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PUBLIC AGENCY PERMIT - RIGHT~OF-WAY USE

APPLICANT: City of Livingston
P. O. Box 308
Livingston, California 95334

AREA, TYPE LAND AND LOCATION: ‘
‘A 0.06-acre parcel of sovereign land in the bed
of the Merced River located at the SPRR bridge
and the Highway 99 crossing in Merced County.

LAND USE: Treated waste water pipeline.
TERMS CF PROPOSED PERMIT: )
Initial periced: 25 years beginning July 1,
1990.

CONSIDERATION: The public use and benefit; with the State
reserving the right at any time to set a
monetary rental if ‘the Commission finds such
acticn to be in the State's best interest.

BASIS FOR CONSIDERATION:

Pursuant to 2 Cal. Code Regs. 2003.

APPLICANT STATUS:
Applicant is owner and permittee of upland.

PREREQUISITE CONDITIONS, FEES AND EXPENSES:

Filing fee, processing costs, and environmental
costs have been received.
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STATUTORY AND OTHER REFERENCES:
A. P.R.C.: Div. 6, Parts 1 and 2; Div. 13.

w

§. Cal. Code Regs.: Title 2, Divw.
Title 14, Div. 6.

AB 884: 11/30/90.

OTHER PERTINENT INFORMATION: :
: 1. This activity involves lands identified as

possessing significant environmental values
pursuant to P.R.C. 6370, et seq. Based
upon the staff's consultation with the
persons nominating such lands and through
the CEQA review process, it is the staff's
opinion that the project, as proposed, 1s
consistent with its use classification.

2. A Negative Declaration was prepared and
adopted for this project by the City of
Livingston. The State Lands Commission's
staff has reviewed such document and
believes that it complies with the
requirements of the CEQA.

3. The City of Livingston proposes to
transport, via a 12-inch-diameter pipeline,
treated waste water from treatment ponds
located on the north side of the Merced
River to a 780-acre farm where the treated
waste water will be combined with other
water on site for application to field
crops. Curvently, existing Yand
application of treated waste water covers
120 acres. The proposed addition of 780
acres would help to reduce the levels of
the existing percolation ponds and prevent
their oversaturation. The Water Quality
Control Board has expressed a preference
for the land application of treated waste
water over the existing percolation pends.

4. The annual rental value of the site dis
estimated to be $100.

Land Description.

. Location Map.

Negative Declavcation.
Notice of Determination.

EXHIBITS:
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I1 IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMISSION:

I'. FIND THAT A NEGATIVE DECLARATION WAS PREPARED AND .ADOPTED
FOR THIS PROJECT BY THE CITY OF LIVINGSTON -AND THAT THE
COMMISSION HARS REVIEWED AND CONSIDERED THE INFORMATION
CONTAINED THEREIN.

DETERMINE THAT THE PROJECT, AS APPROVED, WILL NOT HAVE A
SIGNIFICANT EFFECT ON THE ENVIRONMENT.

FIND THAT THIS ACTIVITY IS CONSISTENT WITH THE USE
CLASSIFICATION DESIGNATED FOR THE LAND PURSUANT TO
P.R.C. 6370, ET SEQ.

AUTHORIZATION ISSUANCE TO THE CITY OF LIVINGSTON OF A
25-YEAR PUBLIC AGENCY PERMIT - RIGHT-OF-WAY USE, BEGINNING
JULY 1, 1990, IN CONSIDERATION OF THE PUBLIC BENEFIT AND
HEALTH WITH THE STATE RESERVING
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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM / INITIAL STpY
{To Be Completed By Lead Agency)

Background
Name of Proponent _CITY gg LIVINGSTaA

Address and Phone Mumber of Proponent E‘ 0. 60}_( %bﬁ'

(Y[ ¢! STREET
LIVINGSTON, .cA 95339 (207) 399-809]

Date of Checklist Submitted MARCH _1¢, 1990
Agency Requiring Cheixlist _CITY OF LIVINGSTHN
Name of Proposal, i applicoble ] ERCED ARIVER FIPELINE CRoSSING

.

Envieonmenial fipocts

{Explenations of all #res" and “maybe” answers are required on attached sheets.)

Yes  Mobe Mo

Earth. Wiil the proposal result in:

a. Unstable earth..conditions or in changes
in geologic :substructures? X

b. Disruptiens, displacements, compaction
or overcover’ng of the soil?

Change in topography or ground surfcce
relief features?

The destruction, covering or modification
of any unique geologic or physical features?

Any increase in wind or water erosion of
soils, either on or off the site?

Chonges in deposition or erosion of beach
sands, or chorges in ‘siltction, deposition or
erosion which may modify the channel of a
river or stream or the bed of the ocean or
ony bay, inlet or lake?
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g. Emosure of people or property to geolo-
gic hazards such as earthquakes, landslides, ’
mudslides, ground.failtire, or similar haz ards? X

2.  Air. Will the proposal result jne

a. Substantial air emissions or deterioration P
of ambient air quality? >\

b. The creation of objectionable odors?

c. Alteration of air movement, moisture, or
temperature; or any change in ciimate,
either locally or -regionally? X

aswen

3. Water. Will the proposal result in:

a. Changes in currents, or the course of di-
rection of water movements, in either

v

marine or fresh waters? e

—b. Changes in chsorption rates, drainage pat-
terns, or the rate and amount of surface

runoff? X

. Alterations to the course or flow of flood'
waters?

d. Change in the cmount of surface water in
any water b@?

——e. Discharge into surface waters, or in gny
alteration of surface wcter quality, in-
cluding but not limited fo tenperature,

X
X
dissolved oxygen or turbidity? ] 2§
X

f.  Alteration of the direction or rate of flow
of ground waters?

g. Chonge in the quantity of ground waters,
either through direct additions or with-
drawals, or,through interception of on
oquifer by cuts or excavctions?

x

. h.  Substanticl reduction in the amount of
water otherwise available for public water .
supplies?

i. Exposures of people or preperty to water re-
lated hazards such as flooding. or tidal waves?

X ¢
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4. Plont Life. Will the proposal result in:

a. Change in the diversity of species, or
number of any species of plonts (including
trees, shrubs, grass, Crops, aond aquatic . .,
plants)? X

b. Reduction of the numbers of any unique,

rare or endangered species of plants? p
’ c. Introduction of new species of plants into .
on area, or in a barrier to the normal
- , replenishment of existing species? X
d. Reduction in ocreage of any ogricuitural ' «
H

’ crop? \
5. Animal Life. Will the proposal resuit in:

’ a. Change in the diversity of species, or .
rumbers of any species of animals (birds, .
: land animals including reptiles, fish ond’ '
shellfish, benthic orgenisms or insects)? X

b. Reduction of the rumb.urs of any unique, i
rare or endbgge:ed species of animals? X‘

e. lntroduction of new species of animals inte
on area, or result in a barier fo the
migration or movement of onimals? X

. d. Deterioration to existing fish or wildlife
habitat? - P4
6. Noise. Will the proposal result in:
a. Increases in existing noise levels? ’ X
b. Exposure of people to severe noise levels? X
7.  lLight and Glare. Will the proposal produce _
new light or glare? X

g

8. Land Use. Will the proposal result in a sub-
stontial alteration of the present or planned
tand use of on area? , K

9. Natural Resources, Will the proposal result in:

a. Increase in the rate of use of any natural
resources? z ‘




T3 RS B TN AT s ST TR TR e R T R e N IV AR T R VRV S

. . o B S Ea BT ey,
T : + - i S SRR S

b. Substantial depletion of ony nonrenewable
natura! resource?

0. Risk of Upset. Will the proposal involve:

a. A risk of an explosion or the releass
- of hazardous substences (including, but not
limited to, oil, pesticides, chemicals or
. radi~tion) in the event of un cccident or
up{ conditicns?

b. Passible interfereiice with ‘aniemergency. -
response pion or on emergeicy evacuation
plan?

I,  Population, Will the proposal altér the location,
distribution, density, or growth rate of the
humnen population of an area?

2. Housing, Will the proposal affect existing hous-
ing, or create a demond for additional housing?’

13, Transpertation/Circviatiin. ' Will the proposol
result ins E

a. Generation of substantial additional
vehicular movement?

b. Effects on existing parking- facilities, or
demand for new parking?

¢. Substantial impact upon existing transpor-
tation systems?

d. Alterations to present patterns of circulo-
tion ‘or movement of people and/or goods?

e. Alterations to waterborne, rail or gir
traffic?

f. Incregse .in troffic hazards 16 motor
vehicles, bicyclists or pedestrians?

14, Public Services. Will the proposal have on.
effect upen, or result in g need for new of
altered governmental services i cny of the
foliowing areas:

a. Fire protection?

b. Police protection?

¢. Scheois? -
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Parks or other recreationg! :facilities?

Maintenance of public facilities, including
roads?

f. Other govemmental services?

‘Energy. Will the proposal result in:

Use of substantial amounts of fuel or energy?

Substantial increase in demand upon exist-
ing sources of energy, or require the
development of new sources of energy?

Utilities, Wiil the proposal result in ¢ need
for new systems, -or substantial alterations to
the following utilities:

a. Power or natural gas?

b. Commun icotiorq 3ys?em§?

c. Water?

Sewer or septic tanks?

< <

N

e. Storm water drainoge?
f. Solid waste ond disposal?
Humaon ‘Health, Will the proposal result in:

X
2%

a. Creation of ony health hazard or potential
heaith hazard (excluding mental’ health)?

b. Exposure.of people o potential health
hazards?

Aesthetics. Will the proposal result in the
obstruction of any scenic vista or view open to
the public, or will the proposal result in the
creation of an aesthetically offensive site open
to public view?

Recreagtion. Will the proposal resuit in an
impact upon the quality or quantity of existing
recreationcl opportunities?

Cultural Resources,

a. Wili the proposal result in the alterafion
of or the destruction of a prehistoric or
historic archaeological site?
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b. Will the proposal resuit in adverse physical
or aesthetic effects to a prehistoric or
historic building, structure, or object?

Does the proposal have the potential fo
cause a physical chonge which would affect
unique othnic cultural values?

Will the proposal restrict existing religious
or sucred uses within the potential impoct
area?

2i. Mandatory Findings of Significance.

a. Does the project have the potential to
degrade the qualiity of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish
or wildlife species, couse @ fish or wiid-
life populction to drop below seif sus-
taining levels, threaten to eliminate a
plent or enimal community, reduce the
number or restrict the renge of a rare or
endangered plant or animal or eliminate
important examples of the major periods
of California history or prehistory?

Does the project have the potential to
cchieve short-term, to the disadvantage of
long-term, environmental goals? (A short-
term impoct on the environment is one
which occurs in a relatively brwf, definitive
period of timé while long~-term impacts

will endure well into the future.)

Does the project have impacts which are
individually limited, but cumulatively con-
siderable? (A project may immpcct on two

or more separate resources where the impoct
on each resource is relatively small, but
where the effect of the total of those
impacts on the envirenment is significant.)

Does the project have environmental effects
which will cause substantial adverse effects
on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

Ill. Discussion of Environmental Evaluation

IV. Defermination
: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)
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Oh the basis of th
| find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significent effect ‘
on the environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. ‘_____
gh the .proposed project covld have ¢ significant effect e

Il not be a significant effect in this case ‘___\

on an attoched sheet haove
ATION WiLL BE PREPARED.

1 find that althou
on the environment, theis wi
because the mitigation measures describ
been added to. the .project. A NEGATIVE DECLAR

roject MAY have g significant effect on the enviren-

| find the proposed P —
ment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL 1MPACT REPORT is required. _—

—

' ' " Signature

‘For
This is only @ suggested form. Public ogencies are firee {0 devise their own

format for initial siudies.)
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DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION - MERCED RIVER PIPELINE CROSSING
PERMIT AND CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT - CITY OF LIVINGSTON

EARTH: A1l questions answered "NO" except “b". The proposal will
not result in changes to erosion, to geologic/physical features,

to topography, to the river channel, nor expose people to geologic
hazards. The project will involve the disruption of soi] because
the pipeline will be buried approximately five feet ip depth. After
the pipe is placed at the bottom of the trench, the trench will be
filled and returned to a condition similar to what existed hefore
the trenching.

ponds covering 120 a
approximately 780 acres. This will not create new ob
odors, but-will disperse them more widely in the agricultural area.

WATER: The project will not change the course cof surface, flood,

or ground water. It will not alter the amount of surface or around
water either by additions or extractions. The project will not ‘reduce
the amount of water available nor expose people to water hazards

such as flooding.

The proposal will not discharge into surface waters or reduce the
water quality in the Merced River. The pipeline is a sealed system
and is designed not to leak into the river. The pipeline will be
equipped with a pressure release valve. The valve will detect a
drop in water pressure in the pipe resulting from » leak. When a
leak is detected by a drop in pressure, the sewer effluent pump will
be shut off and the valve will close the pipe preventing furthep
discharge. An enunciatowr $ignal panel at the pump will indicate
the- presence of a leak to personnel attempting to restart the pump.
Additionally, a relief pord will be available to drain the pipeline
prior to repaifing 2 l2ak.

The project will have an etfect on absorption rates for sewer effluent.
Sewer effluent that evaporates out of ponds currently will be absorbed
more quickly as a result of land application for agricultural crops.

No adverse impact is anticipated from this change in absorption rate,

PLANT LIFE: A1l questions answered “NO". The proposal is to place

-@ pipeline underground though existing farmed fields where natural

vegetation has been destroyed by agriculture. The pipeline surfaces

at the foundation of the railroad bridge. The construction and recent
rengvation of the railroad bridyr has destroyed the natural vegetation

at both of its ends. The pipeline surfaces approximately 250 feet %@@
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DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION
PAGE 2

from the center of the river on the south side. It ascends to the
bridge underside and crosses for 1,000 feet approximately. The pipe
goes underground 750 feet from the center of the river on the north
side. The project will not have.2 significant _ffect on the diver-
sity or number of rare or endangered plant species because they have
been eliminated by agriculture and bridge construction already.

Acreage in agricultural crops will not be reduced because the pipe-
line will be buried deep enough to allow farming to occur over it.

The project will provide agricultural irrigation. The proposals
will not introduce new species into the area.

ANIMAL LIFE: A1l questions answered "NO". The project will disturb
land already under cultivation or cleared of vegetation by bridge
construction for approximately two weeks. The. project will not re-
sult in a significant change in the diversity or number of rare or
endangered or other species of animals nor introduce new species

or barriers to migration into the area. The project is being con-
structed in areas already severely disturbed by human activity and
will include safeguards to prevent leakage which might deteriorate
the river water quality.

6,7,8, & 9. MNOISE, LIGHT & GLARE, LANDUSE, & NATURAL RESQURCES: All ques-
tions answered “"NO. The project will not expose people to
severe noise levels nor increase the existing noise level.
The pump for the effluent is already operational. The project

will net produce light or glare.

The project is in an area planned and used for agriculture.
It provides water for farm irrigation and does not change
the lard use pattern. The project will not result in an in-
creased rate of use of natural resgurces nor in substantial
depletion of nonrenewable resources.

10,11,12, & 13. RISK OF UPSET, POPULATION, HGUSING, & TRANSPORTATION/
CIRCULATION: A1l questions answered “NO". The project
will not interfere with any emergency response plan. The
proposal does not jnvolve explosives or hazardous sub-
stanceés. As.described under 3 above, 2 safeguard system
js included in the project to prevent leaks and discharge
into the Merced River in the event of an accident.

The proposal will not alter the distribution, or growth
rate of population in the area, nor will it affect or
create a demand for housing. The proposal will not gener-
ate vehicular movement nor create 2 demand for parking.
There will not be a substantial jmpact or alteration t0
existing transportation systems or patterns. The :proposal
will not increase hazards to vehicles or pedestrians.
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I{I. DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVACUATION
PAGE 3

14,15,16 & 17.  PUBLIC SERVICES, ENERGY, UTILITIES, & HUMAN HEALTH: A1l
questions answered "NO*. The project will not significant-
1y affect the nature or need for fire protection, police
protection, schools, parks and recreation facilities,
maintenance of public facilities or other governmental
services. The project uses energy to operate a pump;
however, substantial amounts of fuel will not be required.

The proposal will not result in a need for new systems
or substantially altered systems for power/natural gas,
communication systems, water, drairage, solid waste dis-
posal or sewer systems except to the extent that the pro-
ject itself is an alteration of the sewer system. The
propesal will not create nor expose people to a -health
hazard. The effluent is processed through twelve ponds
over an extended period reducing coliform bacteria to
safe levels. The effluent does not contain any human
waste. -

18,19, & 20. AESTHETICS, RECREATION, & CULTURAL RESOURCES: Ail ques-
tions answered "NO®. The project is underground or
nynderbridge” completely and has a0 offensive visual im-
pact. The proposal does not impact the quaiity or quan-
tity of recreational opportunities.

The project is in an area not known to be of historic

or cultural significance. No adverse change of a historic,
cultural or religious feature will occur as a result of
the proposal. '

21. MANDATORY FIKDIHGS OF SIGNIFICANCE: All questions .answered “NO".
Question "a" is answered "NO" for the reasons stated in questions 4
and 5 ahove. Question upt is answered "NO" because the project is
consistent with long term environmental goals of the City and urgings
of the Water Quality Control Board to use land application of sewer
effluent as a means of safe disposal. Question nct is answered "NO
pecause the cumulative impact of the project on various enviroamental
features of soil disruption and absorption rate is insignificant.
Question *d” is answered uNQ" because the project will not have_en-
vironmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on
humans either directly or indirectly.
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WAV 15 90 18129 CTTY LiviisToN,  EXHIBIT: "7

Hotlce of Determination

. n e Teeme S

To: ____ Ofee of Planning and Research

F : . . C oo
1400 Tenth Street. Room 191 rom: (Pablic Agensy) Ci :f”u ,tm
Steramento, CA 95814 1416 "C* Street !
{/ .
X CountyClerk Li¥S%Eheon, CA 95344 ,
County of __Merced :

2222 "M Street
Merced, CA 95340

Subject:
Fiilng ot Notica of Dotermination in compliance with Sectlon 21168 or 21152 of the Publlc Resources Code, :
Merced River Crossi Capital ] 1 |
ing rovemart Pro ’ :
P : Jmp jeet, City of Lv-rix}gscon, Merced County . i
James H, Bermett (209)~3910~80¢;1

Sisse Cleazinghouse Number Lead Ageacy Area CodefTelephone/Exzension )
(If enlomitind to Clearinghesse) Coatact Perscn .

State Higinmy 99/Merced Eiver, City of Livingston, Merced County ‘ :
Froject Location (inctuds county) ' ’ )
Project Description:

12° pipeline across the lower Merced River attached to the Pacific |
existing Southern i

railroad trestle to carry treated wastewater from industrial cility to

adjacent farmlands for irrigation. o trem ; sewer faeility o

This i3 to 2dvise thag the City Coumedl of the City of Livingsten . ..
oy 1. 1980 —_WM - approved the above described poject ca
2 e mmmmefdlwmgumwommgmdhgmcabovemw&mm

1. The project [Jwill Ewill noy) have a significant effect on the environment.
. ZDMEnvﬁmmenmImprcpmmmmdfwmkmjmpmmwmmﬂﬁmof@Q&
ANemmmthmmfmmmmmmmmofcmA. , )
3. Mitigation measures ([were @mw}m&&amﬁﬁmgf&emmefmsmjui
4.Asta.wmauof0vuddh:g(:onﬁdmﬁons (Clwas Bwasno{]adopwd[mthiapmjeq.

5. Findings (RJwens Tlwen: not} made pursuant to ths provisions of CEGA. :
‘IhisistocenifythmmeﬁnaiEIRwithmmmcsand@ommdm«dcﬁkn}ectmmisavammmtht:Ge'na*a!Pub&“‘“ :

Signglufs (Public Agency) Wﬂéj&% 1770 Pl%’:&ﬂ&.ﬁam_q; ‘

Dat received for filing at OPR: '
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RESOLUTION NO. 90-26
RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LIVINGSTON

RESOLUTION ADOPTING A NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND APPROVING
THE MERCED RIVER CROSSING CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

WHEREAS, the City of Livingstor lndustrial Sewer Plant is adjacent to the
lower Merced River; and,

L N R e L o TR Bt Dl

i

WHEREAS, the City desires ¢to protect the beneficial uses of and meet water
quality objectives for the lower Marced River; and,

KHEREAS, the City also desires to veduce the risk of degradation of the

Tower Marced River due to leakage and/or accidental discharge of effluant
from the Industrial Sewer Plant; and,

TTS W

WHEREAS, the City proposes to accomplish this objective by construction
of a pipeline to carry effluent from the Industrial Sewer Plant across
the lower Herced River for the purpose of irrigating nearby farmland and
thereby reducing the concentration of dasignated waste in the existing
sewar ponds.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council.of the City of
Livingston hereby adopts a Negative Declaration of Environmenta - Impact

gndgr CEQA and approves the Merced River Crossing Capital Improvemant
roject. .

Al kol

Passed and adopted this 1st day of May, 1930, by tha follewing vote:

AYES:  Garcla, Nagi, Ma~ques, Wintcn, Worden
NOES:
ABSENT:

&

GUADALUPE A. GARCTA
Mayor of the City of Livingston
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ATTEST:

I, hereby certify, that the foregoin

g resolution was regularly introduced
passed and adopted at a reqular meeti i i1 of e
of Livingston this 1st daygof Mayfegsgg.Of the City Gouncil of the Gty

N

E. CAMPINY..
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