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Letter Wickland Pipelines, LLC
Bl Daniel E. Hall
Response October 13, 2009

B1-1 SAFCA is aware of the location of the jet fuel pipeline and would implement measures to reduce
the potential of accidental damage or release. See Mitigation Measure 4.15-c, “Review Design
Specifications and Prepare and Implement an Impact Avoidance and Contingency Plan in
Consultation with Wickland Pipelines, LLC,” in the Phase 4a DEIS/DEIR.

B1-2 Relocation of the jet fuel pipeline is not part of the Phase 4a Project.

B1-3 The requested text is revised.

B1l-4 The requested text is revised.

B1-5 SAFCA anticipates that Wickland Pipelines, LLC would attend weekly construction meetings

that will be held during construction of the Phase 4a Project. Thus, Wickland Pipelines, LLC
would have knowledge of the construction schedule and can make arrangements to observe
construction activities within 20 feet of the jet fuel pipeline.

B1-6 Costs associated with modifications and additions to the jet fuel pipeline shutoff valve are not a
NEPA/CEQA issue and will be determined at an appropriate time before project construction
begins.
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SAFCA Board of Directors
Sacramento County Board of Supervisors

I again want to complain bitterly about SAFCA’s treatrment
of the people who live in the area in which they are seizing properly.

SAFCA seems to be able to obtain millions of dollars to protect

the habitat of the Swenson hawk and the giant garter snake,

even some of the old trees along the river. This seems to be “politically
correct.” However, they cheat the PEOPLE who have lived in this area for
years. They do not offer just compensation for the land and homes

that they are taking This is the reason for the many eminent domain
actions that are currently pending. I would hope that some politicians
would consider it “politically correct” to protect the PEOPLE who live

in this area. Don’t we deserve the consideration and the protection

of our “habitat” equal to that of a parter snake?

SATCA madc an offer for my home of 57 years in an amount that was not
cven half enough to purchase a buildable lot on Garden Highway, let alone
enough to rebuild my home and garden. They have made sintilarly low
bids for compensation to my friends and neighbors who have been served
with eminent domain actions. These actions were approved by

the board of supervisors without comment. They “rubber stamped”
everything SAFCA asked for with no concern for the people whose lives
were adversely atfected.

Aren’t there any politicians with concem for the PEOPLE?

Frances Tennant

2196 Garden Highway
Sacramento, CA 95833
(916) 922-6080
francestenn@yahoo.com

11-1
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Letter

11 Frances Tennant
Response September 17, 2009

11-1 The commenter’s property is located within the footprint of the Phase 4b Project (not the Phase
4a Project), which will be the subject of a separate EIS/EIR to be issued in early 2010. As noted
in Section 2.3.8, “Lands, Easements, Relocations, and Rights-of-Way,” in the Phase 4a
DEIS/DEIR, privately owned lands required to implement the Phase 4a Project would be acquired
in fee. Real property acquisition and relocation services would be accomplished in accordance
with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, (42
USC 4601 et seq.) and implementing regulation, 49 CFR Part 24; and California Government
Code Section 7267 et seq.
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Subject: FW: Plate 2-12, NLIP Phase 4a Landside Improvements Project
Date: Monday, September 28, 2009 1:16:12 FM

From: Adams/Amioka [mailto:vibrocount@lanset.com]

Sent: Monday, September 28, 2009 8:08 AM

To: Bassett. John (MSA)

Subject: Re: Plate 2-12, NLIP Phase 4a Landside Improvements Project

Re: Plate 2-12, Potential Fisherman's Lake Habitat Complex Development
NLIP Phase 4a Landside Improvements Project

Mr. Bassett:

The crosshatching representing proposed woodland appears to go directly
through my mather's home in Reach 14 just south of Radio Road. We are hoping
that this is an inadvertent oversight not recognizing the longtime residence 12-1
and related structures on this property, and one that can be corrected with
a revised map. What can we do to make sure the revision occurs?

Thank you,

Ann Amioka
Concemed Daughter
291 River Run Circle
Sacramento, CA 95833
{916} 929-7843 (home}
{916} 501-2949 {cell}
{916} 930-1234 {work)
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Letter

12 Ann Amioka
Response September 28, 2009

12-1 A SAFCA representative has met with the commenter to discuss her concerns regarding the Phase
4a Project’s effects on her mother’s property. As discussed with the commenter, SAFCA would
only acquire a portion of the commenter’s mother’s property (not including the residence) for the
Phase 4a Project.
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The MKG Trust

4140 Garden Highway
Sacramento, California 95834
12 October 2009

Mr. John Bassett

Sacramento Area Flood Control-Agency
1007 7t Street, 7 Floor

Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: Riverside Canal and Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Draft
Environmental Impact Report (DEIS/DEIR) for Natomas Levee improvement
Program, Phase 4a Landside Improvements Project

Cear John,

Ross Oliveira and | met with you on 28 August 2009 and discussed the
proposed Riverside Canal that would ¢ross our property. The DEIS/DEIR
describes pipelines being installed in certain areas in Reaches 128-13 and 13-1
elsewhere and we request to be involved in the decision process prior to any
final approvais that would affect our property. Our preference would be for a
pipeline to be installed across our property.

Additionally, after reading through the DEIS/DEIR, 1 would like to point out that
there are mulitipie start dates documented in the report. On page 2-48, the
construction activity “relocation of ¢anal and removal of landside structures and 13-2
other facilities,” is estimated to begin on 1 May 2002 and end on 28 May 2009.
It alsa states on page 2-58, the “construction seasen schedule far the relocated
and extended Riverside Canal,” is estimated to begin in August and end In
January, Can you explain?

Please let us know when we can discuss how we can help to achieve our
objectives with the Phase 4a Landside iImprovements Project that will affect our

property.
Respectfully yours,
-
7L
Chrig J. Rufer
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Letter The MKG Trust
13 Chris J. Rufer
Response October 12, 2009

13-1 Comment noted; final design of the Riverside Canal is not yet complete.

13-2 Table 2-4, on page 2-48 of the Phase 4a Project DEIS/DEIR, provides a summary of the Phase 4a
Project’s Sacramento River east levee major construction activities and their anticipated
schedules. Canal relocation in the context of this table refers to irrigation conveyance features
generally associated with agriculture. This does not include the Riverside Canal, construction of
which is estimated to begin in August 2010 and end in January 2011 as shown in Table 2-7 on
page 2-56 of the Phase 4a DEIS/DEIR.
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September 30, 2009

Elizabeth Holland, Planning Division

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Sacramento District
1325 J Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject: Comments on Draft EIS/EIR, Natomas Levee Improvement Program,
Phase 4a Landside lmprovements Project

Diear Ms, 11olland,

My name is Roland L. Candee and 1 live on the Garden Highway in Sutter
County, Tobjectto the 1.8, Army Coms of Engineers giving pemmission to SAFCA to
procecd with the Natomas Levee Improvement Program.

You should include in your documentation your U.S, Army Corps of Engineers
August 28, 2009, letter to all interested parties as that letter contains whal amount to
admissions that this program is really a single project that is being improperly divided up
into phases because SAFCA views this approach as the “most practical and cost-
effective” way “to move forward as quickly as possible”. It is hard to imagine a clearer
example of connected actions than what is present here in the piecemcal approach being
taken by SAFCA, 40 C.F.R. Section 1508.23 requires that an agency consider the effects
ot connected actions within a single EIS. Obviously, building up part of the 42-mile
levee system for the Natomas basin would be a waste if the levee failed in any stretch of
those 42 miles as the whole basin would be flooded regardless of where the levee failed.
One of the obvious purposes of a single environmental review document 1s that such
would avoid confusion and your August 28, 2009 letter notes that the piecemeal approach
you are choosing to pursue is “confusing to the casual observer”. While [ am unaware of
any legal NEPA/CEQA status for a “casual observer”, your own documents admitting w
the comfusing nature of this piecemeal approach are very telling. Your executive
summary in the DEIS (pg. £8-1) tries to justify this approach by saying that each phase
has its own “independent utility”, yet fails to explain how there is any independent uility
to part of a levee being in place. Wouldn’t that be like saying one wall to a bathtub has
“independent urlity™™!

There continue to be deficiencies in the DEIS aleng the same lines as pointed out
in the comments from FEMA dated December 21, 2006, addressed to John Bassett at
SAFCA, Comments to SAFCA’s draft EIR on Local Funding Mechanisms for the
project. Under the cited authorities in the FEMA commeats, any development must not
increase base flood elevation levels and must document that any development would not
cause aay rise in base flood elevation levels, I pointed out the documentation in a prior
comment on this matter showing that there was some, albeit small, rise in base flood
elevation that would result from the project and got a response from SAFCA that SAFCA
had determined that .1 foot was the threshold level of significance. [ object toa
determination that .1 foot is the threshold leve!l of significance as “any” clearly means

[4-1

14-2
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any measurable amount — not any amount over .1 foot. [t any event, Table 4.5-5 and 4.5-
7 and 4,5-8 all currently document well aver .1 foot rises in base flood elevation levels at 14-2
many points and SAFCA should be estopped to now claim levels over .1 foot are not (Cont.)
signiticant, It is just obvious that raising the levee height shifis the flood risk away from
the Natomas basin ar the direct expense of those living, such as myself and my neighbors,
along the Sacramento River.

Under the circumstances, as a minimum, any permission or permits granted by the
LS. Army Corps of Engineers for the NLIF to proceed should require SAFCA to admit
that the property of myself and my neighbors who live on the waterside of the current 14-3
Garden Highway in areas where the levee is being raised is being inversely condemned
and SAFCA should proceed as required by law in an inverse condemnation situgtion,

Roland L. Candee
10411 Garden Highway
Sacramento, CA 95837

USACE NLIP Phase 4a Landside Improvements Project
Responses to Comments on the DEIS/DEIR 14-2 USACE



Letter

14 Roland Candee
Response September 30, 2009

14-1 See Response to Comment O1-1.

14-2 The Sacramento River does not carry a FEMA Floodway designation. Both the Sacramento and
Sutter County Floodplain Management Ordinances allow for increase in the base flood elevation
with notification outreach to affected property owners, and FEMA conditional letter of map
revision. The Sacramento County Floodplain Management Ordinance further states that
(applicable to urban streams) a 0.1-foot change in base flood water surface elevation shall be
considered to be zero impact. Sacramento County’s ordinance clarifies that Sacramento County
does not allow the 1-foot increase that FEMA allows in their minimum national policies; if there
would be greater than a 0.1-foot increase, a formal process would be required before Sacramento
County could consider allowing it. (Booth, pers. comm., 2009.)

See also Appendix K1, which includes the Phase 2 FEIR Master Response: “Hydraulic Impacts
of the NLIP.”

14-3 Comment noted. SAFCA will comply with all applicable laws.
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SAFCA Board of Directors Meeting Transcript 1
September 17, 2009

CLERK:

THE FIRST ITEM IS A PUBLIC HEARING - DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (STATE CLEARINGHOUSE #
2009032097) ON THE NATOMAS LEVEE IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM PHASE 4A
LANDSIDE IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT

TIM WASHBURN:

MADAM CHAIR, MEMBERS OF THE BOARD, TIM WASHBURN, DIRECTOR OF
PLANNING. THIS ITEM IS A PUBLIC HEARING ON THE DRAFT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT AND ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT FOR THE NATOMAS LEVEE IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM, LANDSIDE
IMPROVEMENT PROIJECT, PHASE 4A. I WILL GIVE A LITTLE OVERVIEW OF
WHAT'S IN THE PROJECT, ANSWER ANY QUESTIONS THE BOARD MAY HAVE
AND THEN ASK THE BOARD TO OPEN THE HEARING AND TAKE ANY
COMMENTS THAT THE PUBLIC MAY WANT TO OFFER ON THE DOCUMENT.
THESE OF COURSE WILL BE RECORDED AND WE WILL RESPOND TO THESE
COMMENTS WHEN THE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD ON THE DRAFT EIS/EIR
CLOSES.

THE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD COMMENCED ON AUGUST 28™, IT WILL END
ON OCTOBER 13™. AND SO, WE WILL TAKE ANY COMMENTS THAT ARE
OFFERED TODAY ORALLY, AND THEN OF COURSE ANY WRITTEN COMMENTS
THAT MAY BE SUBMITTED IN CONNECTION WITH THE DRAFT EIS/EIR AND
RESPOND TO THEM.

LET ME JUST GIVE A LITTLE, SARAH IF YOU COULD BRING UP THE
OVERHEAD, IT FITS BETTER SIDEWAYS, IF YOU DON'T MIND LOOKING AT
NATOMAS SIDEWAYS. SO, THIS IS THE NATOMAS BASIN, AS YOU KNOW
WE'VE SORTA MADE OUR WAY, PHASE 1 OF THE PROJECT, WE DID SOME
WORK IN 2007, 2008 IN PHASE 2 OF THE PROJECT ALONG THE CROSS
CANAL AND THE UPPER 4 MILES OF THE SACRAMENTO RIVER EAST LEVEE IS
UNDER WAY THIS SUMMER. PHASE 3 OF THE PROJECT, WHICH IF YOU CAN
SEE IT, IS IN GREEN HERE, JUST NORTH OF ELVERTA ROAD AND
EXTENDING DOWN JUST PAST INTERSTATE 5. PHASE 3 OF THE RROJECT,
THE FINAL EIR WAS CERTIFIED BY THIS BOARD, EARLIER THIS SUMMER.
THE FINAL EIS IS OUT FOR PUBLIC REVIEW AND WE EXPECT THE CORPS TO
ISSUE A RECORD OF DECISION ON THAT DOCUMENT, SOMETIME LATER
THIS YEAR, NOYEMBER OR DECEMBER.

THIS DOCUMENT, THIS DRAFT EIS/EIR IS PHASE 4A, WHICH EXTENDS
FROM JUST SOUTH OF INTERSTATE 5 AROUND PAST SAN JUAN ROAD DOWN
TO THE AREA JUST SOUTH OF SAN JUAN ROAD. IT'S THE AREA IN THE
COLOR ORANGE AND SO IT INVOLVES LEVEE RAISING AND UNDER SEEPAGE
IMPROVEMENTS, FROM THAT POINT JUST SOUTH OF I-5. THE LEVEE
RAISING IS PRETTY MUCH RESOLVED, AS WE GET TO POWERLINE ROAD,

PH
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SAFCA Board of Directors Meeting Transcript 2
September 17, 2009

AND THEN IT BECOMES A MATTER OF JUST ADDRESSING UNDER SEEPAGE
ISSUES AROUND THE SACRAMENTO RIVER EAST LEVEE, AS I SAY, TO THE
AREA SOUTH OF SAN JUAN ROAD.

IN ORDER TO DO THE LEVEE IMPROVEMENTS IN THIS REACH OF THE
SYSTEM, AS IN THE REACHES ABOVE, WE HAVE TO RELOCATE IRRIGATION
AND DRAINAGE FACILITIES TO ALLOW THE LEVEE IMPROVEMENTS TO GO
FORWARD S5O0 THERE IS5 A MAJOR RELOCATION OF THE RIVERSIDE
IRRIGATION CANAL, WHICH IS THIS AREA SHOWN IN ORANGE HERE, WE
ARE ACTUALLY, POTENTIALLY EXTENDING THE REACH OF THE RIVERSIDE
IRRIGATION CANAL, SO IT GOES FURTHER TO THE EAST, ACROSS THE
NOVAK PROPERTY THAT SAFCA OWNS AND THEN POTENTIALLY ACROSS THE
BUFFERLANDS OF THE AIRPORT. THE AIRPORT HAS EXPRESSED AN
INTEREST IN HAVING SURFACE WATER TO IRRIGATE THE BUFFERLANDS
SOUTH OF THE AIRPORT...

YES SIR?

JOHN SHIELS:
EXCUSE ME TIM, REFERRING BACK TO THE RIVERSIDE, YOU MEAN -
LANDSIDE?

TIM WASHBURN:
YES, LANDSIDE

WELL, IT'S CALLED THE RIVERSIDE CANAL, IT IS ON THE LANDSIDE OF THE
LEVEE. SO IT IS THE RIVERSIDE IRRIGATION CANAL, LANDSIDE OF THE
SACRAMENTO RIVER EAST LEVEE.

JIMMIE YEE:
IT'S ON THE SIDE OF THE RIVER.

TIM WASHBURN:
IT'S ON THE SIDE OF THE RIVER.

OKAY, SO THERE IS THE POTENTIAL FOR EXTENDING THE RIVERSIDE
CANAL AND ACTUALLY PROVIDING SURFACE WATER IRRIGATION TO THE
SOUTH AIRPORT BUFFERLANDS.

THE RELOCATION ACTUALLY IS REQUIRED FURTHER SOUTH AND IS
COVERED IN THE ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT, TAKING RIVERSIDE
RELOCATION ALL THE WAY DOWN TO ITS TERMINEST POINT NEAR THE 880
OVERCROSSING. YOU KNOW THE LEVEE IMPROVEMENTS, LEVEE RAISING,
AND SEEPAGE CONTROL ARE THE BASE FLOOD CONTROL PROJECT AND
RELOCATION OF THIS IRRIGATION FACILITY AND RELOCATION OF BOTH
RD1000'S DRAINAGE DISCHARGE PUMPS, SO WE HAVE PUMPING PLANT 5
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SAFCA Board of Directors Meeting Transcript 3
September 17, 2009

HERE, SOQUTH OF INTERESTATE 5 AND PUMPING PLANT 3, JUST WEST OF
FISHERMANS LAKE. THOSE 2 PUMPING PLANTS NEED TO BE RELOCATED
AND THE DISCHARGE PIPES RAISED OVER THE LEVEE.

AND THE WATER COMPANY HAS THE RIVERSIDE PUMPING PLANT HERE,
JUST WEST OF FISHERMANS LAKE ALSO THAT HAS TO BE RELOCATED,
IMPROVED AND THE PIPES RAISED OVER THE LEVEE, SO THESE ARE QUR
MAJOR PUMPING FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS THAT HAVE TO BE DONE AS
PART OF THIS PROJECT.

IN ADDITION, THERE ARE ANY NUMBER OF AGRICULTURAL WELLS IN THIS
REACH OF THE PROJECT, SINCE THERE IS NO SURFACE WATER DELIVERY
FROM THE SOUTHERLY POINT OF THE ELKHORN CANAL UP HERE, NORTH OF
ELKHORN BOULEVARD, ALL THE WAY DOWN TO WHERE THE RIVERSIDE
CANAL CURRENTLY COMMENCES. THERE ARE A LOT OF WELLS IN THE
PROJECT FOOTPRINT THAT ARE GOING TO BE RELOCATED OUT OF THE
PROJECT FOQTPRINT AND HAVE TO BE RE..., YOU KNOW WE HAVE TO PUT
NEW WELLS IN TO REPLACE THOSE. AND THEN WE ARE ADDING WELLS IN
THE VICINITY OF FISHERMANS LAKE IN CONNECTION WITH QUR BORROW
AND MITIGATION ENHANCEMENT PROGRAM IN THE AREA OF FISHERMANS
LAKE, THAT I WILL TALK ABOUT.

SO, THERE'S A LOT OF WELL RELOCATION AND WELL CONSTRUCTION. I
THINK WE'RE ESTIMATING AS MANY AS 13 TO 18 WELLS MAY BE DUG IN
CONNECTION WITH THIS PHASE OF THE PRQOJECT.

THE IMPROVEMENTS FOR UNDERSEEPAGE IN THIS REACH ARE LIKELY TO
BE PREDOMINANTLY EARTHERN BERMS. IT LOOKS AT THIS POINT LIKE
THERE WILL BE A LIMITED AMOUNT OF THE REACH WHERE WE WILL
ESTABLISH CUTOFF WALLS, PERHAPS ONLY IN THIS FAIRLY LIMITED AREA
IN REACH 12B DOWN TO 13 HERE, SO JUST SITTING ON EITHER SIDE OF
THE RD1000 PUMP PLANT 3 THERE WILL BE A CUTOFF WALL, OTHERWISE IT
LOOKS LIKE THE UNDERSEEPAGE OR MEDIATION MEASURE WILL BE AN
EARTHERN BERM.

THAT MEANS WE NEED A LOT OF SOIL MATERIAL TO SUPPORT THIS PHASE
OF THE PROJECT. AND THE CONCEPT IS, ALTHOUGH WE ARE SHOWING
MANY POSSIBLE BORROW LOCATIONS IN THIS REACH. THE MOST LIKELY
BORROW LOCATIONS ARE AROUND FISHERMANS LAKE, WHERE WE HAVE
IDENTIFIED 4 PARCELS IN PARTICULAR THAT APPEAR TO BE LARGE
ENOUGH IN SIZE, HAVE AN ADQUATE QUALITY AND QUANITY OF MATERIAL
AND CAN BE RECLAIMED TO MEET THE MITIGATION NEEDS OF THE PROJECT
THAT WQULD HELP TO EXPAND AND BE COMPATIBLE WITH THE REFUGE
PROPERTIES OF THE HCP THAT THE NATOMAS BASIN CONSERVANCY
CURRENTLY HAS AROUND FISHERMANS LAKE.

SO THE IDEA 1S, THEY HAVE APPROXIMATELY 250 ACRES OF
CONSERVATION LANDS JUST TO THE WEST OF FISHERMANS LAKE, WE ARE
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SAFCA Board of Directors Meeting Transcript 4
September 17, 2009

POTENTIALLY PROPOSING TO ADD ANOTHER 250 TO 300 ACRES OF LAND
THAT WOULD SERVE AS A SOURCE OF BORROW MATERIAL FOR THIS PHASE
OF THE PROJECT, AND THEN WOULD BE RECLAIMED TO EITHER MARSH
HABITAT, TO SWAINSON HAWK FORAGE HABITAT OR TO WOODLANDS THAT
WE NEED TO MEET OUR COMPENSATION REQUIREMENTS FOR THE PROJECT
AND ALL OF THAT WOULD OCCUR IN THE AREA AROUND FISHERMANS LAKE,
ESSENTIALLY EAST OF POWERLINE AND EXTENDING DOWN TO ABOUT
RADIO ROAD, JUST NORTH OF SAN JUAN ROAD.

THERE ARE OTHER PARCELS THAT WE'VE IDENTIFIED IN THE AREA THAT
MAY PROVIDE BORROW MATERIAL, BUT THAT WOULD NOT NECESSARILY BE
RECLAIMED FOR OUR COMPENSATION PURPOSES SOUTH OF FISHERMANS
LAKE — THE OLD WHITTER RANCH PROPERTY AND A PORTION OF THE LOS
RIOS COMMUNITY COLLEGE PROPERTY THAT IS NOW IN PRIVATE
OWNERSHIP, MIGHT PROVIDE ADDITIONAL BORROW MATERIAL FOR THIS
PHASE. LIKE I SAY, QUITE A BIT OF BORROW MATERIAL IS NEEDED HERE,
BUT AS WITH PRIOR PHASES OF THE PROJECT, IT LOOKS LIKE WE ARE IN A
GOOD POSITION FOR THAT BORROW MATERIAL TO BE MOVED TO THE
LEVEE IMPROVEMENT LOCATIONS EFFICIENTLY, OFF ROAD, WITHIN THE
PROJECT HAUL ROUTES, WHICH HAVE BEEN THE KEY TO GETTING VERY
GOOD BIDS ON MOVING THIS DIRT AROUND IN OUR LAST TWO CONTRACT
AWARDS.

SO, WE ARE HOPEFUL THAT WE WILL CONTINUE TO GET GOOD BIDS BY
PROVIDING THE LOCATION OF THE BORROW MATERIAL AND THE
PROXIMITY TO THE LEVEE SITES BEING ABLE TO REACH THE LEVEE SITES
OFF ROAD. WE HOPE WE WILL CONTINUE TO GET GOOD BIDS ON THE
BORROW MATERIAL.

SO, THIS PROJECT INVOLVES NOT ONLY AS I SAY, SUBSTANTIAL LEVEE
IMPROVEMENTS AND FOOTPRINT IMPROVEMENTS ALONG THE SACRAMENTO
RIVER EAST LEVEE, BUT VERY SUBSTANTIAL, OUR MOST SUBSTANTIAL
HABITAT COMPENSATION TO DATE. THIS WILL BE THE MAJOR HABITAT
CONSERVATION AREA FOR THE NATOMAS LEVEE IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
AROQOUND FISHERMANS LAKE.

JIMMIE YEE:

TIM I HAVE A QUESTION, BEFORE YOU MOVE ON TO SOME OTHER ITEM.
THIS THING ABOUT BORROW, FILL AND LOCATION, HAS THAT BEEN
TRANSMITTED TO THE AIRPORT? BECAUSE, I'M CONCERNED ABOUT BIRD
STRIKES.

TIM WASHBURN:

YAH, MAYBE I COULD SHOW THIS MAP JIMMIE. WE TOOK A LOOK AT THE
AIRPORT CRITICAL ZONE, WHICH IS SHOWN IN BLACK AS THE CURRENT
AIRPORT CRITICAL ZOMNE, AND THEN THE MAP HAS BEEN SLIGHTLY
ADJUSTED TO ACCOUNT FOR FUTURE RUNWAY CONSTRUCTION, THAT'S IN
THE AIRPORT MASTER PLAN, SO THEN THE CRITICAL ZONE WOULD ADD
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THIS RED LINE AND THIS GREEN LINE AND BE A LITTLE BIT BIGGER. BUT
WHERE WE'RE TALKING ABOUT THE BORROW OPERATION IS HERE AT
FISHEMANS LAKE, THAT'S OUTSIDE OF THE 10,000 FOOT CRITICAL ZONE,
WE" RE NOT DOING ANY MARSH CREATION WITHIN THE 10,000 FOOT
CRITICAL ZONE. WE DO HAVE A POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT BORROW
OPERATION OVER HERE WEST OF THE AIRPORT, BUT THIS LAND WOULD
JUST BE CONVERTED BACK TO ITS CURRENT CROP LAND USE. SO THERE
WOULD BE NO ADDITIONAL STANDING WATER OR OTHER AQUATIC
HABITIAT CREATED IN CONNECTION WITH THAT BORROW OPERATION. BUT
THE BORROW OPERATION AT FISHERMANS LAKE WOULD CREATE ABOUT
120 ACRES POTENTIALLY OF MARSH HABITAT, BUT OUTSIDE THE 10,000
FOOT CRITICAL ZONE.

JIMMIE YEE:

AIRPORT STAFF HAS SAID ITS OKAY?

TIM WASHBURN:

THE FAA IS A RESPONSIBLE AGENCY ON THE FEDERAL SITE, SO THEY ARE
PART OF THE NEPA REVIEW PROCESS, SO THEY WILL REVIEW, AND OF
COURSE AIRPORT STAFF WILL REVIEW, AND ARE REVIEWING THE DRAFT
EIR RIGHT NOW,.

JIMMIE YEE:
YAH, I JUST WANT TO BE SURE THAT AIRPORT STAFF HAS REVIEWED IT.

TIM WASHBURN:
YAH

JIMMIE YEE:
AND NOT POSTED ANY MAJOR OPPOSITION.

TIM WASHBURN:

WELL, OF COURSE, I MEAN YOU KNOW, WE DO HAVE A FIVE MILE ZONE
ALSO, WHICH IS MUCH MORE DEMANDING. THE CRITICAL ZONE HAS BEEN
THE AREA OF MOST CONCERN, THAT'S THE 10,000 FOOT ZONE AROUND
THE AIRPORT, AND SO WE'VE AVOIDED THAT IN OUR PLAN.

JIMMIE YEE:
OKAY

TIM WASHBURN:

MAYBE I COULD TOUCH ON THE IMPLICATIONS FROM A PROPERTY POINT OF
VIEW AND THIS IS IN THE ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT, WHAT ARE THE
PROPERTIES THAT ARE POTENTIALLY AFFECTED IN THIS PHASE OF THE
PROJECT. SO IF WE'RE DOWNSTREAM BY 5, THERE ARE A NUMBER OF
AGRICULTURAL PROPERTIES, A COUPLE OF WHICH HAVE HOMES ON THEM,
THAT ARE AFFECTED BY THE PROJECT AND BECAUSE THIS IS AN AREA
WITH FAIRLY DEEP UNDERSEEPAGE WHERE WE HAVEN'T REALLY BEEN ABLE
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SAFCA Board of Directors Meeting Transcript 6
September 17, 2009

TO FIND ENQUGH SOLID MATERIAL TO CONNECT A WALL TO, THIS IS AN
AREA, WHERE AS I SAY, THERE WILL BE A BERM CONSTRUCTED TO
ADDRESS UNDERSEEPAGE AND WHERE THE BERM WILL BE IN MANY PLACES
ALONG THE WAY HERE, AT LEAST 300 FEET WIDE, SO THIS IS A WIDE
FOOTPRINT, ABOUT 450 FEET, FROM THE CENTERLINE OF THE LEVEE,
WHICH IS THE LIGHT YELLOW AREA HERE, ESSENTIALLY CUTTING ACROSS
THESE AGRICULTURAL PARCELS DOWNSTREAM OF I-5, UNTIL YOU HIT THE
ORANGE AREA HERE, WHICH IS THE AIRPORT SOUTH BUFFERLAND, SO
THERE WILL BE A NEED TO ACQUIRE PRIVATE PROPERTY, A FAIRLY
SIGNIFICANT AMOUNT OF PRIVATE PROPERTY, TO ACCOMMODATE THE
LEVEE FOOTPRINT, MUCH LIKE THE PHASE THREE PROJECT THAT CAME
THROUGH THE BOARD THIS SUMMER, ALSO IN THIS REACH.

FURTHER DOWN, DOWN THE WAY, YOU GET TO THE END OF THE AIRPORT
SOUTH BUFFERLANDS, THE NEXT PARCEL WE OWN, IT'S THE NOVAK
PARCEL THAT WE PURCHASED IN 2008, THESE GREEN PARCELS ARE TNBC
PARCELS AND TWO OF THEM WILL BE AFFECTED BY THE PROJECT
FOOTPRINT AND WE WILL HAVE TO REPLACE THE LOST HABITAT TO THE
TNBC, AS WE DID IN PHASE 2, CONSISTENT WITH THE NATOMAS BASIN
HCP, THE WAY WE DO THAT IS, WE ACQUIRE SURPLUS LAND THAT THE
TNBC OWRNS, ACRE FOR ACRE, FOR THE AMOUNT OF LAND THAT IS
ABSORBED INTO OUR PROJECT FOOTPRINT AND THE ENDOWMENT MONEY
THAT IS CONNECTED TO THE LAND THAT IS BEING ABSORBED INTO OUR
PROJECT FOOTPRINT, SHIFTS OVER TO THE SURPLUS LAND THAT WE BUY
FROM TNBC, 5O WE HAVE A FAIRLY EFFICIENT WAY OF HANDELING THE
IMPACT OF OUR PROJECT ON TNBC LAND IN THIS REACH, WELL IN ANY
REACH, BUT THIS IS WHERE WE ARE HAVING OUR MOST SIGNIFICANT
IMPACT ON TNBC LAND.

RAY TRETHEWAY:
TIM, FOR THE PUBLIC'S SAKE, YOU MIGHT JUST WANT TO SPELL OUT..

TIM WASHBURN:

THE NATOMAS BASIN CONSERVANCY (TNBC) AND THEY HAVE, AS I SAID
EARLIER, FAIRLY EXTENSIVE HOLDINGS HERE, IN AND AROUND
FISHERMANS LAKE. SORRY, SUPPOSED TO GET RID OF THAT. (PHONE
RANG)

THE BORROW SITES, ARE THE SHADED IN AREAS HERE AND SO THOSE ARE
THE AREAS WHERE WE WOULD LOOK TO GET THE BORROW MATERIALS WE
NEED FOR THIS PROJECT AND WITH THE EXCEPTION OF THE WHITTER
PROPERTY AND THE LOS RIOS PROPERTY THE SHADED AREAS WOULD BE
THE AREAS WE WOULD ANTICIPATE RECLAIMING FOR EITHER MARSH OR
SWAINSON HAWK HABITAT IN THIS REACH OF THE PROJECT.

SO AGAIN, WE HAVE A PRETTY NICE FIT WITH THE AREAS WE NEED FOR
OUR BORROW MATERIAL AND THE AREAS THAT WE NEED FOR OUR HABITAT
AND GOOD PROXIMITY FOR MOVING THIS MATERIAL EITHER SQOUTH, ALL
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THE WAY DOWN TO THE END OF REACH 15 HERE, POTENTIALLY, AND THEN
WEST BACK UP TOWARD I-5. SO WE HAVE NO HAULAGE EXCEEDING ABOUT
THREE MILES, WHICH IS ABOUT WHERE WE WERE WHEN WE GOT OUR
VERY GOOD BIDS THE LAST TIME THROUGH IN PHASE TWO. SO, WE'RE
HOPEFUL THAT WE'RE, AS I SAID EARLIER, WE'VE GOT THE RIGHT
COMBINATION OF LANDS AND LOCATION HERE, TO CONTINUE GETTING
SOME GOOD BIDS ON MOVING SOIL MATERIAL.

SO REAL ESTATE ACQUISTION IS UNDER WAY AND WE WILL OBVIOUSLY BE
INTERACTING WITH THE PROPERTY OWNERS AND THE BOARD IN THE NEXT
SEVERAL MONTHS, TO GET THE RIGHTS WE NEED TO GO FORWARD WITH
THE PROJECT.

SO IN TERMS OF IMPACTS, THE STAFF REPORT SUMMARIZES THEM, BUT
THEY ARE OF THE SAME TYPE THAT WE HAVE DISCUSSED WITH THE BOARD
IN OUR PHASE 2 AND PHASE 3 EIR'S. THERE IS GOING TO BE A LOSS OF
PRIME AND IMPORTANT FARM LAND AS WE CONVERT PORTIONS OF THESE
AGRICULTURAL PARCELS TO OUR LEVEE FOOTPRINT OR TO OUR HABITAT
COMPENSATION AREA, SO IT'S A FAIRLY SUBSTANTIAL LOSS OF FARMLAND
DUE TO THE PROJECT.

THERE WILL OF COURSE BE NOISE, DUST AND AIR QUALITY IMPACTS, IT IS
A MAJOR PROJECT, AND ACTUALLY WE WILL HAVE UNDOUBTABLY,
ACCUMULATION OF CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITY ALL ALONG THE EAST LEVEE
OF THE SACRAMENTO RIVER AND THE GARDEN HIGHWAY, ADJACENT TO
THE GARDEN HIGHWAY, BECAUSE PHASE 2, PHASE 3 AND PHASE 4A, ARE
ALL LIKELY TO BE GOING AT THE SAME TIME. WE WILL LITERALLY, IN THE
SUMMER OF 2010, BE CONSTRUCTING LEVEE IMPROVEMENTS, ALONG
ABOUT A 15 MILE REACH OF THE LEVEE. SO THIS WILL BE EXTENSIVE
CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITY ALONG THE GARDEN HIGHWAY, OR LANDSIDE OF
THE GARDEN HIGHWAY IN 2010. SO THERE WILL BE NOISE; THERE WILL BE
DUST; THERE WILL BE AIR QUALITY IMPACTS; THERE WILL BE
TRANSPORTATION IMPACTS; BUT OF COURSE THE TRANSPORTATION
IMPACTS ARE MITIGATED TO A LARGE EXTENT, BY OUR KEEPING THE
PRINCIPAL CONSTRUCTION TRAFFIC - THE HAULAGE TRAFFIC, OFF-ROAD
AND IN OUR PROJECT FOOTPRINT.

THERE WILL BE AN EXTENSIVE REMOVAL OF TREES ON THE LANDSIDE OF
THE LEVEE IN THIS REACH OF THE PROJECT. MANY OF THEM WILL BE
RELOCATED, BUT AN EVEN GREATER NUMBER WILL BE CUT DOWN. NOW
OBVIOUSLY, WE HAVE A VERY ROBUST WOODLAND CREATION PROGRAM,
AS WE'VE DESCRIBED TO THE BOARD AND WE EXPECT SOMEWHERE ON
THE ORDER OF 40 PLUS ACRES OF WOODLAND HABITAT TO BE RE-
ESTABLISHED IN THIS FISHERMAN LAKE AREA AND OVERALL OF COURSE,
WE ARE REPLACING THE LOST WOODLANDS AT ABOUT A TWO AND ONE
HALF TO ONE, PER ACRE RATIO. BUT, MANY OF THESE TREES ARE MATURE
AND IT WILL TAKE TIME FOR THEM TO COME BACK AND THAT IS A
SIGNIFICANT AND OBVIOUS LOSS BOTH AESTHETICALLY AND SHORT TERM
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IN TERMS OF HABITAT. BUT WE HAVE, AS I'VE INDICATED, A VERY ROBUST
HABITAT COMPENSATION PLAN THAT IS GEARED TO ENHANCE AND BE VERY
COMPATIBLE WITH THE NATOMAS BASIN CONSERVANCY HOLDINGS. SO
THE NET HERE, WE THINK, WILL BE LONG TERM, VERY POSITIVE IN TERMS
OF WHAT RESULTS OVER TIME, NOT ONLY IN PUBLIC SAFETY BUT IN TERMS
OF THE HABITAT VALUES THAT WE ARE CREATING.

SO, MAYBE I COULD TAKE QUESTIONS AND THEN YQOU COULD OPEN THE
HEARING.

CHAIR SUSAN PETERS:
ANY QUESTIONS, MR TRETHEWAY

RAY TRETHEWAY:
WELL SOUNDS LIKE TIM WE'RE MOVING INTO THE MORE POPULATED AREA?

TIM WASHBURN:
YES

RAY TRETHEWAY:
AND MORE EXTENSIVE WORK

TIM WASHBURN:
YES

RAY TRETHEWAY:
IT'S A FIFTEEN MILE STRETCH RIGHT?

TIM WASHBURN:

WELL THIS IS BECAUSE WE GOT A LATE START THIS SUMMER, SO PHASE 2
IS NOW GOING TO MOYE OVER INTO 2010 AND OF COURSE PHASE 3, FROM
ELVERTA DOWN TO I-5 WILL GET UNDERWAY AND NOT ONLY UNDERWAY,
BUT SUBSTANTIALLY COMPLETED AND THEN THIS WORK SOUTH OF I-5 ALL
THE WAY AROUND TO SOUTH OF SAN JUAN ROAD, ALL THREE AREAS WILL
BE UP AND GOING AT THE SAME TIME.

RAY TRETHEWAY:
EXACTLY. SO, I THINK PERHAPS THIS IS AN OPPORTUNITY, I'M THINKING
ABOUT HOW LONG THE PUBLIC REVIEW IS SET FOR

TIM WASHBURN
THE PUBLIC REVIEW WILL RUN TROUGH OCTOBER 13 - IT'S A 45 DAY
PUBLIC REVIEW PERIOD THAT COMMENCED AUGUST 28™.

RAY TRETHEWAY:
THAT'S PRETTY SHORT. HOW MANY PUBLIC HEARINGS DO WE HAVE
SCHEDULED?
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TIM WASHBURN:
THIS IS THE PUBLIC HEARING.

RAY TRETHEWAY:

JUST SEEMS TO ME, THAT STAFF SHOULD CONSIDER AT LEAST ONE OR
TWO PUBLIC HEARINGS, I KNOW WE'RE GOING TO CATCH PEOPLE NEXT
YEAR, THEIR ATTENTION, BUT WE KNOW WHAT HAPPENED WITH THE
CROSS CANAL, JUST IN THE FIRST THREE OR FOUR MILES OF THE
SACRAMENTO RIVER..PUBLIC RELATIONS PROBLEMS, HOME OWNERS AND
PROPERTY OWNERS, VEGETATION ISSUES. I THINK IT WOULD BE A WISE
THOUGHT ON BEHALF OF STAFF TO TRY TO GET THE WORD OUT THERE AS
EARLY AS POSSIBLE, EVEN THOUGH IT IS GOING TO HIT US NEXT
CONSTRUCTION PERIOD. BUT THE MORE WE CAN TELL PEOPLE, YOU KNOW
WE HELD A PUBLIC HEARING WITH THE BOARD AND
WE'RE GOING TO TELL THEM, THERE WAS FIVE PEOPLE IN THE AUDIENCE,
AND THEY'RE GOING TO ASK, HOW MANY WERE THERE? I THINK WE HAVE A
PRETTY GOOD OUTREACH TEAM THAT COULD HANDLE THAT.

CHAIR SUSAN PETERS:
STEIN

STEIN BUER:

RAY I'D JUST LIKE TO, FIRST OF ALL, IF IT'S THE PLEASURE OF THE BOARD
THAT WE HOLD ONE OR TWO MEETINGS IN THE COMMUNITY TO EMPHASIZE
THIS INFORMATION, WE'RE HAPPY TO DO THAT, BUT I ALSO WANT TO
POINT OUT THAT WE HAVE A VERY, VERY ACTIVE OUTREACH CAMPAIGHN,
WHEREIN WE ARE USING EMAIL, AND QUR WEBSITE AND DIRECT MAIL TO
EFFECTED PROPERTY OWNERS AND RESIDENTS OF THE NATOMAS BASIN,
AS THIS PROGRAM GOES FORWARD. IF YOU LIKE, WE CAN SPEND A FEW
MINUTES ON THAT AT THE NEXT MEETING, JUST SO THAT THE BOARD CAN
GET AN UPDATE ON HOW EXTENSIVE THAT OUTREACH EFFORT IS AND
WE'LL BE HAPPY TO SUPPLEMENT WITH, LET'S SAY, ONE ADDITIONAL
MEETING, IN THE BASIN, DURING THIS PERIOD, IF THAT'S THE PLEASURE
OF THE BOARD.

RAY TRETHEWAY:

WELL I THINK PART OF IT, WELL, TRULY IT'S A STAFF DISCUSSION, I DON'T
THINK WE NEED TO DIRECT YOU ON IT, QUITE FRANKLY. BUT WHEN I
THINK WHAT TIM SAID, THIS SUMMER HE WAS, IN THE END IT'S A GREAT
ENHANCEMENT TO THE AREA, NOT ONLY TO FLOOD CONTROL, BUT HABITAT
WISE, OPEN SPACE LAND AND PUBLIC LANDS. AT EVERY OPPORTUNITY,
WE'RE REALLY PUTTING INTO PLACE HERE THE BIGGER PICTURE INSTEAD
OF ISSUE BY ISSUE, IT HELPS, IT HELPS THE GENERAL PUBLIC GET BEHIND
EXTRAORDINARY EFFORTS THAT SAFCA IS UNDERTAKING. SO IT'S NOT
JUST PARTICULARLY THIS DOCUMENT, IT'S THE OUTCOME OF THIS
DOCUMENT THAT NEEDS TO BE PART OF THE STORY.

STEIN BUER:
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AND THE CHALLENGE HAS BEEN THAT ATTENDANCE HAS BEEN DROPPING
OFF AT THESE MEETINGS, FOR EXAMPLE, PETE GHELFI WORKED WITH THE
CORPS TO CONDUCT A COUPLE MEETINGS, FAIRLY RECENTLY ON WORK
THAT WAS GOING TO BE LED BY THE CORPS, ALONG THE GARDEN
HIGHWAY AND IT GOT HOW MANY ATTENDEES?

PETE GHELFI:
ONE

STEIN BUER:

ONE. SO, WE PUT A LOT OF STAFF EFFORT INTO BEING OQUT THERE AND WE
REACH ONE PERSON. THAT'S NOT VERY EFFECTIVE AND SO WHAT WE'RE
TRYING TO DO IS USE OUR RESOURCES EFFECTIVELY AND REACH A LARGE
NUMBER OF PEOPLE. AND ANY COMMUNITY GROUP THAT INVITES US TO GO
OUT TO SPEAK, WE'RE ALWAYS RECEPTIVE TO DOING SO.

RAY TRETHEWAY:

WELL, I THINK, PERHAPS MY OFFICE AND I'M SURE, SUPERVISOR
DICKINSON'S OFFICE WILL HAVE SOME IDEAS ON HOW, PERHAPS NOT ON
HOW FOR AN OPEN MEETING, BUT PERHAPS HAVE SOME FOCUS TARGET
AUDIENCES.

TIM WASHBURN:
MY SURVIVAL FORMAT OR SOMETHING WOULD GENERATE SOME INTEREST

CHAIR SUSAN PETERS:

I THINK YOU'RE HEARING YOU NEED TO HAVE A MEETING OUT THERE, I
DON'T KNOW IF WE NEED TO KEEP GOING OVER THE SAME INFORMATION,
BUT

RAY TRETHEWAY:
NO, ACTUALLY I WAS REVERSING IT. I THINK WE CAN WORK DIRECTLY AND
TARGET THE AUDIENCES

CHAIR SUSAN PETERS:
REALLY? YOU DON'T WANT IT TO COME TO A MEETING?

CORTEZ QUINN:
I KIND OF AGREE, IF ONLY ONE PERSON SHOWED UP

RAY TRETHEWAY:
WE HAVE FIVE HERE TODAY OR THREE

STEIN BUER:

YAH, SO MAYBE THE WAY TO DO THIS, A MORE EFFICIENT WAY IS TO GO
AHEAD AND PLAN TO HAVE A COMMUNITY MEETING, WORK WITH THE
COMMUNITY GROUPS OUT THERE, NOT NECESSARILY TIED FORMALLY TO
THIS PARTICULAR DOCUMENT, BUT TO GIVE PEOPLE A CHANCE TO GET AN
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UPDATE ON THE PROGRAM AS A WHOLE AND THAT WAY THIS PROCESS
MOVES FORWARD WITHOUT IMPEDIMENT, BUT WE MEET THE GOAL OF
BEING RESPONSIVE TO ANYONE WHO WANTS TO COME AND SPEAK WITH
US DIRECTLY AND HEAR OUR RESPONSES.

RAY TRETHEWAY;
YAH, LET'S TALK OFF LINE ON THIS, THAT WOULD BE GREAT IDEA

CHAIR SUSAN PETERS:
ANY ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS? MR. NOTTOLI

DON NOTTOLI:

THANK YOU MADAM CHAIR, I HAVE A QUESTION ABOUT THE REFERENCE, I
HAVENT FOUND THE DOQCUMENT YET, BUT WHERE WE TALK ABOUT THE
LANDSIDE VEGETATION REMOVAL. WE'VE HAD THESE DICUSSIONS IN THE
PAST, THE CORRIDOR WAS JUST THREE TO FOUR HUNDRED FEET, YOU'RE
NOW AT 660 FEET, YOU'RE A FULL QUARTER OF - AN EIGHTH OF A MILE?
TIM WASHBURN:

660 WAS FOR ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PURPOSES, OKAY, THE FOOTPRINT
IS 450,

RAY TRETHEWAY:
THAT WAS MY QUESTION

TIM WASHBURN:
AT ITS WIDEST.

DON NOTTOLI:
OKAY, SO THAT HASN'T CHANGED FROM THE DISCUSSION WE HAD HERE A
COUPLE OF MONTHS AGO.

TIM WASHBURN:
NO.

DON NOTTOLI:
SO WHY DO YOU HAVE TO LOOK AT 6607

TIM WASHBURN:

WELL, 660, WELL, LET'S SAY THIS TO. IN THAT REACH, DOWNSTREAM OF I-
5, THERE IS YET A DISCUSSION GOING ON AMONG THE ENGINEERS AS TO
WHETHER THE BERM MAY ACTUALLY HAVE TO BE FIVE HUNDRED FEET
WIDE, BECAUSE OF THE DEPTH OF THE UNDERSEEPAGE AND THE FACT
THAT THERE'S SIMPLY, STILL, A VERY LARGE GRADIENT, WATER EXIT
GRADIENT, EVEN WHEN YOU GO OUT THREE HUNDRED FEET.

DON NOTTOLI:
SO THIS DOCUMENT WOULD COVER THAT FIVE HUNDRED FOOT BERM,
VERSUS FOUR HUNDRED AND FIFTY FOOT FOOTPRINT?
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TIM WASHBURN:

YES. YES. SO WE MADE THE FOOTPRINT FOR ENVIRONMENTAL PURPOSES
AS WIDE AS POSSIBLE, SO WE DIDN'T END UP IN A POSITION, WHERE WE
SUBSEQUENTLY DECIDE, OH NOW WE NEED TO MAKE IT WIDER, OH BUT
THE ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT ASSUMED 450.

NOW IT WILL BE THE EXCEPTION, THAT YOU MAY HAVE A BERM AS WIDE
AS 500 FEET PLUS AN O&M CORRIDOR AND A UTILITY CORRIDOR WHICH
WOULD MAKE IT OUT TOWARD 660. THAT'S POSSIBLE, BUT THAT WILL BE
THE EXCEPTION NOT THE RULE.

DON NOTTOLI:

AND AGAIN, LOOKING AT THIS EXCEPTION, POTENTIALLY THEN, FOR WHAT
LINEAR LENGHTS WOULD YOU BE LOOKING AT POTENTIALLY, SINCE YOU
KNOW THESE AREAS WHERE THEY ARE CONCERNED ABOUT SEEPAGE?

TIM WASHBURN:
JOHN HELP ME HERE, BUT I'M THINKING 3,000 FEET MAYBE. IN THAT
RANGE WOULD BE THE QUTER

JOHN BASSETT:

THAT'S AN APPROXIMATE RANGE, THE BIGGEST REACH OF THE 500 FOOT
BERM ACTUALLY IS ON THE AIRPORT PROPERTY, JUST WEST OF POWERLINE
ROAD AND THEN THERE IS ONE REACH UPSTREAM AND ONE END REACH AT
THE DOWNSTREAM END OF THE PROJECT.

DON NOTTOLI:

AGAIN I RECOGNIZE THAT YOU ARE TRYING TO HOLD BACK THE
SACRAMENTO RIVER, BUT THAT'S AN EXTREMELY WIDE, ARE YOU TALKING
ABOUT FROM TOE TO TOE OR ARE YOU TALKING ABOUT ACROSS THE TOP
OF IT, THE BERM?

JOHN BASSETT:
THAT'S FROM THE TOE OF THE LEVEE OUT TO THE EDGE OF THE BERM.

TIM WASHBURN:
SO ITS, ESSENTIALLY WE WILL HAVE ADDED THE ADJACENT LEVEE, WHICH
HAS A 40 FOOT CROWN

DON NOTTOLI:
RIGHT

TIM WASHBURN:
WE WILL NOW HAVE A 60 FOOT WIDE LEVEE, WITH A 3 TO 1 SLOPE AND A
500 FOOT SEEPAGE BERM

DON NOTTOLI:
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AND YOU CAN'T PUT ANY PLANTING ON THAT BERM, IT HAS TO ALL BE
FREE AND CLEAR, OR CAN YOU? I MEAN, YOU CAN PLANT GRASSES, BUT
YOU CAN'T PUT TREES.

TIM WASHBURN:

THAT'S CORRECT. WE WILL BE PUTTING NATIVE GRASSES ON THE BERM,
SO IT WILL HAVE A HABITAT VALUE, BUT IT BECOMES A WIDE FOOTPRINT
AND GETS OUT TO THAT 660.

DON NOTTOLI:

IT CERTAINLY CHANGES THE LANDSCAPE, AGAIN, I DONT KNOW IF THE
AIRPORT PROPERTY IS THE ONE THAT HAS THE FORESTED, I DON'T THINK
IT'S THE FORESTED PIECE THAT YOU WERE TALKING ABOUT EARLIER, BUT,
OR IS IT? IS THIS WHERE YOU ARE GOING TO BE CLEARING, YOU HAVE
SOME AREAS WHERE YOU ARE GOING TO CLEAR OUT SOME PRETTY GOOD
SIZED TRACKS OF TREES.

JOHN BASSETT:
THERE IS TREE CLEARING ON THE AIRPORT. THERE IS ONLY A FAIRLY
SMALL AREA IN THE SOUTH BUFFERLANDS THAT HAS TREES, MOST OF IT IS
ALREADY OPEN FARM LAND THAT WOULD BE CONVERTED TO GRASSLANDS
WHICH IS ALSC MEETING AIRPORT SWAINSON HAWK FORAGING AREA
REQUIREMENTS.

DON NOTTOLI:

WHEN YOU SAY GRASSLANDS YOU'RE GOING TO BE, ALFALFA, YOU'RE
GOING TO FARM, OR YOU JUST GOING TO PUT NATIVE GRASSES AND JUST
LET IT GROW WILD.

TIM WASHBURN:

WELL, IT GETS MOWED AND IT GETS MANAGED AS A SURFACE ON THE
FLOOD CONTROL BERM AND ON THE LEVEE SLOPE, BUT IT HAS A HIGHER
HABITAT VALUE, WE BELIEVE THAN

DON NOTTOLI:
THAN GRAVEL

TIM WASHBURN:
YAH, WELL, OR BERMUDA OR OTHER NON-MNATIVE GRASSES.

DON NOTTOLI:
OKAY, THANKS.

CHAIR SUSAN PETERS:
ANYONE ELSE WITH QUESTIONS FOR MR. WASHBURN

RAY TRETHEWAY
JUST A FOLLOW UP ON THAT
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CHAIR SUSAN PETERS:
MR. TRETHEWAY

RAY TRETHEWAY:
DOES IT QUALIFY FOR ANY CREDITS WITH FISH AND GAME FOR OUR
WILDLIFE?

JIM WASHBURN:

WELL, WHAT WE HAVE PROPOSED TO THEM IS A PACKAGE, WE TRIED TO
AVOID, YOU KNOW, SPECIFIC RATIO'S FOR, OKAY HOW MUCH DO YOU GET
FOR THIS AND HOW MUCH DO YOU GET FOR THAT. WHAT WE HAVE
PROPQOSED IS, WE ARE CREATING A SIGNIFICANT AMOUNT OF GRASSLAND
ON THE LEVEE SLOPE, BERM AND IN THE O&M CORRIDORS, AND THEY
APPRECIATE THAT. WE ARE ALSO CREATING BLOCKS OF EITHER FARMED
OR MANAGED FARMED HABITAT, WHICH WE WOULD TAKE A BORROW AREA
AND CONVERT IT BACK INTO CROP LAND, OR WE WOULD MANAGE IT AS
GRASSLAND, PERHAPS A HAY CROP, PERHAPS ALFALFA, SO IT'S A MORE
ACTIVELY MANAGED LAND SURFACE THAN THE GRASSLANDS ON THE BERM,
OR THE SLOPE, OR IN THE O&M CORRIDOR. 5Q, THE TOTAL AMOUNT OF
HABITAT THAT WE HAVE CREATED FOR FORAGING HABITAT, FOR
SWAINSON'S HAWK, IS CONSIDERABLE AND THEY APPRECIATE THAT.

RAY THETHEWAY:
IT'S PRIME HABITAT TOO.

TIM WASHBURN:

YOU KNOW THEY WOULD SAY, ALFALFA IN PARTICULAR, WITH FOUR OR
FIVE CUTTINGS IN A SEASON, THAT'S PRIME, OKAY, BUT GRASSLAND
HABITIAT, WE HOPE AND BELIEVE, WHICH IS MORE OF ITS NATIVE
HABITAT TO BEGIN WITH, ALSO PROVIDES A HIGH QUALITY OF FORAGING
POTENTIAL.

RAY TRETHEWAY:
OKAY, THANK YOU.

CHAIR SUSAN PETERS:
ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS - I DON'T SEE ANY, STAY TUNED

TIM WASHBURN:
ALL RIGHT

CHAIR SUSAN PETERS:
IF ANYONE HERE WISHES TO SPEAK

JIM WASHBURN:
YOU NEED TO OPEN THE PUBLIC HEARING
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CHAIR SUSAN PETERS:
I WILL AS SOON AS I FINISH THIS STATEMENT.

PLEASE FILL OUT A SPEAKERS REQUEST FORM AND GIVE IT TO OUR CLERK,
SO, AND WE DO ALREADY HAVE ONE PERSON SIGNED UP, SO WE WILL
[GAVEL SOUND] OPEN THE PUBLIC HEARING.

FRANCIS TENNANT

FRANCIS TENNANT:
{CAN'T HEAR HER, TOO FAR AWAY)

CHAIR SUSAN PETERS:
IF YOU COULD COME TO THE MICROPHONE WE COULD HEAR YQU.
THANK YOU.

FRANCES TENNANT:

I'VE BEEN AT EVERY SINGLE MEETING THAT I'VE KNOW ABOUT. I'VE NEVER
GOTTEN ONE EMAIL FROM SAFCA OR ANYBODY ELSE. I WOULD HAVE BEEN
AT THE MEETING IF I KNEW ABOUT IT.

THIS MAN JUST SPENT 40 MINUTES TALKING ABOUT HABITAT FOR
SWAINSON'S HAWK AND PASSED OVER IN 5 WORDS, THE ACQUISTION OF
PRIVATE PROPERTY AND HOMES. SAFCA SEEMS ABLE TO PAY MILLIONS OF
DOLLARS TO PROTECT THE HABITAT OF SWAINSON HAWK AND OF THE
GIANT GARTER SNAKE, BUT THEY ARE CHEATING THE PEOPLE WHO LIVE
OQUT THERE. THAT'S WHY YOU HAVE ALL OF THESE EMINENT DOMAIN THAT PH-1
ARE BEING PURSUED RIGHT NOWY.

THEY OFFERED ME, FOR MY HOME OF 57 YEARS, AN AMOUNT THAT WAS
NOT EVEN ENOUGH, HALF ENOUGH TO BUY A LOT ON GARDEN HIGHWAY
AND THEY'VE DONE THIS TO A LOT OF MY FRIENDS TOOQ. THESE ACTIONS
THAT THEY SAY THEY ARE GOING TO DO ARE APPROVED BY THE BOARD OF
SUPERVISORS WITHOUT COMMENT, THEY'RE RUBBER STAMPED, NOBODY
PAYS ANY ATTENTION TO THE PEQOPLE THAT LIVE OUT THERE. I THINK WE
DESERVE AS MUCH CONSIDERATION AS A GARTER SNAKE!

AND I GO TO EVERY SINGLE MEETING THAT I KNOW ABOUT AND YOU KNOW
IT AND MY EMAIL IS ON EVERY SINGLE HANDOUT THAT I GIVEOUT WHEN I
COME TO ONE.

CHAIR SUSAN PETERS:

THANK YOU MRS. TENNANT, WE HAVE YOUR LETTER, AND IT WILL BE PUT
IN THE FILE DOCUMENTATION RESPONDED TO IN THAT EIR, IN THAT FINAL
EIR.

OUR NEXT SPEAKER IS JAVED SIDDIQUI
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JAVED SIDDIQUI:
GOOD AFTERNOON. I AM JAVED SIDDIQUI, MY ADDRESS IS AT 1808 J

STREET IN SACRAMENTO. OUR FAMILY OWNS PROPERTY WITHIN THE
NATOMAS BASIN, SOUTH OF I-5 AND IT IS AFFECTED BY THIS PROJECT.

I WANT TO MENTION THAT WE ARE SUPPORTIVE OF THE FLOOD CONTROL
PROJECT AND WE'RE LOOKING FORWARD TO WORKING WITH SAFCA STAFF
TO ACHIEVE THE 200 YEAR FLOOD PROTECTION THAT YOU ARE SEEKING.

WE HAVE REQUESTED INFORMATION THAT I BELIEVE IS BEING DEVELOPED,
BUT THAT DETAILED DESIGN INFORMATION IS NOT AVAILABLE NOW AND
I'VE NOT BEEN ABLE TO VIEW IT. WE HOPE THAT THE FINAL DESIGN WILL
BE REFINED TO REDUCE THE ADVERSE IMPACTS TO OUR PROPERTY AND TO PH-2
OUR NEIGHBORS PROPERTIES AND THE FOOTPRINT OF THE LEVEE WQULD
BE REDUCED ACCORDINGLY, IF POSSIBLE, TO COME UP WITH A SMART
DESIGN.

I HEARD TODAY, THAT THE ONLY ALTERNATE THAT IS BEING CONSIDERED
IS THE LEVEE AND THE BERM. THERE ARE OTHER ALTERNATES, AND WE PH-3
WANT THOSE TO BE CONSIDERED AND INDEPENDENTLY ANALYZED.

SO, WE'RE LOOKING FORWARD TO WORKING WITH SAFCA AND WE'LL
CONTINUE TO SUPPORT THE EFFORTS, BUT WE JUST WANT TO, THE BOARD
TO REALIZE, THAT THE LAND OVER THERE MAY BE AGRICULTURAL NOW, PH-4
DOES HAVE A GOOD FUTURE AND WHAT YOU DO WITH IT AND HOW YQU
DO IT, WOULD AFFECT IT FOR A LONG TIME. JUST LIKE K STREET MALL.

CHAIR SUSAN PETERS:
WERE YOU PLANNING TO SUBMIT YOUR COMMENTS IN WRITING MR
SIDDIQUI?

JAVED SIDDIQUI:
UH.. I CAN SEND THEM.

CHAIR SUSAN PETERS:
I THINK IT WOULD BE A GOOD IDEA, IF YOU HAVE SOME ALTERNATES THAT
YOU WANT STUDIED.

JAVED SIDDIQUI:
THANK YOU VERY MUCH.

ARE THERE ANY OTHER SPEAKERS ON THIS ISSUE?
OKAY

[GAVEL]

CLOSE THE PUBLIC HEARING THEN.

ARE THERE ANY ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS FROM THIS BOARD?
MR. NOTTOLI
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DON NOTTOLI:

THANK YOU MADAM CHAIR.

TIM, ARE THERE ANY HOMES THAT ARE QCCUPIED, AGAIN I STEPPED IN A
BIT LATE, SO MAYBE YOU WENT OVER THAT BEFORE I GOT HERE, BUT ARE
THERE OCCUPIED HOMES TO BE AFFECTED HERE?

TIM WASHBURN:
THERE ARE THREE OCCUPIED HOMES IN THIS PROJECT REACH THAT ARE IN
CONFLICT WITH THE PROJECT FOOTPRINT.

DON NOTTOLI;:
OKAY, 50 WHAT IS PROPOSED, TO REMOVE THE HOUSES OR ARE WE
WORKING AROUND THEM AS WE TRIED TO DO IN OTHER AREAS?

TIM WASHBURN:
THERE ARE THREE THAT WE CAN WORK AROUND.

DON NOTTOLI:
SO THE THREE THAT YOU MENTIONED ARE THE THREE THAT YOU CAN
WORK AROUND?

TIM WASHBURN:

NO. THERE ARE SIX ALTOGETHER, THREE THAT WE CAN WE CAN WORK
AROUND, THREE THAT DO NOT APPEAR TO HAVE A WORK AROUND
POTENTIAL, ALTHOUGH WE ARE STILL...

DON NOTTOLI:
AND IS MS. TENNANT'S ONE OF THOSE?

TIM WASHBURN:
MR SIDDIQUI, NO, NO.

DON NOTTOLI:
NO, HOW ABOUT THE LADY THAT SPOKE PREVIOQUSLY

TIM WASHBURN:
MS. TENNANT IS NOT ACTUALLY IN THIS PHASE OF THE PROJECT.

DON NOTTOLI:

THAT'S WHAT I THOUGHT, SHE IS IN ANOTHER REACH, I JUST WANT TO BE
CLEAR ABOUT THAT. AND WE HAD DIRECT CONTACT WITH THE
HOMEOWNERS EITHER, WHO'S HOMES ARE WORK ARQUND AND/OR
POTENTIALLY THE ONES THAT WOULD BE IN THE PATH AND WOULD
ACTUALLY BE SLATED FOR REMOQWVAL, TO BE FRANK ABOUT IT, UM, WE'VE
HAD CONVERSATIONS ABOUT IT, THEY'VE ALL RECEIVED PUBLIC NOTICE
AND WE'VE HAD OUTREACH CONVERSATIONS WITH THOSE FOLKS?
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TIM WASHBURN:
I'M GOING TO TURN TO JOHN ON THAT.

40:01

JOHN BASSETT:

THE THREE THAT ARE SAVEABLE, TIM HAS HAD EXTENSIVE DISCUSSIONS,
THE CHARMINE/ROBINSON PROPERTIES. THE SOUZA PROPERTY WHICH IS
JUST UPSTREAM OF THAT HAS TWO RENTAL PROPERTIES ON IT, MR. SOUZA
DOES NOT LIVE THERE. HEINRICK, WHICH IS JUST NORTH OF THAT, WE
HAVE MADE AN OFFER TO MS. HEINRICK ALREADY, HEWITT IS THE NEXT
ONE UPSTREAM FROM THAT, WE HAVE MADE AN OFFER TO MS. HEWITT
AND THEN THE REST OF THE RESIDENTIAL STRUCTURES ARE OWNED BY,
OR A NUMBER OF THEM ARE ALSO RENTAL, ARE OWNED BY MR. SIDDIQUI
AND THEN WE GO TO THE KRUGAL PROPERTY AND WE MADE CONTACT
WITH MS. KRUGAL.

DON NOTTOLI:

OKAY, S0 YOU HAVE. I'M GLAD YOU MADE THAT CONTACT, DOESN'T MEAN
PEOPLE ARE NECESSARILY PLEASED OR NOT, BUT I WANTED TO BE CLEAR
ABOUT THAT. THANK YOU.

CHAIR SUSAN PETERS:

OKAY. ANYONE ELSE? OKAY, THERE IS NO ACTION RECOMMENDED ON THIS
SO WE WILL RECEIVE AND FILE THIS REPORT AND I THINK I DID SAY WE
ENDED THE PUBLIC HEARING.

OKAY, NEXT ON QUR AGENDA IS A CLOSED SESSION. IS THAT WHAT YOU
WANT TO DO NEXT?

41.16

Transcript prepared by Lyndee Russell, Clerk of the Board
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Frances Tennant

PH-1
Javed Siddiqui

PH-2

PH-3

PH-4

See Response to Comment 11-1.

USACE and SAFCA are coordinating with the commenter and other affected property owners to
share requested project design information as appropriate, available, and feasible. Most recently,
in response to letters submitted to SAFCA by the commenter on June 16 and July 22, 2009,
SAFCA issued a letter response to the commenter dated October 16, 2009 that included a table
documenting the dates SAFCA provided or will provide each of the commenter’s requested items
(noted in the June and July letters). Additionally, the commenter submitted a subsequent letter to
SAFCA on November 11, 2009, to which SAFCA responded at its November 13, 2009 Board
meeting. These items are included in Appendix L of this FEIS. SAFCA has participated in
numerous telephone conversations and meetings with the commenter to discuss the NLIP and its
potential effects to the commenter’s property. This coordination is ongoing.

Under NEPA and CEQA, the Federal and state lead agencies must consider a reasonable range of
alternatives that would achieve most of the project objectives and reduce some of the
environmental impacts of the project. The alternatives must also include a no-project alternative.
Lead agencies are not required to consider every conceivable alternative, but are instead required
to present a range of reasonable alternatives to foster informed decision-making (see CCR, Title
14, Section 15126.6 and 40 CFR 1502.14).

Section 2.1.5, “Alternatives Considered, but Eliminated from Further Consideration,” of the
Phase 4a DEIS/DEIS describes nine alternatives that were considered but eliminated from further
consideration in previously certified and approved NLIP environmental documents (USACE and
SAFCA 2009:2-10 through 2-13). This discussion illustrates the range of possible alternatives
considered by USACE and SAFCA in relation to the NLIP as a whole. The Phase 4a DEIS/DEIR
carries forward three alternatives to the Phase 4a Project for detailed analysis: the No-Action
Alternative, the Proposed Action, and the RSLIP Alternative. The differences among these
alternatives are described in the Phase 4a DEIS/DEIR (see Table ES-10f the Phase 4a
DEIS/DEIR for a comparison of the major components of the alternatives), as are the differences
in associated environmental effects (see Table 2.5 of the Phase 4a DEIS/DEIR for a comparison
of the impacts of the alternatives). Because the Phase 4a Project alternatives vary in the nature
and severity of their potential environmental effects, USACE and SAFCA have presented a
reasonable range of alternatives from which to select the proposed action.

Comment noted.
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