
 
 
 

Appendix A 
Comments on the Draft Supplemental EIS/EIR 

 



 
 
 

Federal Agencies 
 







SUMMARY OF EPA RATING DEFINITIONS* 

 
This rating system was developed as a means to summarize the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) 

level of concern with a proposed action.  The ratings are a combination of alphabetical categories for evaluation of 

the environmental impacts of the proposal and numerical categories for evaluation of the adequacy of the 

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). 

 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT OF THE ACTION 

 

"LO" (Lack of Objections) 

The EPA review has not identified any potential environmental impacts requiring substantive changes to the 

proposal.  The review may have disclosed opportunities for application of mitigation measures that could be 

accomplished with no more than minor changes to the proposal. 

 

"EC" (Environmental Concerns) 

The EPA review has identified environmental impacts that should be avoided in order to fully protect the 

environment. Corrective measures may require changes to the preferred alternative or application of mitigation 

measures that can reduce the environmental impact.  EPA would like to work with the lead agency to reduce these 

impacts. 

"EO" (Environmental Objections) 

The EPA review has identified significant environmental impacts that should be avoided in order to provide 

adequate protection for the environment.  Corrective measures may require substantial changes to the preferred 

alternative or consideration of some other project alternative (including the no action alternative or a new 

alternative).  EPA intends to work with the lead agency to reduce these impacts. 

 

"EU" (Environmentally Unsatisfactory) 

The EPA review has identified adverse environmental impacts that are of sufficient magnitude that they are 

unsatisfactory from the standpoint of public health or welfare or environmental quality.  EPA intends to work with 

the lead agency to reduce these impacts. If the potentially unsatisfactory impacts are not corrected at the final EIS 

stage, this proposal will be recommended for referral to the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ). 

 

ADEQUACY OF THE IMPACT STATEMENT 

 
"Category 1" (Adequate) 

EPA believes the draft EIS adequately sets forth the environmental impact(s) of the preferred alternative and those of 

the alternatives reasonably available to the project or action. No further analysis or data collection is necessary, but the 

reviewer may suggest the addition of clarifying language or information. 

 

"Category 2" (Insufficient Information) 

The draft EIS does not contain sufficient information for EPA to fully assess environmental impacts that should be 

avoided in order to fully protect the environment, or the EPA reviewer has identified new reasonably available 

alternatives that are within the spectrum of alternatives analysed in the draft EIS, which could reduce the 

environmental impacts of the action.  The identified additional information, data, analyses, or discussion should be 

included in the final EIS. 

"Category 3" (Inadequate) 

EPA does not believe that the draft EIS adequately assesses potentially significant environmental impacts of the 

action, or the EPA reviewer has identified new, reasonably available alternatives that are outside of the spectrum of 

alternatives analysed in the draft EIS, which should be analysed in order to reduce the potentially significant 

environmental impacts. EPA believes that the identified additional information, data, analyses, or discussions are of 

such a magnitude that they should have full public review at a draft stage. EPA does not believe that the draft EIS is 

adequate for the purposes of the NEPA and/or Section 309 review, and thus should be formally revised and made 

available for public comment in a supplemental or revised draft EIS. On the basis of the potential significant impacts 

involved, this proposal could be a candidate for referral to the CEQ. 

 
*From EPA Manual 1640, Policy and Procedures for the Review of Federal Actions Impacting the Environment. 
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From: Michael Harris [mailto:blackagriculture@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Friday, December 18, 2009 4:46 PM 
To: Finnegan, Michael R; Denes, Janet C; See, Matthew A 
Cc: mweiser@sacbee.com 
Subject: Mormon Island Dam and Mormon Island Relocation Cemetery 
  

  

December 18, 2009 
  
Please share the process for submitting comments for the record to the Environmental Impact Report. 
  
My concern is including the missing contributions of the Black California Pioneers, including Leidesdorff Ranch, 
Historic Negro Hill town and residents of the many other Gold Rush era towns not mentioned in the EIR. 
  
The town of Mormon Island burned to the ground in the mid 1800's and the region history is incomplete.  
  
This background is essential to even consider mitigation of past egreious mistake with Folsom Dam was originally 
built. 
  
Today in Mormon Island Relocation Cemetery, 36 grave markers read, Unknown, moved from Nigger Hill Cemetery, 
by the U.S. Government in 1954. 
  
The U.S. Civil Rights at was signed in 1957 and today the Civil Rights Division of the U.S. Attorney General Office 
may find a violation in need of correction. 
  
The many positive benefits of the needed repairs could include repairing dignity and respect for the contributions of 
California Black Pioneers in the Gold Rush Era. 
  
http://www.indybay.org/newsitems/2009/12/16/18632849.php 
  
Michael Harris, Project Director 
Negro Hill Burial Ground Project 
(919) 259-9888 
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FW Dam Upgrade.txt
From: Porter, Stacy
Sent: Wednesday, January 06, 2010 11:56 AM
To: Wilkins, Suzanne
Subject: FW: Dam Upgrade

-----Original Message-----
From: See, Matthew A [mailto:msee@usbr.gov]
Sent: Monday, January 04, 2010 10:05 AM
To: Oliver Deegan
Cc: Schroeder, Robert L; Ghelfi. Pete (MSA)
Subject: RE: Dam Upgrade

Mr. Oliver Deegan,

Your comments on the Mormon Island Auxiliary Dam (MIAD) Modification Project 
have been received and will be included in the administrative record in the 
Environmental Impact State/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) for the 
project. 

Comments on the MIAD Modification Project will be accepted until Tuesday, 
January 19, 2010. If you have any additional comments please submit them to 
Matthew See at the Bureau of Reclamation, Central California Area Office, 7794 
Folsom Dam Road, Folsom, CA 95630-1799, or e-mailed to msee@usbr.gov, or faxed 
to 916-989-7208.

Please provide me with your contact information and mailing address, if you 
wish to be included on the mailing list for the MIAD Project.
 
Thank you,
Matthew See

____________________________
Matthew See
Bureau of Reclamation, CCAO
916.989.7198

-----Original Message-----
From: Oliver Deegan [mailto:odeegan@starstream.net]
Sent: Monday, December 21, 2009 1:20 PM
To: See, Matthew A
Subject: Dam Upgrade

I read with great interest the article in the Sacramento Bee on Dec. 18 re. 
the upgrade of the Mormon Island Dam.  I don't have any comments about that 
project, but I do have some input re. the Warm Springs Dam in Sonoma county 
and I thought that the USBR might be interested.

I am a retired U.S. Probation Officer, now living in Placer county, and in my 
work as a USPO, many years ago I was assigned the case ( false information on 
a loan application, I believe) of an individual who had worked on the building 
of the Sonoma county dam.  He disclosed to me that when the dam was under 
construction, the soil compaction was found to be unstable in several areas.  
He stated that when such areas were found the area was supposed to be re-
compacted for at least 100 feet in diameter. 
This was not done, he said.  The areas were only re-compacted for up to 10 
feet in diameter.  He was concerned that an earthquake would cause serious 
problems.  At the time, I reported this information to the U.S. Attorney's 
Office in the N.D. of CA, San Francisco, and to the then Congressman's Office.  
To my understanding, no new action was undertaken following this disclosure.

Oliver Deegan 
Page 1



Castro 1-9-2010.txt

From: Dave Castro [mailto:dcastroz@comcast.net]  
Sent: Saturday, January 09, 2010 4:15 PM 
To: See, Matthew A 
Subject: Folsom Lake Level - 2010

Hello Mr See -
 It was good to meet you at the December Mormon Island Aux Dam community meeting in 
Folsom. I 
recall discussing lake levels with you, regarding my involvement with bass fishing 
tournaments on 
Folsom Lake, and hearing that the the MIAD Safety project would not drive the lake 
levels.
Our annual bass fishing tournament counts on the lifting of water speed limits (5 
mph) that are imposed 
when the lake levels are below 400 ft elevation, so understanding the plans is key 
for us to determine 
whether we will be able to hold a tournament (fundraiser) this year.
Could you please let me know whom the best contact would be for finding out what the
plans are for the 
lake levels this Spring?
Also, would you please confirm that 
 
Thank you for your help, 
Dave Castro
President, Golden State Bass Club
and resident of Folsom.
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January 12, 2010 
 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Matthew See 
Central California Area Office 
7794 Folsom Dam Rd. 
Folsom, CA. 95630-1799 
Re: American River Watershed Project Folsom Dam Raise/Folsom Dam Bridge and MIAD 
 
Dear Mr. See, 
 
As I mentioned in my March 26, 2008 letter, I applaud those individuals that had  the fortitude to get this 
much needed project into the actual   construction stage.  Flood control and dam safety are obvious  
priorities.  However, the obligations for public access and recreation around  the reservoir must also be 
addressed.    
 
Please retain the user designation on trails rerouted as a result of the MIAD Project, either 
equestrian/hiking only or multiuse.  If multiuse, then the reroute trail be constructed with safety in mind., 
i.e.  a good dirt base, a very wide trail width to accommodate not only passage of different users but also 
escape zones, and good site distances.   
 
This letter  also serves to inform and provide notice to the overarching lead agencies of the entire Folsom 
Dam Raise/ Folsom Bridge Project  that an important trail segment relative to the historical Trail System 
on the west side of Folsom Reservoir and the American River  has been cut off  and destroyed due to the 
construction of the new Folsom Dam Bridge.  This segment is located under the west end of the new 
Folsom Dam Bridge.  A class 1, paved two lane bike trail  has been built in the area but  the dirt 
equestrian/hiker trail has not been rebuilt.  The Trail that has now been cut off has historical roots. 
Whether this is the exact location of the original Pioneer Trail or the reroute due to the building of Folsom 
Dam in the 1950's is not clear.  While records from the 1850's are difficult to locate, what we do know is 
that the American River and human activity via trails are inexorably linked throughout the length of the  
this River.  The historical importance and longevity of this Trail is evidenced by California Historical 
Landmark #585 "Pioneer Express Trail"  near  mile marker 33 placed May 5, 1957 and references in the 
National Trail data base as "Western States Pioneer Trail", designated December 5, 1975, 50 miles linear, 
Sacramento.    
 
This trail has been in constant use for at least 50 years and serves as the southern portion of the route of 
the American River endurance ride, the oldest endurance ride in the United States, I believe in it's 50th 
year as well. 
 
The American River/ Middle Fork American River Watershed Trail System in the Folsom Lake 
Recreation Area connects south to Sacramento and north to nationally known trails such as the Pacific 
Crest Trail, the Western States Trail, and the Tahoe Rim Trail.  Thus the loss of  this  local trail segment  
not only creates a multitude of local problems but also has a regional impact. 
 
I request that  the agencies responsible for  the American River Watershed Project/ Folsom Dam 
Raise/Folsom Bridge Project rebuild the destroyed hiker/equestrian trail in a timely manner.  
   
Thank-you, 
 
Patricia Gibbs 
cc: Army Corps of Engineers,   Central Valley Flood Protection Board 
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Porter, Stacy

From: Porter, Stacy
Sent: Monday, January 25, 2010 2:48 PM
To: Porter, Stacy
Subject: FW: Mormon Island Dam Question

 

From: Dave and Susan Comstock [mailto:dandscomstock@comcast.net]  
Sent: Saturday, January 23, 2010 3:23 PM 
To: See, Matthew A 
Subject: Mormon Island Dam Question 
 
The two articles I’ve read about the upgrades to the Mormon Island Dam indicate two separate projects with the 
first one taking about two years.  I don’t remember seeing anything on the time needed for the second part.  
 
I walk on the top of the current dam almost every day and I’d like to know if there are any plans to keep some 
part open for walking, biking etc. during construction.  If not, does this mean it will be totally off limits to the 
public for several years and no way to get between Browns Ravine and Folsom Point? 
 
Thank you, 
 
Dave Comstock 




