
NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT 
AGENDA ffll {1/ ,j.P' 

Getobe, 17. 2001 w\:)'r~">' 
REGULAR MEETING 10:30 A.M. ~ L·v 

BOARD ROOM 148 S. WILSON STREET NIPOMO, CA \ .. :,..c' 
BOARD MEMBERS .4 STAFF 
ROBERT BLAIR, PRESIDENT DOUGLAS JONES, GENIi!~AL MANAGER 
RICHARD MOBRAATEN, VICE PRESIDENT DONNA JOHNSON, SEC. TO THE BOARD 
MICHAEL WINN, DIRECTOR JON SEITZ, GENERAL COUNSEL 
JUDITH WIRSING, DIRECTOR , 1 ( 
CLIFFORD TROTTER, DIRECTOR , lJ;-9;:; 

/ v 
NOTE: All comments concerning any item on the agenda are to be directed to the Board Chairperson. / !1 . c., 1/,- v. 

\ / ') , , 
. v CALL TO ORDER AND FLAG SALUTE A. 

B. ROLL CALL 

C. PUBLIC COMMENTS PERIOD 
PUBLIC COMMENTS 
Any member of the public may address and ask questions of the Board relating to any matter within the Board's 
jurisdiction, provided the matter is not on the Board's agenda, or pending before the Board. 
Presentations are limited to three (3) minutes or otherwise at the discretion of the Chair, 

D. ADMINISTRATIVE ITEMS (The following may be discussed and action may be taken by the Board.) 

0-1) PUBLIC HEARING - ENVIRONMENTAL NEGATIVE DECLARATION - Montecito Verde II Sewer Tie-in 
Environmental Review of Montecito Verde II sewer tie-in to District system 

0-2) NIPOMO SHELL CAR WASH FEE 
Review capacity fee for a commercial car wash development 

0-3) REIMBURSEMENT OF EXPENSES FOR EASEMENTS (TRACT 2219) 
Consider Resolution authorizing reimbursement of expenses for easement. 

0-4) DRAINAGE AND FLOOD PROTECTION AUTHORITY 
Review District powers to provide drainage and flood control services 

0-5) EVALUATION OF WATER SUPPLY ALTERNATIVES 
Receive Final Report from Kennedy/Jenks Consultants on supplemental water 

E. OTHER BUSINESS 

E-1) CHANGE BOARD OF DIRECTORS BOARD MEETING TIME 
Consider changing Board meeting from 10:30 a.m. to 9:30 a.m. 

E-2) REQUEST LEGISLATION FOR STREET LANDSCAPING POWERS 
Initiate procedures for the District to acquire public street landscaping powers 

E-3) WATER & SEWER MASTER PLAN UPDATE - BOYLE ENGINEERING 
Approve a change order to complete the Water and Sewer Master Plan 

E-4) MONTECITO VERDE II SEWER PROJECT 
Approve a change order to design the on-site sewer collector system 

E-5) REQUEST FROM SOUTH COUNTY SANITARY SERVICE INC. TO PLACE A PAYMENT DROP 
Request from Tom Martin, South County Sanitary Ser. to place payment drop box in NCSD lobby. 

F. CONSENT AGENDA The (ollowing items are considered routine and non·a:mtroverslai by staff and may be approved by one motion if no member o( the Board 
wishes an item be removed, If discuss;on is desired. the item wtll be removed from the Consent Agenda and will be considered separately_ Questions or clarification may 
be made by the Board members without removal from the Consent Agenda. The recommendatIOns for each .tem are noted m parenthesis. 

F-1) WARRANTS [RECOMMEND APPROVAL] 
F-2) BOARD MEETING MINUTES [RECOMMEND APPROVAL] 

Minutes of October 3, 2001 Regular Board meeting 
F-3) INVESTMENT POLICY - QUARTERLY REPORT 

G. MANAGER'S REPORT 
G-1) CAJNV AWWA CONFERENCE - REPORT 
G·2) Board meeting schedule changes 

H. DIRECTORS COMMENTS 
H-1) American Groundwater Trust Conference - Dir. Trotter 

CLOSED SESSION 
CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL Pending Litigation GC§54956.9 

a. SMVWCD vs NCSD Santa Clara County Case No. CV 770214 and all consolidated cases. 
b. NCSD vs State Dept of Health Services CV 990716 
c. Property Negotiation· Barlogio/NCSD, Camino Caballo & Via Caballo, Terms & Conditions of purchase 

ADJOURN 
The next regular Board meeting will be held on November 7,2001. Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com
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TO: BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

DOUG JONES C;r 
~~',:: c ~\! [ll~ ~''J''Z;'('!1 l! ! 

i I L_", \~" '. 
" -.r' ,,¥ FROM: 

DATE: 

ITEM 

OCTOBER 17,2001 

ENVIRONMENTAL NEGATIVE DECLARATION 
MONTECITO VERDE II SEWER TIE-IN PROJECT 

--­r, ..... "-
~'-

CEQA consideration of a Negative Declaration for the Montecito Verde II sewer project. 

BACKGROUND 

- " ~'i" 

The Montecito Verde II subdivision, consisting of 32 homes, is connected to five (5) on-site 

disposal systems providing sewer service to this People's Self Help Housing development. The 

State Regional Water Quality Control Board has requested that the District abandon the on-site 

systems and tie the project systems into the area-wide sewer collector system. 

The District has requested a Community Block Grant funding to assist in financing the 

construction to tie in the Montecito Verde II sewer system, Approx. $100,000 has been 

tentatively approved by the Community Block Grant Program. Since the District's sewer 

capacity fee is not grant fundable, a future meeting will be held about establishing a zone of 

benefit to assist the home owners in paying this fee. 

The CEQA requirements for this project have been prepared by EDA. Notification has been 

filed. Now is the time to have the CEQA Public Hearing on this project. Written comments 

were received from the following but not associated with the environmental review. 

• State Water Resources Control Board - about SRF loan requirements 
• State Department of Health Services - Need 10' separation between water and sewer 

RECOMMENDATION 

Staff recommends that your Honorable Board hold a Public Hearing on the CEQA 

consideration of a Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Montecito Verde II sewer project. 

After the hearing, the Board may adopt the attached Mitigated Negative Declaration resolution, 

the State Fish and Game Certificate of Fee Exemption and the Notice of Determination. 

Board 2001\~1VII CEQA Neg Qec.DOC 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com



RESOLUTION NO. 2001-Mit Neg 

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE 
NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT 

ADOPTING A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND 
AUTHORIZING THE GENERAL MANAGER TO 

FILE A NOTICE OF DETERMINATION FOR 
THE MONTECITO VERDE II PROJECT 

WHEREAS, the Nipomo Community Services District is in the process of 
implementing the direction of the State Water Resources Control Board to connect 
Montectio Verde II on-site sewer system to the District's system (herein "the Project"); and 

WHEREAS, the Project will be constructing a sewer line tie-in to the Montecito 
Verde II system on Meredith Avenue and Story Road, Nipomo, California; and 

WHEREAS, California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires the District to 
assess the impact of the Project on the environment, circulate such assessment and hold 
a public hearing on the findings thereof; and 

WHEREAS, Engineering Development Associates has prepared an initial study for 
the Project which proposes that a Mitigated Negative Declaration be approved. The 
analysis and findings of said study are incorporated herein by reference; and 

WHEREAS, public notice of the proposed negative declaration was given as 
required by Section 21092 of the Public Resource Code; and 

WHEREAS, on Wednesday, October 17, 2001, the District held a Public Hearing on 
the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, reviewed written comments, and accepted 
public testimony regarding the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration; and 

WHEREAS, the hearings on this Project have been appropriately noticed under the 
Brown Act and the California Environmental Quality Act; and 

WHEREAS, the Nipomo Community Services District, based on information 
contained in the initial study prepared for this Project, the study of Cultural Resources 
Management Services, the staff report and the testimony received, the District, using its 
own independent judgement and review, finds that there is no SUbstantial evidence that 
the Project may have a significant effect on the environment that was not otherwise 
considered by Environmental Impact Reports referenced in the initial study. 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com



RESOLUTION NO. 2001-Mit Dec 

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE 
NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT 

ADOPTING AN MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND 
AUTHORIZING THE GENERAL MANAGER TO FILE A NOTICE OF DETERMINATION FOR THE 

MONTECITO VERDE II PROJECT 

PAGE TWO 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, DETERMINED AND ORDERED THAT THE 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT does 
hereby adopt the Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Montecito Verde II Project and 
authorize the General Manager to file a Notice of Determination in compliance with 
Section 21108 or 21152 of the Public Resource Code and the State Department of Fish & 
Game, Certificate of Fee Exemption. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Directors of the Nipomo Community 
Services District this day of , 2001, on the following roll call 
vote: 

AYES: Directors 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

ABSTAIN: 

ATTEST: 

Donna K. Johnson 
Secretary to the Board 

Res/2001·mit dec 

Robert L. Blair, President 
Nipomo Community Services District 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

Jon S. Seitz 
District Legal Counsel 

Page 2 of 2 
Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com



TO: 

Notice of Determination 

County Clerk 
San Luis Obispo County 
Government Center Room 385 
San Luis Obispo, CA 93408 

FROM: Nipomo Community Services District 
POBox 326 
Nipomo, CA 93444-0326 

SUBJECT: Filing of Notice of Determination in compliance with 
Section 15072 and 15094 of the Public Resources Code 

PROJECT TITLE: Montecito Verde II Sewer Project 

CONTACT PERSON: Doug Jones TELEPHONE: (805) 929-1133 

PROJECT LOCATION: Nipomo 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Connect the on-site sewer system to the area-wide sewer 
collector system. 

This is to advise that the NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT has approved the 
above described project and has made the following determinations regarding the above 
described project on October 17, 2001. 

1. The Project will not have a significant effect on the environment. 

2. An Environmental Impact Report (EIR) was prepared for this project pursuant to 
the provisions of CEQA. 

The Mitigated Negative Declaration and record of project approval may be 
examined at: 

Nipomo Community Services District Office 
148 S. Wilson Street 
Nipomo, CA 93444 

3. A statement of Overriding Considerations was not adopted for this project. 

Date Rec'd for Filing: ________ _ Signature: -=--_----,-:--,--________ _ 

General Manager 

Montecito Verde II/DETERMIN NOTICE 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com



CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME 

CERTIFICATE OF FEE EXEMPTION 

De Minimis Impact Finding 

Project Title/Location 

Nipomo Community Services District 
Montecito Verde" Sewer Project 
Post Office Box 326 
Nipomo, California 93444-0326 

Project Description: Connect the on-site sewer system to the area-wide sewer 
collector system. 

Findings of Exemption: 

Based upon the evidence in the initial environmental study, which has been completed 
on the proposed improvement, the Board of Directors of the Nipomo Community 
Services District have found no evidence that this project will have an adverse effect 
on wildlife resources or the habitat upon which wildlife depends. 

Certification: 

I hereby certify that the lead agency has made the above findings of fact and that 
based upon the initial study and hearing record the project will not individually 
or cumulatively have an adverse effect on wildlife resources, as defined in 
Section 711.2 of the Fish and Game Code. 

Date _________ _ 

Mo;"tecito Verde (FEE EXE"'lPT CERT 

Doug L. Jones, General Manager 
Nipomo Community Services District 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com
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INITIAL STUDY 

ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM 

1. Project Title: 

2. Lead Agency Name and Address: 

3. Contact Person and Phone Number: 

4. Project Location: 

5. Zoning: 

6. Project Description: 

7. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting: 

Montecito Verde II Sanitary Sewer 

Nipomo Community Services District 
148 South Wilson Street 
Nipomo, CA 93444 

Doug Jones 
(805) 929-1133 

West of Highway 101, between Division and Story 
Streets, in the town of Nipomo 

Residential 

Please see attached Project Description 

Residential 

8. Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or 
participation agreement): 

• San Luis Obispo County Dept. of Planning and Building 
• Financial Approval from U.S. Dept. of Housing and Urban Development (Community 

Block Grant) 

08121101 Page 1 NegDec,doc 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com
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Project Description 

The purpose of this project is to replace the existing on-site sewage leach field 
and collection system at Montecito Verde II subdivision (MVII) with a collection 
system that ties MVII to Nipomo Community Services District (NCSD) 
wastewater treatment facilities. 

MVII is a residential subdivision located in south San Luis Obispo County, on the 
southerly edge of Nipomo. It consists of approximately 35 lots and is bounded by 
Division Street to the northwest, Nipomo Palms subdivision to the southwest, 
Montecito Verde I subdivision to the northeast, and by undeveloped property to 
the southeast. 

The existing sewage collection system in MVII consists of six and eight-inch 
sewer lines running in Meridith Avenue, Allegre Avenue, and Quito Street. 
Theses lines then discharge to one of the five on-site septic tanks. The septic 
tanks and disposal fields are located within the boundaries of MVII. There are 
between four and eight houses contributing effluent to each disposal field. 

MVII was developed prior to the construction of the District-wide sewer system, 
and therefore uses an on-site system for sewage disposal. The on-site system 
consists of five separate septic tanks and disposal fields. 

Over the years, hydrogen sulfide gases have caused deterioration of the 
concrete collection system pipes to the point where these pipes are showing 
signs of failure. The failure of the existing collection system is one of the reasons 
that NCSD is analyzing options for connecting to the District-wide system. 
Another reason is that the California Regional Water Quality Control Board 
(RWQCB) has mandated that the MVII connect to a wastewater treatment 
system when a suitable system is available; the District-wide system meets the 
requirements of the RWQCB mandate. 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com



INITIAL STUDY 

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving 
at least one impact that is a "Potentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the checklist on the 
following pages. 

D Aesthetics D Agriculture Resources [g] Air Quality 

D Biological Resources D Cultural Resources D Geology /Soils 

D Hazards & Hazardous D Hydrology / Water D Land Use / Planning 
Materials Quality 

D Mineral Resources D Noise D Population / Housing 

[g] Public Services D Recreation [g] Transportation/Traffic 

D Utilities / Service Systems D Mandatory Findings of Significance 

On the basis of this initial evaluation: 

o I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, 
and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

[8J I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, 
there will not be a significant effect in this case because the mitigation measures described on 
an attached sheet have been added to the project. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 
will be prepared. 

o I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. 

o I find that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant effect" or "potentially 
significant unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been 
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has 
been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached 
sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the 
effects that remain to be addressed. 

o I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, 
there WILL NOT be a significant effect in this case because all potentially Significant effects 
(a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to 
applicable standards and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION, ,including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon 

08/21101 Page 2 
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INITIAL STUDY 

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS: 

1) A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are 
adequately supported by the information sources a Lead Agency cites following 
each question. A "No Impact" answer is adequately supported if the referenced 
information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the 
one involved (e.g. the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A "No Impact" 
answer should be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as 
general standards (e.g. the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, 
based on a project-specific screening analysis). 

2) All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as weI! 
as on-site, cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct. and 
construction as well as operational impacts. 

3) "Potentially Significant Impact" is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an 
effect is significant. If there are one or more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries 
when the determinati/>on is made, an EIR is required. 

4) "Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated" applies where the 
incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially 
Significant Impact" to a "Less than Significant Impact." The Lead Agency must 
describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a 
less than significant level (mitigation measures from Section XVII, "Earlier 
Analyses," may be cross-referenced). 

5) Earlier analyses may be used where. pursuant to the tiering. program EIR, or other 
CEQA process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or 
negative declaration. Section 15063(c)(3)(O). Earlier analyses are discussed in 
Section XVII at the end of the checklist. 

6) Lead Agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references 
information sources for potential impacts (e.g. general plans, zoning ordinances). 
Reference to a previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate, 
include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated. A 
source list should be attached. Other sources used or individuals contacted should 
be cited in the discussion. 

0812110' Page 3 NegOec.doc 
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Initial Study 

11. AESTHETICS -- Would the project: 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic 
vista? 

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, 
including, but not limited to, trees, rock 
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state 
scenic highway? 

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual 
character or quality of the site and its 
surroundings? 

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare 
that would adversely affect day or nighttime 
views in the area? 

DISCUSSION: 

12. AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES: In 
I determining whether impacts to agricultural 
resources are significant environmental effects, 
lead agencies may refer to the California 

• Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site 
Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the 
California Dept. of Conservation as an optional 
model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture 
and farmland. Would the project: 

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or 
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as 
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the 
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of 
the California Resources Agency, to non­
agricultural use? 

08121101 Page 4 
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Initial Study 

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural 
use, or a Williamson Act contract? 

c) Involve other changes in the existing 
environment which, due to their location or 
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to 
non-agricultural use? 

DISCUSSION: 

i 3. AIR QUALITY -- The significance criteria 
established by the Air Quality Control District in 
its CEQA Guidelines may be relied upon to make 
the following determinations. Would the project: 

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the 
applicable air quality plan? 

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute 
substantially to an existing or projected air quality 
violation? 

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net 
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the 
project region is non-attainment under an 
applicable federal or state ambient air quality 
standard (including releasing emissions that 
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone 
precursors )? 

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial 
pollutant concentrations? 

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a 
substantial number of people? 

08121101 Page 5 
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Initial Study 

DISCUSSION: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

INITIAL STUDY 
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No 
Impact 

The removal of existing leach field piping and manholes may cause an existing odor problem to 

intensify during the removal process. It is anticipated that the demolition phase will be a 
relatively short duration and will cause no lingering odor problems. 

4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES -- Would the 
project: 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either D D D ~ 
directly or through habitat modifications, on any 
species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or 
special status species in local or regional plans, 
policies, or regulations, or by the California 
Department ofFish and Game or U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service? 

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any D D D ~ 
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural 
community identified in local or regional plans, 
policies, or regulations or by the California 
Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and 
Wildlife Service? 

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally D D D ~ 
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of 
the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, 
marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct 
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or 
other means? 

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of D D ~ 
any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife 
species or with established native resident or 
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of 
native wildlife nursery sites? 

06121101 Page 6 NegDec~dcx; 
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Initial Study 

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances 
protecting biological resources, such as a tree 
preservation policy or ordinance? 

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted 
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community 
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, 
regional, or state habitat conservation plan? 

DISCUSSION: 

5. CULTURAL RESOURCES -- Would the 

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a historical resource as defined in 
§15064.5? 

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of an archaeological resource 
pursuant to §15064.5? 

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 
paleontological resource or site or unique 
geologic feature? 

d) Disturb any human remains, including those 
interred outside of formal cemeteries? 

DISCUSSION: 

08/21/01 Page 7 
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Initial Study 

6. GEOLOGY AND SOILS -- Would the 
project: 

a) Expose people or structures to potential 
substantial adverse effects, including the risk of 
loss, injury, or death involving: 

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as 
delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo 
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the 
State Geologist for the area or based on other 
substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer 
to Division of Mines and Geology Special 
Publication 42. 

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? 

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including 
liquefaction? 

iv) Landslides? 

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of 
topsoil? 

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is 
unstable, or that would become unstable as a 
result of the project, and potentially result in on-
or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, 
liquefaction or collapse? 

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in 
Table 18-1-B of the Unifonn Building Code 
(1994), creating substantial risks to life or 
property? 

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting 
the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater 
disposal systems where sewers are not available 
for the disposal of wastewater? 

08/21/01 Page 8 
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Initial Study 

DISCUSSION: 

7. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS 
MATERIALS -- Would the project: 

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment through the routine transport, use, or 
disposal of hazardous materials? 

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset 
and accident conditions involving the release of 
hazardous materials into the environment? 

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous 
or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or 
waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or 
proposed school? 

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list 
of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to 
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a 
result, would it create a significant hazard to the 
public or the environment? 

e) For a project located within an airport land use 
plan area or, where such a plan has not been 
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or 
public use airport, would the project result in a 
safety hazard for people living or working in the 
project area? 

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private 
airstrip, would the project result in a safety hazard 
for people living or working in the project area? 

g) Impair implementation of or physically 
interfere with an adopted emergency response 
plan or emergency evacuation plan? 

06/21101 Page 9 
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Initial Study 

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk 
of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires, 
including where wildlands are adjacent to 
urbanized areas or where residences are 
intermixed with wildlands? 

DISCUSSION: 

8. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY --
Would the project: 

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste 
discharge requirements? 

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or 
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge 
such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer 
volume or a lowering of the local groundwater 
table level (e.g., the production rate of previously-
existing nearby wells would drop to a level that 
would not support existing land uses or planned 
uses for which permits have been granted)? 

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern 
ofthe site or area, including through the alteration 
of the course of a stream or river, in a manner 
which would result in substantial erosion or 
siltation on- or off-site? 

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern 
of the site or area, including through the alteration 
of the course of a stream or river, or substantially 
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a 
manner that would result in flooding on- or off-
site? 
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INITIAL STUDY 

Initial Study Potentially Less Than Less Than No 
Significant Significant with Significant Impact 

Impact Mitigation Impact 
Incorporation 

e) Create or contribute runoff water which would 0 0 0 rgJ 
exceed the capacity of existing or planned 
stonnwater drainage systems or provide 
substantial additional sources of polluted runoff? 

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? 0 0 0 rgJ 

g) Place housing within a IOO-year flood hazard 0 0 0 rgJ 
area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard 
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other 
flood hazard delineation map? 

h) Place within a IOO-year flood hazard area 0 0 0 rgJ 
structures that would impede or redirect flood 
flows? 

i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk 0 0 0 ~ 
ofloss, injury or death involving flooding, 
including flooding as a result of the failure of a 
levee or dam? 

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mud flow? 0 0 0 ~ 

DISCUSSION: 

19. LAND USE/PLANNING - Would the project: 

a) Physically divide an established community? 0 0 ~ 

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, 0 0 0 rgJ 
policy, or regulation of an agency with 
jurisdiction over the project (including, but not 
limited to the general plan, specific plan, local 
coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for 
the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an 
environmental effect? 

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat 0 0 0 ~ conservation plan or natural community 
conservation plan? 

06121101 Page 11 NegDec.doc 
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Initial Study 

DISCUSSION: 

10. MINERAL RESOURCES·· Would the 
project: 

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known 
mineral resource that would be of value to the 
region and the residents of the state? 

b) Result in the loss of availability of a 10caUy­
important mineral resource recovery site 
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or 
other land use plan? 

DISCUSSION: 

11. NOISE ·-Would the result in: 

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise 
levels in excess of standards established in the 
local general plan or noise ordinance, or 
applicable standards of other agencies? 

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of 
excessive ground-borne vibration or ground-borne 
noise levels? 

c) A substantial pennanent increase in ambient 
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels 
existing without the project? 
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Initial Study 

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in 
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above 
levels existing without the project? 

e) For a project located within an airport land use 
plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, 
within two miles of a public airport or public use 
airport, would the project expose people residing 
or working in the project area to excessive noise 
levels? 

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private 
airstrip, would the project expose people living or 
working in the project area to excessive noise 
levels? 

DISCUSSION: 

12. POPULATION/HOUSING .• Would the 
project: 

a) Induce substantial population growth in an 
area, either directly (for example, by proposing 
new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for 
example, through extension of roads or other 
infrastructure )? 

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing 
housing, necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere? 

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, 
necessitating the construction of replacement 
housing elsewhere? 

DISCUSSION: 
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Initial Study 

13. PUBLIC SERVICES -- Would the project: 

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse 
physical impacts associated with the provision of 
new or physically altered governmental facilities, 
need for new or physically altered governmental 
facilities, the construction of which could cause 
significant environmental impacts, in order to 
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times 
or other performance objectives for any ofthe 
public services: 

Fire protection? 

Police protection? 

Schools? 

Parks? 

Other public facilities? 

DISCUSSION: 
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Construction activities could temporarily encroach into fire vehicle access lanes. Construction 
documents will require that a minimum lane 18 feet wide will be maintained for fire vehicle 
access will be maintained for the duration of the project. 

[ 14. RECREATION -- Would the project: 

a) Would the project increase the use of existing 
neighborhood and regional parks or other 
recreational facilities such that substantial 
physical deterioration of the facility would occur 
or be accelerated? 

b) Does the proj ect include recreational facilities 
or require the construction or expansion of 
recreational facilities that might have an adverse 
physical effect on the environment? 

08121101 Page 14 

D 

D 

D D [Z] 

D D [Z] 

NegDec.doc 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com



Initial Study 

DISCUSSION: 

15. TRANSPORTATIONITRAFFIC -- Would 
the project: 

a) Cause an increase in traffic that is substantial in 
relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of 
the street system (i.e., result in a substantial 
increase in either the number of vehicle trips, the 
volume to capacity ratio on roads, or congestion 
at intersecti ons)? 

b) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a 
level of service standard established by the county 
congestion management agency for designated 
roads or highways? 

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, 
including either an increase in traffic levels or a 
change in location that results in substantial safety 
risks? 

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design 
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous 
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm 
equipment)? 

e) Result in inadequate emergency access? 

f) Result in inadequate parking capacity? 

g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or 
programs supporting alternative transportation 
(e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)? 

DISCUSSION: 
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This project will cause an increase oftraffic during portions of demolition and construction. We 
anticipate that there will be an increase of up to 20 round trips per day as a result of demolition 
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and construction activities. The increase in traffic will cease upon completion of the project. 

16. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS -­
Would the project: 

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of 
the applicable Regional Water Quality Control 
Board? 

b) Require or result in the construction of new 
water or wastewater treatment facilities or 
expansion of existing facilities, the construction 
of which could cause significant environmental 
effects? 

c) Require or result in the construction of new 
storm water drainage facilities or expansion of 
existing facilities, the construction of which could 
cause significant environmental effects? 

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to 
serve the project from existing entitlements and 
resources, or are new or expanded entitlements 
needed? 

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater 
treatment provider that serves or may serve the 
project that it has adequate capacity to serve the 
project's projected demand in addition to the 
provider's existing commitments? 

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted 
capacity to accommodate the project's solid waste 
disposal needs? 

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes 
and regulations related to solid waste? 
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Initial Study 

DISCUSSION: 

17. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF 
SIGNIFICANCE •• Would the project: 

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade 
the quality of the environment, substantially 
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, 
cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below 
self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant 
or animal community, reduce the number or 
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or 
animal or eliminate important examples of the 
major periods of California history or prehistory? 

b) Does the project have impacts that are 
individually limited, but cumulatively 
considerable? ("Cumulatively 
considerable" means that the incremental effects 
of a project are considerable when viewed in 
connection with the effects of past projects, the 
effects of other current projects, and the effects of 
probable future projects)? 

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

DISCUSSION: 
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EDA 
ENGINEERING 
DEVELOPMENT 
ASSOCIATES 

To: Nipomo C S D Date: August 21, 2001 
148 South Wilson Street 
Nipomo, CA 93444 

Job No: 2-2484-000 

Attn: Doug Jones RE: Montecito Verde II 

LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL 

WE ARE SENDING YOU: ~ Attached o Under separate cover via the following items: 

o Shop drawings o Prints 0 Plans 0 Samples o Specifications 

o Copy of letter o Change order ~ HAND DELIVERY 

Copies Date No. Descriptions 

1 8/21/01 17 Environmental Checklist Form 

1 1 Project Description 

THESE ARE TRANSMITTED as checked below: 

~ For approval o Approved as submitted o Resubmit _____ copies for approval 

o For your use o Approved as noted o Submit _____ copies for distribution 

o As requested o Returned for corrections o Return _____ corrected prints 

~ For your review & comment 0 ________________________________________ __ 

Doug: 

Please call with any questions. Thank you, 

COPYTO:~------------------------
Documentl 

SIGNED: ~-- ,;.::-:.:y (<1 " 
577 

File 

If enclosures are not as noted, kindly notify us at once 

PLANNING. CIVIL ENGINEERING. LAND SURVEYING 

P.O. BOX 1829 • SAN LUIS OBISPO, CA 93406 • 805-549-8658 • FAX 805-549-8704 
1320 NIPOMO STREET. SAN LUIS OBISPO, CA 93401. eda@edainc.com 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com
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October L 2001 

Doug Jones 
Nipomo Community Services District 
P,O, Box 326 
148 South Wilson Street 
Nipomo, CA 93444-0326 

Subj~ct: Montecito Verde II 
SCH#: 2001081158 

Dear Doug Jones: 

(.\111(11\'\ 

PL.\:\\.L\(. ~\'l) RI ",1\ IZlH 

The State Clearinghouse submitted the above named Negative Declaration to selected state agencies for 
review. On the enclosed Document Details Report please note that the Clearinghouse has listed the state 
agencies that reviewed your document. The review period closed on September 28, 2001, and the 
COmments from the responding agency (ies) is (are) enclosed, If this comment package is not in order. 
please notify the State Clearinghouse immediately, Please refer to the project's ten-digit State 
Clearinghouse number in future correspondence so that we may respond promptly. 

Please note that Section 2l104(c) of the California Public Resources Code states that: 

"A responsible or other public agency shall only make substantive comments regarding those 
activities involved in a project which are within an area of expertise of the agency or which are 
required to be carried out or approved by the agency. Those comments shall be supponed by 
specific documentation." 

These comments are forwarded for use in preparing your final environmental document. Should you need 
more information or clarification of the enclosed comments, we recommend that you contact the 
commenting agency directly, 

This letter acknowledges that you have complied with the State Clearinghouse review requirements for draft 
envinJ1JlIlt:lllal uUCUlilents, pursuant to the California Environmental Q~la!ity Ac!, Please ccn!(lrt rhp State 
ClearInghouse at (916) 445-0613 if you have any questions regarding the environmental review process. 

-Sincerely, ~i-.{,/t,./~ 

~ 
Terry Roberts 
Senior Planner, State Clearinghouse "'-, 

Enclosures 
cc: Resources Agency 

,:\Hi : f "!!": \Zi! I ",I I. I~d\ ;1'4-+ '" \( 1\ \ \11"!\ i. \ \\ \1 \ \j~~,"1 \ d-~--l 

. Ill' ' , I " \ \ I.;! {) ,1,/;(1 \\\'. -,!'I 

~ .. ~ 
.~. 

- - ." 
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SCH# 2001081158 
Project Title Montecito Verde II 

Document Details Report 
State Clearinghouse Data Base 

Lead Agency Nipomo Community Services District 

Type. Neg Negative Declaration 

Description The purpose of this project is to replace the existing on-site sewage leach field and collection system 
at Montecito Verde II subdivision (MVII) with a collection system that ties MVII to Nipomo Community 
Services District (NCSD) wastewater treatment facilities. 
The existing sewage collection system in MVII consists of six and eight-inch sewer lines running in 
Meridith Avenue, Allegre Avenue, and Quito Street. These lines then discharge to one of the five 

on-site septic tanks. The septic tanks and disposal fields are located within the boundaries of MVII. 

There are between four and eight houses contributing effluent to each disposal field. 

Lead Agency Contact 
Name Doug Jones 

Agency 
Phone 

Nipomo Community Services District 
805-929-1133 

email 
Address P.O. Box 326 

148 South Wilson Street 
City Nipomo 

Project Location 
County San Luis Obispo 

City Nipomo 
Region 

Cross Streets' Division, Meredith, Quito, Alegre 
Parcel No. 092-055-001 to 038 
Township 

Proximity to: 
Highways 101 

Airports 
Rai/ways 

Waterways 
Schools 

Land Use 

Project Issues 

Nipomo Creek 
Dana Elementary 
Residential 

Air Quality 

Range 

Fax 

State CA Zip 93444-0326 

Section Base 

Reviewing 
Agencies 

Resources Agency; Department of Conservation; Department of Fish and Game, Region 3; 
Department of Parks and Recreation; Department of Water Resources; Caltrans, District 5; 
Department of Health Services; State Water Resources Control Board, Clean Water Program; State 
Water Resources Control Board, Division of Water Quality; Regional Water Quality Control Board, 
Region 3; Native American Heritage Commission; State Lands Commission 

Date Received 08/30/2001 Start of Review 08/30/2001 End of Review 09/28/2001 

Note: Blanks in data fields result from insufficient information provided by lead agency. Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com



e State Water Resources Control Board 
}Vinston H. Hickox 

Secretary for 
Environmental 

Protection 

Division of Clean Water Programs 
JOOI I Street, 16th Floor Sacramento, California 95814 
P.O. Box 944212, Sacramento, California 94244-2120 

(916)341-5691 + FAX (916)341-5707 + www.swrcb.ca.gov 

The energy challenge facing California is real. Every Californian needs to take immediate action to reduce energy consumption. 
For a list of simple ways you can reduce demand and cut your energy costs, see our website at www.swrcb.ca.gov. 

SEP , 8 2001 

Mr. Doug Jones 
Nipomo Community Services District 
148 South Wilson Street 
Nipomo, CA 93444 

Dear Mr. Jones: 

<f~1 
R/ 

t . 

r·-=-::'~'::':::""":':"~· 
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J '~.T[: C·~ 
~'~'---....... -..... '----.---.~ 

NOTICE OF COMPLETION OF A NEGATIVE DECLARATION (Nl)) FOR NIPOMO 
COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT (DISTRICT): MONTECITO VERDE IT; 
STATE CLEARINGHOUSE (SCH) NO. 2001081158 

Thank you for the opportunity to review the above document. We understand that the District 
may pursue a State Revolving Fund (SRF) 10arI from the State Water Resources Control Board 
(SWRCB), Division of ClearI Water Programs (Division) for the above project. If the District 
decides to apply for a 10arI from the SWRCB for the above project, the SWRCB will be a 
responsible agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). As a funding 
agency, the SWRCB must consider the information in the environmental document when 
approving a 10arI for the proposed project. We are enclosing a copy of the Policy for 
Implementing the SRF for Construction of Wastewater Treatment Facilities for your information. 
This document includes information on the Environmental Review Process Guidelines 
(Appendix E). If you have arIy questions regarding the SRF Priority List, please contact 
Mr. Christopher Stevens at (916) 341-5785. 

We do not have arIy environmental comments at this time, however, we would like to specify 
some procedural items arId CEQA requirements. 

1. SRF LoarI Requirements: 

1. The SWRCB is a responsible agency under CEQA arId will use the environmental 
document when deciding whether to approve a loan for the project. If a loan is being 
requested, arId following the public and SCH review period, please send us a copy of: 
(1) the approved ND, (2) the resolution adopting the document, (3) all comments received 
during the review period arId your responses to those comments, (4) the Mitigation 
Monitoring PlarI, and (5) the Notice of Determination filed with the Governor's Office of 
Planning arId Research, when available. In addition, we would appreciate notices of any 
scheduled hearings or meetings regarding the environmental document arId project 
approval. SRF loans are partially funded by the Environmental Protection Agency, and 
require additional "CEQA-Plus" environmental documentation and review. The Division 
is required to consult directly with agencies responsible for implementing federal 

California Environmental Protection AgellCY 

y Recycled Paper 

Gra\' Da\1s 
Go'vemor 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com



Mr. Doug Jones - 2-

SEP I 8 2001 

environmental laws and regulations. If you will be seeking an SRF loan, please send us 
eight copies of the ND for federal distribution. Federal agencies will be provided 
30 calendar days to review and comment on the ND. Six days mailing time is also added 
to the review period. We will send you copies of any comments we receive during the 
review period and request your responses. 

2. SRF loan applicants must comply with federal laws pertaining to cultural resources, 
particularly Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. A copy of your 
document will be provided to the Division's Cultural Resources Officer, Ms. Cookie Him. 
She will consult with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) on your behalf at 
several points in the process. She will first work with the District and the SHPO to 
establish the project's Area of Potential Effects (APE). After the APE is established, 
please provide documentation of the following: (1) background research for cultural 
resources-including a records search with the California Historical Resources 
Information System for an area one-half mile around the APE, and (2) consultation with 
the Native American Heritage Commission, interested Native Americans, local historical 
societies, and any other interested parties. Additional submittals, including a field survey 
by a qualified archeologist and, if appropriate, a historical specialist, may be required to 
document resource significance andlor project effects. When adequate information has 
been submitted, Ms. Him will review it for Section 106 compliance and will forward 
approved documents to the SHPO. Please contact Ms. Him at (916) 341-5690 with any 
questions you may have regarding the Section 106 process. 

3. SRF projects are also subject to provisions of the Federal Endangered Species Act and 
must obtain Section 7 clearance from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS). 
Accordingly, a copy of your ND will be forwarded to the FWS for their review. Any 
issues raised by federal agencies will need to be resolved before SRF funding can be 
approved. 

4. As of January 31, 1994, SRF loan projects located in non-attainment areas may be 
required to meet the Federal General Conformity Rule for the Federal Clean Air Act. 
Where a federal agency has delegated specific responsibilities to a state or local agency, 
the action is considered federal, and the state or local agency must make a conformity 
determination on the federal agency's behalf. For an SRF loan, your ND should include 
an estimate of the annual emissions expected from both the construction and operation of 
the proposed project for each criteria pollutant in a non-attainment or maintenance area. 
A conformity determination can be made if: (1) facilities are sized to meet only the needs 
of current population projections that are used in the approved State Implementation Plan 
for air quality, and (2) emissions will be below "de minimis" levels. You may contact 
your local Air Pollution Control District or Air Quality Maintenance District for 
information regarding this requirement. For an SRF loan you will need to provide 
information addressing this issue. 

Califomia Environmental Protection Agency 

o Recycled Poper 
Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com
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If you have any questions regarding the environmental review of this project, please contact me 
at (916) 341-5691. 

Sincerel 

l fJ'vvv...M..... 

James Howenberry 
Environmental Services Unit 

Enclosure 

cc: Governor's Office of Planning & Research 
State Clearinghouse 
P.O. Box 3044 
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 

Mr. Brad Hagemann 
Central Coast Regional 
Water Quality Control Board 
81 Higuera Street, Suite 200 
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-5427 

California Environmental Protection Agency 

o Recycled Paper 
Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com



STATE OF CALIFORNIA--HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES AGENCY GRAY DAVIS, Governor 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH SERVICES 
DIVISION OF DRINKING WATER AND ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT 
1180 Eugenia Place. Suite 200 
""'rpinteria. CA 93013 

;)566-1326 
,,{ (805) 745-8196 

Nipomo Community Services District 
P.O. Box 326 
Nipomo, CA 93444 

ATTN: Mr. Doug Jones 
Manager 

Septem ber 18, 2001 
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SCH# 2001081158 ---,------.. --~~. ,--~ 
.. C/ ;:': '::,L!~'~.~ :"',!'~ -.;" 

• Nipomo CSD sewer connection of Montecito Verde II Project-- .----

The State Department of Health Services, Drinking Water Field Operations Branch 
(SDHS-DWFOB) has reviewed the Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Nipomo CSD 
sewer connection of Montecito Verde II subdivision which is currently utilizing on-site 
waste disposal system. 

The installation of new sewer mains need to be located at least ten feet horizontally from 
and one foot lower than existing water mains. The separation distances shall be 
measured from the nearest edges of the pipe. When the horizontal or vertical separation 
between water and sewer mains cannot be achieved, the utility must receive special 
approval from the SDHS-DWFOB, using special construction. 

If you have any questions concerning this letter, please contact me at (805) 566-1326. 

Cc: San Luis Obispo County EHD 
State Clearinghouse v 

Sincerely, 

Kurt Souza, P.E. 
District Sanitary Engineer 
Santa Barbara District (SDHS-DWFOB) 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com
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TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

_ ... • 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

LISA BOGNUDA 

OCTOBER 11, 2001 

;~GENDA ITEM 
'_'i??':.Ult1i1!Lt1fL! .M('. !HIt b!: 

C1 /"\ ""7"" ... , _. __ • _ .'._ 
'l' J ,_(,!,', "1: ,;!':.~ _,_ "!~; • 

SUPPLEMENT TO NIPOMO SHELL CARE WASH FEES 

Mr. Gouin brought in the attached letter from Mission Community Bank and an article 
entitled Carwashes Use Less Water Than The Alternatives for the Board's consideration 
on Thursday, October 11, 2001. 

The General Manager is out of town October 9-12 and did not review this material prior 
to its distribution to the Board. It is unknown at this time if this information would 
influence the General Manager's recommendation. 

58: HiJ;l..ern S:ree[ • P.O. SOli ,d9 • Sa.n Lui. wbbpO. CalifUnlia 93,+01 • 605·782·5::0:; • FIx ~:lS·7S1·5::34 
1126 P~tk: S:tHt I Paso Robles, Cllllfcml~ 93~' aO-'·237-42C\J • Fax 603.137·.,.21:; . 
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Carwashes Use Less Water 
Than the Alternatives 

A New York corwesh operator recently provGd that having 0. eor 
professionally washed I. aefually a means of consefVtng water. 

By Howard J. SCI'IClHIIt' 

CoI"N'O!" CIOSeo OI.Jw ToOrO\JQI'lt.. 
CMC LAoOelS ~I'IQ Clo'lnQ 0' 
Corwash To Sov. Wal., ... Mayor 
Ord4irl End Of Aa Corwo,l'Iing to 
SOy. Water! T"eu.l are h90dfJI'\8 
somples which c::>uJd nerve ao­
pea,ed In CJImoll gny pubticc110n 
during wcrtef 5"'orICg. crlles. While 
these Meodlln.s \oIere ol"lly creOlea 
for this Orticle. '''-v serve fO 
perpe1rote Ihe mvr/'l mat prof •• -
slo"'OI CQI'\roIQ»hlng waste, water. 

I;.lU,jMg )\,1'" IlJqh Q crises last year 
N4IW VQri\ cp.rator. Tgm HoHmor. 
seized Ih.Q~rtuni1ytc dis~1 tt\11 
myth. lilY th. time HoI'Im<:ln"' efforts 
tlod ¢OnclYded he clSOOl$paUed a 
~d mvtr'l. Thatoeing, -VOueonr 
ftQl11 city hOIl," av lhe time the 't'-lm· 
msr \IolQ! eOt\eludlng Hoffman had 
'WOn City and county oflleiQI' over 
SOOI'l a deg1tle that AlbOl'\V MQyOr 
Tl'lornl M. Wt\oletl, III ISlued a 
I:)tOehLJl'e 10 rluldlnt, il'l which tle 
,Iot.a. "Aulomotlc and ,e'''',ent. 
OOl\.lll::lth'l'Ig 1.1 ••• fa I.IS \oIoO!6'll'ICln 
the home wash .. :' 

In proving fP10t I'Io\llng Q eo, .....acl'l. 
ed prOfeSSionally ace, nor wart 
lNot.f. Mo/1t1'101'1 o.so drew some 
ot"., ~nc::I\JI'onl. Tl'Iere Qr8t '-w in­
duSTries whiCh ute .... or.r os 0 
reSOUfCe. thet corefully manege 
~er os Wltll 0, It' •• modern IJP'lO­
dote cor",""Osh. occcrelr.g 10 
Hoftmal'l. 

DurIng t"'l!1 summ.r of 10&5. 
wp$!a1'e New Yonn /'101 seosonal 
"".orhe, offered lim. roir.. Com­
pored 10 previoul year!. AIJOI1SI 
Oidf'\"f ~1h& promlA«!l of Ol"ly' more 
"Qil'\ Q8 ",101'1'1"10'10 c..n lYI:>icoly 81:­
peeled. Ouring thl!uurnmar city OM 
OOlolnfyofficlObde!:itledtotmmll"le 
~ l»1lIiblllty cl.mpol'Olilv C1C.llin" 
Cl'!rtain lNQter·",IOIeCf bulln.lIes .... 
lh. Capital AlllglOn. Arnon; the nrsr 
mOt'lliOtled ..... 1'0 Ql'eCI CO(\olO!ll'\es. 

"Thl, QIOM'led m .. not only 'or the 
Ob\lious, Dut more Ie. the concepl 
thot c:otw(unl .... g walte$ ~1ef 1$ 
fOt~'1C1d Hctfman. owner Of 12 COl· 
wel"e. fhroughO\iI U1)510'e N~ 
V()(k. "'lowtnlsOI on ¢ppOttunfty fo 
~In educatlng the P\Jbllc on OUt WOl.,. monogeme,." ond tec'tC/ing 

How our water drip. away 
Tne .verage P4'rson In In. u.s .•. LI •• I11C gallOnl Of wa, •• day. Sail 
FranciSCO ,...lde/tts &\1r.J;' 70 gilions • d.y. 

eo"'I'ftO" CD".u"' .... on.: 
... Oripping fau,,,, 25 10 30 
gallons. day. 
... AY9f1\l1 1011411 th'ln, fj 10 7 
Oallons. 
... "I\-minute ."ower, 25 CQ 50 
111101'1'. A¥1H'age bam, 31 
vallont, 
.. HInd.." •• ",,,,, aleMi with 
tI'IC waItt running, 30 gallens. 
... M automatiC dlahwun., 
un, 10 Oiliona 
.. HOM, 5 to ~ 9allons a 
ml"ut •. 
... WU"ing • car wlrh "0S. run­
nina. 1ao ;altona. 

6 
... Wa.tling Mllcntnl at lap 
war ,...,., 10 oallOM. 
... Shhing with th. tap running. 
20 gallon •. 
... BruIl'llng ~"tl\, 2 gallonl. 

SO\IfW: AmlrM::.n Well' We,. Anoci.atIOl't: San 'IIlI'lCi.lcO Will' OtjM. 

prOCed\J:e, 01 Ihe carwcsh. so we 
began Q tOlOolpublic ,e\Viee com· 
paign TO do just rPlOf7' 

Cc\rIfOetinQ !he Ioccl medic was a 
fltttimpongnt pol'! of !his op4tf'01ion. 
I-Io'fl'l'\ol'l" eftcrt. ge".rered two 
newlpQo.r CJr1iC!.S wl'llCn feotlJred 
the beMtib of utlng c profollionol 
e::!I"WOsh rother thon a nome WCI". 
Corrtxlriroos inclUded !he amoun1$ 
of .....ater the prof.sslonol carwo&" 
uses \MfSUS ln8 OfI"IOunt useCiln the 
home COrwOII\. The reporters 
00'1.'.0 the fvtnfClnc::. of ",hQt 
1Ok~ place during the eorwosh pro.. 
c.lt. and thys helped 10coI 
I.,ldents undemand the vatue Of 
wa'" conS.NOtion at the CO/'WOSI'I. 

HottmQn sold his CiJ1'fottI to reoeM 
OI./tto It\em~lCI.....,e Inlt!'umet'\iQ1 
in Q'IIOldlng ony turtl'ler potential 
millJl'ld."'0ndll"\Qs amongst the 
plJOllc ond governmentoll.aoers. 
Hoffmon IQid. Q$ lOng (U 1M Idee 
Ihot proknsionol CClIWOJi"llng ut.s 
less wat. than 11'1. home ",,",11'1 It 
,:Il'Ooenv p,omo,.d. t .... old mvttl 
thol'ccu'wcssning ~ wofer" ..nil 
die Q quid< deo1t'l. 

On. of the mot. \/niQue j:)ublic 
serviea-generalOlS to d9,lve /rQm 
HoffrT'lan', "droughf educatlonol 
campaign." wal 'hSl brochur. 
iNued bY WI\ol.,., rnrouQ" 5tev • 

.... ",.. II ..... J .... _. U ... 1I:JCIIY 

Cowon, City Or AIDony Wat.r 
Departmenl commlUIQl'ler. The 
b'oehure Is entitled Ten Copilot 
'NI::lys ill::> ~ OYr 'NQ'I." The ruoO.· 
tIon Ie u,. 0 carwosn Is QIO/"IQSial 
W<i'IIIQI wcter conl8f'\lQtlOn l~ su:n 
os; eliminate foue.t C:Ir!P'. lolce 
'l'\Ol.t4fSInS1eod Of Dams Qnd In$1011 
a wot.r regutotcr in .I'IOWGP !'!.cdJ. 
• coj::)'( of 1I"tb broCl'lure was Inelud· 
~",itf'loll of IhewoterbriLt deJive(ed , 
to Capttol hglon resIdents. thus 
~rnQ erec:lIt::1I11ly Ie 1t\8lnt::lrrnO!tOI'I 
lteon'lOlned. ThebfOC/'IIJre faO{l.jritd 
o i.".r.1I'0m 'I!'Ie tI'\CIV'Ol' .ndortil\c its 
conl.nt,. whlCl'l 01'0 gel'l.rally 
,Monced the CQrNQlt\lng ifI"ICIO-

Ifs In t~ ~st Interest of CQrwo~h 
OQer::ltor& aero" tn. counll"( to en­
courooe area gov.rnmental 
lead.r, to ouemble a smoll 
btocl'lut& The Den.tilt to tlrelYCf'\& 
I"'~con ~ IJl'lllml1ea. oecord­
ing to Hotfman. 

Nor only doe. ,uc;h 0 bI'OC/"!1IfII 
h,Ip~&du~fh.g4N'Io8IQlpuOlic 
ObcI.Jtwcter~lhr~o 
I .. " with ~menfclllead.rship. 
but it ellhoro<::et the cl'llalDility 01 the 
COr...o::l."ing indUstry. 

FrOlTl the matkettng perspltCtlVe It 
can cost .... tko;, 0 direct moilelbn 
,il\Cet!'le cityc:~ molllngc:os1s.Cl 

. - ---- - ~-- -
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WATER CONSUMED IN COMMERCIAL CAR WASHES 

GeIItRu Ell: Car 
A.. Stlf Stn-e (eei. Op) • -12" 

B. EJtertOf' DB". eoaveyor IS- Z'· 

c. rail ....... 12 toaWyor 15.32· 

D. III ba, 1'88 8ftII' 24·45-

E. RD •• car ..... ia, a. -140· 

An.. ,."a Nft«t ,., ".",., .. fJ/NII:JCW.,.,.,... 
·SJf s.w ".,,.,.... tID ,.., ~...... ........ of,.," ,NIlI.,.. (llH p.I.'-) ltCda, 'tIHIIIII .... ., "'" 
StI!I7C /tu:iBq " ,. I#wat of.., (f.pr t1f t:.'".,k. 

-------~-------
Reduced water WIC in commerc:ia1 car Wu8et cornpared to home CIt wub.ina. is J.iDkcd to the equipment and 
prac:deea adopted by the Induatry: 

1. The total tyIteI'Il it daiguclto recycle and reduce WIIter \1.10. 

2. Sell service and mtomIric car wuUa have biab pregure noz:rJa and pumpt tim are designed to get 

the molt use out ofwaer Bow and CO.llltr'Ye water. 

3. Conveyor speed. hIvI bem iacreaHd. 

4. No:a!e liz. have bela. clecrllMed. 

5. Some CII WIIIbea are DOW computer controlled to m.euare the leagth of the car IUd only tum the wlter 
Oft wben the CIt it tbere. 

There is DO perfect system ud fresh lVl.r contillutS to be used for tile rinse cycle. 
Hmrever. fltture tccImoI.oPeaI denlopmeaulUy furtller reduce '"* water IIJe. U.tike 
hOIlle car wasJIiD&, ca1lB.eniIl car WIIsha do Dot re.lelae CODpmiutal .. am directly in. 
the ID'finmmeat, or ill. rtoI'DI dram... 

€O'd 2t;:.t;:.~-99t;:.-60G '~AS ~~Eda~ L~~~+snpuI 6€:OI IO-GO-+~O 
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11 FACTS ABOUT WATER USAGE/CONSUMPTION 
Preptl1«1 by Wale,." 0Inwuh AssDdtlllD1I 

:F ACT 1. AI .. a.y a. 140 pUcn. ot water em be used I •• 10 min ate ear wula. lIlelt 
of It wut'" dow .. tile dri~ew.y or dow .. the sewer. A prvfalio ... cu wasla en 
UH from • • .&! ,.u.., per car (dependu., .pOD me equlp.e •• u.ed, of eoun., 
lad depadn.1 upun whether the car wasb i:& a sell .tnl" or. Conveyor waSh). 
/1f/I17taIi0lftll COT'WtI$h A$$«fation 1981 

FACT 2. Walll' cotllUmeci AD comaaudal car .alha: 

A. S.ItSt",. (Colli Op) 
B. E:nerior only CO.YeJDr 
C. :rul"'~ice Conveyor 
D. Ie bay roll over 
£. Dome ear .Mhin, 

. ·theae ran ... reflect the varying use of recycled water. 
CaJlf(Jlf1'liD Ct1'fVlfUJr Anociation /990 

Gal. per Car 
1·12-

15-28-
15·32.-
2 .... 5· 
10-140 

fACT 3. 1.60 aeceadl a 5/1" hOIl runnin •• t SO PSI Ulet • .& •• lIonl or.".ter. 
TrlbuM..J/I1'Q/d, May 28, J988 

FACT 4 HOlM tar ... 11'., releu .. centami •• ted •• ter directly lato I', .awiA"IM'" 
(Ioap', oiIl. alad,., etc.). Soiled water at a pro(Ulia •• car walb I. piped to water 
tre ..... t r.ciIities or nnas intD .tate .pprayed draiaac. fac:ilitia. 
Trilm,...H.n:zld, /111t;:1)12B, J988 

FACT ~. 3'% Gf .. car owaen ",uIlmei .. tel' at ho.e. 
TTibJI~.Hm:z1tl, Mtz" 21. J988 

FACT 6. Bllb prusure Jla:ates Ind puaap. at leU' len-Ice .ad automatic car wuha arc. 
destped to Itt tt., ilion UH oat .(wleer ftow •• d coftlft"Ve .ater tDu.en.eiy. 
r"bune.H,TtJ/d, May 18. 1988 

FACT i. ThR UII of hilb prusure 'Pray nmer th •• vol .... at ",ater h .. bHome the 
ladD"" _netard. Wltll powerful pamps .... Ipecialized apray DoaIeI, 
eo •• erdaI car .... , lystetN make the .. ott or eae' ado. of wat.... Maa)' 
opent'otU recycle Wit'" or adjult cbl.pra, Doa'" to 'unber reduct O'¥ .... o 
water ....... 
MII11'N$OIQ CiII"WtISIt A.8SOC1at;on J989 

FACT 8. MOlt people beI~e tllat profeaiODAI tar walbellfttaut w.ter becaule tJtey Itt 
w.terr .... ellCl. aYer thetr tin. Even tho .... til ..... ter it anlttcd ftom hllb 
pAI.an noalle Rich clalervl wallr, il ...... IUla • lot apedaIIJ ... hln pcaplc 
bave to uk. rDr ...... otw.ter in a rut •• nat. 
Imtrnationai ClII'tWUIt A.uoctarlOl1 $pri",. J 990 

Zt?t?S-9817-60Z '~AS ~~~da~ LE~~+snpuI 6£:Ot ro-zo +~o 
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FACT 9. Ta~ a bath or .Iaower can use mon .. ater til •• lI.vin, yoar c:ar prof«ll40 •• ..,. ._eel. 
W .... EdvctItkJn F~ndtllion. Sacram«nto, Dl .. /989 

fACT 10. n.aver&p , .... pr car 011 me road today is 1.6 y.n olrd willclt naHns 
Aratritaa..t an bepl"l tHir un loftier and ta"'_. Miter tare of them. Cu 
",uhin." an i .. port.ut part ettha. H ..... 

Intc1'l1tlt'lona1 CtJrwo.M AIIDCiatlon. JuM, 1989 

FACT 11. Ova" 30C1,OOO p.pIe 'n Ihe U lilted Sta_ an employed iD the car wah Ind •• try 
wbidllapports O\'Ir 600 lupplien and •• nal.aunn. A ...... tala art in ncen 
ol 2 112 bini •• d ....... 
lrttD7t12tlDlftlI Ctlf'ltlarh AuociaJiolt . ./uIN, 1989 

.. - ... ., ... 
1111_ 
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TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

ITEM 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

DOUG JONES .p­
OCTOBER 17, 2001 

NIPOMO SHELL CAR WASH FEES 

...... ,. ,.., "~DA Z""""'" ~ ~ " a .; i- .. ~ I i l- i"i, l'\'''''..... . i ,~"" -i' ~ ~ 
~\~ i:q; ~.; .. ,,;) 

Robert Gouin (Nipomo Shell) is requesting adjustments in the District's water and sewer 

capacity fees to assist in his financing his car wash. 

BACKGROUND 

Mr. Robert Gouin is in the process of installing a car wash at Nipomo Shell. The initial 

correspondence indicated that there would be approx. 100 cars per day going through the car 

wash. After the District calculated the fees, Mr. Gouin sent a second letter downsizing the 

number of cars per day to 40 as the initial start-up. It is believed that when the developer 

estimated the funding needed to finance the car wash, he did not take into account the sewer 

capacity fees. Since that time, many of the material costs have increased, i.e. concrete, etc., 

therefore, it is believed that Mr. Gouin is requesting an adjustment in the District's Sewer 

Capacity Fee to assist in financing his venture. Since this is a private business, it would not 

qualify as a hardship case. 

Sewer Capacity Fees are based on District Code Section 4.12, Sewer Capacity Charges and 

Fees. The calculations are shown on the attached letter sent to the applicant 

September 24, 2001. The Car Wash Capacity Fees are calculated for a commercial 

development, which are different than for a residence. Commercial fees are indiscriminate and 

are based on the Uniform Plumbing Code fixture unit equivalents whether or not they are used. 

Example: Fees for a laundromat with 10 machines are calculated for 10 
machines even though fewer than 10 machines may be in use. 

The District has calculated its fees based on District codes and the Uniform Plumbing Code. 

RECOMMENDATION 

Staff recommends that your Honorable Board uphold the District fee schedule as adopted. 

Soard 2COl\£ees.DOC 

(r~, 
r: - \ 
t I 

~ 
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Robert R Gouin 

Nipomo Shell 
501 West Tefft 

Nipomo, CA 93444 
(805) 929·5562 

:'-lipomu Community Sen;ccs DiS"Jict 
Attn: Doug Jon~s 
148 So. Wilson Stre;:! 
:'-lipoma. CA 93444 

Dear Mr. ]Ol1~S: 

TIllS letter is. to request scheduling of my carwasn project OIl the agenda for the Nipomo Corr.munity 
Services District Board hearing on October 17, 1001. The su~iect to ~ considered would b~ imp'l.:t 
:et:s for wattr and sewer. 

A study ha~ been d011e on catwash discharge of sewer water from the Arroyo Grande Shell Service 
Station, which has a. car wash facility similar to that which I am building, Start lip yolume j<; 

~:itiIIl:lt.;d :41 40 cars pC!r day with an average of 10 gallons of reclai.::ncC water per car. 

40 X 10 .:: 400 gallons per day with a 20% loss of wattr estimated to stay en car and 
evaporate, 

~t!r .... olume to sew'er disch.'U'gc: c:qu:li~ 320 gallons. 

Ana~hed is a l~n.;r from the architect d~ussing VOlurnf per car. I ha\'~ also includ~d a brodl'ure on 
PSI, gallons per minute and a spec classification sheet indicating what volume of water and pressure 
the car wash will require. 

Only Clean water will be: dischaf2t!d inl0 the sewer. The arnOIL1! of water and sewer discharge 1;0 
~qual t,~ tb.;!.! \l,."hi.ch one three.bedrOODlllome wouLd produce per day, 

Thank Y')U for your an~ntion to this lnandi, I would appreciate ~g notified wh~n this itenl has 
been plllced on the Board ageIlda. 

Sinc~ly, 

1'1 IJ r 
Robert R. Gouin 

Enclosures 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com



October 18. 2000 

Nipomo Community Services District 
148 South Wilson Street 
Sipomo. CA 93444 

To whom it may concern: 

Robert R. Gouin 
Nipomo Snell - CA( WA. -; h 

'01 West Tefft 
NipomQ, CA 91444 

(SO,) 929-"62 

I am requesting a tentative \ViU Serve Letter for my car "ash at 501 W~st rem Street. 

Enclosed is a copy of my planned water recovery system, filtration and processing of wastewater. 
Our projection is to do 100 cars per day. Each car will use 30 gallons for a total of3,OOO gallons 
per day. The Conserv Water Recovery System will reduce the water usage b~' ~OOO. reducing the 
total gallons utilized to 1.500 per daY. 

TIlank you for your assistance. 

Sincerely. 

Robert Gouin 

Enclosure 

p. "'; ,...... E I'" ,.,-.~ 
'. ;; ~-q c • ,; 1-4. ~L'" ~.~ _ 'J.....J J 
~ ':"- "' / 

OCT 18 ' 

r.J'p(;~';\C) ~: ~ ~ --- I 

SES\'lCt:S I~:.'::-~-: 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com



/ 
~ 

Specifications 
EUCTlICAL RlQUIREMINTS 
Domestic: 
Internariona.l: 

zoa-240 VAG 60 Hz 3pbase. 75 amp 
380 \'i\G 50 Hz. 3phase, 40 amp 

-A...,. AtR & WATIR 

415 VAG 50 Hz 3phase, 30 amp 

";1'r Minimum water feed pressure: 50 psi. 
Water demand: 35 gpm 
AlI supply: liZ' line @80 psi 
Air consumption: 

Constant: 
Intermittent 

MAcMIItI DIMIIII0II5: 

Height: 
Width: 
Length: 
Weight 

VlllleLl CLIAJANa 

1I2cfm 
3cfm 

AqUiJet 

lID" I 279 em 
148" I 376 em 
57.5· I 146 em 
3.0401bs. / 1.382 kg 

Height:" go" f 228 em 
Max. vehicle wash envelope:·· 104" J 264 em 
Width between guide raIls: 85" I 216 em 
lAmgth: Unl1mlted 

INSTALLED BAy SIZE"" 

Height: 
WIdth: 
length: 

Mlnlntum w/o 
OII-banI cIryet 
11' Il3San 
14' I 427 em 
32' I 975 cm 

*Measured at center of machine. 

GJI 
-W3' 1262 em with COLORSHINE": 

3.5 bar 
130 Iiten per minute 
5.5 bar 

14 liters J minute 
84 Ulers J minute 

AqualM with 
On-lHrd Dryer 
126' J 320cm 
ISS" /394 em 
74.0· I 188 em 
3,930 Ibs. I 1.786 kg 

Recomtneftdecl 

12.5' I 381 em 
18' 1488 em 
36' 11097 cm 

.... Allows IS" on each end and 10" above machine for door clearance. 
Additional space required on dryers. 

MARK VII 
Aqual«;;. . T, ,. ,. 

;-

,,. ... 
I ! 
L-

j 

"~ 
"---" 

"~, 
~,: ...... 
.~ 

-,~ 
~, 

"- .. ,,:~~ 
"'..'..:~ 

''':-~''-

- -:::Y, -

'... '''' \f"-Y J!" '. '-. , -' /' j "', '~,/ / 

\./ 

",It I ......... "" 

/' ... / 

<ill 1998 Mar1I VII EcuiQl1I8III. lllC. Mart VII Ec!uIPlllent. Inc.. 598,'llnnyHll5trMt, AmII .. CO lOOOJ 
~,.o. FA! ~..uO.013'. 800.S2S~ U.s. I!'HI CI .. da 
http=II_.mafll1\nuam .. _ii, ",ar1MlOntarll7ltK.com 

~~ .. 0II0I. 

Ii.S Patrnu 5035253. S1)7e~4 ()ther J S. 
a~ 101'1110~ ~ pe"ding. All eqUrproen: 
a"" QPtilH'S S<J:lject to ::III,., 

7("1-.---' 7. ~t-'C - QlQn ~ ~()"? .~~~ ~lDd9~ I p'J~5nDul £;":OT T("I-On rl;:;,<:" 
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presents 

\VATER REUSE TECHNOLOGY TO MEET THE NEEDS OF TODAY'S 
VEHICLE WASHING DEIVIANDS 

eo"~!!(Y 
~I WAT!i!JOllr~, 
'.HI',.'· ... ", •• _ ' 

. ) 

.•• ta -

Finally, a new era has occurred in the vehicle wash 
industry. The methods and equipment to wash vehicles 
has changed dramatically. To meet this drastic change. a 
totally new concept has been developed. The CON·SERV 
product line is designed to recover water, without the 
drawbacks operators experienced in the past. This new 
technology can deliver all the water necessary to operate 
today's sophisticated vehicle wash systems. 

The CON·SERV product line is a combination of 
innovative new concepts and proven technologies that is 
making it the talk of the vehicle wash industry. With over 
two decades of experience in the manufacturing of water 
re-use equipment, these systems can deliver high flow 
rates, with water quality as low as 5 microns. 

Some of the features of the CON·SERV Product Line 
_ include: 

• High quality water production (no more than 5 micron cross section) 
• High capacity output production (60 to 125 GPM output flow) 
• Integrated continuous duty ozone re-circulation to eliminate odor and color 
• Space saving design 
• Adaptable for zero discharge 
• Easy to illstall 
• Requires minimal service 
• Call be retrofitted to existing locations 

Ju;,t to name a fe\\'. the above are standard. with the following more obvious features. being easy to recognize. 

Cser Frielldly • Quality COllstruction • Reliability· Performance • Low cost to operate· Inexpensive to purchase 

PkJse take the time to read the following information. It will heJp you to discover how the new CON·SERV product line will 
revolutionize the vehicle wash industry. 

If we can answer 
any questions you may have, 

please give us a call at 
(800) 868-9888. 

Thank you for considering 
CON-SERV 

lVater Reuse Systems. 

( 
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NIPOMO COMMUNITY 
BOARD MEMBERS 
ROBERT BLAIR, PRESIDENT 
RICHARD MOBRAATEN, DIRECTOR 
MICHAEL WINN, DIRECTOR 

JDITH WIRSING, DIRECTOR 
..;L1FFORD TROlTER, DIRECTOR 

SERVICES DISTRICT 
STAFF 
DOUGLAS JONES, GENERAL MANAGER 
JON SEITZ, GENERAL COUNSEL 
LEE DOUGLAS, MAINTENANCE SUPERVISOR 

148 SOUTH WILSON STREET POST OFFICE BOX 326 NIPOMO, CA 93444· 0326 

September 24,2001 

Robert Gouin 
501 W. Tefft Street 
Nipomo, CA 93444 

(805) 929·1133 FAX (805) 929·1932 Email address gm@nipomocsd.com 

SUBJECT: PROJECT D000125P Tefft Street and Frontage 
SHELL CAR WASH NIPOMO 

Enclosed for your information is the Administrative Procedure for Developments within the District outlining the 
procedure to be followed. The new water service must be inspected by the District. The Inspection Fee is 
$100.00. 

The Capacity Fees for the Nipomo Shell Car Wash are as follows: 

Water Demand 
Car wash requires 35 gpm + Service Station needs 
Min Meter Size = 1%" = 100 gpm 

Capacity Fee 100 x $3,370 = $11,233.34 
30 

Credit for existing 1" service <$3,370.00> 
Cost for 1%" meter 615.00 
Subtotal $8.478.34 plus cost to install 2" service 

Sewer Usage (Volunteer) 
Fixture units equivalents 

1500gpd_ = 1.0417 gpm 
1440 min/day 

UPC § 703.2 Cont. flow to drain 2 fixture units/0.06 gpm 
Fix. Units = 1JM.1l = 17.36 x 2 = 34.72 

0.06 
DUE = 34.72 = 2.170 

16 
EXisting DUE 1.125 
Total a.2.9.5 rounded up 4 DUE 
Credit for one DUE (1) DUE 
Total DUE 3 DUE 
Sewer Capacity Fee 3 X $2,100 $6.300.00 
Total . $14.778.34 plus cost to install 2" service 

The District reserves the right to audit the car wash operations. If you have any questions, please contact me. 

Very truly yours, 

TRACTSID000125P Shell·FEES 
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UPC 
SANITARY DRAINAGE 

702.0 Fixture Unit Equivalents 

The unit equivalent of plumbing fixtures shown in 
Table 7-3 shall be based on the size of the trap 
required, and the unit equivalent of fixtures and 
devices not shown in Table 7-3 shall be based on the 
rated discharge capacity in gpm (gallons per minute) 
(liters per second) in accordance with Table 7-4. 

Maximum trap loadings for sizes up to four (4) 
inches (102 mm) are as follows: 

1-1/4" (32 mm) 1 unit 

1-1/2" (40 mm) 3 units 

2" (50 mm) 4 units 

3" (80 mm) 6 units 

4" (100mm) 8 units 

Exception: On self-service laundries. 

703.0 Size of Drainage Piping 

703.1 The minimum sizes of vertical andlor 
horizontal drainage piping shall be determined from 
the total of all fixture units connected thereto, and 
additionally, in the case of vertical drainage pipes. in 
accordance with their length. 

703.2 Table 7-5 shows the maximum number of 
fixture units allowed on any vertical or horizontal 
drainage pipe, building drain or building sewer of a 
given size; the maximum number of fixture units 
allowed on any branch interval of a given size; and 
the maximum length (in feet and meters) of any 
vertical drainage pipe of a given size. 

TABLE 7-4 

Discharge Capacity In Gallons per Minute 
(Liters per Second) 

For Intermittent Flow Only 

GPM (Vsec.) 

Up to 7-1/2 (Up to 0.47) Equals 1 Unit 

8 to 15 (0.50 to 0.95) Equals 2 Units 

16 to 30 (1.00 to 1.89) Equals 4 Units 

31 to 50 (1.95 to 3.15) Equals 6 Units. 

Discharge capacity for over 50 gallons per minute 
(3.15 Llsec.) shall be determined by the 
Administrative Authority. 

For a continuous flow into a drainage system. 
such as from a pump, sump ejector, air conditioning 
equipment, or similar device, two (2) fixture units 
shall be allowed for each gallon per minute (0.06 
Lisee.) of flow. 

703.3 For alternate method of sizing drainage 
piping, see Appendix L 
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