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The connectivity that Folsom Dam Road provided between Folsom-Auburn Road and East 
Natoma Street prior to its closure in February 2003 is described in Section 3.1.1 of the EIS.  The 
effects to travel and traffic congestion as a result of the road closure are described in Section 
3.1.1.3 of the EIS. 

COMMENT: KANE, DAVE 
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RESPONSE: KANE, DAVE 

Kane-1
The commenter’s opinion that the environmental effects from the closure of Folsom Dam Road 
have not been fully addressed is noted.  The EIS is a planning document, prepared in compliance 
with NEPA, that describes and analyzes human and environmental issues associated with four 
different alternatives for long-term vehicular access on Folsom Dam Road.  This document 
describes the environmental impacts of the four alternatives for the restricted access or 
permanent closure of the Folsom Dam Road.  The EIS includes analyses of the impacts of the 
different alternatives to the human environment, which includes potential environmental, 
economic, and quality-of-life effects.  For a detailed discussion of quality-of-life issues, see 
Master Response to Comment-1.  

The subject of the EIS, as defined by the purpose and need (Section 1.1) of the EIS, is to limit 
public access on Folsom Dam Road.  This action was proposed as part of a security plan created 
by Reclamation that was developed after Reclamation commissioned various security 
assessments after September 2001 to ensure the security of its facilities.  As stated in the EIS, 
these security assessments are not available to the public.  The four alternatives that are analyzed 
in the EIS are evaluated in a comparative form.  The same degree of analysis has been devoted to 
each alternative, including the No Action Alternative.  A final selection will be made in the 
Record of Decision. 

Kane-2
The commenter’s opinion that the closure of Folsom Dam Road does not reduce the vulnerability 
of Folsom Dam is noted.  See Master Response to Comment-3.  

The process used to formulate alternatives is described in Section 2.1 of the EIS.  Six alternatives 
were eliminated from detailed study because they did not satisfy the purpose and need (Section 
1.1) of the proposed action or were considered infeasible.  The EIS analyzes three alternatives 
that would meet the purpose and need of the proposed action: the Preferred Alternative—
Restricted Access Alternative 2 (designated as the Preferred Alternative in the Final EIS); 
Restricted Access Alternative 3; and the Long-Term Closure Alternative. The Preferred 
Alternative—Restricted Access Alternative 2 and Restricted Access Alternative 3 were proposed 
by the City of Folsom (Section 2.2).  A fourth alternative, the No Action Alternative, is an 
alternative that is required for evaluation under NEPA. As noted in Sections 2.2.2 and 2.2.3, a 
key element of the Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access Alternative 2 and Restricted Access 
Alternative 3 is that a security review would be required of every vehicle using the road. In order 
to achieve the City of Folsom’s volume goals for traffic flow through inspection stations and 
across Folsom Dam, the average time required to inspect vehicles on-site would have to be 
minimized.  Therefore, the restricted access alternatives would incorporate the use of permits or 
prescreening of vehicles before access to the road is allowed. This proposed system relies on a 
one-time inspection of a vehicle with limited random searches on-site. Reclamation recognizes 
that this design and proposed operation is important to achieve the desired traffic flow.  
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COMMENT: RAVELING, PAUL 
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RESPONSE: RAVELING, PAUL 

Raveling-1
The commenter’s opinion that the road should be reopened during commute hours until a bridge 
can be built 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. 

The traffic analysis presented in Section 3.1 of the Draft EIS supports the conclusion that the 
overall region will experience traffic problems unless additional roadway capacity is provided. 
Table 3.1-9 shows that by 2013, several roadway segments in the study area will be operating at 
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LOS F even with both Folsom Dam Road and the Folsom Bridge (two lanes; referred to in the 
Draft EIS as the Folsom Bypass Project) open. 

Raveling-2
The commenter’s statement regarding incremental adverse impacts to nonattainment areas is 
accurate. As stated in Section 3.2.2, however, the difference in emissions is less than 1 pound per 
day across the region for most pollutants (NOx, ROG, SO2, and particulate matter). Carbon 
monoxide shows the greatest difference at 4.7 pounds per day, and was modeled to determine 
predicted concentrations to compare against air quality standards (see Table 3.2-5). These 
increases would contribute in a small way to ambient ozone, but fall well within existing 
standards. 

Raveling-3
Reclamation notes the commenter’s assertion that security does not appear to be at risk with 
public access to Folsom Dam Road. For a discussion of how Reclamation is assessing risks, see 
Response to Blake-1. 

Raveling-4
See Response to Raveling-1. 
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COMMENT: SPROUSE, BRENDA 
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RESPONSE: SPROUSE, BRENDA 

Sprouse-1
Reclamation is not aware of any formal agreement to provide public access on Folsom Dam 
Road. Since no highway was designated, as originally had been planned, Reclamation did allow 
public access with intermittent closures for maintenance and repair activities. No State or Federal 
funds other than Reclamation’s budgetary resources were used to maintain Folsom Dam Road. 

Sprouse-2
The potential impacts to air quality from the four alternatives are analyzed in Section 3.2.2 of the 
EIS.  The existing and forecasted future traffic volumes described in Section 3.1 were used to 
calculate the air quality impacts from the four alternatives analyzed in the EIS.  As described in 
Section 3.2.2, none of the proposed alternatives would result in exceedances of the National or 
State ambient air quality standards.  As described in Section 3.2.1.3, the National and State 
ambient air quality standards were established to protect sensitive populations such as children 
and the elderly. 

The potential indirect impacts of the four alternatives on emergency response as a result of the 
traffic congestion in Folsom are addressed in Section 3.10.2. 

Sprouse-3
See Master Response to Comment-3 regarding Reclamation’s security plan for Folsom Dam. 
Reclamation notes the commenter’s assertion that security does not appear to be compromised 
with public access to Folsom Dam Road. For a discussion of how Reclamation is assessing 
security risks, see Response to Blake-1. 
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Sprouse-4
For a discussion of intangible effects of the road closure such as the difficulty of attracting a 
qualified labor pool, see Master Response to Comment-1. 

Sprouse-5
Decision makers were present at the hearings. 

Sprouse-6
The commenter’s opinion that the road should remain open with security and maintenance 
funding provided by sources other than Reclamation, such as charging a toll or utilizing the 
Folsom Police Department, is noted.  See Response to Armstrong-1. 

COMMENT: ENDERTON, DON 

RESPONSE: ENDERTON, DON 

Enderton-1 
The commenter’s opinion that Folsom Dam Road should remain closed is noted. 
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COMMENT: FEHR, STEPHANIE 

RESPONSE: FEHR, STEPHANIE 

Fehr-1
The commenter’s opinion that Folsom Dam Road should be reopened is noted. 

The analysis presented in Section 3.1.1.3 of the EIS demonstrates the extent of the traffic impacts 
that have occurred since the February 2003 road closure. 

In regard to potential security risks to Folsom Dam facilities from boats, see Master Response to 
Comment-3. 

COMMENT: NAPPI, MR. AND MRS. JOHN

RESPONSE: NAPPI, MR. AND MRS. JOHN 

Nappi-1
The commenters’ opinion that Folsom Dam Road should be reopened during peak commute 
hours with special security measures is noted.  In the Final EIS, Restricted Access Alternative 2 
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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: PELLEY, JIM 

RESPONSE: PELLEY, JIM 

Pelley-1
The commenter’s opinion that Folsom Dam Road should be reopened is noted.

Safety risks associated with the facility were identified through independent assessments 
commissioned by Reclamation. The specific risks cannot be disclosed due to their sensitive 
nature. Three alternatives were identified that would meet the purpose and need of the proposed 
action. In the Final EIS, Restricted Access Alternative 2 has been designated the Preferred 
Alternative. 

In regard to the commenter’s statement about a compromise in public safety due to the traffic 
congestion that has occurred since the closure of Folsom Dam Road in February 2003, Section 
3.1.1.3 of the EIS provides data about the increases in accidents. For a discussion of intangible 
effects to the public, including road rage and strain on the community, see Master Response to 
Comment-1. The commenter’s observation about a compromise in public safety due to an 
increase in emergency response time is noted.  The potential indirect impacts to emergency 
access as a result of the traffic congestion in Folsom due to the four alternatives analyzed in the 
EIS are addressed in Section 3.10.2. 
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COMMENT: SCOTT, TOM 
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RESPONSE: SCOTT, TOM 

Scott, T.-1 
The commenter’s recommendation to reopen Folsom Dam Road under Restricted Access 
Alternative 2 is noted. In the Final EIS, Restricted Access Alternative 2 has been designated the 
Preferred Alternative. 

Scott, T.-2 
The connectivity that Folsom Dam Road provided between Folsom-Auburn Road and East 
Natoma Street prior to its closure in February 2003 has been described in Section 3.1.1 of the 
EIS.  The effects to travel and traffic congestion as a result of the road closure are described in 
Section 3.1.1.3 of the EIS. 

Scott, T.-3 
The EIS analyzes the potential effects of the four alternatives on the local economy.  The EIS 
also describes local economic conditions before and after the February 2003 road closure. 
Impacts to businesses are analyzed in Section 3.4.2 of the EIS. To the extent that declines in 
business revenues are not offset by increases in revenues for other Folsom businesses, there will 
be a reduction in revenues (in the form of taxes, primarily) to the City of Folsom. Additionally, 
as noted by the City of Folsom, costs associated with measures taken to improve traffic 
conditions also impact net revenues. 

COMMENT: SEKIGAHAMA, GARY 
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RESPONSE: SEKIGAHAMA, GARY 

Sekigahama-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. 

In regard to the commenter’s perception of the security risk to Folsom Dam facilities, see Master 
Response to Comment-4. 

COMMENT: FLYNN, TIM 

RESPONSE: FLYNN, TIM 

Flynn-1
The commenter’s opinion about Reclamation’s assessment of the security risks to Folsom Dam 
Road facilities is noted. See Master Response to Comment-4 for a discussion of the security risks 
to Folsom Dam and Master Response to Comment-1 for a discussion of intangible effects on 
communities impacted by the road closure. 

The commenter’s opinion that Folsom Dam Road should be reopened is noted. In the Final EIS, 
Restricted Access Alternative 2 has been designated the Preferred Alternative. 
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COMMENT: HARPER, STEVE 

RESPONSE: HARPER, STEVE 

Harper-1
See Master Response to Comment-3 in regard to water access to Folsom Dam facilities. 

Harper-2
The commenter’s opinion that traffic congestion is adversely affecting businesses is noted. See 
Master Response to Comment-2. 

The commenter’s opinion that traffic congestion is negatively affecting the quality of life in the 
Folsom area is noted.  A detailed discussion of quality-of-life issues is provided in Master 
Response to Comment-1. 

Reclamation notes the commenter’s opinion that Folsom Dam Road should be opened for six 
hours a day during peak commute hours with special security measures. 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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Harper-3
Part of the purpose and need for the project is to “Minimize the security risks and maximize the 
safety of Folsom Dam and of the entire Sacramento metropolitan area downstream of the dam.” 
Reclamation believes, based on several independent security analyses conducted since 
September 2001, that there are security risks associated with uncontrolled access to Folsom Dam 
Road. Those risks affect not only the immediate vicinity of the facility but downstream resources 
in Sacramento County and are analyzed in the EIS. Therefore, public meetings were held both in 
Folsom and in Sacramento. 

Harper-4
The commenter’s opinion regarding the advertising for the public scoping meetings and the 
public comment meetings is noted.  As described in Appendix A of the EIS, advertisements for 
the public scoping open houses were run in the Sacramento Bee, Folsom Telegraph, El Dorado 
Telegraph, Roseville Tribune, and Granite Bay Tribune several days prior to the meetings. See 
Response to Anonymous-1 for further discussion of public outreach prior to the public hearings. 
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COMMENT: ISHAM, ALAN 

RESPONSE: ISHAM, ALAN 

Isham-1
The commenter’s opinion that the Folsom Dam Road should be reopened is noted. The EIS 
discusses the potential effects of reopening Folsom Dam Road as the No Action Alternative.   

Reclamation notes the commenter’s statements that his family’s quality of life has suffered and 
that traffic congestion has caused them to avoid downtown businesses since the road closure.
For a discussion of quality-of-life issues, see Master Response to Comment-1. 

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: LECLERE, MARK 

RESPONSE: LECLERE, MARK 

Leclere-1
The commenter’s observations about the increases in traffic congestion since the closure of 
Folsom Dam Road in February 2003 are noted.  Section 3.1.1.3 of the EIS discusses the traffic 
impacts that have occurred since the road closure. Approximately 9,000 vehicles per day were 
shifted to Rainbow Bridge and Lake Natoma Crossing, increasing the volumes of traffic on 
Folsom-Auburn Road and Riley Street through the center of Folsom Historic District. These 
roads, which already operated under poor conditions (Level of Service D or worse), were further 
congested by the dam road closure. Analysis of intersection operations indicated that the delay 
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on some intersections increased substantially such that a “metering” effect occurred (i.e. vehicles 
where not able to get through the intersection due to backup congestion from upstream 
intersections).

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. 

Leclere-2
In regard to the security risks to Folsom Dam from water access, see Master Response to 
Comment 3. 

Leclere-3
In regard to traffic route changes since the road closure and the effects of those changes on the 
quality of life of the residents on commute routes from Roseville to El Dorado Hills, see Master 
Response to Comment-1. 

COMMENT: PATRICK, CATHERINE 

RESPONSE: PATRICK, CATHERINE 

Patrick-1
The commenter’s opinion that Folsom Dam Road should be reopened during peak commute 
hours with special security measures 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: REED, JANE AND MIKE  

RESPONSE: REED, JANE AND MIKE 

Reed-1
The commenters’ 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.  For a complete description of Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access 
Alternative 2, please see Section 2.2.2 of the Final EIS. 

The commenters’ opinion regarding the lack of evidence of the security risks to Folsom Dam 
from passenger vehicles is noted.  As described in the Executive Summary of the EIS, the 
documentation that describes the security risks to Folsom Dam is classified and not available to 
the general public.  In addition, see Master Response to Comment-4. 

The effects of the road closure on local businesses are described in Section 3.4.2 of the EIS. Also 
see Master Response to Comment-2.  

The commenters state that the traffic conditions since the road closure have lengthened their 
workdays, caused them to avoid businesses in congested areas, and required them to alter both 
work and personal habits.  These and other quality-of-life issues are discussed in Master 
Response to Comment-1. 

The commenters’ observations about their increases in daily work-related commute times since 
the closure of Folsom Dam Road in February 2003 are noted.  Section 3.1.1 of the EIS describes 
the changes in traffic delays at several intersections in Folsom. 
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COMMENT: SETNIK, BOB (1 OF 2) 

RESPONSE: SETNIK, BOB (1 OF 2) 

Setnik (1)-1 
The commenter’s recommendation that Folsom Dam Road should be reopened is noted.  

In regard to the commenter’s statement about preventing further bankruptcy of businesses, see 
Master Response to Comment-2. 

COMMENT: WRINKLE, LARRY 

RESPONSE: WRINKLE, LARRY 

Wrinkle-1
The commenter’s recommendation to reopen Folsom Dam Road during peak commute hours 
with special security measures 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. 



Appendix E4 
 Public Comments and Responses

Page E4-77

The commenter’s opinion regarding the perception of security risks to Folsom Dam facilities is 
noted.  See Master Response to Comment-4. 

The commenter’s description of how the closure of Folsom Dam Road has affected his business 
is noted.  The effects of the February 2003 road closure on local businesses are described in 
Section 3.4.2 of the EIS.  Also see Master Response to Comment-2. 
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COMMENT: MARMINS, JEFF 
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RESPONSE: MARMINS, JEFF 

Marmins-1
The commenter’s recommendation to reopen Folsom Dam Road during peak hours with 
appropriate safety measures 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. 

Marmins-2
The commenter’s opinion about the economic effects of the road closure on the City of Folsom 
and surrounding communities is noted.  See Master Response to Comment-2.  The commenter’s 
opinion that any city traffic measures, rerouting, or signal changes will not help traffic 
congestion is also noted.  In regard to the statement that residents are frustrated with the traffic 
and how it is affecting access to life events, education, and community activities (quality of life), 
see Master Response to Comment-1. 

COMMENT: SEAMAN, ED 

RESPONSE: SEAMAN, ED 

Seaman-1
Pedestrians and bicyclists were not allowed on Folsom Dam Road before the February 2003 road 
closure. The road does not have any designated bicycle lanes and is not safe for use by 
pedestrians and bicyclists. Regardless of the alternatives selected in the Record of Decision, the 
road would remain closed to pedestrians and bicyclists. 
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COMMENT: TEL, LORI 

RESPONSE: TEL, LORI 

Tel-1
The commenter’s opinion that Folsom Dam Road should be reopened with special security 
precautions 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: CATALANO, VINNY 

RESPONSE: CATALANO, VINNY 

Catalano-1
The commenter’s opinion that Folsom Dam Road should be reopened with special security 
precautions 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. 

Catalano-2
The commenter’s opinion that cars on Folsom Dam Road pose a minimal security risk compared 
to the potential risk posed by a small plane or boat is noted. See Master Response to Comment-3. 
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COMMENT: DILLARD, BEVERLY 

RESPONSE: DILLARD, BEVERLY 

Dillard-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.  For a complete description of Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access 
Alternative 2, please see Section 2.2.2 of the Final EIS. 

Dillard-2
In regard to the commenter’s opinion that closing Folsom Dam Road to vehicle traffic does not 
make the dam safe, see Response to Spires-1. 

Dillard-3
The commenter’s opinion that Folsom Dam Road should be reopened to relieve pressure from 
growth is noted.  See Master Response to Comment-2. 
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COMMENT: BLACK, ELIZABETH AND DREW 
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RESPONSE: BLACK, ELIZABETH AND DREW 

Black-1
The comment that Folsom Dam Road should be reopened to pre-closure levels as a toll road to 
pay for added security measures is noted.  See Response to Armstrong-1. 

COMMENT: MOURITSEN, JUDY 
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RESPONSE: MOURITSEN, JUDY 

Mouritsen-1 
The comment that the residential streets of Folsom are crowded and the routing of traffic is 
inconsiderate is noted.  See Responses to Cronin-1 and Miller, L.-1.

Mouritsen-2 
The commenter’s opinion that the public is experiencing extreme hardship due to the road 
closure is noted.  For a discussion of quality-of-life issues, see Master Response to Comment-1. 

Mouritsen-3 
The commenter’s recommendation to reopen Folsom Dam Road until a new bridge is built 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: STORY, EDWIN L. 
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RESPONSE: STORY, EDWIN L. 

Story-1
The comment that Folsom Dam Road should be reopened even if on a limited basis 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. 

Story-2
The comment regarding the effect of the road closure on the businesses of Folsom is noted.  See 
Master Response to Comment-2. 
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COMMENT: CARROLL, TERRY 
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RESPONSE: CARROLL, TERRY 

Carroll-1
For a discussion of effects to businesses due to the road closure, see Master Response to 
Comment-2.  Intangible effects to quality of life are discussed in see Master Response to 
Comment-1. 
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Carroll-2
An increase in traffic accidents after the closure of Folsom Dam Road in February 2003 has been 
documented, as described in Section 3.1.1.3 of the EIS.  A 16 percent increase in traffic 
accidents was reported citywide by the City of Folsom Police Department in the 12 months 
following the road closure. 

Carroll-3
Traffic has been redirected in the vicinity of Folsom Dam Road due to the February 2003 road 
closure and the subsequent Traffic Calming Program instituted by the City of Folsom to alleviate 
traffic problems on some city streets. Meanwhile, growth in and around Folsom has continued, 
causing an increase in overall traffic volumes. As shown in the EIS, there has been an increase in 
traffic congestion and delays on roadway segments in Folsom’s historic district and other areas 
within the study area.

Reclamation’s decision to close Folsom Dam Road in February 2003 was an emergency security 
action taken on the basis of several independent security analyses that were conducted after 
September 2001. The decision was seen as necessary to fulfill Reclamation’s responsibility to 
protect and secure its facilities, communities in the vicinity of its facilities, and other important 
resources. The historical origin and intended use of Folsom Dam Road were not factors in this 
decision.

See Master Responses to Comment-3 and Comment-4 for further discussion. 

Carroll-4
The commenter’s opinion that the road should be reopened, at least during peak commute hours, 
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. 

Carroll-5
See Master Response to Comment-3 for a discussion of other forms of access to Folsom Dam. 

Carroll-6
See Response to Carroll-4. 
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COMMENT: SHARMA, RO 

RESPONSE: SHARMA, RO 

Sharma-1
The commenter’s opinion that Folsom Dam Road should be reopened is noted. 

The effects of the closure of Folsom Dam Road on local businesses are discussed in Section 
3.4.2 of the EIS.  Also see Master Response to 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: VAN ROOYAN, KIRK 

RESPONSE: VAN ROOYAN, KIRK 

Van Rooyan-1 
The commenter’s opinion regarding boat access to Folsom Lake is noted.  See Master Response 
to Comment-3. 

Van Rooyan-2 
The commenter’s opinion about opening the road with controlled or limited access 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: ZANETTA, FRED AND PAT 

RESPONSE: ZANETTA, FRED AND PAT 

Zanetta-1
The commenters’ opinion that the road closure has impacted the noise, traffic, and quiet comfort 
of their tenants in Folsom’s historic district is noted.  See Master Response to Comment-1 for a 
discussion of quality of life issues associated with the proposed action.  The environmental 
consequences and mitigation for noise are analyzed in EIS Sections 3.3.2 and 3.3.3 for each of 
the alternatives. 

Zanetta-2
The commenters’ statement that their tenants living on Mormon Street cannot access Riley Street 
because it has been blocked near their units is noted.  

Zanetta-3
The commenters’ statement that their tenants are inconvenienced by having to drive out of their 
way is noted.

Zanetta-4
The commenter’s recommendation of the Restricted Access Alternative 2  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: ALLEN, ROB 

RESPONSE: ALLEN, ROB 

Allen-1
The commenter’s opinion that the closure of Folsom Dam Road has had a negative effect on the 
community’s economy is noted.  An analysis of these effects is provided in Section 3.4.2 of the 
EIS.

For a discussion of the intangible effects of the road closure on the community and other quality-
of-life issues, see Master Response to Comment-1. 

Allen-2
The commenter’s suggestions about various ways to reopen Folsom Dam Road are noted. The 
EIS discusses the potential effects of reopening Folsom Dam Road during peak commute hours 
with special security measures under two alternatives, Restricted Access Alternative 2 and 
Restricted Access Alternative 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. 

Allen-3
The commenter’s suggestion to charge a toll to offset the costs of additional security for 
reopening Folsom Dam Road is noted. 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 the Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access Alternative 2 has not been analyzed. 
Design details for the alternatives would be developed if selected in the Record of Decision. 
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Allen-4
The estimated time required to inspect vehicles prior to allowing them to cross Folsom Dam 
under the Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access Alternative 2 and Restricted Access 
Alternative 3 is discussed in Sections 2.2.2 and 2.2.3 of the EIS. 

COMMENT: DEN DULK, JIM 

RESPONSE: DEN DULK, JIM 

den Dulk-1 
The commenter’s suggestion to reopen Folsom Dam Road during commute hours or all day 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: DUNNETT, CINDY 

RESPONSE: DUNNETT, CINDY 

Dunnett-1
Quality-of-life issues for residents of Folsom and the surrounding communities are discussed in 
Master Response to Comment-1. 

Dunnett-2
The commenter’s opinion about the negative effects of the Folsom Dam Road closure on the 
community’s economy and businesses is noted.  An analysis of these effects is provided in 
Section 3.4.2 of the EIS.  Also see Master Response to Comment-2. 

Dunnett-3
The commenter’s suggestion to reopen Folsom Dam Road during commute hours 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: ROMERO, RYAN 

RESPONSE: ROMERO, RYAN 

Romero-1
The commenter’s suggestion to reopen Folsom Dam Road during commute hours 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.

In regard to the commenter’s statement about the increase in commute time and its effect on the 
balance of his life, see Master Response to Comment-1. 

COMMENT: WATERS, JIM 
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RESPONSE: WATERS, JIM 

Waters-1
The commenter’s suggestion to reopen Folsom Dam Road during commute hours 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. 

Waters-2
The commenter’s opinion about the adverse effects of the Folsom Dam Road closure on the 
community’s economy and businesses is noted.  An analysis of these effects is provided in 
Section 3.4.2 of the EIS. Also see Master Response to Comment-2. 

COMMENT: AKINS, BETSY 

RESPONSE: AKINS, BETSY 

Akins-1
The EIS evaluated traffic conditions and identifies declines in levels of service and increased 
delays.  Traffic conditions before and after the road closure are discussed in Sections 3.1.1 and 
3.1.2.  Several commenters have stated that traffic congestion has affected the choices people 
make about where to shop, dine, or seek entertainment.  This issue is addressed further in Master 
Response to Comment-1. 

Akins-2
The commenter’s recommendation to reopen Folsom Dam Road during peak traffic times is 
noted.  In the Final EIS, Restricted Access Alternative 2 has been designated the Preferred 
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Alternative.  For a complete description of Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access Alternative 
2, please see Section 2.2.2 of the Final EIS. 

COMMENT: BISHARAT, LESLIE 

RESPONSE: BISHARAT, LESLIE 

Bisharat-1
The comment that Folsom Dam 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.

For a discussion of quality of life impacts and business and economic impacts associated with 
the proposed action please see Master Responses to Comment-1 and Comment-2. 

COMMENT: BOYD, SHARON 
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RESPONSE: BOYD, SHARON 

Boyd-1
The EIS states that Folsom Dam Road as well as the Lake Natoma Crossing and Rainbow Bridge 
are important crossings of the American River and Lake Natoma.  As described in Section 
3.1.1.3 of the EIS, approximately half of the 18,000 vehicles per day that traveled on Folsom 
Dam Road have shifted to the Rainbow Bridge and the Lake Natoma Crossing since February 
2003, resulting in increased traffic volumes on some roadways in downtown Folsom.  The 
operating conditions on these roads, which were already poor, were impacted by the closure 
action as noted by the commenter. 

Boyd-2
The commenter’s opinion 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.
Restrictions on access to Folsom Dam Road, both partial and full, require changes in traffic 
patterns.  Reclamation recognizes the intensity of these changes throughout the analysis 
presented in the EIS. However, a return to pre-2003 conditions with uncontrolled access to 
Folsom Dam Road also presents security risks that Reclamation deemed unacceptable at the time 
the road was closed. 

Boyd-3
Traffic and socioeconomic impacts since 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.

Boyd-4
The potential impacts to air quality from the each of the four alternatives are analyzed in Section 
3.2.2 of the EIS.  The existing and forecasted future traffic volumes described in Section 3.1 
were used to calculate the air quality impacts from the four alternatives.  As described in Section 
3.2.2, closure of the road results in an increase in emissions regionally but none of the proposed 
alternatives would result in exceedances of Federal or State ambient air quality standards, which 
were established to protect sensitive populations such as children and the elderly. 

An unrelated project, the Amtrak/Folsom Light Rail Project, will ultimately extend light rail 
service from downtown Sacramento to the City of Folsom.  In Folsom, stations are planned at 
Glenn Drive/Folsom Boulevard and in the historic downtown district.  This project and other 
regional transit options in the area are discussed in Section 3.1.1.1. 
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Boyd-5
The commenter’s recommendation to reopen Folsom Dam Road during peak traffic times 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: BRYTE, RON 

RESPONSE: BRYTE, RON 

Bryte-1
The commenter’s opinion about the perceived security risks to Folsom Dam facilities is noted.  
See Master Response to Comment-3.

Bryte-2
In Section 3.4.2 (under “Socioeconomic Effects Since 2003”), the EIS describes the 
socioeconomic effects that have occurred since the emergency closure of Folsom Dam Road in 
February 2003. 

Bryte-3
The commenter’s recommendation to reopen Folsom Dam Road with limited access 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: CALHOUN, KELLY 
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RESPONSE: CALHOUN, KELLY 

Calhoun-1
The commenter’s opinions about the perceived security risk to Folsom Dam are noted.  For 
details about Reclamation’s assessment of security risks to dam facilities, see Master Response 
to Comment-3. 

Calhoun-2
The commenter’s summary of conditions in Folsom is noted. These issues are addressed in the 
EIS.

Section 3.4.2 of the EIS describes the socioeconomic effects that have occurred since the 
emergency closure of Folsom Dam Road in February 2003.  Also see Master Response to 
Comment-2. 

Section 3.1.1.3 of the EIS discusses the extent of the traffic changes that have occurred since the 
February 2003 closure of Folsom Dam Road, including decreased levels of service and increased 
delays on certain roadways in Folsom’s historic district.  The traffic analysis includes changes 
that occurred after the implementation of the Folsom Historic District Traffic Calming Program.  
The 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; however, others have 
commented that the program limits access to their business establishments.   

Several commenters have noted that traffic congestion in Folsom’s historic district has prevented 
them from visiting the area for shopping or entertainment.  For a discussion of these and other 
intangible effects associated with traffic, see Master Response to Comment-1. 

Calhoun-3
The commenter’s recommendation to reopen Folsom Dam Road during rush hour with vehicle 
screening 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: CALLORI, STEVE 

RESPONSE: CALLORI, STEVE 

Callori-1
The commenter’s opinion about the perceived security risk to Folsom Dam facilities is noted.  
See Master Response to Comment-3. 

Callori-2
The commenter’s recommendation to reopen Folsom Dam Road during rush hour 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: CHURCHILL, SHIRLEY 

RESPONSE: CHURCHILL, SHIRLEY 

Churchill-1
The commenter’s recommendation to reopen Folsom Dam Road during rush hour 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. 

A toll for the use of Folsom Dam Road is not under consideration. 

COMMENT: COLLARD, WILLIAM 

RESPONSE: COLLARD, WILLIAM 

Collard-1
Socioeconomic impacts since February 2003 and future impacts associated with each of the four 
alternatives are discussed in Section 3.4.2 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 closure of Folsom Dam Road.  Changes in traffic patterns may have contributed to 
some of these losses. 
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Collard-2
The commenter’s statement that there must be a reasonable compromise between the long-term 
closure of Folsom Dam Road and the need to ensure the security of Folsom Dam facilities 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.  In addition to the 
Long-Term Closure Alternative (the long-term closure of Folsom Dam Road) and the No Action 
Alternative (a return to pre-2003 conditions with uncontrolled access to Folsom Dam Road), the 
EIS evaluates two restricted access alternatives that would both maintain access to the road and 
incorporate security features to increase the security of Folsom Dam facilities. Restricted Access 
Alternative 2 and Restricted Access Alternative 3 meet the basic purpose and need of controlling 
access to Folsom Dam facilities by implementing security features such as vehicle screening and 
inspections, security checkpoints, and limits on hours of access and types of vehicle that can use 
the road.  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: DANBERG, DENISE 

RESPONSE: DANBERG, DENISE 

Danberg-1 
The commenter’s recommendation to reopen Folsom Dam Road, if only for peak hours, is noted.  
Several commenters have described changes in traffic volumes and delay times following the 
closure of Folsom Dam Road, which are discussed in Section 3.1.1.3 and 3.1.2 of the EIS, and 
the economic effects of those traffic changes, which are addressed in Section 3.4.2.  Also see 
Master Response to 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: DOW, RORY 

RESPONSE: DOW, RORY 

Dow-1
The commenter’s recommendation to reopen Folsom Dam Road during commute hours 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: DRAPEAU, BARBARA 

RESPONSE: DRAPEAU, BARBARA 

Drapeau-1
The commenter’s statement about traffic conditions is noted.  The need to make a decision 
regarding public access to Folsom Dam Road came from security concerns and the safety risks to 
the integrity of the dam structure and to the people living and working in the area.  The Folsom 
Bridge Project (referred to in the Draft EIS as the Folsom Bypass Project), which is discussed in 
Section 3.11.2 of the EIS and scheduled to open in 2007/2008, is a related but separate project.
Although the new bridge will 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. Any 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. 

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: ABER, ELAINE

RESPONSE: ABER, ELAINE

Aber-1 and -2 
The commenter’s statements about conditions following the road closure are noted. 

Aber-3
Traffic conditions since the closure of Folsom Dam Road are discussed in Section 3.1.1.3. 



Appendix E4 
 Public Comments and Responses

Page E4-109

COMMENT: HILTON, SANDY 

RESPONSE: HILTON, SANDY 

Hilton-1
Several commenters have described changes in traffic volumes and delay times following the 
closure of Folsom Dam Road, which are analyzed in Section 3.1.2 of the EIS.  As shown in 
Table 3.1-2, Natoma Street between Folsom Boulevard and Sibley Street operated at a level of 
service (LOS D) deemed unacceptable by the City Folsom before the February 2003 closure of 
Folsom Dam Road. The level of service was further affected after implementation of the Folsom 
Historic District Traffic Calming Program.  

The commenter’s statements regarding conditions following the road closure are noted.  These 
and other intangible effects of traffic congestion are addressed in Master Response to Comment-
1.

The potential impacts to air quality from the each of the four alternatives are analyzed in Section 
3.2.2.  The existing and forecasted future traffic volumes described in Section 3.1 were used to 
calculate the air quality impacts from the four alternatives.  As described in Section 3.2.2, none 
of the proposed alternatives would result in exceedances of Federal or State ambient air quality 
standards. 

The commenter’s recommendation to reopen Folsom Dam Road with security measures during 
peak commute hours 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: HUDSON, LEANNA AND HOGAN, DOUG 

RESPONSE: HUDSON, LEANNA AND HOGAN, DOUG 

Hudson, L. and Hogan-1 
The commenters’ recommendation to reopen Folsom Dam Road during peak commute times 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: KOBERG, PAT 

RESPONSE: KOBERG, PAT 

Koberg-1
Several commenters have noted that traffic changes following the closure of Folsom Dam Road 
have negatively affected the overall quality of life for residents and businesses of the community.   
Effects to businesses are described in Section 3.4.2. Also see Master Response to Comment-2. 
Intangible effects of the road closure are discussed in detail in Master Response to Comment-1.

Several commenters have stated that the increases in traffic volume and delay time have caused 
short tempers and road rage.  The traffic analysis in the EIS discusses accident data in Section 
3.1.1.3. These issues are described further in Master Response to Comment-1. 
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COMMENT: LASIC, DAVID 
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RESPONSE: LASIC, DAVID 

Lasic, D.-1 
The commenter’s statement regarding traffic operations prior to the closure of Folsom Dam 
Road is noted. The operations of many of the affected roadways in Folsom were analyzed in 
Section 3.1 of the EIS. Table 3.1-2 shows the levels at which several roadway segments were 
operating before and after the closure of Folsom Dam Road. 

Lasic, D.-2 
As the commenter notes, Folsom Dam Road was constructed to provide maintenance access for 
the dam.  The construction and design features are considered inadequate for general traffic use, 
as stated in EIS Section 1.2.1.  The public use of Folsom Dam Road prior to its closure in 
February 2003 is described in Section 1.2.3 of the EIS. 

Lasic, D.-3 and -4 
The commenter’s opinion that Folsom Dam Road should remain closed is noted. 

Lasic, D.-5 and -6 
The EIS describes several factors that were identified that could have impacted businesses in 
Folsom, including in the historic district.  As discussed in Section 3.4.2, these factors include 
traffic growth and changes in traffic patterns, as well as unrelated changes in commercial growth 
outside of the historic district. 

Lasic, D.-7 
The commenter’s opinion that Folsom Dam Road should remain closed is noted. 
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COMMENT: LASIC, JUDITH 

RESPONSE: LASIC, JUDITH 

Lasic, J.-1 
The commenter’s opinion that Folsom Dam Road should remain closed is noted. 

Lasic, J.-2 and 3 
The commenter’s opinions that access to the businesses in Folsom’s historic district has 
improved with the addition of the Lake Natoma Crossing and that the businesses affected by the 
Folsom Dam Road closure are also being adversely affected by newer shopping and dining areas 
are noted. As stated in Section 3.4.2 of the EIS, it is difficult to associate reported declines in 
business revenues since the road closure to a single cause. See Master Response to Comment-2. 
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Lasic, J.-4 
The commenter’s opinion that the increase in traffic and commute times is due to the growth in 
the area without improvements in the highway and roadway system is noted. Sections 3.1.1.2 and 
3.4 of the EIS describe how the populations of Folsom and nearby communities have 
substantially increased and how the functionality and operations of the primary arterial roadways 
in the area have declined over the past decade. 

Lasic, J.-5 
The commenter’s opinion that Folsom Dam Road should remain closed is noted. 

COMMENT: MORRIS, DIANE 

RESPONSE: MORRIS, DIANE 

Morris-1
The commenter’s opinion that the Folsom Dam 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: MOURISKI, MICHAEL 

RESPONSE: MOURISKI, MICHAEL 

Mouriski-1
The commenter’s opinion that Folsom Dam Road should be reopened during peak commute 
hours with special security measures 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: PARRISH, SUSAN 

RESPONSE: PARRISH, SUSAN 

Parrish-1
The commenter’s opinion that Folsom Dam 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: PAULEY, LAUREN 

RESPONSE: PAULEY, LAUREN 

Pauley, L.-1 
The analysis presented in Section 3.1.1.3 discusses the extent of the traffic changes that have 
occurred since the February 2003 road closure. 

Pauley, L.-2 
The commenter’s opinion that the Folsom Dam 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: PAULEY, MARY 

RESPONSE: PAULEY, MARY 

Pauley, M.-1 
The commenter’s opinion that the Folsom Dam 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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Pauley, M.-2 and -3 
The EIS evaluated traffic conditions and identifies declines in levels of service and increased 
delays.  The extent of the delays described in this and the previous comment letter are noted. 

Pauley, M.-4 
Quality-of-life issues for residents of El Dorado Hills, Folsom, and other areas are discussed in 
Master Response to Comment-1.  

COMMENT: PERKES, ALLISON 

RESPONSE: PERKES, ALLISON 

Perkes-1
The commenter’s opinion that the 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.  For a complete description of Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access 
Alternative 2, please see Section 2.2.2 of the Final EIS. 

Perkes-2
The impacts of the road closure on the quality of life of local residents and business owners are 
discussed in Master Responses to Comment-1 and Comment-2.  Local business impacts are 
described in Section 3.4.2. 
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COMMENT: POIMIROO, JOAN AND JOHN 

RESPONSE: POIMIROO, JOAN AND JOHN 

Poimiroo-1
The commenter’s opinions regarding the security risks to Folsom Dam facilities 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. The long-term decision associated with access to Folsom Dam Road 
will take into account the security issues as well as the environmental consequences associated 
with each of the alternatives considered.  The risk and impacts from a failure of Folsom Dam are 
discussed in EIS Section 1.2.2 and by resource area in Sections 3.1 through 3.10 under 
“Environmental Consequences” for the No Action Alternative. Also, see Master Response to 
Comment-4. 

Poimiroo-2
The EIS identifies changes in accident rates and traffic patterns (Sections 3.1.1.3 and 3.1.2) and 
effects to the local economy (Section 3.4.2) following the road closure.  The commenter’s 
opinion that Folsom Dam Road should be reopened to passenger vehicles 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: REINARD, KEVIN 

RESPONSE: REINARD, KEVIN 

Reinard-1
The commenter’s recommendation to reopen Folsom Dam Road 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. 

Traffic changes that have occurred since the February 2003 closure of Folsom Dam Road are 
discussed in Section 3.1.1.3 of the EIS. The commenter’s statement regarding how traffic 
congestion in Folsom has affected his quality of life is noted. For a discussion of quality-of-life 
issues, see Master Response to Comment-1. 
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Reinard-2
In regard to the commenter’s opinions about security risks to Folsom Dam facilities, see Master 
Response to Comment-3. 

COMMENT: SAWA, KATRINA 

RESPONSE: SAWA, KATRINA 

Sawa-1
See Response to Miller, L.-1 regarding traffic congestion and commute times during off-peak, 
noncommute hours. 
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Sawa-2
See Master Response to Comment-1 for a detailed discussion of traffic and associated quality-of-
life impacts, including the opportunity cost of time lost in traffic. 

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.  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: SCOTT, EVANGELINE 

RESPONSE: SCOTT, EVANGELINE 

Scott, E.-1 
The commenter’s recommendation to reopen Folsom Dam Road during peak hours with 
appropriate safety measures 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. 

Scott, E.-2 
The commenter’s opinion about the economic effects of the road closure on the City of Folsom 
and surrounding communities is noted.  See Master Response to Comment-2.  The commenter’s 
opinion that any city traffic measures, rerouting, or signal changes will not help traffic 
congestion is also noted.  The statement that residents are frustrated with the traffic and how it is 
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affecting access to life events, education, and community activities (quality of life) is noted.  See 
Master Response to Comment-1. 

COMMENT: SETNIK, BOB (2 OF 2) 

7
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RESPONSE: SETNIK, BOB (2 OF 2) 

Setnik (2)-1
The commenter’s statements regarding changes in business conditions after the road closure are 
noted.  Similar comments were observed in the survey of businesses conducted for the EIS, as 
described in Section 3.4.2 (“Socioeconomic Effects Since 2003”) and Table 3.4-10.  However, as 
described in Section 3.4.2, a number of limitations make it infeasible to precisely quantify the 
effects of the road closure on businesses.  These limitations include variables unrelated to the 
road closure that affect traffic congestion, such as population increases and residential and 
commercial growth.  Another limitation is the inability to obtain confidential business records to 
determine intraregional and interregional business competition and demand trends.  

Setnik (2)-2
The comment that boat and airspace access to Folsom Dam facilities have not been limited is 
noted.  See Master Response to Comment-3. 

Setnik (2)-3
Reclamation is not aware of any formal agreement to provide public access to Folsom Dam 
Road.  See Response to Sprouse-1.

Setnik (2)-4
The commenter’s statement that the Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access Alternative 2 and 
Restricted Access Alternative 3 will not help local businesses is noted.  This issue is discussed in 
Master Response to Comment-2. 

Setnik (2)-5
The commenter’s recommendation to reopen Folsom Dam Road from 6:30 a.m. to 7:00 p.m., 
including weekends, and for extending evening hours for part of the year 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. 

Setnik (2)-6
Section 3.1.1.3 of the EIS states that the City of Folsom Police Department reported a 16 percent 
increase in traffic accidents citywide in the 12 months following the Folsom Dam Road closure.  
No data is available on the demographics of those involved in the accidents; however, the EIS 
states that Folsom Dam Road as well as the Lake Natoma Crossing and Rainbow Bridge served 
as important travel routes for commuters from El Dorado, Placer, and Sacramento Counties. 
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Setnik (2)-7
The comment that the new bridge below Folsom Dam should be funded in part by the residents 
of El Dorado, Placer, and Sacramento Counties is noted.  The EIS does not address any aspect of 
the Folsom Bridge Project as an alternative because, although it would provide additional traffic 
capacity, it does not address the purpose and need of controlling access to the Folsom Dam 
facility. 

COMMENT: SIMONSEN, SHERRYL AND LARRY 

RESPONSE: SIMONSEN, SHERRYL AND LARRY 

Simonsen-1 
See Master Response to Comment-1 for a detailed discussion of traffic and associated quality-of-
life issues. The commenter’s opinion that Folsom Dam 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: SOUTHWORTH, LOUISE 

RESPONSE: SOUTHWORTH, LOUISE 

Southworth-1 
The commenter’s opinion that Folsom Dam Road should be reopened is noted.  The impacts to 
traffic associated with each of the four alternatives are analyzed in Section 3.1.2 of the EIS. 

Southworth-2 
See Response to Armstrong-1. 
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COMMENT: STEVENS, MIKE 

RESPONSE: STEVENS, MIKE 

Stevens-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.  For a complete description of Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access 
Alternative 2, please see Section 2.2.2 of the Final EIS. 

Stevens-2 and -3 
The issue of traffic impacts on local businesses is discussed in Master Response to Comment-2. 

Stevens-4
See Response to Stevens-1. 

COMMENT: THOMAS, ROB 
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RESPONSE: THOMAS, ROB 

Thomas-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.  For a complete description of Preferred Alternative—Restricted Access 
Alternative 2, please see Section 2.2.2 of the Final EIS. 

COMMENT: TOM 

RESPONSE: TOM 

Tom-1
The commenter’s statement that Folsom Dam Road should remain closed is noted. 
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COMMENT: VERNON, ROB 

RESPONSE: VERNON, ROB 

Vernon-1
The commenter’s opinion that Folsom Dam Road should remain closed is noted. 

The commenter’s opinion about the forecasted increase in traffic congestion as a result of the 
closure of the Folsom Dam Road is also noted.  Section 3.1.2 of the EIS describes the forecasted 
increases in traffic congestion along roadways and intersections in Folsom, including the 
intersection of Folsom-Auburn Road and Greenback Lane. 

COMMENT: ZEDLITZ, SHERRY 

RESPONSE: ZEDLITZ, SHERRY 

Zedlitz-1
The commenter’s opinion that Folsom Dam Road should be reopened is noted. 



Appendix E4 
 Public Comments and Responses

Page E4-131

The commenter’s opinion that traffic congestion caused by the February 2003 closure of Folsom 
Dam Road has had a negative effect on businesses is noted.  See Master Response to Comment-
2.

COMMENT: WOPPERT, EVON BARRIS 

RESPONSE: WOPPERT, EVON BARRIS 

Woppert-1
The commenter’s opinion that Folsom Dam Road should be reopened is noted. 

The commenter’s opinions regarding the need to secure the entire perimeter of Folsom Lake and 
the potential that a motor vehicle could be used to destroy Folsom Dam are noted.  See Master 
Response to Comment-3. 
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COMMENT: HUDSON, DON 
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RESPONSE: HUDSON, DON 

Hudson, D.-1 
See Master Response to Comment-5. 

Hudson, D.-2 
The commenter’s opinion recommending the reopening of Folsom Dam Road, including 
Restricted Access Alternative 2, 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: SUMMERS, RUNI 

RESPONSE: SUMMERS, RUNI 

Summers-1
The commenter’s opinion that Folsom Dam Road should remain closed is noted. 
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COMMENT: O'DAY, RICHARD 
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RESPONSE: O'DAY, RICHARD 

O'Day-1
The commenter’s opinion that Folsom Dam Road should remain closed is noted. 


