s decision-making process along with the security issues at hand.

COMMENT: BRISBANE, ROGER

Written comments can be submitted tonight at the Comment Tabile
or are due fo the Bureau of Reclamation by close of business
on Monday, January 18, 2005,

If you do not submit your comments tonight, please mail them
to the address on the back, or fax your comments to 916 989-7208,

or e-mail your comments to rschroeder@mp.usbr.gov. Thank you.
(Please print clearly)
Name. /9!/ ?pqar AT —f'bﬁ"'(—’

Organization and Address K’/ S éﬁu& Chrr Jfrac;ﬁ’f_ .
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Ail comments become part of the public record.
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RESPONSE: BRISBANE, ROGER

Brisbane-1

Sections 3.1.1.2 and 3.1.1.3 describe the changes in traffic that have occurred both before and
after the February 2003 road closure. The discussion provides an overview of the various factors
that have contributed to increased traffic volumes in the area over time. Following the closure of
Folsom Dam Road, however, a number of businesses have reported that revenues have declined.
These changes are reflected in the analysis presented in Section 3.4.2.

As the commenter notes, with increases in traffic congestion, individuals are making different
choices about when and where to travel. For a more detailed discussion, see Master Response to
Comment-1.

Brisbane-2

The commenter’s opinion that reopening Folsom Dam Road during peak commute hours would
be beneficial to traffic and economic and social conditions is noted.

In the Final EIS, Restricted Access Alternative 2 has been designated the Preferred Alternative.
For a complete description of Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access Alternative 2, please see
Section 2.2.2 of the Final EIS.
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COMMENT: COST, JAMES

Written comments can be submitted tonight at the Comment Table
or are due to the Bureau of Reciamation by close of business
on Monday, January 18, 2005,

If you do not submit your comments tonight, please mail them
to the address on the back, or fax your comments to 916 989-7208,

or e-mail your comments to rschroeder@mp.usbr.gov. Thank you.
Please print clearly)
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RESPONSE: COST, JAMES

Cost-1

Reclamation recognizes that the loss of one of only three roadways that cross Folsom Lake,
Folsom Dam, and Lake Natoma has contributed to changes in traffic patterns. As noted in
Section 3.1.1.3, “with the Folsom Dam Road closure, the only options for crossing Lake Natoma
in the study area are the Riley Street and Folsom Boulevard crossings, and all of the roadway
segments operate at LOS D or worse... The already poor existing operating conditions on these
roads ... were therefore further impacted by the closure action.”

With the increase in traffic congestion on other roadway segments (identified in Section 3.1.1.3
and for future years by alternative in Section 3.1.2), several commenters have noted that there
have been impacts to quality of life, which cannot be quantified. For a detailed discussion, see
Master Response to Commnent-1. Under the Long-Term Closure Alternative, congestion would
continue as described in Section 3.1.2.4. Under the Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access
Alternative 2 and Restricted Access Alternative 3, some traffic congestion would be relieved
during peak morning and evening commute hours (see Sections 3.1.2.2 and 3.1.2.3 for analysis).
Folsom Dam Road would remain closed during off-peak and weekend hours under the Preferred
Alternative—Restricted Access Alternative 2 and Restricted Access Alternative 3.

Reclamation is committed to minimizing security risks to its facilities, the public, and resources.
Both the Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access Alternative 2 and Restricted Access
Alternative 3 incorporate security measures that would reduce the risks associated with
uncontrolled public access to Folsom Dam Road. The extent to which risks can be reduced is
part of the analysis that will determine the selection of an alternative in the Record of Decision.
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COMMENT: FREI, AMY

Written comments can be submitted tonight at the Comment Table
or are due to the Bureau of Reclamation by close of business
on Monday, January 18, 2005.

If you do not submit your comments tonight, please mail them
to the address on the back, or fax your comments to 916 989-7208,
or e-mail your comments to rschroeder@mp.usbr.gov. Thank you.
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RESPONSE: FREI, AMY

Frei-1
The commenter’s opinion that the road should be reopened during commute hours is noted.

Reclamation has a long-term commitment to providing safety and security associated with its
facilities, first and foremost. Through the EIS process, Reclamation has also been working with
the City of Folsom to evaluate two restricted access alternatives (the Preferred Alternative—
Restricted Access Alternative 2 and Restricted Access Alternative 3) that meet the basic purpose
and need of the action.

As demonstrated by the EIS, each alternative has numerous impacts, both short- and long-term.
Several commenters have also identified intangible effects to quality of life. For a complete
discussion, see Master Response to Comment-1.

COMMENT: LEWIS, BEVERLY
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RESPONSE: LEWIS, BEVERLY

Lewis-1
The commenter’s opinion that the road should be reopened is noted.

In the Final EIS, Restricted Access Alternative 2 has been designated the Preferred Alternative.
For a complete description of Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access Alternative 2, please see
Section 2.2.2 of the Final EIS.
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COMMENT: MEYERHOFF, KEITH

Written comments can be submitted tonight at the Comment Table
or are due to the Bureau of Reclamation by close of business
on Monday, January 18, 2005,

If you do not submit your comments tonight, please mail them
to the address on the back, or fax your comments to 916 989-7208,
or e-mall your comments to rschroeder@mp.usbr.gov. Thank you,
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RESPONSE: MEYERHOFF, KEITH

Meyerhoff-1

As described in Section 3.4.2, traffic growth in the City of Folsom has already approached or
exceeded the capacity of many roads, and the closure of Folsom Dam Road has further impacted
or constrained traffic. Traffic has been adversely affected on Folsom-Auburn Road between
Folsom Dam Ram Road and Greenback Lane. Under the Preferred Alternative—Restricted
Access Alternative 2 and Restricted Access Alternative 3, traffic flow on Folsom Dam Road
would resume during peak morning and evening commute hours. Under the long-term closure of
Folsom Dam Road (Long-Term Closure Alternative), the analysis presented in Section 3.4.2.4
states that local businesses located in areas most directly affected by the road closure would
continue to be impacted by the change in traffic patterns.

The commenter notes that his store was opened approximately 10 months after the closure of
Folsom Dam Road. It is not known what assumptions were used to derive revenue projections
for the store, and industry-related factors may also have impacted business revenues. The EIS
discusses many economic factors or conditions that can affect business revenues, and traffic
congestion could contribute.

Intangible effects associated with traffic such as choices people make about where to shop and
increased frustration with congestion have been noted by several commenters. See Master
Response to Comment-1 for further discussion.
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COMMENT: O'MOORE, ROXANNE

Written comments can be submitted tonight at the Comment Table
or are due to the Bureau of Reclamation by close of business
on Monday, January 18, 2005,

If you do not submit your comments tonight, please mail them
to the address on the back, or fax your comments to 916 989-7208,

or e-mail your comments to rschroeder@mp.usbr.gov. Thank you.
(Please print clearly)
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RESPONSE: O'MOORE, ROXANNE

O'Moore-1

Of the estimated 18,000 vehicles that used Folsom Dam Road at the time of the road closure in
February of 2003, approximately 9,000 vehicles per day have shifted to the Rainbow Bridge and
the Lake Natoma Crossing, according to the EIS analysis. This has resulted in increased
volumes on Folsom-Auburn Road and Riley Street through the center of Folsom’s historic
district. The operating conditions on these roads, which were already poor, were therefore
further impacted by the closure action.

The increase in traffic volumes through the historic district has resulted in delays that several
commenters have noted affect the choices people are making (see Master Response to Comment-
1). As described in Section 3.1.2.2, under the Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access
Alternative 2, traffic congestion would increase at the following intersections: (1) Folsom-
Auburn Road and Greenback Lane, (2) Folsom-Auburn Road and Oak Avenue Parkway, and (3)
Riley Street and Natoma Street intersections (as compared to projected traffic under pre-2003
conditions). Operations at the Folsom-Auburn Road and Folsom Dam Road intersection and the
East Natoma Street and Folsom Dam Road intersections would improve due to the flow of traffic
on Folsom Dam Road during peak commute hours. Under the Long-Term Closure Alternative
(Section 3.1.2.4), traffic congestion would continue to increase at the following intersections: (1)
Folsom-Auburn Road and Oak Avenue Parkway, (2) Folsom-Auburn Road and Greenback Lane,
(3) Riley Street and Natoma Street, and (4) Folsom Boulevard and Natoma Street. Congestion at
these intersections would continue to cause difficulty for patrons accessing the commenter’s
hotel.

Section 3.4.2 discusses the business impacts that were identified by Folsom business owners
along some of the most affected roadways. Folsom’s historic district is one of the areas
identified with increased traffic, both before 2003 and after the road closure. To the extent that
clients are patronizing hotels in Rancho Cordova or other cities outside of Folsom because of
traffic constraints, tax revenues to Folsom Fire and Police Departments could be reduced.
However, in cases where clients may be staying at other hotels within Folsom, tax revenues
would continue to benefit the city.
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COMMENT: PERCY, NANCY

Written comments can be submitted tonight at the Comment Table
or are due to the Bureau of Reclamation by close of business
on Monday, January 18, 2005.

If you do not submit your comments tonight, please mail them
to the address on the back, or fax your comments to 916 989-7208,
or e-mail your comments to rschroeder@mp.usbr.gov. Thank you.
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RESPONSE: PERCY, NANCY

Percy-1

The commenter’s opinion that the road should be reopened during peak commute hours is noted.
See Response to O’Moore-1 for a discussion of traffic impacts in Folsom’s historic district. The
analysis presented in Section 3.1.2 describes adverse impacts to local traffic that are associated
with the action alternatives, and Section 3.4.2 discusses business impacts.

A Pedestrian Master Plan is currently being developed by the City of Folsom to identify benefits
and disadvantages of the existing pedestrian system and to establish policies, objectives, and
priorities for improving this system. Under the No Action Alternative, with access to Folsom
Dam Road restored to pre-2003 conditions, existing motor vehicle traffic would increase on
Natoma Street, Folsom-Auburn Road, and Folsom Boulevard. These roads provide facilities for
pedestrians and bicycles. Under the action alternatives, traffic would also increase relative to the
No Action Alternative, as described in Section 3.1.2.

As noted in Section 2.2.2, the concept of the “preferred alternative” can be different from the
“environmentally preferable alternative.” Reclamation recognizes the environmental impacts,
including adverse local traffic impacts, associated with the long-term closure of Folsom Dam
Road. However, the selection of the Preferred Alternative also considers economic, technical,
and security issues. Furthermore, Reclamation notes that identification of a Preferred Alternative
in the Draft or Final EIS does not preclude the option of selecting a different alternative in the
Record of Decision. In the Final EIS, Restricted Access Alternative 2 has been designated the
Preferred Alternative. For a complete description of Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access
Alternative 2, please see Section 2.2.2 of the Final EIS.
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COMMENT: PURDY, GORDON

THE NEW MILLENNIUM, INC.

January 5, 2005

Robert Schroeder, Project Manager
Bureau of Reclamation

Central California Area Office
7794 Folsom Dam Road

Folsom, CA 95630-1799

RE: EIS draft (Environmental Impact Statement) report - Folsom IJam Road closure.

Dear Mr. Schroeder:

As a business owner and resident of the greater Folsom community, I am writing to
provide comment on the draft Enviror tal Impagct S (EIS) report for the Folsom
Dam Road closure.

1 support reopening the dam road. The closure has severely impacted the business vitality
of the entire Folsom area, discouraging shoppers, prolonging employee commutes,
increasing commercial property vacancy, spurring bankrupteies, polluting the air and
creating widespread frustration.

The City of Folsom has exhausted every possible traffic congestion measure. No re-
routing or traffic signal change will prevail. The dam road is a necessary and critical artery
to serve commerce between South Placer, El Dorado and East Sacramento Counties. The
bottom line is the City of Folsom and the region suffer as a result.

Furthermore, residents of cities and areas bursting with growth, such as Auburn, El Dorado
Hills, Folsom, and Roseville, are frustrated with traffic congestion resulting from the
closure. Access to and from life events, education and community activities is time
consuming, costly, and undesirable.

We advocate re-opening the damn road. Mr. Schroeder and fellow associates of the
Bureau of Reclamation, please consider this strong urging for you to resolve to re-open the
dam road.

We appreciate the opportunity to provide comment on the draft EIS report. Thank you for
any consideration regarding this matter.

Re;

: rdon
President

Office: 916-990-9191 benefitsi@visdomispower.com Mohbile: 916-806-2828
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RESPONSE: PURDY, GORDON

Purdy, G.-1

The commenter’s opinion that the road should be reopened is noted. See Response to Brisbane-1
for a discussion of impacts to businesses and Master Response to Comment-1 for a discussion of
intangible effects to quality of life in Folsom and nearby communities. The nature and extent of
air quality impacts associated with access to Folsom Dam Road are described in Section 3.2.2.
More fuel will be burned with some alternatives because of additional miles traveled, but the
difference was not determined to cause a significant effect to air quality of the environment.

In the Final EIS, Restricted Access Alternative 2 has been designated the Preferred Alternative.
For a complete description of Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access Alternative 2, please see
Section 2.2.2 of the Final EIS.

COMMENT: PURDY, LOLA

THE NEW MILLENNIUM, INC.
January 5, 2005

Robert Schroeder, Project Manager
Bureau of Reclamation

Central California Area Office
7794 Folsom Dam Road

Folsom, CA 95630-1799

RE: EIS draff (Environmental Impact Statement) report - Folsom Dam Road closure,
Dear Mr. Schroeder:

_As & business owner and resident of the greater Folsom community, and a member of the Folsom
Chamber Board of Directors, [ am writing to provide comment on the draft Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) report for the Folsom Dam Road closure,

1 support reopening the dam road. The closure has severely impacted the business vitality of the
entire Folsom area, discouraging shoppers, prolonging emplovee commules, increasing
commercial property vacancy, spurring bankruptcies, polluting the air and creating widespread
frustration. We need relief. A new bridge in 2007 will be too late.

4 | The City of Folsom has exhausted every possible traffic congestion measure. No re-routing or
traffic signal change will prevail. The dam road is a necessary and critical artery to serve
cummerce belween Svuth Placer, El Dorado and East Sacramento Counties. The bollom line is
the City of Folsom and the region suffer as a result.

Furthermore, residents of cities and areas bursting with growth, such as Auburn, El Dorado Hills,
Folsom, and Roseville, are frustrated with trafTic congestion resulting from the closure, Access
1o and from life evems, education and community activities is time consuming, costly, and
undesirable.

We advocate re-opening the damn road. Mr. Schroeder and fellow associates of the Bureau of
Reclamation, please consider this strong urging for you to resolve to re-open the dam road.

We appreciate the opportunity to provide comment on the draft EIS report. Thank you for any
consideration regarding this matter.

ﬁ Sy~

Lola Purdy
CEQ.
Office: 716-590-5191 henefits@haisdomispowes.com Mobile; 916-306-2878
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RESPONSE: PURDY, LOLA

Purdy, L.-1

The commenter’s opinion that the road should be reopened is noted. In the Final EIS, Restricted
Access Alternative 2 has been designated the Preferred Alternative. For a complete description
of Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access Alternative 2, please see Section 2.2.2 of the Final

EIS. See Response to Purdy, G.-1.
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COMMENT: RODGERS, SHELLEY

on Monday, January 18, 2005,
if you do not submit your comments tonight, please mail them

to the address on the back, or fax your comments to 916 989-7208,

or e-mail your comments to rschroeder@mp.usbr.gov. Thank you.

Written comments can be submitted tonight at the Comment Table
or are due to the Bureau of Reclamation by close of business
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RESPONSE: RODGERS, SHELLEY

Rodgers-1
The commenter’s opinion that the road should be reopened is noted. See Response to Brisbane-1
for a discussion of traffic and related business impacts.

In the Final EIS, Restricted Access Alternative 2 has been designated the Preferred Alternative.
For a complete description of Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access Alternative 2, please see
Section 2.2.2 of the Final EIS.

COMMENT: SOULSBY, PATTY

Written comments can be submitted tonight at the Comment Table
or are due to the Bureau of Reclamation by close of business
on Monday, January 18, 2005.
if you do not submit your comments tonight, please mail them
to the address on the back, or fax your comments to 916 989-7208,
or e-mail your comments to rschroeder@mp.usbr.gov. Thank you.
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RESPONSE: SOULSBY, PATTY

Soulsby-1

The commenter’s opinion that the road should be reopened is noted. In the Final EIS, Restricted
Access Alternative 2 has been designated the Preferred Alternative. For a complete description
of Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access Alternative 2, please see Section 2.2.2 of the Final
EIS.

COMMENT: WALTER, BENITA AND MARQUETTE, LESLIE
=== Benita <kaatsi@pacbell.net> 1/5/2005 4:48:17 PM >>>
Dear Mr Schroeder,

My name is Benita Walter. I am a Folsom resident who owns 604 Natoma St. My son, a
forth generation resident owns 608 Natoma St. My family has lived here in the same
place for 88 years. My Aunt worked for the Bureau as a draftsman and helped to put the
Central Valley Water Project on paper in the 50°s.

We are located between Scott and Riley, a part of Natoma that acts as a funnel for both
Rainbow Bridge as well as Natoma Crossing. Due to the volume of traffic, we no longer
1 | have parking in front of our houses. That is now a right turns lane. We have garages in
the alley to the rear for our vehicles but no parking for visitors. The alleys are being used
| for short cuts to avoid the light at Riley and they could be taken for raceways!

[ read through the EIS and found that no noise or air quality tests were conducted at Riley
and Natoma, where the bumper to bumper traffic is steady for a minimum of 6 hours a
day. Morning peak, noon peak, and the longer evening peak. The banking of the Natoma
Crossing Bridge adds to our noise pollution by echoing up the hill and is loud enough to
wake me up by 5.

["ve put in double pane windows, which help to dampen the noise, but especially in the
evening the honking and hollering of irritable people gets extremely loud. The carbon
monoxide gets so thick in the peak hours, I can’t even work in my own yard without
getting a headache, and my son’s asthma keeps him indoors after he gets home from
work. My trees and hedges are starting to die. In the summer it would be nice to be able
2 | (o open a window. I'm afraid to sweep my sidewalk, as the traffic is crowded right to the
gutter. The pedestrian crossing is a joke.

Per the noise study, we like another local area seem to be considered a casualty of
progress. Since we have a small number of residences on the block, mitigation is
pronounced as not practical. We can cope or move. Four houses have been sold within
two blocks since summer.

I don’t believe the Air Quality study is at all accurate.

If we could divert peak hour traffic over the dam until some other diverter roads could be
. built, it would certainly improve our health and stress levels on Natoma.

Sincerely,
Benita L. Walter, 604 Natoma St., Folsom CA 95630 Phone # (916)985-2237

Leslie L. Marquette, 608 Natoma St., Folsom, CA 95630
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RESPONSE: WALTER, BENITA AND MARQUETTE, LESLIE

Walter-1

Reclamation notes the commenters’ statement that visitor parking is no longer available in front
of their homes due to a right-hand turn lane installed as part of the Folsom Historic District
Traffic Calming Program. The statement that the alleyway behind the commenters’ homes is
being used as a shortcut to bypass the Riley Street intersection is also noted. As described in
Section 3.1.1.3 of the EIS, the Traffic Calming Program is an independent measure by the City
of Folsom to improve traffic congestion following the closure of the Folsom Dam Road.

Walter-2

Air quality at the intersection of Riley Street and Natoma Street is analyzed in EIS Section 3.2.2.
In the Draft EIS, the intersection was mislabeled as Riley Street and East Natoma Street; this
reference has been corrected in the Final EIS. Additional vehicle miles would be traveled under
the Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access Alternative 2, Restricted Access Alternative 3, and
the Long-Term Closure Alternative, as compared with the No Action Alternative. Table 3.2-5
summarizes the difference in estimated criteria pollutant emissions between the No Action
Alternative (return to pre-February 2003 access conditions) and the Preferred Alternative—
Restricted Access Alternative 2, Restricted Access Alternative 3, and the Long-Term Closure
Alternative (indefinite road closure) for the study years 2005 and 2013. Based on the air quality
models analyzed, the closure of Folsom Dam Road is not expected to cause an exceedance or
add to an exceedance of the ambient air quality standards for oxides of nitrogen, particulate
matter less than 10 micrometers in diameter, and ozone because (1) the emissions fall within the
State Implementation Plan budget surplus for all three pollutants, and (2) the emission estimates
for ozone precursors for all study years are below those used by the Sacramento Metropolitan
Air Quality Management District for determining whether further analysis should be performed.

As stated in Section 3.3.2, the noise impact area was considered to extend along Natoma Street
to the intersection of Riley Street, since most traffic would continue to that point. Residences
were considered noise-sensitive land uses in the analysis. As shown in the EIS, noise levels
would exceed 2 decibels, the threshold for audible increases in noise, under the Preferred
Alternative—Restricted Access Alternative 2, Restricted Access Alternative 3, and the Long-
Term Closure Alternative. Construction of noise barriers was considered to mitigate the impact,
but noise barriers were not found to be feasible because they would not substantially reduce the
magnitude of the impact. Other mitigation measures were also considered and not deemed
feasible, as explained in Section 3.3.3.

In regard to the increase in noise, air pollution, and traffic congestion that is preventing the
commenters from enjoying an expected quality of life, see Master Response to Comment-1.
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COMMENT: ANONYMOUS
Telephone Comment received 1/6/05
From: cell 718-1575; caller prefers not to give name.
ct of traffic from closure of road. Could be opened during day and
Reclamation didn't ask people who live nearby what

¥ ; ) .T;tl?(ﬂ som Dam and Auburn-Folsom Road, now that gas
station i1s going in, the intersection is worsa.

Security threat is reduced, and no longer necessary to close the road,

RESPONSE: ANONYMOUS

Anonymous-1

Section 3.1 of the EIS discusses the effects of the road closure on traffic levels, and Table 3.1-3
compares pre-closure and post-closure levels of service at the Folsom Dam Road/Auburn-
Folsom Road intersection and other local intersections.

As described in Section 1.2.2, Reclamation closed Folsom Dam Road as a response to concerns
identified following a series of independent security assessments that were conducted since
September 2001. The long-term decision regarding access to Folsom Dam Road will be made at
the conclusion of the EIS process, which is being conducted in compliance with the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). Public input is invited and encouraged during the EIS
process. Early in the EIS process, Reclamation held open houses in Folsom and Sacramento to
share information on the project and better understand key public concerns. A Web site was also
set up to provide information and facilitate public input. Once the Draft EIS was prepared, it was
made available to members of the public who had expressed an interest in the project. It was also
made available at local public libraries, through the project Web site, and by mail. Public
hearings were held to provide forums for public comment and input on the EIS analysis. These
opportunities were advertised in local newspapers, on the Web site, and in the Federal Register.

The commenter’s opinion that it is not necessary to close the road is noted. For a discussion of
the rationale for restricting access to Folsom Dam Road, see Master Response to Comment-4.
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COMMENT: BRISTOW, LILLIAN

=== "Lillian Bristow" <lbristow 1 0@hotmail.com= 1/6/2005 8:11:37 PM ===

I would like to tender my vote for ALTERNATIVE 2

as described in Table 2-1 of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement Released for Folsom
1 | . Dam Road Access.

I live in Pinebrook Village which is on Folsom Auburn Blvd.

I am acutely aware of the traflic problems that have resulted since the closure of Folsom Dam
Road.

I sincerely hope you will open the Folsom Dam Road in the very near future.
Thank You.

Lillian Bristow
420 Nugget Drive
Folsom, CA 95630
phone 988-2377

RESPONSE: BRISTOW, LILLIAN

Bristow-1

The commenter’s opinion that Folsom Dam Road should be reopened during peak commute
hours is noted. In the Final EIS, Restricted Access Alternative 2 has been designated the
Preferred Alternative.
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COMMENT: FRANCISCO, DANIEL
=== "Francisco, Daniel I' <daniel.j. francisco@intel.com= 1/6/2005 1:38:06 PM ===
January 6, 2005

Robert Schroeder, Project Manager
Bureau of Reclamation

Central California Area Office
7794 Folsom Dam Road

Folsom, CA 95630-1799

Dear Mr. Schroeder:

I am writing on behalf of Intel Corporation to provide comment on the draft Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) report for the Folsom Dam Road closure. As Intel has indicated to the
bureau during several productive discussions, we are supportive of re-opening the road during
peak traffic commute hours given that the proper safety measures can be put into place to allow
this to happen. We recognize that safety related to this issue is paramount. Therefore, at the
current time, we are supportive of Restricted Access Alternative 2 in the EIS since it most
closely reflects our position.

However, we also recognize the impacts the dam road closure has had on the Folsom
community, While we can’t comment specifically on the potential business impacts the closure
has had on downtown Folsom merchants without analvzing the appropriate data, we can confirn
that our employees have notified us the closure coincided with increased traflic congestion in th
downtown area.

We can report that Intel employees, particularly ones that live in Placer County, have expressed
concern and frustration with the closure and how it coincided with greater traffic congestion
during their commute to Intel. We have hundreds of workers from the greater Roseville and
Granite Bay communities who have altered their work schedules in an attempt to avoid the
traffic congestion.

While the dam road closure has not directly affected Intel’s business revenues, it has affected th

general productivity of many of our employees. In the hopes that some of the traffic congestion

can be calmed, we are supportive of a measure such as re-opening the dam road with the proper
security in place.

We appreciate the opportunity to be able to provide comment on the draft EIS report.

Regards,

Daniel Francisco

External Affairs Manager

Intel Corporation

1900 Prairie City Road, FM4-125
Folsom, CA 95630
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RESPONSE: FRANCISCO, DANIEL

Francisco-1

Reclamation notes the commenter’s opinion that Folsom Dam Road should be reopened during
peak commute hours with special security measures. In the Final EIS, Restricted Access
Alternative 2 has been designated the Preferred Alternative.

The increase in traffic congestion that has resulted from the closure of Folsom Dam Road in
February 2003, as mentioned by the commenter’s employees, is noted. The changes in traffic
prior to and after the road closure have been analyzed and are documented in Section 3.1.1 of the
EIS.

In regard to the issues of frustration due to traffic conditions, the need to alter work schedules to
avoid traffic congestion, and subsequent effects to employee productivity, see Master Response
to Comment-1.

COMMENT: JONES, BARBARA
=== Barbara Jones <chocolate8784@sbcglobal.net= 1/6/2005 10:45:01 AM ===
Dear Mr, Schroeder,

This is a personal reason for wanting the road re-opened. We were right in the middle of buying
a home in El Dorado Hills, when, without any decent notice, the government decided to close the
road. Had we had enough notice, we would not have chosen not to move!

Since we now here in El Dorado Hills, I must commute to Roseville three times a week in order
to care for grandchildren 1 usually leave home about 10am and return about 4pm. 1 would hope,
that if an agreement is made to open the road for commute hours, that it would be more than just

1 a couple of hours in the morning. Aside from my needs, I cannot see how having the road open
in the early commute hours, is going to help the Folsom merchants. During the early hours of
commute times, the stores and businesses are not even open. The only way it can benefit
merchants, in my opinion, is to keep the road open during the daylite hours. There is still lots of
traffic all day long, that has to pass thru Folsom.

Thank you,
Barbara Joncs
PS 1 am a senior citizen and dislike the extra 15 minutes it takes, each way, to make this drive.

RESPONSE: JONES, BARBARA

Jones, B.-1

The commenter’s opinion that Folsom Dam Road should be open during all daylight hours is
noted. In the Final EIS, Restricted Access Alternative 2 has been designated the Preferred
Alternative instead of the Long-Term Closure Alternative. For a complete description of
Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access Alternative 2, please see Section 2.2.2 of the Final EIS.
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The transportation analysis in the EIS considers the changes in traffic congestion during off-
peak, noncommute hours. See Master Response to Comment-4 regarding traffic congestion and
commute times during off-peak, noncommute hours. Controlling public access to Folsom Dam
Road is necessary to meet the purpose and need of the proposed action. After considering
proposals set forth by the City of Folsom and public input during the scoping period,
Reclamation evaluated two alternatives, the Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access
Alternative 2 and Restricted Access Alternative 3, that would reopen the road during peak
commute hours. These hours were deemed by the City of Folsom and by the public as the most
critical to provide traffic relief in Folsom.

The commenter’s opinion that the Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access Alternative 2 and
Restricted Access Alternative 3 would not benefit Folsom merchants is noted. As stated in
Section 3.4.2 of the EIS, these alternatives would benefit some businesses that have employees
that would use Folsom Dam Road, or businesses with service routes that could use the road to
better reach their customers or service areas. Under the Preferred Alternative—Restricted
Access Alternative 2 and Restricted Access Alternative 3, Folsom Dam Road would be open for
3-hour and 2-hour periods, respectively, in the morning and in the afternoon/evening. Retail
businesses and services with hours of operation that coincide with those periods could
experience beneficial effects under these alternatives.

COMMENT: KALLAN, PATTY
=== Patty Lo Kallan <patty kallan@kallnet.com= 1/6/2005 8:50:52 PM ===

Mr. Schroeder, I am writing to you to urge you to reopen the Folsom Dam
road immediately. This road is a critical route for drivers from El
Dorado Hills where I reside, to Granite Bay, Roseville, and points

1 beyond. The Folsom Dam road is the most direct and convenient route,
and helps to lessen the congestion on alternate roads in this area
which drivers have been forced to take during the dam road closure. It
is bad public policy to continue to have the Dam road closed.

Thank you for vour consideration.

Patty Lo Kallan
patty.kallan@kallnet.com

RESPONSE: KALLAN, PATTY

Kallan-1

The commenter’s opinions that Folsom Dam Road should be reopened and that continuing to
keep the road closed is bad public policy are noted. The EIS discusses the potential effects of
reopening Folsom Dam Road as the No Action Alternative.
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