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STRIAL RIGHT-OF-WAY

T Environmental corporation of

contra Costa County
4575 Pacheco Boulevard
Martinez, ralifornie 4553
AND LOCATLON:
A 15" x 103! parcel of tide and
checo Creek, vicinlity
a County.

submerged
of Martinez,

o

land in P&
Contra Cost
varhead effluent conveyance facility.
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August 1,

fod: 49 years from

1971,
$2,000.

Initial per

gurety bond:

1ity insurance: $250,000/
$509,000 per OCCUY £eNnce
for bodily injury and
$100,000 for propexty

damage .

public 1i.abi

Consideration: 4100, with 5-year reat

review.

BN AMENDMENT:
Ravision of
to provide fo
tional effluent pipeline within the existing
rightwof-way as described in aaid permit;
all ovher terms of said permit PRO 4605,
co remain i0 full forue and effect.
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PREREQUISLTE PERMS, FEES AND EXPENSES:
Applicant has upland rights.

Filing Fee and processing cosks have heen
received.

gTATUTORY AND OTHER REFERENCES:
Al public Resources Gode: piv. 6, parts 1 & 2.

B, Adw. Code: Ticke % Div.

OTHER PERTINENT TNFORMATION:
1. Applicant has an existing, submerged

g inch cgffluent pipeline under Pachiec?©

Cyreck as pevmitted undev pexmit PRC
4605.1. The ap quests permission
ro install - ine within
the present Y
to be supported
above mean sea
exceeds that of oth
downstrean apd will not im

9, The proposed pipeline would gransport
rreated industrial wastes EO gsolay
gvaporation ponds operated Y the applicant.

Commission engi neering graff has reviewe
rhe pipeline design and found it to
ne adequate ©O the circumstances:

A Negative beclaration was prepared
by the United States Coast Guara, pursuant
¢y Fedeval rer Jlations. the stalf believes

that this document sufficientiy addresses

envirOﬂmental concerns and that it
meet.s the in~ent of the CEOA .

This project {g situated on State land
identified as p0$sessing significanc
environmental values pursuant Lo
Resources Code 6370.1, and 186

ipn a use cabegory Class C

rizes Multiple Use.

graff has cpordinated chis project
with those agencies and organizations
who nominated the site as containing

"t
T




CALENDAR 1TEM NO,C22, (CONTD)

signi ficant cuvironmental values, They
have found thig Project to be compatiblo
with their nomination,

APPROVALS OBTATNED:
United Stateg Coast Guard, Regional Water
Quality Contyol Boare  Uhited States Army
Corps of Engineens, Golifornia Departhnn
of Fisb and Geme, Contra “osta County Floed
Contral and Water Conservatian Discrice,

FURTHER APPROVALS REQUIRED:
State Lands Commission,

EXHIBRITS: A, Location Map, R, Negativa Declaration,
IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMISS1oN:
1. DETERMINE THAT AN EIR HAS NOT BEEN PREPARED FOR THIC

PROJECT BuT THAT A NECATIVE DECLARATION HAS BEEN PREPARED
BY THE v D STATES GoasT GUARD ON JULY 25, 1978.

CERTIFY THAT THE COMMISSION HAS REVIEWED AND CONSIDERED
THE INFORMATION CONTAINED‘IN THE NEGATIVE DECLARATION,
AND THAT 17 MEETS THR INTENT OF CEQA.

DETERMINE THAT YHE PROJECT WILL NOT HAVE A SIGNIFICANT
EFFECT ON THE ENVIRONMENT,

FIND THaT CRANTING OF THE PERMIT WILL HAVE NO SIGNIFICANT
EFFECT Upon ENVIRONMENTAL CHARACTERISTICS IDENTIFIED

PURSUANT TO SECTION 6370. 1 OF THE PUBLIG RESOURCES
CODE,

AUTHORIZE ISSUANCE 10 17 CORPORATION OF CONTRA COSTA
GOUNTY, FORMERLY ®NOWN AS SIERRA RECLAMATION AND DISPOSAL,
INC. . OF AN AMENDMENT 70 PERMIT PRC 4605.1; T0 PROVIDE
FOR THE INSTALLATION OF AN ADDITIONAL EFFLUENT PIPELINF
WITHIN THE EXISTING RIGHT-OF-WAY Ag DESCRIBED IN SATD
PERMIT pRC 4605.1; al1, OTHER TERMS oF SAID PERMIT

PRC 4605.1 10 REMAIN [N FULL FORCE AnD EFFECT.

8/30/78)
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) Mk 1]
EXHIBIT "B Comrandey (oan)
Twelfth Coast Guard Disc.
630 Sansome Stroet
fan Druncisco, CA
{415) 556~2560
556-0074
Negative peclaration

Pursdant to Section L02(2) (¢, , Public Law 21~190 {(July 25, 1978)

PERMIT APPLICATION POR A PIPELINE BRIDGE OVER PACHECO CREBK, MILE 2.4,
NEAR MARTINEZ, ZONTRA COSTA COUNTY, CALIFORNTIA

Praject Description. The Industrial Tank Corporation (I.T.}, 4575
Pacheco Soulevard, Martinez, California 94553 has applied for

a Coast Guard peimit to construct a pipeline bridge over Pacheco
Creck hetween parcels of their property. The pipeline will augmenst
underground pipelines now in service txanbfurrmna neutralized
liguid industrial wastes from their detoxification plant to their
solar evaporatlon ponds. The federal action under consideration

is issuance or denial of a bridge permit; thete is no other faderal
action involved.

Probable Impacts.

Shorr ~Tern. Temporary disturbance to the flood channcl levees

durlng ‘construction of the abutments with some increased s*uram
turbidi by lastlng for approx cimately one week. Increased dust anld
maechanized equlpment emissions for approximately two weeks. The
adjacent area is fallow bpasture/wheat fields or industrial properties.

Long-Term. Minor increased esthetic degradation and wnareased
capacity to handle tox1 industrial wastes should have a positive
effect on federal programs to lmprove wateyr quality in the San
Francisco Bay Area. This project is designed to accommodate
existing and anticipated industrial growth and as such; is not
expected to generate growtb

Mitigation. The project has been designed to minimize disbtur-
bance Eto the streambed and to insure construction takes place
during periods of low flow, Since anticipated impacks are less
than those from annual flood chanpel maintenance or adjacent land
£ill activities, no c¢ther mitigation is required.

alternatives.

Do Noching. This alternative would cost less and avoid the short-
term ¢onstruction disturbances. It would require that another

Bay Area hazardous waste disposal company increase iks capacity

in order to handle anticipaced volumes. Impacts of that expan-
sion would probably be similar to this proposal but would vary
according to the plant site.

Construct Another Underground Line. This alternative would not
require Coast Guard authoxization buk would require an Army Corps
of Ehgineers permit., Short~term impacts would be slightly greater
due to increased streambed alteration for pipe entrenchment,
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howevayr the lonyg~term wsthetlc impact would be avoidea. L.T.
corporation decided against thiw alternotive hechuge thay can
monitor an above-ground crossing saglev.

Alternate Alignmenks. Small alignment changes are feasible
Wiihih The property ownad by 1.7, Corporation. lowever all
would increase the pipceline Length and land wse change (the
propogsed pipeline i within an existing pipelince ceryidor) .

relationghip betwesn Short-Term and Long-Term Uses. The short-
Carm Gonstruckion disturbances and fong~term increoased hazardous
waske treatment Facilities will provide for ankicipated (controiled)
growth. This will inorease both the long~term productivity of

the region and the guality of its waters.

Irrevergible commitment of Resourcas. the labor, capital, and
RBLOrLIALS used in Lhls project ave Trretrievable, however tha
non-intensive use of the land could permit it to be converted
to other uses 2t minimum sxpense.

prafied:

W, R YILL
Chief, Bridge Section

Reviewed:

J. §. BLACKLIT

commander, U.S. Ccoast Guard
chief, Aids to Navigation
Branch

approved:

E. F. LEWIS

captain, U.§. Coast Guard

chief, Operations Division,
Acting




