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PRC 6327
GENERAL PERMIT - PUBLIC AGENCY USE

APPLICANT: Monterxey Regional Water Pollution
Control Agency
220 Country Club Gate Center,
Suite 34
Pacific Grove, California 93950

AREA., TYPE LAND AND LOCATION: .
A 0.012~acre parcel of sovereign land in
Salinas River at Del Monte Boulevard Bridge,
Monterey County.

LAND" USE: Construction and maintenance of a wastewater
force main.

TERMS OF PROPOSED PERMIT:
Initial period: 49 years from April 1,
1982,

CONSIDERATION: The public health and safety, with the
State reserving the right at any time to
set a monetary rental if the Commission
finds such action to be in the State's
best interest.

BASIS FOR CONSIDERATION:
Pursuant to 2 Cais Adm. Code 2003.
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PREREQUISITE TERMS, FEES AND EXPENSES:
Filing fee and processing costs have been

received.

STATUTORY AND OTHER REFERENCES:
A. P.R.C.: Div. 6, Parts 1 and 2; Div. 13.

B. Cal. Adm. Code: Title 2, Div. 3; Title 14,
Div. 6.

AB 884: 10/11/82(X30).

OTHER'PERIINENT INFORMATION:
1. The annual rental value of the site
is estimated to be $50.

2. A final EIR/EIS for the wastewater
force main was prepared and certified
by Monterey Regional Water Pollution
Control Agency, pursuant to CEQA and
the State CEQA Guidelines. Monterey
Regional Water Pollution Control Agency
found that the project will not have
a significant effect on the environment.

The project is situated on lands identified
as pussessing significant environmental
values pursuant to P.R.C. 6370.1, and

is classified in a use category "A"

which authorizes Restricted Use. The
project as proposed will not have a
significant effect upon the identified
environmental values.

APPROVALS OBTAINED:
United States Army Corps of Engineers,
California Coastal Commission and the County

of Monterey.

ADDITIONAL APPROVALS NEEDED:
: None.

EXHIBITS: A. Land Decription.

B. TLocation Map.
C. EIR/ETS Summary.
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IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMISSION:

1.

DETERMINE THAT AN EIR/EIS HAS BEEN PREPARED AND CERTIFIED
FOR THL3 PROJECT BY MONTEREY REGIONAL WATER POLLUTION

CONTRO). AGENCY.

CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE EIR/EIS
HAS BEEN REVIEWED AND CONSIDERED BY THE COMMISSION.

DETERMINE THAT THE PROJECT WILL NOT HAVE A SIGNIFICANT
EFFECT ON THE ENVIRONMENT AND FIND THAT THE PROJECT
IS NNOT INCONSISTENT WITH ITS USE CLASSIFICATION

AUTHORIZE ISSUANCE TO MONTEREY REGIONAL WATER POLLUTION
CONTROL AGENCY OF A 49-YEAR GENERAL PERMIT - PUBLIC
AGENCY USE, FROM APRIL i, 1982; IN CONSIDERATION OF
THE PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY WITH THE STATE RESERVING
THE RIGHT AT ANY TIME TO SET A MONETARY RENTAL IF THE
COMMISSION FINDS SUCH ACTION TO BE IN THE STATE'S BEST
INTEREST; FOR THE CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE OF A
WASTEWATER FORCE MAIN ON THE LAND DESCRIBED ON EXHIBIT
A" ATTACHED AND BY REFERENCE MADE A PART HEREOF.
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General Project Description

Alternative Projects Analyzed in the Draft EIS/EIR

Five major project alternatives and “"no action" were )
given a thorough environmental analysis in the Draft 2
EIS/ETR. Each cof the alternatives (oxcepre no action)
proposad consolidation of wastowaber flows from edght
norlher n Montercy County wastowater truatoent racilltxcé
and transpnrt to a aa.u\ja." Lt.x_,iOﬂu.x. Liraatnmant ".n.uh ncar -
the movth of the Salinas River. Major lan"CLWLﬁ“ routas
and tuvcatment plant locations were common to cach alter-
native. The alternatives varied in their level of treut~ \
ment and means of wastewater disposal/reuse. The five -
alternatives are summarized below:

Alternative 1 - Secondary treatment (level 1A treat— I
nent:, Table K-1 of Volume II) with year-round dise s
charge through an outfall to central Monteroy Bay. o

. Alternnt&ye 134 - Tertiary treatment (lovel IV treat- oy

7 l’ ment, Table K~1) and conveyance tu the Cesitiuviile -

RN avea for irrigation rgoueoe ﬁromvanmxoxnmnie-" RD”ll

to October and discharge to the lower Salinas River ‘
r lagoon (level III or V) for the remainder of the 7

year. :

Y]

B S
'

58 Alternative 166 =~ Tertiary treatment (level IV) and
N conveyance to thé Castroville arca for irrigation
A\ reuse from approximately April to October and dis-
N charge of secondary effluent through an outfall to
a central Monterey Bay (level 1a) for the rcmainder
of the year.

Alternative 170 =~ Tertiary treatment (level IV) and
conveyance to the Castroville arca for irrigation
reuse from ¢ pproxlmatcly April to Cclobor and storage
in & 900-acre reservoir for evencuitl lxzxgatlon
reuse the remainder of the year.

" AT~y

[

P

Alternative 171 - Secondary treatment winh filtration
(level II) and year-round discharge to 185 acres of
percolation ponds for additional treatment and sub-
surface storagey repumping and conveyance to the
Castroville arca for ijrrigakion reusce lLrom approxi-
mately April to October.

- e erwres ngmy s
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ppparent Best Alternative

phe facilities planning process in North Montcrey
county has resulted in identification of an apparcnt best
alternative for solving the area's existing water quality
problems. This project, hlternacive 166, was recommended
by the facilities engincers in their Facilities Plan For
porkh Monterey County, Interim Report No. 3, braft Facilities

Flan Woport (Engitieering science, inc., 1976a). The environ-
mantal analysis of the project alternatives, as detailed in
the Draft Environmontal Impact Statement and Report - North
lontorey County Fagirlities Plan (U.S. Environmantal -
Pyotection Agency, 1977) indicated that two of the five
alternatives {124 and 166} were worthy of consideraticn

for eventual implementation. Subseguent to receiving prlic
Lestimony on the Dfaft EIS/EIR (in both written form an:
through oral testimony a«t public hearings held May 18 and 19,
1977), a decision was made by the MPWPCA with the concurrxence
of EPMA and the SWRCB to proceed on design of Alternative 166.
A bricf descriptior of this project and its time frame for
implementation is presented below.

Fagilities. The proposed regionzl wastewater system
i's composed of three major interceptors, a single regional
trcatment plant and an ocecan outfall to central Monterey
Bay. Irrigation reuse ot the treated affluent 15 planned
as part of the system, but implementation of this element
of the project will be held in abeyance pending the out-
come of a five-year agricultural irrigation demonstration
project. .

Intereeptors. The three major interceptors wiil
originate from the existing Monterey, Salinas and Castroville
County Sanitation District treatment plants. In the
initial stage of the project, all will carry treated
effluent from the existing treatment plants to the ocean
outfall south of the Salinas River. The Monterey interceptor
will carry the combined wastes of the existing Pacific
Grove, Monterey, Seasidec County Sanitation District, Fort,

Ord and ldrina County Watex Districkt tréataent systems.

The Castroville interceptor will transpoct the Castrovilie
€SD flowg and the Salinas interceptor will transport flows
from both existing City of Salinas plants. Once the
regiona) trecatment plant is constructed, all interceptors
will carry untreated effluent. v

v
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The Montorey interceptor will be designed to accommodate
the peak wet-weather flows from the ultimate population in
‘the Monterey Peninsula area. The Castroville and Salinas in-
terceptors will be designed to carry peak wet-weather flows
from the yecar 2000 population. The design criteria are listed,

in the following table.

Preatment Plant., The regionai wastewater treatment plant

will be designed to accommodate an average dry-weather flow of
approximately 22 mgd. This sizing has been mandated by EPA

25 a mitigation for the deterioration of regional air -quality
likely to occur if service area populations increase as cur-
rent:ly anticipated by local planning agencics. Treatment
plant design criteria are presented in the followlny tabls.

The regional plant is to be located south of the Salinas
River on land currently owned by the Monterey Peninsula
Garbage and Refuse Disposal District. It will be constructed
as a second stage of overall project implementation and will
initially provide secondary treatment (level 1-~A in Table
K-l of Vvolume II) for discharge to the ocean. If agricul-
tural irrigation is proven feasible by an ongoing demonstra-
tion project, treatment processes producing tertiary effluent
(level 1V, Table K-1) will be added to the plant as a third
stage of overall project implementation. The recdlaimed
effluent would be used to irrigate £obd crops in the Castro-
ville arca from April to October; the remainder of the year
effluent would be discharged to the ocean via the new outfall.

* Qeean Outfall. The proposed ocean outfall will be con-
structed in the initial stage of project implementation.
Currcent design indicates the off-shore portion of the outfall
will have a total length of 1,950 meters (6,400 feet), will
terminate on the ocean bottom at a depth of 22 mekers (75 feet),
and will have a peak wet-weather flow design capacity of 82
mgd. The outfall will cross the beach line approximately ocne
mile south of the mouth of the Salinas River and will extend
west-solithwest at an angle of 105° from true WNorth. The
multi-p.ct diffuser at the end of the outfall will be 950

meters long.

Population Base and Service Area. The population base
used to size the wastewater facilities varies between the
intexceptors and treatment plant. As stated above, the treat-
ment plant is designed to accommodate tlie SWRCB's E-0 popula-
tion projection for 1990. The Monterey interceptor is designed
fog the ultimate population predicted by local planning agencies,
while the Salinas aud Castroville interceptors are designed for
year 2000 local projections. These projections are listed by
AMBAG planning arca in a following table. All calculations were
based'on the potential service area indicated in Figure 2,
opposite page 4 of this report.
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TREATMENT PLANT AND INTERCEPTOR DESIGN CRITERIA

Design Average Design Peak

pDry-Weathex Flow; Wet~-Weathexr Flow, . GPCD
mgd Design Population® Multipliers?

_mgd

Treatment Plant vk 223,900 70~110

Interceptors
15.24 169,000

13.07 132,600
1.56 18,800

Monterey
Salinas

Castroville

1
Design flows for the treatment plant are estimated; new design criteria based on E-0

sizing limit arxe not. completed.

Treatment plant sized to 1990 E~0 projection; Monterey interceptor designed to
ultimate population; Salinas and Castroville interceptors designed to year 2000
populations.

o

3DYd HYGNITY

For breakdown by AMBAG planning arxea, see Table 57 in Vol. 1 appendix,
GPCD is gallons per capita per day. )
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FACILITIES POPULATION BASE

-

Populatipn Population

Planning Used to Used to
Area Size Size Treat-

Planning Arca Kunber " Interceptors ment Plant?

Castroville 12,5007 8,800
?

Castroville CSD : 5,900%

San Juan 4,100r‘

Salinas South 200!
Gabilan 200! 96,100

Salinas 113,500!
Toro 15,0001
Marina 22,0002 14,000
Fort Ord 25,0002 20,000
Monterey~Salinas ' 23,0002
Scaside CSD 42,0002 85,000
Montexrey 34,5002 .
Pacific Grove 22,5003 —

TOTAL + 320,400 223,900

! Local year 2000 projections reported in Engineering
Scicnece, Inc., 1976c.

2 Local ultimate projections reported in Engineering
' Science, Inc., 1976c¢c.

.

* SWRCB E-0 projections for 1990.

¥ AMBAG planning areas shown on Figure 49 of Volume I Appendix.

The sexvice area of the new regional sanitation district
has not been specifically delineated to date. It is antici-
pated that it will initially include only existing wastewater
service arcas, Thesé are delineated on Figure 2, oppeosite
page 4 of this report. [Future service area expansions will be
determined primarily by local planning decisions on location
of new developments and anhexations of presently unincorporated
arcas. The poténtial expansion areas identified for planning
purposes by Enginheéering Science, Inc., (Figure 2) were developed
through consultation with local planning agencies and review
of existing general plans, The boundarieés arc not final, they
are only approximations used in planning for wastewater
facilities. i
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Fvﬂd)nn. The proposcad project, as originally planned,
wan estimated to have a total construction cost of $64.7
million. This included interceptors, outfall and regional
sccondary treatment plant. Subsequent size reductions imposed
on the treatment vlant have altered costs, but new numbers
have not yet been generated. -Only the treatment plant cost
will change. Table M-1 in Volume II lists details of original
cost estimates. The project financing plan and revenue pro-
gram prepared by Bartle Woells Associates (1976) escalated
original project costs to 1980 °dollars (original estimates
done in 1976 dollars) and established a project cost of $71.4
million. This does not include the cost of tertiary facilities
neceded if reclamation proves feasible. Of the $71.4 million,
the federal installation share was estimated to be $9.5 million,
the fedcral-state grant portion $51.9 million, and the local
share was the remaining $10 million. These numbers will be
revised when treatment plant sizing is confirmed and new
estimates can be generated.

It is anticipated that the local funding will be raised
through sale of bonds. A bond election will be necessary
bcfore this sale can be authorized. The regional sanitation

strict will generate revenue through a system of user
charno and hook-up fees. The original Bartle Wells Ass
ciates estimate of typical single-family dwelling unit user
charges wvas $4.50 per month. This may be revised due to
changes in treatment plant costs.

L

Project Time Frame. The State Water Resources Control
Board bas recently proposed an accelerated time frame for
implementation of the North Monterey County Facilities Plan
projoct. This time frame is summarized below. The steps
referred to are the SWRCB 201 project grant steps (Step 1 -~
Planning, Step 2 - Design, Step 3 - Construction).

Step 2 - September 1977

Design intérceptor and outfall

Bond election -~ June 1978

Start design for plant

Step 3 - Sentembﬂr 1978 for interceptor and outfall
Construct interceptor and outfall

Step 3 -~ September 1979 for plant

Complete and use interceptor and ogtfdll - September 1979

Complete plant - September 1981

0CO00O00000
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mnvironmontal Icsues and Their Curreni: Status

Significant environmental issues that remained unresolved
at the time the Draft EIS/EIR was published were discussed on
pages 337-342 of the Draft document. S$ince publication of the
braft, scverdl of these issues have been clarified or rendered
less significdant in light of decisions made by the project
applicant, EPA and the SWRCB. A brief status report on each
issue follows. -

Irrigation of Food Crops with Reclaimed Wastewater

The feasibility of thiss proposed wastcwater reuse is
being analyzed through a S5-year agricultural demonstration
project in the Castroville area. Irrigation reuse will
becoine a part of the regional wastewater system only if the
results of .this study indicate there are no significant
adverse effects associated with the irrigation. An environ-
mental analysis will be completed and made available to the
public at the project's conclusion. ..

Impack of the Proposed Ocean Discharge

Since publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, Engineering
Science, Inc. has released an additional oceanographic
investigations report with detailed biological, water
quality and physical oceanographic data collected near the
proposed outfall terminus from July of 1976 to Marxrch of
1977 (Engineering Sciences, Inc., 1977). This document
should be consulted if detailed species lists, water guality
statlstics or current metering data are desired (it is
available in the offices of EPA~San Francisco, SWRCB-
Sacramento, Enginheering Science, Inc.~-Berkelev and MPWFCA-
Monterey). Additional analysis of the outfall's impact on
marlne biota is presented in the Ocean Cutfall section of

esponse to Comments on following pages. To date there is
no indication that a, significant impact will result from
the discharge, but pre-discharge monitoring will continue so
that changes created by the outfall can be identified if

they occur.

A\

Impact on the Salinas River Lagoon

Water quality and inflow data needed to completely assess
the impacts of the project. alternatives on the Salinas River
Lagoon are still lacking. The séope of work for the EIS/EIR
did net include extensive water quallty sampling or flow
monitoring in the river. The work has not been authorized
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pubscquently for several reasons: 1) a lower xiver d%scharge
is oppoued by the Central Codstal Reqgional Water Quality

Control noard, as it would be in opposition to recommendations

in the areca's Basin Plan; 2) a lower rivexr dischargg c?uld
create undesirable public health threats to recreationists
along the river and on beaches adjacent to the river mouth;
3) the cost of implementing a river discharge alternative 1s
considerably higher than an ocean discharge alternative due
to treatment levels required; and 4) in case of treatment
plant upsets or failure, ocean discharge of pqorly~treated or
untreated cffluent would present fewer poteéntial hazaxds to
human hcalth than a river discharge. These facts have been
judged sufficient to discourage a detailed water quality
analysis of the lagoon area as part of the 201 study. There-
fore, the issue of Alternative 134 impacts on the Salinas
River Lagoon have not been completely resolved prioxr to making
a decision on the project. ‘ .

Aixr Quality

The issues of potential air quality degradation and
necessary mitigation raised in the Draft EIS/EIR have been
resolved to a large degree by reducing the size of the
regional wastewater treatment plant. The allowable size for
the plant has been reduced to that capable of treating the
flows from an E-0 projected population in 13%0. 1In effect
this cuts the fundable plant size from the original 26 mgd
to the currently provosed 22 mgd., The size reduction limits
maximum sewered population within the service area to a point
that increasad vehicle travel and point source air pollution
should net cause ambient air quality standards to be exceeded
in the basin with the project planning time frame (1980-1990)
note this conclusion was reached using supplement 5 to AP 42).
This plant size reduction is considered sufficient mitigation
by EPA and the State Air Resources Board.

The Monterey area regional planning agency, AMBAG, is
currently in the process of requesting an Air Quality Mainte-~
nance Are2 (AQMA) designation for the Monterey-Santa Cruz
air basin. If the AQMA designation is made, an Air Quality
Maintenance Plan {AQMP) will be required. The AQMP will
identify and implement additional controls on emission of
air pollutants within the basin.

Geohydrologic Investigation

The need for a geochydrologic investigation in the
vicinity of the “Marina landfill and the storage reservoirs of
Alternative 170 and 171 is discussed in the Wastewater Storage
section of Response to Comments on the Draft E1S/EIR. The
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investigation wi.l not be conducted as a part of this study
due to the selection of Alternative 166 as the best apparent

alternative.

Mitigation of Impacts on Salinas River Biota

.

Pages 234-243 of the "raft EIS/EIR discuss potential
impacts of the project on lower Salinas River biota. The
major concern identificd is the effect that removal of the
existing Salinas wastewatexr outfalls will have on biota down-
stream in the Salinas River. A variety of potential miti-
gation measures have been proposed, all of which include
streamflov augmentation during the river's low-flow periods.
General cost estimates and feasibility analyses were prepared
for cach potential mitigation, but to date none has. pro-
gressed beyond that stage toward implementation. Because the
Califoxnia Department of Fish and Game feels the impacts to
wildlife and vegetation would be significant, ‘the State Water
Resources Control Board plans to make further consideration
of poteontial mitigation measures a condition of ‘Gtep II grant
approval. In effect, this would require MPWPCA to prepare a
supplemental report on the technical, economic and institu-
tional feasibility of stream flow augmentation alternatives;
in additicn the report would address the impactg of the
various alternatives. Preparation of this supplemental report
and adoption of some form of mitigation would be done in
cooperation with the California Department of Fish and Game;
this study should not hinder progress on planning and design
of the total regionai project.

Reuse of Effluent fo.. Marsh Enhancement

Use of secondarily-treatéd wastewater for marsh enhance-
ment in the Salinas River Lagoon Wildlife Management Area
was suggested as a potential beneficial reuse in the Draft
EIS/FIR. To date, further discussion of this possibility has
not occurred. Granting of concept approval and authorization
to begin design of the proposed project will not preclude
futuxe implementation of this option. Discussiocns between
MPWPCA, EPA, the project cngineers and the California Depart—
ment of Pish and Game will be conducted to consider marsh
cenhancement in greater detail.

e

Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Implementation of the proposed project could result in a
varicty of impacts to northern Monterey “Zounty's physical,
econonmic and socio~cultural environment. Thesce impacts are
related to both construction and operation of thet proposed new
wastewater facilities. 'There is also the potential for stimu-
lating seccondary or indirect impacts on the arca's environment
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by providing an impreved public utility. Utility improvements
characterlstlcal]y accammndate populat;ons ih ¢xcess of existing
wistoewater systoems, A variety 'of meagures that are capable of
roducing ox cllninutlng the project's potentmal adverse 1mpacLs
were suggested in the braft EIS/EIR. Some huve since been
adopted as part of the project itself. The following summary
list of impacts and mitigations indicates which mitigations

are now planned as part of the, project. The list also includes
those agencics or entities that should or will implement the
mitigation mecasure.

ossible
Inpacta Implcmcrting
o Mitication Measurg(s) . anth(idql

LONSTRUCTION IMBACTS

1. Creation of local noise, dust and aerial emissions along interceptors

and at plant site.
o Saurce control of noise, air emissions, dust. Construction
,contractor

Visual disruptien at construction sites.
o Avald construction through scenic arcas. MPWRCA*
o Koep disturbed arecas to a minimum, reseed. Construction
conbtractor
o Incate vehicle storage and corporation yards away from Construction
Bo ot on sy

transportation corridorni. ) contyactor
’

loss of vegetation and wildllifé habjtat to new facilities, lcss of

non-mobile wildlife species on éonstruction sites.

o Avoid, minimize removal of wegetation; keep disturbed arcas as Construction
small as possible, reseed. contractor

o Avold construction through critical wildlife habitat. MPWPCA*

Loss of agricultural land to new faéilitias.
© Select pipeline routes and treatment plant site outside HPWPCAR
agricultural arcas.

Temporary sedimentation in lower Salinas River .
o Place interceptors on existing bridge crossings to avoid HPUWPCA*
trenching in active stream bed. . .

femporary scdimentation in ocean waters.

o Place ¢ r;dg:ng spoil oh apptoved dry~land disposal area Construction
rather than in ocean waters contractor

OPERATIONAL IMPACTS

1. Slow accumulation of certain trace elements in agricultural soils.
.2« Increcased salt leaching requircments in some agricultural areas,

3. Decrcase in the quality of irrigation return flows in séne
agricultural arcas.,

€. Creation of a potential public health hazard at point of effluent
. discharge rcuse.
o Conduct agricultural irrigation demonstratioh project to MPWPCA*
monitor cifeocta of frrigation reusc. ¢
o Design ocean outfall so that discharge compliecs wic HPWPCAY
State Ocean Plan requircements.

83
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Posaible
TAnacta Impliemrontiyy,
JEntitv(iosy .

\_ o My faakion Measuvn(s)

cohoralcT IOl TMPACTS

Crejtion of local noise, dust and acrial emissions along. intercoptors

andi at plant sites . .
0 Source control of noise, air emisufons, dust, . Construction
contractor

1.

Visunl dicruption at construction sites.

© Avold construction through scenic arease MPHRCA®

% Keep disturbed arcas to a minimum, resced. Construction

’ contractor
¢ Locate vehicle storage and corporation yards away from Construction
contractor

transportation corridors.

Inss of vegetation and wilflife habitat to new facilities, loss of

non-mobile wildlite species on constructivi sites,
o Avoid, mininize removal of vegetation; kcep disturbed areas as Construction.
cantractor

small as posgible, reseed.
o Avoid construction through critical wildlife habitat. MPHPCAY

Loss of agricultural land to new. facilities.
¢ Select pipeline routes and treatment plant site outside MPHBOAY

agricultural arcas,

Temporary sedimentation in lowevr Salinas River
o Place inkereceprors on oxisting bridge crossings to avoid

trenching {n active stroam bed.

Temporary sedimentation in ocean waters. i
U Place dredging spoil on approved dry-land disposal area Construction
contractsr

rather than in ozcan wasers. .
’

OPERATIONAL IMPACTS
Slow accumulation of certain- trace elements in agricultural soils:

Increased salt leaching requiyements in some agricuigufdl‘arc a
tion. return flows in some

Decrease in the quality of irriga
agricultural areng,

Creation of a potential publi€ health hazard at pdint of effluent

discharga reuse.
o Conduct agricultural irrigation demonstration project to
monitor effects of lrrigation reuse.
o Design ocean outfall so that discharge complies. with

State Ocean-Plan requirements.
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- ® .y Y ome et el emenand R ar JUNTORCIERT Y TR T ‘.-ubha;4 4
(:) C:} Possibla .
. . Implenanting -
cth . .
lepe o MHitigation HMeasure {(g) Entity(iea)} g
o - {
"?‘.‘L@Q‘,ME {continucd) 1! .
. . w fri . { N
, lLocal Increuse {n vector pepulations at wastowater storage/reuse arcdss L
i o Implement vector control program at reservoirs chrough local MPWPCAY, . 1 .
wnsguito ohatemeat alstrictso. . NSVIAD i
o Dusign scotage ponds with at leagt 2:1 slopesy contxgl MPWPCA®
vegetative growth on pond perimeters. . ; .
¢, Increase in encrgy and chemicals required for wastewater collpction, ot
3 treatrzent aad disposal. . ‘ ‘ i
= o Utilize thoce treatment processes with lowest chemical MPWPCA :
oo and energy requirements. - ) H
' o Sclect pipeline routes, troatment plant location with leasc UPWPCA : .
- purplng requirements. TN
ey o Utilize qiqcuto:-gcncratcd methane for treatment plant MPWRCA* : : '
cnergy Source. \ ‘
7. Increase in the volume of sewage sludge produced through L .
e wstowater treatment. . ‘ o
: o ytilize treatment processas that do not require chemical MPWPCA ‘ ..
precipitation of sludge. ) ok
i o Dewatar sludge prior to disposal. MRWPCA* ! N V;,
bi ¥ . B
¢. Redvction in surface flows in the lower Salimas afver with resultant C B ;
’ impacts on riparian vegetation and wiadlifes. ‘ ) Y ;
A o Conduct feasibility analysis of potental nitigation measuxes MBVRCAY A
- in cooperation with California Department of Fish and Game. . . -
e o Investigate use of treated wactewator for ‘habita% enhancement DFG, CDH, '
on Department of Fisi and Game wildlife area at Salinas MPUHPCA*Y, ¥
NN River Lagoon. MCEHD .1
BN y
, . i :
R 3*& lncrease in the cosk of providing wastewatex treatment scrvice. . s !
N ' o lmplement lcagt costly treatment and disposal =ltexnative MPUDPCH $ |
i asible V 1
A o Limit treatment facilities sizing to that’lavel considered MPWPC/i#? ! ’
’ grant fundable by EPA and SWRCB, i o
o Dliminate as much infiltration/inflow as possible.  MTYHPCAt, local ' Lo
- public -tqrks . A
‘ departments ; ‘
o Initiate water conservation ard wastewater flow reduction MPRICH, SWRCE, ! o
. programs. . RUQUE|, local K
IR ’ . government, ! S ‘
_ : * publilh at | ; .
N large ! P §
‘ . 1
10, Prcsible groundwater contamination in the Marina landflll site :
v, fron disposal of sludge. ! ,
o Dewater sliudge prior to landfilling. MPWPCA* i >
o Utilize leachate recovery system at siudge~-drying sites. {4PWPCA* . B
{ [ o
11. Introduction of new wastewater discharge to central Monterey Bay , .
with subsequent impact on Hay biota. ’
o Conduct pre- and post-discharge monitoring programs required MPHPCA* ; S
by the SWRCE and RWQCD. AR
GROWTH-REIATED INMPACTS? 3
, 3. Increcascd pressure on local water ;upp!ics. * e
v o Implement a wastewater roclamaticn alternative to augment MPWPCA* : ¢
b local water cupplies.
@ . 4
e : ) . ’ ‘/:'“;:
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Mitfaation Moawars(s)

Posaible
Implement:ing
Bntity (les).

INPACTS Y (continued)

g;gwru-nxnh?"n
‘2o Conversnion of oban space and qqricultﬁ?&l land to ugban usoes,
o Encourage Elgh-density development in newly urbanifed areas.

»

@ Encourdge infill rather than peripheral development or sprawl.

o Utilize Williamson ‘Act land protection, .

-

o Modify general plans apd woning ordinances to protect

recognized valuable reséurces.

@ Prohiliit direct tie-ins to new regional interceptors,
except in existing urban areas.

Increased pressure on Public scrvices and facllities ischobls,
Lire and police protection, sol@d‘waste,disposal, ete.).
o Encourage high-dcnsity*devclopmcnt in newly urbanized .areas.

© Encourage infill rather ‘thas beripheral development or spravl,

Increases in uvban runofs and crosion, affecting water quality.

o Cooruinate facilitiog Planning and dasign with ‘ongoing
208 sntudies, .

sources and vehicle traffic with subsequent
Guyiedaison of aix qualisy,

o Adept mure stringeat vehicle emission standhreds.

e Adopt more stringent point source emission standards.

@ 7 atrel development: of pew {ndustrial sources of pollution
wns MCh generdL plan and' zoring amendments, changes in
conditional uze purmit procedures.

© Reduce overall vehlcle travel by:

l. Hogifyina generzl plans and zoning ordinanzes to
encourage infill and reduce urban sprawl.,

,5! duereases in stationary

#. Dusign new residential arcas to facilitate bus servica.

3.  Xwprovi tocar transit sarvise, encourage car pooliny.
4. Encourage now development pianning that facilitates
. nhon-motorized tratel, . .
o-Designate air besin an Av,Quality Maintenanee Area
and levelop local Air Quality Maintenance Plan
6. Incrcase demands on local energy and natural) resource supplias.

o Modiiy géneral plans, zoning ordinances afid building codesg
to protice recoynized valuable resovreces, i.¢., energy
‘supplics, wvaré and #ndangered plants ond wildlife, critical
wildlife habitat, minerai supplies, nte.

Y

Local -planning
&gencias, city
councils, MCHS

Local planning,
agcucles, city

. councils, Mces

local planning

‘agencies, city
councils, ¥Cas,

local landowners

Local plagning
agenziss, gity
.covaeils, Mcas
MOPWPAR

Local planning
agencies, city
councils, NOB3

Local planning
agencies, city
couneils, MEBS

MPUPCA*, npR,
SHRCB, 'AMBAG

EPA, AnB

MsuaPCh

Local planning
agencics, eity
councils, MCBS

Loca), planning
agencies, city
councils, MCES

Lecal planning
agencies, MPT

Local govern=~
ment, HPT

Local. planning
agencies

MBUAPCD, SWRCB,
EPX

Yocal glanning
4gencies, diky

councils, MCBS

Mt
.

)

Bée noext pige,

NOTES AND ABEREVIATIONS:
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NOTUES AUD ARGREVIATIONS:

* Indicates a mitigation measure being incorporated into
project planning and design by MPWDCA. These will be
accomplished. Othoer mitigations should %o implemented
by identificd agency/entity at the request of MPWPCA.

A list of all abbreviations included in the Implementing
Entities column is presented below,

Only the regional treatment plant is being reduced in
size; interceptors remain as designed for local growth

projections,

ALL growth-related impacts are being mitigated to some
extent by a reduction in the size of the regional waste~
water trcatment plant; the plant will be sized to accom-
modate flows from tlie estimated 1990 E-0 population
defined by the SWRCB rather than from the original
facilities Plan design population.

California Air Resources Board
Ca;ifornia Department of‘Health

2ID Castroville Irrigation District

DFG California Department of Fish and Game

EPA U. S. Environmental Proteétion Agency

MBUAPCD Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution Control District

MCBS Honterey County Board of Supervisors

MCEHD Monterey County Environmental Health Department

MCFCNCD Monterey County Flood Control and Water Conservation
WDistrict )

MPT Monterey Peninsula Transit

MPWDCA Monterey Peninsula Water Pollution Control Agency

NSVMAD  Northern Salxnas Valley Mosquito Abatement Districs

RUWQCS ‘Central Coastal Regional Water Quality Control Boargd

SWRCB: Califsrnin State Water Resources Contrxol Board
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Recommnndations .

Preparation of a Draft EXS/EIR and submittal of its
findings to government agencices and public review has allowed
EPA and the MPWPCA to cevelop firm recommendations for the
future direction of the North Monterey County Facilities Plan.
Planning and design should proceed on the Facllities Plan's
recormanded alternative, No. 166. This project includes con~
struction of three major wastewater interceptors and a new
ocean outfall to central Monterey Bay south of the Salinas
River. A regional secondary treatment plant should be con-
structed on land now owned by the Montermy Peninsula Garbage
and Refuse Disposal District at the Marina landfill site.

The facilities planning effort must continue to actively
investigate means of reclaiming and reusing the wastewaters
of the project service area. Wastewater reclamation is a
key element in the reglonal plan and can play a major role
in alleviating the serious water supply problems .of the
Monterey Peninsula and lower Salinas Valley. The recently
initiated agrlcuw tural irrigation demonstration project at
Castroville should be continued and completed as scheduled.
1f this study indicates irrigation of food crops with treated
wastewater is technically feasible, economically justifiable
and env;ronmentally acceptable, the third stage of the
facilities plan should be implemented. This includes coa-
strucltion of tertiary treatment facilities and a wastewater
delivery line to agricultural land in the lower Salinas
Valley.

. In the interim, the ongoing golf course irrigation
reuse study on the Monterey Peninsula should be continued.
This study may indicate reclamation and reuse is feasible
oh a local scale; this would aid the Monterey Peninsula
communities in their efforts to improve their water supply
situation and should aot preclude eventual irrigation reuse
on a regional scale should it prove feasible. In the event
agzlcu‘tural irrigdtion does prove infeasible, other methods
of reusing wastewater will be actively pursued.

In order to mitigate major adverse impacts of the project
identified ia the Draft BEIS/EIR, it is recommended that the
trqatment plant be designed to accommodate flows from the
SWRCB's projected E~-0 1990 population level rather than the
originol facilities plan oopulatlon estimate. ‘This re-sizing
of the treatment plant will reduce the'possibility that growth
within the proposed service srea will cause national and state
ambientk air quality shandards to be exceeded within the
Monterey~5anta Cruz air basin durzng the project's lO~year
design period. In addition, it is recommended that a study of
potential mitigation measures be pursued to reduce the project

tsg
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impacts on lower Salinas River vegetation.and wildlife. The
technical, cconomic and environmental feasibility of augmenting
flows in the Salinas River below Salinas must be better defined
no that an appropriate mitigation for 'loss of summer f£flows

can be implemented. This study should be conducted in coopex-
ation with the California Department of Fish and Game.

}
»
1
i
4
i
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Sources of ,Comments

The following individuals, organizations and agencies
presented written comments on the Draft EIS/EIR.

Feclexal Agencies

U. S. Amy, Chief of Engineers - Washington, D.C.

U. S. Ay Corps of Ingineers - San Francisco

U. S. Amy = Fort Ord Division of Facilities Engineering
U. S. Coast

U. S, Depoortmont of Interior ~ San Francisco

U. S. Department of Agriculiure - SCS

U. S. Envirommental Protection Agency Headquarters
U, S. Department of Health, Education & Welfare
Fedexal Highway Administration

Federal Power Coamad, lon ~ San Francisco \
Federal Power Conmissicn - Washington, D.C. .
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation

Stae Agencies _

State Water Rescurces Control Board

California Air Resources Board

California Deparbinent. of Fish and Game '
California Department of Health .

¢ e

S w-—

Regicnal, Local Agencies

Central Coastal Regional Water CQuality Control Béaxd

Central Coastal Regicnal OCZCC

NMBRG

Monterey County Departiment of Iealth

Monkerey County Board of Supervisors

Monterey County Flood Contxol and Water Conservation District
City of Salinas

.
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Organizations, Fimms, Individinals

Cooxge S. Nolte & Assoclates
Sicrra Club - Ventana Chapter
Icagud of Wanen Voters - Salinas
Mg. Bobbie Harmg

Mr. Douglas K. Mclain, Ph.D. .
Mr. O. C. Mathern
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