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CALENDAR l:.·EM 

GENERAL LEASE - RIGHT-OF-WAY USt 

09/27/'JO 
w i11s1a 
'Fong 

·APPLICANT: Cali for.nia ~ater Se:...-·uice Comparl,y 
17~0 North Fi~sl Street 
San Jose~ California 95i12 

AREA, TYPE LAND AND LOCATION: 
A parcel of sovereign lnnd in lhc bed of the 
Kt?rn River adj'acent to the Highway 178 ·br.idge 
l.n ~akersfi'eld. Kern County. 

LAND USE: The installation. use. and maintenar.ce of a 
12~inch-d)amcter water pipeline and 
24-inch-diamcter protective stoel casing. 

~~RMS OF PROPOSED LEASE: 
Initial period: 

Surety bond: 

Special: 

Thirf:y ( 30) years beginning 
Sepb~mber 30, 1990. 

;$2 ,000. 

Lessee shall provid2 •n 
"as-bu~lt~ description and 
survey plat of the installed 
pipeline upon its completion. 

CONSIDERATIOI\.: $137 per -annum; wi:th the Stale reserving the 
right to fix a different rental on each 
f:i f th anniversary .of the le-ase. · 

BASIS FOR \CONSIDERATION: 
Pursuant to 2 ·C~J. Code Regs. 2003. 
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CALENDAR ITEM NO.C CONT'D 

APPLICANT STATUS: 
Applicant is permi~tee of upland. 

PREREQUtSlT[ CONOlfIONS, fftS, AND tXPENSCS: 
Filing fee has been received. 

STAfUTORY AND OTHER REFEREN<;ES: 
A. P.R .. C.: Div. 6, Parts land· 2; Div. 13 .. 

AB 884: 

6. Cal. Coue Regs.: Title 2, Div. 3; 
1 j tl e 14 , O:i v • 6 • 

93/02/91. 

OTHER PERTINENT INFORMATION: 
l. A Negative Declaration was ~re~ared ~nd 

adopted for this project by -the City of 
Bakersfield. 1hc Cily deLormin~d that the 
project will not hau~ a significaht effect 
on the environ~ent. lhe Slale Lands 
Commission's staff has reviewed such 
doc.~menl. 

2. The cxisling ~aler pipeline, which is 
attach~d to fhe underside of the westbound 
lane, needs to be relocated to a separate 
easement adjacent to the bridge to 
accommodate Ca)tra~s' widening of the 
Highway 178 Bridge. The .water pipeline 
wll1 ·be buriod jn tt. 24 .... jnch.-d'im1wtor 
protective steel casing .under the Kern 
Riuer. 

APPROVALS'08TAINEO: 
City of Bakersfield. 

fU~t"Hf.R APPROVALS REQUIRED: 
Rec'.+amat:i.on Board. 

EXttlBlfS: A. 
8. 

l~nd neicription. 
L 

-- s..._: M oca,.1 on ap. 
Notice of Deter.mi.nation/Negative 
OcclarAtion. 
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CALEND~R- lTEM NO .c .~ 2 CONT'D 

l;T IS RECCMMENO£D THAT THE COMMISSION: 

1. ~IND THAT A ~EGATIVE DECLARATIOW WAS PREPARED AND ADOPTED 
'fOR THIS PROJECT BY THE CITY '()f BAf:(ERSFlf.LO AND 'flfAT rtfE 
COMMISSION HAS REVIEWED ANO CONSIDERED Ttl£ INrORMOTlON 
CONTAINED THEREIN. 

2. DETERMINE THAT THE ·PROJECT. AS APPROVED, WILL NOt HAVE A 
SIGNIFICANT EFFEC,T ON THE ENVIRONMENT. 

). nUTtlORlJ.t: lSStlONC( 10 cntHORNln ,Wflll.R SfRVl(';( (;QMPf\NY or n 
30-YEAR GENER~L LEASE - RIGHT-OF-WAY USE. UEG!NNING 
SEPTEMBE~ 30, 1990; IN CONSIOERATiON· OF.ANNDAL RtNTAL IN 
THE AMOUNT OF $ i37 L-UTH THE STATE RESERVINC. THE RIGHT TO 
fl X A DIFFERENl RENTAL ON EACH FIFTH ~W-JlVERSARY Of THE 
LEOS£; PROVISION Of A $2,000 SURETY BONO; PROVI3lON OF 
PUl\L lC Llfiill L1 rv lNSURl\NC[ 'fOR COMUJ N[I> SJ NGL( LI Mn 
COVERAGE Of $500,000; FOP. TltE INSTALLArION, U~f.., 11ND 

~ . ; ' 
MOINTENANCE OF A 12-INCH-DIAMETER WATER PIPELINE AND 
24-INCH-OIAMETER STEEL CASING ON THE LAND DESf~IBED ON 
EXHIBIT "A 11 ATTACHED: AND BY t<Eft:RENCE MADE A. P, .• h HEREOF. 
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EXHmIT "A" 

LA1''D· DESCRIPTION 
w 24578 

A strip of submerged land 20 feet-wide in the bed of the Kem River in Section 26, T29S. R27E. 
MDM. Oty.ofBaiteisfield. Kem c.ounry. California. the centerline ofSilld strip Jying,,10 feet on 
each side of a line lying ~ feet northeast and parallel with the nonhe.aSi right of way line of State 
Highway Route 178 erossing said_rivc 

EXCEPTING THEREFROM any pOrtion lying landward of the onliruuy low water marks of the 
KcmPJVes: 

END·:OF D~CRiPTION 

PREPARED· SEPTEMBER 19, -~ BY LLB. 



EXHIBIT "B" 

w 24578 



To:_!. om=eotP"~l'ltd~ Frat.,: (Public ~sec:Y>~-----------
~~ s~aomn·a21 6aker~f1eldr'C1ty _Plann1!<g De~r.r•nt 
~C\9sat.i 1501 lruxwn AvenuefA4W.uJ 
~a...."k filte~n~·-..... CA_..91"1l:3Wl30'"'t _______ _ 

~or _____ ..,,·----------

~'Tilb' 

Nesative·Oeclarat1on 1or relocattng utility 11nes at 24th Str.eet Bridge 12193 
. " 

~~Number ~~ .AreaCodt/r~a~ 
at~'°~) eooua~ 
90020595 Michelle S\!ve~krubbe 805/326-3733 
~Cocatbn(~~> ·· 
Westbound 24th Street Bridge over the Kern R1v~r. B•.!<ersf1eid. Kern County 
~~~-

Relocation cf' wat2r and··telephone 11nH frca under the· br1dge over the Kern River 
tt> Hparoto Gasfiauts elist ·of t.t.e brtd;i. · 

~inu.dvi:e&MatM .. C1ty of· Bakersfield ~uppit'Mdcbcabe.Wo~~Cft 
8/22./'JO filG.Uaa;;;;; Of4™~ - . , 

________ -1t.madett4~d$teslld::w11ala~r.00~~r'~ 
~ 

t. The~~<~~ h.1fta~a.u~oal'M~ 
' ' 

2. 0 An~ ~&pen wus ~ f«lbm pi'Op:t~ in UIC ~of CEQ~. 
e!} A ~ve Dcc1arat!= was~ to: abia ~ pwuam to :be pn:>"tlsiom .:f CEQA. 

J. Miti_p:Ion ~~-~not) ~·~ottht~cf &hc projta. 
4.A~Gf~~o~ Ql'flla~J~roilbiaproJect. 
~.FIN!iup~ [:Jwmm&J~~,.otho~ofCSQA. 

M 

• 

-
8/24/90 

Dal 

-
Assistant Pl1nner 

nEle " 
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EXHIBIT A 
RECOMMENDED MIT~G;'rION 

Mitigation measures recommended with ·.the Proposed Negative 
Declaration on the project .include the follollin!1: 

1. The applicants must get permit approval for the project l:>Y the 
State Board of Reclamation and/or the Army C~\rp cf Engineers. 

2. Work on the project must be avoided during f~.~od seG"Sscn from 
Navember 15 to Ju1y 20. ? . ' ' . 

·3. e appl!Lcants .must rapidly resodd a~d revegetate the streambank 
artlU\S and repl~ce tlfot original concrete and granite rip-rap 
after construction to prevent erosion of the strearilbank into the 
~iver and to mitigate Potential impa.cts tq habitat and water 
quality. · 

,,.,,., 4 • 'I;he applicants must submit a soils report, a grading plan, an 
excavat'ion plan, and e1evatlon· dra\ lngs to ·the City Planning 
Departme!at prior to issuance of cor. ~truction permits. These 
plans should show datails of propose::. disturbance area, grading 
and soils· detail.s" rip-rap r~val ;;:·1\d replacement plans" 
arid· proposed truck access routes. · 

5~ The applicants should adhere to &pplicable building codes and 
proper constru~tion practices, such as water ·spraying to 
cont~·ol fugi~ive dust. ' . 

6. The pl~cement of the utility lines under the river should be 
done as to riot result in a reduction jn the river disc~arg~ 
capacity. 

7. In order to mitigate the proposed impacts to pl~~ life through 
the removal of sonie willows, co~tonYoods, ripa.ria."l shrubs, 
and grasses, 'the following must be observed: · 

i. Revegetate the streambank areas on the east and west banks of 
the river with apprppriate vcgetatton includi~g cotton1tloods .. and 
tree willows. Rev~getation will be at an .appropriate density 
and will utilize plants of a large enough size to assure that 
the creation of a permanent, biologically valuable wetland 
association will occur. Revegetation or landscaping w.;~h native 
9r compatible shrubs ·and trees is r~~ired. 



IDtlll.B'.IT 1\ 
REcOMMnmED M!TIGiAT:tON 
- ·-1cont.) · 

/', 

ii. Remove only th~ ~inimal amount. of streaniban~ vegetation 
nec~ssary for Ccinstructior.. All t~ees should be,·protected from. 
co~struction if.possible. A·y~g~tation plan ~u~lining: all. 
vegetat:.i9n on-s~te; any ve~et:at-~;ou,. inclu.ding trees propose4 to 
}?e . removed; and, a~l r~pl_acemeJ}\t ·sg~f!Cies intended to be used, 
must be approved by the Pla~ing Department prior to 
1oristruq~ion .. 

ii1.Protect nearby vegetation by careful construction 
practices~ including.\but not' :).imited .to: -
l. Not ~taring any ~onstructio~ material o~ placing any 

f lll on top o~ or wi thln ~he drl~llrie of trees · o~ otb~t: 
vegetation which are to remain undisturbed. 

2. Heavy equipment will .not be o;>erated or 1parked 
i.i.nderneat}?. or o~ top of s~µch v~get~tion~ " 

3. If l~rge trees are verJ cl~~~~~o the ~rea of· 
cons~.ruction, the City will place ti!mp•:>rary barriers 
arotarid then\ to pr.otcect accidental dam~9e;; 

8. Removai of ~r construction.to the bridge may affect the nests 
elif'f swal1ows currently attached to< the underside of th 
~xisting struc~ure. Even though clif~ swall~~ e~jqy no ~~~cia~ 
state pra~e:ction, th~y are pr!:>tected durin~ ~heir . breed~;sg 
season under the Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act. Mitigat1cm 
should "include ·restricting, the remeval,, of the water arid 
teleplr!.)ne llnes ~rom April 15 throug~ July 31 to avoid the-cliff 
swal16w br~e~ing se&son. 

9. In order to comply ~ith -~t~te and ·Federal Endangered Species 
Acts, the applicant must consult t~~ attached advisory notice 
p~eparcd by the'U.S. Fis~ and Wildlife Service with regard to 
potential impacts on the San ~oaquin 'kit fox~ Pfeconstruction 
su~veys for kit·foxes and vegetation-to~be·dist~rbed in the area 
or prc~sed disturbance mu.~t be,~~leted by~ ~lified 
biologist.and reviewed by ~he City Plan_ning Qepartmen~ prior»to 
construction. 

10. In ordar to avoid any significant dete~~~fat-i.on 'to existing 
fish and wildlife··habitat in the rbrerbed, a Sect.ion 16,0l Permi't 
from the California Department of Fish and; ·Game-, and possibly a 
.wetland protection permit from the ·u.'s. Army corp of Engine.~rs· 
may need to be ·filed with the appropriate agencies. Appli¢ant 
must consult with these agencies ,prior to co~struction •. 

11 •.. Th~- ~~e-1?~-~h:-~s~. -~ ~ept. open at al:\. tirn~s. cons~ruct~,o~ '<:;'~ 
incluae: . .coring 'Under t.:~-1.! bikeway or rer,9uting·the bikeway dµrl.~~ 
util~ty line_plac~nt. The ~ppligant ~~ou14 try ~o ~~~-~~e 
the project in an eXJ>edient a manner as .~~~si:bb:.---.-~~ I 

' H·M·l ~wiE-~·~:~...,,......,.. : 
• • ~~- ~-· J,;:; I~~)~.. .l .. - ..... . 

'-' •, .. .:::.-::...· -------



SVC-ENGR ~EL:4Q8-441-7619 Sep 14.90 14:52 No.001 P.02 

.. 
CITY OP 

·111<ERSFIEtD 
PLANNING 'DEPARTMENT 

>.uguat 2?., 1990 

JACK NAROi81Y, ~ 
tl01 1'l\IXT\M AVI. 

~Mft!LD. Q\ n!Ot 

~-·Je 

.?(alif oinia W4ter service Co• 
!720 North->First Stre~.t 
·san Jose~ CA 9Sll2-4S98 
Phone: (408) 45l.-841S 
Cont~cts Morr1s·ouanrud 

Pac:if ic Bell 
.2Sl S South Orar.ge Ave. ~ lA 
Vrosno. c). 93162 
'Ph~ne: <209) 442-ii~o 
'Contact i Tom Mason ., 

Re: Notice of Rnvironmental n.ate~~at1on of 24th .Street Bridge 
Wat~r and 'l'elephone Line Repl•~~\\Gnts 

Dear aentlemen·4 

Tb~ ,Oakarsf1e~d City. counc11-~Uis f,pprovcd, on ~ugust 2_'2, 19909 
•tho Negative Decl1armtion, with fmit.•.gation, for replacement of 
utility lines under tjle Kern Ri\•.e±. ,.Br'idge at( 2~th Stxeet. T~~s 
review was necessary: 1to satisfy tlie State Board of Reclmation' s 
request for environmental review of California Water service and 
Pacific Bel1 Company's appl1cat~ons •. Ericlosed for your files arc 
copies of, ,the Notice of Environmsntal l>eterinination and Negative 
Declarat.for1, which licts mitigation ~easureu that h'ust be fol lO'Wod 
in order to comply with approp:rlete envh:onment.al \aw. Copieu of 
thes~ documents are l"Jeinc; f oxwarded to the· Reclamation Board ''for 
their files. This concludes the environmental review process· 
necessary to comply with the C&lifornla Environmental Quality Act. 

' . . 

'In order to mon1 tor CcalJ>'}.l"fincc w.i ~:~ tho mi ti9ation measures 
for ench appliaanl, I will," need a letter trom a q\aalified 
biologist# prior to ground cUsturbanco, indicat.! ng the~ , .. '\ biosurvey 
has ~en completed and conditions ·:of the ·Habitat -Consel--.iation Plan 
Ad':lisory ·~O'tice have been complied wi'th for both utility line 
easement& ancl 14ill sw:rouncling project area ·that will be affected bY 
construction~ AS was indicated 1n·tne list of mitqation measures, 
a mapJ)inef.-of all ·aensiti"?o plant species within tha path of 
ciaturbanr;e muct be completed elso. 'l'he b1ologic11l survey performed, 
for Pacific Bell could be uaed •;o satlsf y California Weter' a 
requirement, as lon; as the survey ~ra all srou proposed .to be 
41.sturbe<l by~ ~015 ill t:be1r COD5t%Ucticm aet1vl.ti.e1.1,. mftd' 
the ~ ls~ m> later than sbtty oye prior to each ~ 
diaturl:W.\g t:ha ~~. · 

If you have any further quostli::ins,, plec.se feel free to call ·a& 
at l 805) 326-373.3. 

sincerely, 

...r"--~~·~~:-..._J~~~r.....c:;...--
Michalle suv rubbe, 
Assistant Planner 



'IO: 
~--(Respons~-----ib_l_e_Tv.]ency~~-)~~~ 

(Wr~) 

SUBJECT: Draft Negative Ilecl.aratica. 

From: Ci t,;t of Bakersfield 
~ (Lead Agef9}) 

P-µtl'llling Depar~t 
1~'9.:-. Trux:trin AverWe 

(A&lress) 

Bakeruf ield, Ca. 93301 

City of ·Bakerafield will be tlle Lead Agency and will prepare a Negative 
Declaration for the project identified below. We need to know the views of 
your agen..~ as to the s6oPe and content of the environmental information 
wnich is geri!ane to ~ur o:JSlCY•s statutop• 1r~i;>onsfbilitif¥j in connection 
with the proposed project. Your agency my .ti.i.tA to ~e thei_1 Negative 
~ation prepared ~ our agency ~ considering your pe}_hnit or otj'ler 
approval .for th~ project •. 

'!be project description. loc&tion, and the probable environmental effects 
are.contained in the atblched initial study. 

rue t:O the time limits mandated by State law,,. your response mst be smt at 
the earliest possible date but not later than 30 days after receipt of this 
OC2:i~. 

Please send ~-z;es?:mBe: to M. Suverknti>e at the ~ess sbown above .. We 
will need the name for a contac~ person in }'O'Ur agenc;y. 

P~ TITLE: 24th Street Bridge Water and Telepliqne Line Replacement in 
Kern River. ·~val of existing water and telepllOfle lines 
of westtound bridge CNer the Kern River on Highway 178 and 
relcx:ating them under'the Kern River to the east of~ 
,... • ~1.-.a. 
-.....-·l"""'!S"-• 

t>rola::r APPLICANT. if any: California ~ter Servi~ & ·Pacific &-..ll 

:~; Jww 15, 1990 

p/n24 

Signa~~ n _ .~--
Title Assi~ta.~t-P"ianner - ,, 

Tel;~ne 326-3733 



:INITIAL STUDY 
24th Street Bridge 

Water and Te+~phon~ -Line Replacemen~ 

J.PPLI~: California Wat~~ service Company and Pacif ie Bell 
Telephone Company 

LOCATION: Across and 0under the Kern River adjacent to State Route 
17~, nort:h .of t!fie':24th. Street Bridgett west of oak · 
Street, (!t&~~ gf,· Highway 99. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

Removal of .water nnd. telephone lines from the ·underside of 
westbound· bri,~ge over the Kern· River on Highway 178 and relocating 
them under the Kern Riv~r to the east of the bridge is necessary to 
accommodate the ·state Department of .Transportation const:rUction 
;improyements on the Highway 178/99/S . .s l.nterchange. The pipelines 
will be within separate easements granted from the City: the 10-
foot wide telep~one line easement cu~~~ntly being located adjacent 
~o the eastern right-of-way of the 24th.Street bridge, and the 20-
foot wide water line easement proposed adjacent to the t~lephone 
easement. The pipelines will be buried 4 feet under the Kern River 
through the rip-rap levees on either side of the riv~:i, wil0l .. cros~ 
the bike path on tbe ,southern streamside, and will require access 
onto two adj'acent properties: E-Z-8 Mote'l to the north and Oak 
Street Car Wash to the south. 

The proposed water an~ telephone line relocations under the Kern 
River are within the Kern River Plan Element and Kern Parkway Plan 
areas, and are therefore under the policies and guidelines of thes~ 
documents ~long ~ith the Kerx. River Channel Maintenance Program. 
According to Sections 15302 (c) and 15304 (f) of the City of 
Bakersfield's Local CEQA Resolution, the replacement of existing 
Ut:ility Lines systems involving 'negligible or no expansion of 
capacity could receive ~ Notice of Exemption from CEQA, if the 

,. project had not proposed any alterations or remo,~als of streamside 
vegatation or wctldhd habitat. Since the uti1:l,~y lines will be 
nlaced in the ground for the first time, this F..Xemption does not 
apply,< and the application must have an Initial 1Study performed on 
it. •, 

l 



24th St. Bridge 
Utility Neg. Dec. 

Bioloqical Resources 

several previous biolo9ical studies have beet1 performed on the 
site., including a biological :-esourcat» inventory for the Parkwai· by 
Jones and Stokes, a Negative Declaration for the Caltrans-' Highway 
99/178/58 Interchange I.mprovement project, and an on-site s1lrvey by 
staff for the project itself• " 

Th_e river in the project area is nar1·owly channelized in this area 
by steep banks built of rip-rap and by canal levees almost 
immediat~ly behind, the baDk,s. A narrow strip 'of ruder al riparian 
woodland lines the river bank, and tree willows (Salix gooddingii) 
and cottonwoods (Populus freni~ntii) are rooted in the lower part of 
the bank slope, usually within· a few feet of the river channel. A 
fairly large stand of willows occurs approxim;ately 25 feet from the 
bridge on the north side of the river,. Mule fat (Bacchatis 
olutinosa), topaeco bush (Nicotiana. ,gYauca), and t.JttonWillow 
(Cephalanthus occidentalis) are also common on the river bank and 
along the bike path on the southern edge of the river. Directly 
adjacent to the bridge n.re a few widely scattered willows and 
tuderal patches of riparian grassland between the river and the 
::t"oss Valley Canal;,. consisting of re~ broma (Bromus rubens), ripg\it 
brome (Bromu£ diandrusi, feucues tFestuca spp.), and some patches 
of quail brush (AtrieJ;<§~ lentiformis). The ,somewl'~at drier $ands are 
partiall.y vegetated wi.th sweet cl.over (Melilotu.-s alba), scattered 
young willows, and horse weed (Conyza sp!-). - -

l\l thou9h no water cxi!\ts at this' ·site, there are small channels -O'f 
water just to the -north, and' many water birds ·could be found ih 
this axea. such as killd~erp Black-chinned hummingbirds, American 
kestrels-, ash-throated flycatchers, American Robins, northern 
orioles, Brewer's blackbirds,, and house !'inches. Mammal tracks seen 
in the area include rabbit, opossum, and western harvest mice. 
W~stern whiptails, side-blotched l_iza.rds, ·and we1:1tern fence lizards 
were observed along the rip-rapped banks of the: river channel. ~o 
signs of any San Joaquin kit fox or other sensit1ve animal, or plant 
species' -were found within the prpposed easements or project area 
( f:i:fty feet to the north of 'the' easements on both sides of the 
river)~ 

~tigation ,measures reco~nded with the Proposed Negative 
Declaration on the project include apprc:---:-·al 10£ grading# rcvege
tation and landscaping plans from State and local agencies, appli
catio~ for appropriate permit~ from applicabl~ state, federal and 
local agencies, rereut.ing or boring under the existing bike1.¥'ay in 
order to -keep it open, at all times, and not disturbiD,9 more 
vegetation than -is' absolutely necessary for the project to be 
completed. 

2 • 
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24·th St. Bridge 
Utility Neg. nee. 

Location 

North 

South 

East 

~est 

BACKGROUND: 

Su~rounding 

Land Use 
'( 2010) 

Highway 
commercial 

General 
cc>mmercial 

Open Space 

Open Space 

. ' 

Land Uses 

zoning Land Use 
(CitX] ( ~.iteJ 

C-2 E-Z-8 
commercia,l Motel 

c-:: Oak Street 
c~ercial Car Wash 

FP-P Kern River 
Fl6cd Plain (dr.1) 
Primary 

FP-P Kern R'l~ver 
Flood Plain (dry) 
Prim&Q 

1n late October, 1986, the C1ty,of ~kt~s~i~ld reviewed plans from 
the State of California, Department of· -T~aiiS:Pt;i~tation (Cal-~:rans). 
for an "HEll, NEW CONNECTIONS ·AND X-TRAFFiC-l~RO~~S.'-' :-: 'pro)ect 
on Route 99 at the Rosedale High,~ay interchange. This -.project -is._a., 
cross-traffic improvement project intended to provide a rncire -fr~~..:. 
flowing. interchange. The project realigns or relocates all four 
existing ~am,Ps and adds two new ra:npS to provide increased capacity 
and eliminate conflicting t\U'n mov~ents. As part of this project, 
Rout~ 178 eas~ of Highway 99 will be widened from existing four 
lar:es to six lanes·, with seven lanes from Pierce Road to Oak 
St~eet. in order to widen the bridge on 118 over the Kern River, 
ca~trans i~ requesting that California Water Service and Pacific 
Telephone remove their existing utility lines attached to t:he 
underside of the westbound bridge and place them underground in the 
Kern River, paralleling the highway right-of-w:.y. ln order to 
follow Caltrans~ these utility companies mus~ have an environmental 
asses.srrientl be performed on the ftroject by the City, acting as the 
~2ad Agenc:Y, according to CEQA. · 

Al t;1'1pugh a previous e~virqnm~ntal assessmen1: has been performed on 
th<- bridge' widening and intterchange imi~rovemants , project ~Y 
Cal trans \ SCHI S,7010503), the effects of irelocatin9 the utility 
lines·were ·not discussed in this previous.NE;gative Declaration and 
Finding of No S'ignificant Impact. Therefore,. the current proposal 
~o :replace the l:ines in the river needs :separate environment~l 
review. , 



1 ~-"\!'~ l"'•""•"'"'Jl.J'D'" """°' • ., ~.-..... -..Yr.'~~,,.~ .. ;:..,,n.,~"'-···~·~J.:h-.. .. ~~.....w·.,,."C' ~ "fJ''il _,,,.__..--~·w1.''""'·-.,,_ ,,..,;..~;i..-' ~ .... ..,-a,r..-r...,..,,.,,-..n~~Q.;r,.....;;>.,..,,,..J~ "H""""·"'\'':'Y-'<...:>:t~r;>.V<-!'~•~•-,"UT~P",,. ~D-·1'">. '""""""'~-"'T-'•11"~.,..._·-~') '<.~t.v•.~~"""7'V£c#~'\.,,.,_.,,.,,-•\•,......-.~.,,.·~-~..t··-, .;,,,,.,,.,,,,.,. '"''VdO:.~ r..!'fll!-<"<IN"'...,;......,.._: "'"!"'.l"l' ..... ,..,..,. •••<J<;;:x..y;?I ~.,...~ 

. . 
. . . 

.............,~......,..._~~,.,,., ....... ~· ,:\......_,.~,_ ~· ~-~-.• .:;,...._.,·':....;....! ,'".;,..;.:._·. ,·· •• ;'~ __ ;\; ~·:::c.:~<~:~~~:;·4::}"~'.>~ ~-~>>>•: , ,-'-----~-"'-

NEGATIVE DECLAR1A:tlON 
UTILITY LINE Pl-ACEMEl~T UNDER· 

KERN RIV.ER .AT 24TH $TREl;T BRIDGE 

f22J·2a WATER LINE~ 

- 1tY m..EPtDE'UNE: EASEMENT 

,o 200 

b 'tftb'd 
26 !r..AI.£. ti fiD" 

l29S, R27E 

J 

BEACH PARK 



m W'"•'"'~ ""···~<A'-··-"~,.,~~"~"'"" ~ .. ,.~~'-' , .. ,., •~"·'·- "~ -~·~~><·'~'"'~'~'~~ '""'""'"'~""'.'~~"' n~~,,,~~~~"""?·~<•" N," •~••V•-n~.,,.~~"'"~""'.'.,'·~~'·"'~ ~: ~·~:, ".:·-. .. ~·~: 
\ ·:""'' ":. ~ ,,. 

.. '·. }:2,·. · ., ·"'~ -~L~~-~:·:·"·;~{.l~~~~~·-··· 

-· ,, ..... _ ....... .. 
...... '(-.!..:"'" ..... ~ 
.. ;:L~ .. U-J'-



. 
i'f·: ,. . 
• ~ t; t ... , f ... ' .. '• - . • I . . ..., 
1l1·j" •' . . 1t -·· - • • 
~ ' . : . . 
ti· ··~--
1•; '· 1_ 

! 

•'• ;--
'\... 



i 

Sc:dio"' 

:·-':'·· ., 

-?RoPOs.E·D WAIE~ 
;PIPELINE lo~A\tON 

-© C\T'/ OF BAKE RS FlEl,1 

@ Btt.v.ER.St=lEt-.D l;.oP&uJb. t-T 

® STATE l·H·a.H~'/ R./W 



ENVIR6NMOOAL CHECTJ....lST FORM 
(To be cor:rpleted :!>Y -~~·:~ Ag&,f}cy) 

l: BACKGROUHD 
1. N~e of .Proponi::nts: California Water Service and 

· ~&cff ic Bell Companies 

2. Address and Phone -~waber 
CaJ·.i.fornia Water Se~ice 
1120 NortA First Street 
San Jose, CA 951.~2-4598 
Phonei (408j 4S~~S41S . 
....... :\. . ;.... ~ '-

<;1~~ t&ct: Morris Q'..i~nrud 

of .J:l.;Qponent:>: 
co. -· 'Pacific Bell 

2515 south-'Crange Ave. ~-1A 
Fresno, CA 93762 
Phone: (209) 442-2140 
contact: Tom Masoh 

3. Date of Checklist Submittal: 6/15/90 
4. Agency ·req\iir-ing ,checklist: City or.· Bakersfield (Planning 

Di vi.sion; · · 

I-.l 

5 •. t!a.ine1 of P~opcsal" if applicable: 
-water ~na Telephone Line Replecement Under t~e K0rri Riv~r a~ the 
24th Street Bridge. 

Il: ~ :tm>ACTS 
(Exp~ana'c..i.ons Of all ·answers &re required·on a~tached sheets~) 

1. ~th "Will the project· result in: 

a. ·~~stable earth conditions or ~n 
changes in, gecq.ogic substtuctu;-es? 

b. 'Disruptions, displacements, 
con;pai:::.t.:\.on, or overcovering of 
the s~ii? · 

c. Ch~nge. :in . topography or grcund 
surf ace rerief fe~t\ires? 

d. The dest-'4"Uction, covering, or 
modification of· any unique geo)ogi.c 
or phy~icai \~~~tu~e~? · 

e. Any increase· in wind or water 
er:osion of soil:s, "1either on or 
0££ site? · 

.. 
f. 'Chan;1es in deposition· or erosiq,.: 
of· beach. ,.fO~, or changes in 
siltati'.on, ·deposition. or erosion 
which may rilodify the channel of a 
river· or streai~ or the bed of the 
·ocean ox any. ·bay, inlet or lake? 

MAYBE "'NO' 

x 

x 

x 

x 



g. Exposure of ,people or prope;-ty 
to geologic ha.zards such as 
earthgu&kes, landslides, nr.idslid~sJ 
ground failure, or similar hazards? 

2. Air Will the proposal result ;n: 

a. Substantial air emissions or 
deterioration of ambient ai!-'.: 
q\lalit:y? 

b. The C:reat:ion of objectionable 
odors? 

c. Alteration of air movement, 
moisture. or temperature, or any 
change in climate, either locally 
or regionally? 

3. Water Will the proposal result in: 

a. Changes in currents, or the 
ccurse or direction of .~ii:l;~~ 
movemen~s, .in either a>Arine or 
frosh water.? , , 

b. Changes in absorption rates, 
drainage pa-tterns, or the rate 
and ~unt of surf ace water 
runoff? 

. 
c. Alterations to the course or 
flow of flood waters? · 

d. Change in, the amount of surface 
water in any 'bogy of water? 

e. Discharge into surface waters, 
or in any alteration of surface 
water quality, inc1uding but not 
limitec to ·temperature,, dissolved 
oxygen, or turbidity? · · · 

f. Alteration of the dir~ction or 
rate of flow of ground waters? 

g. Change in the quantity of 
ground waters, either through 
direct :additions or. withdrawals, 
or ~hrougb interception of and 
ac;u1£i~r by cUts or excavat~ons? 

YES MAYBE NO 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 



3. wate~ ,Will the pxoposa1 ·result in: 
(con'tinued) 

h. Substa.~tial reduction in the 
amount of water otherwise 
available for ,public water supply? 

i. Exposure of people or prope%'ty 
to water related hazards such as 
f loodi.ng or tidal waves? 

j. Wili the· proposal result in 
~' water service f rcm any public ~~ 

private entity?· 

4 .. P1ant Li£e Will the proJ)osal 
resu1t in: , . 

a. Cbange in the. diversity of species 
or numbe~ .of any species of plants 
(including trees, shrubs, grass, 
crops, micro~lora and aquatic· plants)? 

b. Reducti.on of the· numbers of any· 
unigue, rare or endangered species 
·of plants? 

c. Introduction of· new species of 
plants into an are~, or result in 
a barrier to the normal replenisb:nent 
of· existing species? · 

. 
d. Reduction in acreage of any 
agr1cuitural·crop? · 

5. AnSmal Life Will the proposal result 
in: 

a. Change in the diversity of species 
or numbers of any species or anirr.al 
(birds; land animals including reptiles, 
£isb and shellfish, benthic organisms, 
insects or microtauna)? 

b. Reduction of the numbers of any 
unique, i·are or end~ngered species 
of animals? 

c •. Introduction of new species of 
animals int~ an area, or result in 
a barrier'to the migration 9r 
~9Y~e~t of animals? 

YES MAYBE NO 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 
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5. ~l ·Lifft Will the proposal result 
in: (continued) · 

d. Deterioration to existing fish 
·or wildlife habitat? 

6. Noise Will the proposal result in: 

a. Increases in e:dsting noise 
levels? 

7. 

8. 

b. Exposure cf people to severe. 
·noise' levels? 

Light and Glare Will the prop6sal 
produce new ligbt or glare~ · 

Land Use Will the proposal resul.t 
in a substantial alteration of 
the prasent Ot planned land USe 
of an area? 

9. Natural R2:sources Will the propos~l 
result iri.: 

10. 

11. 

12. 

a. Increases- in the rate of use·of 
any natural resources? 

h. Substantial depletion of any 
nonrenewable natural ~esource? 

Risk 0£ 'Upset .Does the prt1posal 
i11volve a risk ·of an explosion or the reiease of ·hazardous 
substances '{including, but not 
limited to, oil, pesticides, 
chemicals, or radiation) in the 
event of an accident or upset 
conditions? 

Population Will the proposal 
alter.the location, distribution, 
density or g;owth rate of the 
hW"""Ul populatian of an area? 

H~ing Wil1 the p~oposal affect 
existing ~ousing, or c~eate a 
demand· for additional housing? 

13. Tran.sportation/Ci.~cul.ation 
Will the proposal r~~lt in: 

a. Gcnsration of, substantial 
additional vehicular· ~ovei~~t? 

l-4 

YES MAYBE NO 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x , 
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b. .Effect on existing parking 
facilit,ies, or demand for new 
,park.in~? 

c~ Substantial impact upon 
existing tra.nsp~rtation systems? 

4• ~lt~rations to present 
patterns: of circulation Qr 
movement df people 'and/or qoods? 

'e. Alterations to waterborne, 
rail or cU.r traffic? 

f ~ lnerense in traffic hazards 
to motor vehicles, Dicyclists or 
ped~trians? 

1:-4. Public servit:es Wil.l the proposal 
have an effect upon, or result in 
a need for new or altered 
gov~rnmental services in any of 
the following areas: 

a. Fire p~ctection? 

b. Police protection? 

c. Schools? 

d. Park or other recreational 
facilities'? 

e. Maintenance of public 
facilities, includi:-.~ ~oads'? 

f. Other governmental seL'Vices? 

15. Energy ~'ill th~ proposal result in: 

a·. Use c1f substantial amoa'lts of 
fuel·or energy? 

b. Substantial increase in demand 
upon exi,.~.ii,n~J' sources . of en~rgy, o~ 
require the development of new 
sources of energy? 

16. Utl1ities Will the proposal result 
in ,a need for new systems, or 
siibstantial alterations to th~ 
followi11g utilities: 

~· Power or natural g~s? 

YES 

x 

x 

x 

x 
x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 



b. Commtinicat~ons sy~t~? 

c. Water? 

d. sewer or septic tanks? 

e. Stopn water drainage? 

f. Solid waste and disposal¥ 

17. Dumars. Beal.th Will the_propcsal 
result in: · 

18. 

19. 

20. 

a. Creation pf Bny health hazard 
or pote:itial heL-..lth hazard 
c EµCclu.ding ~ntal health>? 

b. Exposure of people ta poteri~ial 
he~~th hazards? 

~1:hetics Will the proposal r~~u~t 
·in tl'1e obstntction of any ·scenic 'vista 
or view open to the pub).ic, or wi:ill 
the propcsa1 resul.t in the creation 
of an aestbetica.lly offensive si ~e 
open t:.o the pul::>lic view? 

Recreation Will .the p~oposal, result 
in an ·impact u:Pcn the-" quality or 
quantity of existing'recreational 
oppcirtunities'?. 

Arclleologicai/BL.~orical. Will the 
proposal result oin: an altera~ion Of 
a significant arc:baeolo~ical ot 
hi\stoiical Site 1 . ·Structure, 
ob:)'ec~ .~r l;);.dlding? 

21. Mandatory F~s .0£ Signi£i~ 

Ca> pqe~·the proj~~~ 'have the 
potential -to· degrade the QU&lity 
·of' the environment, sUbstantially 
reduce the habitat of a fish or 
wildlife specie's, cause a fi~h 
or wild1if e population to drop 
helor,; self S\1.Staining levels, 
threaten to:eiimin&te a plant or 
animal. ccmimt.mi"ty, reduce the 
number or restrict the range of· 
a rare or endangered piant or 
an3.mal .or eliminate.' important. 
examples .of the JTiaj'?i' periOds 
of California histo~ or prehistory?' 
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YES MA.YBE' NO 

x 
x 

x 
x 
x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 



(b) Does the project have the 
potential tc: ·achieve short-term, 
to the disadv~ntage of long-term, 
~nvironmental go.Alai (A ·shcrt-
term impact on the environment 
is one which occurs in a relatively 
brief, definitive period of time 
while long-term impacts will endure 

MAYBE NO 

tilell into tbe futur~. )· x 

(~) Does the project have impacts 
whl:ch are individual.ly limited. 
but cumUlatively considerable?" 
lA proj~ct may imp&ct on t:Wo or 
more sepiu:a.te resources where the 
imPact on each reso\irce is· 
relatively small, but whexe tba 
effect of the ~otal ~f those 
impacts on the environment is 
significant.) X 

(d) Does the project ha'!!~· 
~nvironmental ef f~cts which will 
car.ise substantial aO.verse effects· on 
h~·nian beings v ·either directly or x 
indirectly? · 

IV· DE~O'N 
<~ be completed b-~ the Lead Agency) 
on the basis of this initia~ evaluation: 

D I find t?--~ proposed project COU""i.D NOT have a significant 
effect oh the environment, and a Negative Declaraticn will 
be prepared. 

I find that although 'the proposed project could have a 
significant effect on the 1environme:llt, there will not be a 
significant effect in this case because revisions in the 
project plans or proposals made )>y or agreed to by the 
applicant before the proposed negative declaration is 
released for public review (or condi~ions of project 
approval) would avoid the effects of mitigate the effects to 
a point where clearly no significant effects, would occur# 
and there is ·, ., substantic\l evidence before the city that 
~he p~oject as revised (o~ conditioned}' may have a 
·significant effect on the enviror..ment and that a NEGATIVE 
~IE~!.AAATION WILL BE PREPARED. 

D !_,find the proposed. project MAY have a signif1icant eff~~~ on 
~he environment and an EN\TIRO~'"MENTAL IMPACT REPORT is 

/ / 
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required. C' 
Date: ,June 15, 1990 ~ :..-~~ .,. -~~~ 

:~.....l9riatut'e ,--.....::::::::: _, - . 
For Jetck Hardisty, Planning Qlrcet:bf'"' • ~-~ · --~-- , 

I t:;.1..£finAA Pi1t~ - . 
I \"' ''l rr.- f•1t.r:-r: . . 'J , · ' 

.1:1 , • ~ ;;,,(. -=-~-~~-- -.. 
..... .... _ -,.,"'" ... ~- ~ . 



A"PPBimll :r 
Wnter and Telephone Line Replacement 

Under the Kern River at the 24th street Bridgo 

1-s 

E."'<Planati'ons to all answers. 

l. Earth 
a. No- Placement of tbe -utility li£1es underground would not 

change the geologic conditions of the area. 

b. Yes- Utility placement under the River will require: ~renchj\ng 
and soil disrqption, displacement, compaction and " 
overcovering. The trenches will be backfi.+led upon project 
completion. Mitigaticn should include rapid sodding, 
revegetation and replacement of the original concrete and 
granite rip-rap after construction to prevent erosion-of 
the streambank int;o the river and to miti.gate potential 
impacts to habitat and water quality. Mitiqat~on sho~ld 
include the standard, reguiren:-s!it. for ·~oils'-_t.eports prior to 
issuance of building p~rmits anCiapplication for 
app~opriate permits fr"tj~ the° Kern County·,.water Agency, 
St.ate Department of Fi$;h and Game, the .Stcste Reclamation 
Board and Army Corp of" Engineers. · · 

c.Maybe·- The site is bo=(lered with concrete rip rap and riparian 
vegetation on the levees' and 1sand in the river·bottom. 
Placement of the utility lines, ,pdjacent to the m:i:;:t1ng 
bridge, buried. under the ri-vcr, ~ay result. in a sl19ht 
change in the surface relief of ~he levees or river bottom 
to a potentially significant degree. Mitiga~ion should 
include review of grading and excavation/,plans, elevation 
drawings·r. ·and landscaping and revegetat1on pl.ins by the 
City PubKic Wor~s, Water ·Resourc~s and Planni~g 
Departments, and State Board of Reclamation a~~ State 
Departme~t of Fish and Gaine. 

d. No- The site ~ontains no unique geologic or physical 
feature .. 

~.May~e~ There may be any increa~e in wind or water 
erosion of soils, during the relocation and burial 
of the existing water and telephone pipelines. ' Mitigati~p 
should include. '1aldhe:::ence to applicable building codes and' 
proper construction practices, such as water spraying to· 
control fugitive dust. 

f. Maybe- The project could have t1~e potentia;t to ch~n9e the 
deposition of beach sands or cause the erosion, siltation. 
or deposition which niei.y modify the channel of the Kern , 
River. Mitigation to prevent this from occurring to a 
significant degree should include approval of grading, 
excav·ation, and revege,tation plans hy the Ci t:y and permit 
approvals by the State pep~rtment of Fish and Game and 
Sta~~ ~oard ~f Reclamation. 
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g. No- No geologic hazards are knoW\l: to· occur in the project 
area·~ · 

2. Air 
~. No- There will not be 'an increa$e or chaJ:lge in ~he 

impact to air quality; due t~':> the project. 

b. No- Relocation.of pipelines will not result in the creation of 
objectionable odors. 

c. No- Pipeline burial under the river would not alter 
air mcvements; moist~e or temperature or climate, 
either locally or regionally. 

3. water 
a.& c. Maybe- The proposed project is: within the 100 year 

flood~lain. Construction may rc£ult in changes 

b. & 
d.- j. 

in freshwater currents,. or direction of water movements 
or alter the course or flow of .flood waters if the 
project was to occur when water was present at this end 
of the river. Mitigation should include designing the 
placemeqt of utility lines under the river as to not 
result in a reduction in the river discharge capacity. 
Mitigatio~ to prevent changes to water movements should 
include constructipn at the appropriate times of year 
when the river is dry in this reach. The applicants must 
also get approval of a appropriate grading, excavation 
and· revegeta~ion plans from the City and approval of 
permit::· from '1.the State Dept. of Fish and Game, ·Board of 
Reclam\1t1:c~, and ~ Coip of ~gineers. 

No- ~here will not be a change in surface wat~r runoff, 
ausorption, drainage patterns or amounts :in any water 
body due to t~e project. The project wil* not alter the 
direction or rate· of flow or the quality or quantity of 
ground waters. R~~ocating, but not increasing, the 
water lines will not a!fect the capacity or the amount 
of water othe:'Wise available for public water supplies, 
nor will it ,expose people or property to water related 
hazards sut~: .a:.;;. ~:lc;>oding or tida~ waves. 

4 ~ .1?:Lant Life 
a. Yes- Site developm~nt will result in a diversification of 

pl~t life due to the removal of-some willows, cottonwoods 
and riparian shrubs, including- saltbushes and bushy 
willows. Mitigati<:r' ·should includ~;· 

i. Revegetation of the strea.mbank ar1as en the north and 
south h3.Ilks of the river with appropriate vegetation 
including cottonwoods and willows. Revegeta~ion will be at 
an appropri~tc density ·and will' utilize ,plants of a large 
enough size to assure: that the creat::.!,~n of a permanent,. 
biologica:ly valuable wetland associa~i~n will occur. 

ii. Only t~e removal of the minimal amount of strea.mDank ~ 
vegetation ~~cessarY for construction,w~~l-Gecur.----2 ·c. ~ 

11't>lt:.t·' /••1 l;.'Tf . ;ju . I :-. t.: w .. \ .-1,:u.. ·~ ~·r,-;_.~1 
I 1"i~iiflE f1-;t)l ....,- -2..:J~___j 



iii. Nearby veget~tion will be protected by ca~~ful 
construction practices, incll:lding but no~ limlted to: 
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1. Not storing any construction material or placing any 
fill on top of or within the dripline of trees or o~her 
vegetation which are to remain undisturbed. 

2. He~V"y equipment will not be operated or parked 
·underneath or on top of such vegetation • ., 

3. If large tre~s are· very close to the area of 
construction, th~ city will place temporary barriers 
around them to pz\otcct accidental damage. 

iv. Mitigation. should also include approval of a land~cape 
plan by the C:it.y and revegetati,on ·of. the riparian 
vegetation in accordance with the Kern River Parkway Plan, 
Kern River. Plan Element, Kern Channel Maintenance Plan, 
and app):.~opi,iate state and ~ocal agencies. 

b. Ne- Previous studies and project-specific biological surveys 
of the site did not identify any sensitive or ,protect~d 
plant species, on-site. Although the project is within the 
Metropolitan Bakersfield Habitat Conservation Plan 
area# no nabitat conservation plan interim mitigation fees 
wlll need to ~e paid since revegetation will be perf ormen 
and no habitat will be lost. 

c. Maybe- Ne~ plant species may be introduced as a result Of 
p'lanting of unc1esirable, non-native landsc~ping. 1.:, _ 
barrie: should not be cr~ated to the normal ieplcnishmcnt 
of existing plant species. Mitigation should include-· 
submitt~l of a landscaping plan, which will require 
rev~getation or landscaping with n~tive or ccmJjatjj)le 
shrUbs and trees. · 

d. No- No n~ricultural crop CAists on-si~e. 

5·. Animal Life 
a. Maybe- New animal species may be introduced as a result of th~ 

pr~j'ect if native riparian vegetation is not replanted~ 
Mitigation to prevent this should include approval of a 
li!ndscape, plan. 

No sensitive or ~totected species were found on-sSte, and 
al~hough no impacts ~re e>:pected to endangered spec~es {as no signs of their habitation were found during field 
surveys}, removal of or construction to the bridge, may 
affect the nests of cliff swallow3, currently at:tcf~hed to 
the underside of the existing ·structure. Even though.cliff 
swallows enjoy no special. :state protection# they are 
protected during the1r breeding season under the Federal 
Migratory Bird 'Treaty Act. Mitigation should includ~ .. 
restricting the removal of t~e water and telephone 11~es 
.from April 15 ·throuyh July 31 to avoid the cliff swallow 
brectiing season~ ------ . 

. - jc;LENO.l\H P!if;f,. - ~ J,1·· -· 
r.J;'!."l"'M:' ~ht'r: -z?"1 

1
: .1:!rz1i;;.. ti;>t:~ .... ~;..;:~..-.·_.___ . ·--
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+be applicants s~ould also consult the attached advisory 
notice prepared by the U·. ~. Fish and Wildllfe Service with A 
regard to potential impacts on the S~n Joaquin kit fox. ~ 

b. No- Repl~cing the' pipelines in this area may not result in the 
eliml:~~tion of habitat associated with any endangere~ 
or thrc~tcncd species; however, kit foxes arc known 
to use ~lie Kern River for ~ight-time foraging and 
migration. Without careful replaceffient of the existing 
habitat, cumulative affects of .projects such as this in 
the River could have a ·substantial imp~ct on the quality 
of habitat and event~a~ly the n~rs o~, unique, rare and 
cnda~gered animal s~c1es known ta, use ~h~ River. 

c. Maybe- An impro?erly designed levee or revegetation ~ith 
unsuit&ble landscaping may result in the intr~~ct:irm of 
new ani..ma1 species· in the ar~a, or.result in a bai?ier to 
the migration or movement of animals. ·Mitigation should 
include City and Stnte approval ·c,~· levee design, grading 
plans and revegetation pl~ns. 

d. Maybe~ rn order to avoi9 any significant deterioration to 
existing fish and wildlife_ bahitat in the riverbed, ~ 
sec~ion 1603 Permit from the California Dep~onent of Fi~h 
and Game, an·d possibly a wetlana protection permit from 
the U.S. Army Corp of Engineers-will n~ed to be filed with 
~he .approprlate agencies. 

6. Noi>e 
a:-ffiy~- Existing noise levels may increase through 

relocating the pipelines. The noise· study which was 
performed for the 99/58/178 Intcrcha.11ge Improvements 
Project.by CalTrans (July, 1986) indicated that recep~ors 
~djacent to the bridge widening were found to eithe%· be 
!;ithin recommended noise levels or were unfeasible and n~~ 
prudent to mitigate~ ~oise will increase due to operation 
of heavy machinery during construction. Since there are no 
sensitive land uses in the immediate a.tea, this temporary 

impact ~E??quir~s no mitigation. _, 

b. No- People will not be exposed to severe noise lev~l:s 
because of the proposed pipeline relocation. 

7. Liaht and Glare 
-""NO= --aecause of the bridge widening, new lighting will be 

added under the .2~th Street Bridge at the Kern River. 
However, light and glare will not increase with the 
relocation of the pipelines. Mitigation should include 
limiting all construction. ac~ivities to occur only during 
normal ?ay1ight hours~ 

8. Land Use 
No--No larid use; changes are 



9. Natural Resources 
a.& b. 

No- No non-renewable or other natural resources exist on
si te. to be u~ed or depl~~ed. 

1 o. Risk -2!. Upse_1 , 

~o- ·The prcl>(>sal does not involve a risk nf explosion~ or 
releasing hazardous substances. 

11. Popyl«!;tion . 

No- The proposal will not alter the location, distribution, 
density or growth rate of the population of the area·. 
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i 2. Housincz 

No- The proposed project will not affect ex~sting or proposed 'housing. 

13. Transpc:1rtation/ Circulation 
a. - e. 

No- !·raff ic and related acti vi,ty will not increase, nor uill 
transpot'tation systl!rns or parking ~ affected through the 
replacemen~ of the utility li~~s under the river. Impacts 
r,elated to the bridge widening and the i!!lprovements to the 
interchange were discussed in the Negative Declaration and 
F9Nsr completed b~ CalTrans (SCH# 87010503). 

f. Maybe- There may be an incr.easc 1.n traffic hazards to 
bicyclists if the bicycle' path· w,as not left open during 
CC)nstructione Mitigation should include keeping the bikepath 
open at all times. Construction can include boring under the· 
bikeway or 1·eroutin9 the bikeway during utility line 
placement. Complete utility line placem~iit in an expedient ·a ·manner as possible. · 

14. Public Services 

a.'- f. No- The proposal wi;!l not af feet or resµl t in any new or 
altered governmental services, such as fire or police 
protection, schools,, park or other recrea~ion'fac!lities, 
maintenance of public facilities (~.g. roads)., or any other g9vernmental se~vice. 

is. Ener9'.'l 
a.- b. No 

The relocating of. utility lines 
significant degr:ee the· 'level of 

16. Utilities 
a:& d.- £. 

Will not impact to an. 
'--._/'... , . f~el ?r energy consumption. 

No - The project Will not require additional tit~lity sys~ems nor 
cause alterations to the power and natural gas, sewer or 
septfc tanks, storm wat~r drainage, or solid waste and 
dis~sal uti,li ties in the area. 

b. & c. 

Yes - The project is the relocation of existing telephone and 
- . ~·---....... ~-

water lin~s. ~ 

ll, t)!ft-;f4vl Pl!tit ''2~U. 
'.•·1=-•1.-.·1. f.l~t( ••. ' ,.,·1 iJ 
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17 • 'Human H.!?al th 
tic - No health .~aza~ds or -hazard~ to people will be created as 

a. result of the proposed utility line replacement. 

18. Aestht::+:ics 
No- The proposed project is not intending any uses on the 

property which would result in the opstruction of ,any scenic 
vistc or view ·open to the public, nor will the pro:>.osal 
result in the creation of an~,aesthetically offensiv~":? site 
open to publi9 vi~w. · · 

i9. Rec~eation 
No- Tra~ project wouid not impact the quality or quant:it¥ .~f 

existing recr~ational.opportuni~ies. 

20. Archaeol~gical[ ·Historical 
No- Archaeological and historic Architectural surveys for the 

area we=e ~~rformed by caltrans and others durinv, ~he 
Negative Declaration performed on the Interchange lSCHi 
87010503}. Ins!)ectiori of the area of potc~tial environmental 
impact for the interchange i liprovements, wh.icb e:1compasses. 
the area of this project, identified no resources. If', · 
during the construction of the utility lines, historic of 
prehistoric cu~tural resources are unearthed, work in the 
area of the discovery shall cease until the finds can be 
evaluated, and if necessa.rY, ·mi~igatlon applied prior to 
resumption of activity.. · 

21. Mandatob! Findinqs of ,Significance 
a. The project does not-have the potential to dagrade the 
quality of the environment, substant-!:ally reduce the habitat 
of a fish or wildlif~ species; cause a f.isb or wildlife 
population, to drcp below self-sustaining levels, threaten to 
eliminate a p1ant or ca.,nimal:·community, reduce the number or 
restrict the range of ~ rare or endangered plant or animal, 
or eliminate impprtant ~amples of the major periods of 
California history or pre-history. 

b. The projact does not have the potential to achieve short
term, to the disadvantage of lon~-term, environmental goals~-

c. The project does net have impacts which are individually 
limited, but cumulatively ~onsiderablc. 

d. The proj~ct dQ~s not hJve environmental effects which will 
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either 
directly or indirectly. 

·---- ... "' - ....... -== 
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