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Letter 

B1 
Response 

 Wickland Pipelines, LLC 
Daniel E. Hall 
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.  

B1-4 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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Letter 

I1 
Response 

 

Frances Tennant 
September 17, 2009 

 

I1-1 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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Letter 

I2 
Response 

 

Ann Amioka 
September 28, 2009 

 

I2-1 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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Letter 

I3 
Response 

 The MKG Trust 
Chris J. Rufer 
October 12, 2009 

 

I3-1 Comment noted; final design of the Riverside Canal is not yet complete. 

I3-2 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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Letter 

I4 
Response 

 

Roland Candee 
September 30, 2009 

 

I4-1 See Response to Comment O1-1. 

I4-2 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.”  

I4-3 Comment noted. SAFCA will comply with all applicable laws.  
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Letter 

PH 
Response 

 

Public Hearing 
September 17, 2009 

 

Frances Tennant 

PH-1 See Response to Comment I1-1. 

Javed Siddiqui  

PH-2 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.   

PH-3 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-1of 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. 
 

PH-4 Comment noted.  
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