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GENERAL LEASE - PUBLIC AGENCY USE ‘
APPLICANT:

' Central Contra Costa Sanitary District (CCCSD)
5019 Inhoff Place
Martinez, California 94553

AREA, TYPE LAND AND LOCATION:
A parcel of tide and submerged land, Grayson Creek, City of

Martinez, Contra Costa County.

LAND USE: i
The construction, operation and maintenance of a interceptor
to convey wastewater. The pipeline will be constructed
under the creek and drain inverts, the channel will be
restored to its existing condition. The proposed pipeline
on State lands will be concrete in the shape of a box,
approximately 18 ft. wide X 10 ft. high, located about
4 feet below the bed of Grayson Creek.

PROPOSED LEASE TERMSB:
Twenty-five years beglnnlng March 8, 1994.

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

APPLICANT BTATUS:
Applicant is owner of upland.

PREREQUIEITE CONDITIONS, FEES AND EXPENSES:
Filing and processing fees have been received.

ETATUTORY AND OTHER REFERENCES:
Ao ) P.R.c.: Div. 6' Parts 1 and 2; DiV. 13.

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

AB 884:
03/07/94
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CALENDAR ITEM No. C20  (coNT’D)

OTHER PERTINENT INFORMATION:

1.

The pipeline will be constructed from the wastewater
treatment plant, east across Grayson Creek, past the
east bank of Grayson Creek to the adjacent cCcCSD
property. The properties adjacent to Grayson Creek are
owned by CCCSD and are used for activities related to
wastewater treatment. The State Highway 4 right-of-wvay

~is located immediately south of and parallel to the-

pipeline alignment through the creek channel. The area
north of the site is owned by cccsp for wastewater
treatment purposes. Continuing north of the project
site for approximately 4.5 miles is Suisun Bay, the
outlet for Grayson Creek.

This activity involves lande which have NOT been
identified as possessing significant environmental
values pursuant to P.R.C. 6370, et seq. However, the
Commission has declared that all tide and ‘submerged
lands are "significant"™ by nature of their public
ownership (as opposed to "envirommental significant").
Since such declaration of significance is not based
upon the requirements and criteria of P.R.C. 6370, et
seq., use classifications for such lands have not been
designated. Therefore, the finding of the project’s
consistency with the use classification as required by
2 Cal. Code Regs. 2954 is not applicable.

Certify that an EIR State Clearinghouse No. 90030204,
was prepared for this project pursuant to the
provisions of the CEQA and that the Commission has
reviewed and considered the information contained
therein. -

A Mitigation Monitoring Plan has been prepared for this
project in conformance with the provisions of the CEQa,
see Exhibit "cw, :

APPROVALS OBTAINED:
U. S. Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Fish and Game,
California Regional Quality Control Board, Contra Costa
County Airport Land Use Commission and Federal Aviation
Administration, and Contra Costa County Flood Control and
Water Conservation District.
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FURTHER . APPROVALS REQUIRED:
State lLands Commission

EXHIBITS:
A. Land Description

B. Location Map
c. Mitlgatlon Plan
D.. Notice of Determinat;on/CEQA Findings

IT I8 RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMISSION:

1. FIND THAT AN EIR STATE CLEARINGHOUSE NO. 90030204, WAS
PREPARED FOR THIS PROJECT BY THE CENTRAL CONTRA COSTA
SANITARY DISTRICT AND THAT THE COMMISSION HAS REVIEWED AND
CONSIDERED THE INFORMATION CONTAINED THEREIN.

.2. ADOPT THE FINDINGS, AND STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING
CONSIDERATIONS MADE IN CONFORMANCE WITH SECTION 15096 (h) AND
SECTION 15093 OF THE STATE CEQA GUIDELINES, AS CONTAINED IN

EXHIBIT "D", ATTACHED HERETO.

3. ADOPT THE MITIGATION MONITORING PLAN, AS CONTAINED IN
EXHIBIT "C".

4. AUTHORIZE ISSUANCE TO CENTRAL CONTRA COSTA SANITARY DISTRICT
OF A TWENTY FIVE YEAR GENERAL LEASE - PUBLIC AGENCY USE,
BEGINNING MARCH 8, 1994, IN CONSIDERATION OF THE PUBLIC
HEALTH AND SAFETY WITH THE STATE RESERVING THE RIGHT AT ANY
TIME TO SET A MONETARY RENTAL IF THE COMMISSION FINDS THAT
SUCH. ACTION TO BE IN THE STATE'S BEST INTEREST FOR
CONSTRUCTION, OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF A INTERCEPTOR TO

- CONVEY WASTEWATER ON THE LAND DESCRIBED IN EXHIBIT "aA"
ATTACHED AND BY REFERENCE MADE A PART HEREOF.
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EXHBITA ...

REAL PROPERTY in the county of Contra Costa, state of California described as foliows:

Portion of the parcel of land (Grayson Creek - Parcel 196) described in the deed from
Central Contra Costa Sanitary District (CCCSD) to Contra Costa County Flood Control and
Water Conservation District (CCCFC & WCD) recorded December 21 . 1961 in Book 4020
of Oftficial Records of said county at page 607 (4020 O.R. 607) described as.tollows: )

A 35 oot wide strip of land the centerline of which is described as follows:

Commencing at the 1-1/4 inch iron pipe tagged "CEN SAN' being the southwesterly corner
of Parcel C as shown upon the Parcel Map filed on December 29, 1980 in Book 91 of
Parcel Maps at page 41 (91 P.M. 41), said county records, being also a point on the
easterly line of above referenced CCCFC & WCD parcel {4020 O.R. 607); thence slong
said easterly line north 21° 53" 44" east 518.55 feet (north 21° 53° 24" east 518.48
feet per 91 P.M. 41) 10 an angle point in said line, being 2 2 inch iron pipe tagged '‘CEN
SAN'; thence slong said easterly line south 21° 53° 44" west 474.44 feet to the POINT
OF BEGINNING; .thence from said POINT OF BEGINNING leaving said easterly line south
67° 42' 35° west 382.97 feet 10 a point on the easterly line of the 15 foot wide strip of
land described in the deed from Contra Costa County Flood Control and Water
Conservation District 10 Central Contra Costa Sanitary District recorded July 19, 1976 in
Book 7943 of Official Records of said county at page 42 (7943 O.R. 42}, said point bears
north 21° 5§3° 24" east 58.96 feet from the northerly terminus of 8 curve in last said
easterly line which is concave to the east and has » radius of 875.00 feet. The sidelines
of said 35 foot strip of land shall be lengthened or shonened to terminate in the east at
said easterly line of above referenced CCCFC & WCD parcel {4020 O.R. 607) and in the
west at said easterly fine of above referenced CCCSD parcel (7943 O.R. 42).

EXCEPTING THEREFROM any portion lying landward of the ordinary high water mark of
Grayson Creek. , '

Bearings are based on the California State Plane Coordinzte System (1827), Zone 3.

REVIEWED SEPTEMBER, 1993 BY SFBCC
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. EXHBIT®C®  @raibseqpUiominzns = 17
f ~E = ' NOTICE OF DETERMINATION ?

. B F 0L E F
TO: Contra Caosta County Clerk : )
725 Court Street JUL 21983

, Martinez, CA 84553
- . L. S.L WEIR, Countv Clerk
FROM: Central Contra Costa Sanitary District (CCCSD) 5, CoNPACRRTA OUNTY
. 5018 Imhoff Place, Martinez, CA 94553 R |

SUBJECT: Fiing of Notice of Determination in compliance with
Section 21152 of the Public Resources Code

PROJECT TITLE: Approval of Segment 14 of the Pleasant Hill Relief Interceptor and
Consolidating Construction of Segments ar:nd 3 of the Pleasant Hll and A-Line Reliei

Interceptors :

STATE CLEARINGHOUSE NUMBER: 90030204

CONTACT PERSON: Russell Leavitt (510) 689-3890, ext. 255

PROJECT LOCATION: Pleasant Hill and unincorporated Contra Costa County (Pacheco)

This is to advise that the Central Contra Costa Sanitary District (Lead Agency) approved this
project on July 1, 1883 and has made the following determinations:
1. The project will have a significant effect on the environment. '
2. A Program Environmental Impact Report was prepared and certified on September 4, 199

* pursuant to the provisions of CEQA. An Addendum to the EIR was prepared in June, 1993.
3. This project is within the scope of the Program EIR.

4. Mitigation measures were made a condition of the approval of the project.

S. A Statement of Overriding Considerations was adopted for this project.

Secretary of the Distric

Title
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA-THE RESOURCES AGENCY .
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME Ne 9002
ENVIRONMENTAL DOMAPPL!CATION[FH.NG FEE

wwgﬂbV)uﬁf Dares_ qﬂ?/

* County/State Agency: Dmnzxogyﬁi-‘)oo}ozu
Project Title: YL & . Fro %eXy - -
Pro;edApplic:nt:

CHECK APPLICABLE FEES: |
(X Emviroomental Inpact Report s s_¥50, 6o
) Negative Declaraton 125000 S

(

( )Appﬁanm?eeWaqu(W-R—-wC-de 85000 S
( ) Projecs Subject to Cenified Regulatory Programs (DFG & CDFOny) 385000 3
(
(

96 County Administrative Fee 250 $S__ 28
) Pro;e:ztharcqmmfee,no(pudlmmdu) S '
) Project that is exempt from fees

TOTALRECEVED s & 7S. 00

Signature of person mgpaymmt

rmsrcnﬂmmmﬂ SELOND THIRD COPY-LBAD AGENCY FOURTH COPY-COUNTY

STATE OF CALIFORMIA-THE NESOURCES AGENCY
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EXHIBIT 1.

ADDENDUM TO THE 1991 FINAL EIR
FOR THE PLEASANT HILL/A-LINE
SEWER OVERFLOW PROTECTION PROJECT

: - JUNE, 1993

-This Addencum to the certified 1991 Final Program EIR for the Pleasant Hill/A-Line Sewer
Overflow Protection Project has been prepared by the Central Contra Costa Sanitary-
District in accordance with California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines
Section 15164. The purpose of this Addendum is to identify the 1991 EIR analysis
applicable to approving Segment 14 of the Pleasant Hill Relief Interceptor and
consolidating construction of Segments 1 and 3 of the Pleasant Hill and A-Line Relief
Interceptors and to apprise the public of the reasons for making these project approval

recommendations.

BACKGROUND: Atits September 4, 1991, meeting, the Board certified the Final Program
EIR for the Pleasant Hill/A-Line Sewer Overflow Protection Project (the 1981 EIR) and

- approved several route segments for construction of the Pleasant Hill Relief Interceptor
Protection Project (Segments 1, 3, 12, 16A, 18, 19A, and 20; see Figure 1). For two
locations along the planned Pleasant Hill Relief Interceptor route, the Board directed staff
to proceed with further right-of-way and design studies before recommending a final route
selection: Segment 14 vs. 13/15 (Contra Costa Boulevard vs. Pleasant Hill Shopping
Center); and 18 vs. 17 (Grayson Creek vs. Ruth Drive). Following these studies, staff
was to examine whether there was adequate analysis of the recommended route in the
EIR and notify the public of the recommendation. Additionally, atits October 2, 1991,
meeting, the Board certified the same EIR to then approve the A-Line Relief interceptor
Project for the purpose of right-of-way acquisition.

At its March 4, 18983, meeting, the District Board of Directors received from staff a status
update on the Pleasant Hill/A-Line Sewer Overflow Protection Project. The Board then
provided staff with guidance for proceeding with final recommendations for certain project
elements, including the routing of the Pleasant Hill Relief Interceptor near the Pleasant Hill
- Shopping Center on Contra Costa Boulevard, and the sizing of the Marsh Drive pipeline.

At this time, due to ongoing right-of-way negotiations with the County Flood Control
District, staff is not prepared to make a final recommendation on Segment 18 vs 17,
which would be constructed in a later phase of the project. Atits July 1, 1991, meeting,
however, the District Board of Directors will consider approving Segment 14 as part of
the route for the Pleasant Hill Relief Interceptor Project. Board approval is being sought
now so that this segment can be included in the first construction phase of the Pleasant

Hill Relief Interceptor.

The District Board of Directors also will consider consolidating construction of Segments
1 and 3 of the Pleasant Hill and A-Line Relief Interceptors. These segments are located
immediately east and south of the District’s wastewater treatment plant, beneath SR-4,

1 H CALENDAR PAGE 136
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Marsh Drive, and a portion of the Buchanan Field Golf Course in Pacheco. Construction
of the Pleasant Hill Relief interceptor aiready has been approved for these segments:
however, for the A-Line Relief Interceptor, the District Board has only approved these
segrnents for right-of-way acquisition. .

Consolidating construction of these_segments for both interceptors resutts in accelerating
- construction of this portion of the A-Line Relief Interceptor by st least ten years. Where
possible, such as beneath Marsh Drive, capacity for the two interceptors would be
consolidated into one pipeline. In other locations, such as beneath SR-4 and Grayson
Creek, dual pipeline or box culverts will be required.

The rationale for statf’s recommendations regarding Segments 14, 1, and 3 is as follows:

m 14 v m 1

A portion of the Pleasant Hill Relief Interceptor could be constructed in Segment 14 by
tunneling south from the median of Contra Costa Boulevard (opposite the Cal Spa
- driveway) to the northern right-turn lane at the Chilpancingo Parkway intersection, then
using open trench construction from the right-turn lane to the west side of Grayson
Creek, south of Chilpancingo Parkway (see Figure 2).

The use of Segment 14 has several -benefits over using Segments 13/15 which lie within
the parking lot and loading areas of the Pleasant Hill Shopping Center:

® Due to its shorter length (1,570 vs. 2,310 feet), Segment 14 would cost less to
construct than Segments 13/15). The cost to construct Segment 14 would be
approximately $2.12 million.” The cost to construct Segments 13/15 would be
$2.24 million for open cut or $2.53 million for tunneling.

e Construction within the Contra Costa Boulevard right-of-way avoids the neec to
~ acquire easements on private properties. The right-of-way cost for Segments
13/15 could be as much as an additional $0.75 million. :

® During potholing, petroleum-contaminated soils were found at the Contra Costa

- Boulevard/Chilpancingo Parkway intersection along Segment 14. Even after
considering the soil cleanup and removal costs (estimated to be $0.1 million),

Segment 14 is still less costly than Segments 13/15 by about $0.77 to $1.06

million.

® Since Segment 14 requires fewer bends in the pipeline and is of shorter lennth,
it would have better flow velocities, less turbulence, and a lower potential for
corrosion and odors than Segments 13/15.

Staff is recommending tunneling vs. open trench construction of the pipeline beneath
Contra Costa Boulevard primarily to satisfy City of Pleasant Hill concerns regardmg

potential traffic congestion, safety, and community -disru '
streets. Tunneling most of Segment 14 would produ Iess diszr&ption for nea('h‘,x
, CALENDAR PAGE 7
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commertial and residential areas due to its limited surface disturbance (i.e., noise, traffic
congestion, and dust). In general, tunneling also is safer (for motorists, pedestrians, and
construction workers) than deep, open trench construction as less excavation is needed
Despite its benefits as compared to open trench construction, however, the use o,
tunneling is being limited to only the most essential locations because of its relatively

higher cost. ‘

The District currently is studying whether to construct a recycled water distribution
pipeline in conjunction with the Pleasant Hill Relief Interceptor project. Inlocations where
the interceptor project will be installed using open trench construction, the recycled water
- pipeline could be placed in the same trench, above the interceptor. M open trench
- construction were to be used for interceptor installation beneath Contra Costa Boulevard,
then the potential recycled water pipeline could share the trench. A decision 1o tunnel
this portion of the interceptor, however, neither precludes nor requires that Segment 14

be used for the recycled water pipeline.

Options still available for constructing the potential 18- to 24-inch diameter recycled
water pipeline include tunneling beneath Contra Costa Boulevard (above the interceptor),
shallower and narrower trenching along Contra Costa Boulevard (still likely 1o be opposed
by the City of Pleasant Hill), or tunneling or open trenching through the Pleasant Hill
Shopping Center along Segments 13 and 15 without the interceptor (reuniting with the
interceptor south of Chilpancingo Parkway). A discussion of these options will be
presented in the environmental evaluation currently being prepared for the potential
recycled water pipeline, which will require 2 separate District Board approval.

Property owners along Segment 14 and 13/15 (including the Pleasant Hill Shopping
Center) have been informed of staff's preference for Segment 14 by telephone or mail.
No adverse comments from the public have been received to date.

nsolidatin nstruction of ments 1 an

As previously stated, the District Board has approved construction of Pleasant Hill
Interceptor Segments 1 and 3 beginning in 1993. The Board also has approved initiating
A-Line Relief Interceptor right-of-way acquisition along the same segments (beginning in
1882) with construction anticipated in the year 2004. A subsequent Value Engineering
Workshop on these projects recommended that staff pursue combining construction of
the two projects within Segments 1 and 3 due to a present worth cost saving of $4.0
million. District operating costs also would be less if only one pipe would need to be

maintained, rather than two.

Based on the potential cost savings and the elimination of disruption associated with a
second large project ten years later in the same alignment, staff isrecommending that the
District proceed with the combined pipe option along these segments of the Pleasant Hill
‘Relief Interceptor route that could be common to the A-Line Relief Interceptor route. The
option to install a single pipe (Pleasant Hill and A-Line) or two paralle! pipes was discussed
in the 1991 EIR (see “Project Description,® p. l1l-20). .

- L4
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Consolidating construction of Segment 3 of the Pleasant Hill and A-Line Relief interceptors
eliminates Segment 2 of the A-Line Relief Interceptor from further consideration.
Segment 2 is located on the north side of SR 4, from the east side of Grayson Creek to
the west side of Walnut Creek, then crosses beneath SR 4 and continues along the west
side of Walnut Creek to Willow Way. Segment 2 is eliminated because it does not sliow
for the reduced construction cost and Iessened community disruption of a consolidated

Segment 3

Addmonally, due to its shorter Iength in conjunction wnh Segments 4I4A or4/4B (10,500
feet), Segment 3 would cost less to construct and have better flow velocities and less
turbulence than Segment 2 (12,700 feet). Also, Segment 2 is closer 10 the Walnut Creek
channe! and the ends of Buchanan Field Airport runways, making construction more costly
to minimize biological impacts and avoid sircraft hazards. Segment 2 also may be closer
to the Concord Fault than Segment 3 and could be more susceptible to seismic hazards.
For all these reasons, therefore, the District concludes that the alternative Segment 2
route is less feasible than Segment 3. -

CEQA REVIEW: Use of the 1991 EIR is appropriate for approval of these project elements
for the following reasons: .

1. There are no new significant environmental impacts that vﬁeu not considered in the
Program EIR (Guidelines Section 15162). Environmental impacts associated with
Segments 1, 3, and 14 are summarized in the Draft Program EIR on pages V-3 to V-

10.

2. There is no change proposed in the project which will require important revisions to
the previous Program EIR (Guidelines Section 15162(c)(1)). Segment 14 is to be
constructed beneath the southbound lanes of Contra Costa Boulevard (between the
median and the eastern edge) rather than along the eastern edge (as described in the
Program EIR). However, no important revisions of the Program EIR are necessary

- because the impacts will remain the same.

Regarding the sizing of Segments 1 and 3, the 1991 EIR addressed construction of
a combined Pleasant Hill/A-Line pipeline of up to approximately 120 inches in
diameter in this right-of-way (p. I-20 & 1I-23). Thus, approval of a consolidated, 102-
inch diameter pipeline in Marsh Drive is allowable as 8 lesser-and-included version of
the combined pipeline concept addressed in the EIR. Likewise, District design criteria
and the requirements of other agencies dictate that the crossings beneath SR 4 and
Grayson Creek must consist of two smaller diameter pipelines or box culverts. These
facilities also may have greater capacity than needed to meet the 1991 EIR’s
projected demand, although their useful and, therefore, actual capacity would be
limited to the upstream capacity of the 102-inch diameter Marsh Drive pipeline.

" Furthermore, the 1991 EIR identified that “isolated segments” of the A-Line:Relief
_Interceptor may be constructed ahead of schedule, * m order 10 coordinate with the

construction of other projects, avoiding a second
cu.mmn PAGE 139
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Constructed portions of the project may or may not become operational as they are
completed” (p. li-21).

No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which
the project is undertaken, such as a substantial deterioration to the project area
environment, that would require important revisions to the Program EIR due 10 new
significant environmenta!l impacts not previously considered (Guidelines Section
15162(c)2)). The District currently is studying whether to construct a recycled
water distribution pipeline in conjunction with the Pleasant Hill Relief Interceptor. -
However, a decision approving Segment 14 and consoplidating construction of Seg-
ments 1 and 3 neither approves nor precludes construction of the potential recycled
water distribution line. The potential recycled water pipeline project, which will
undergo its own environmental evaluation and approval process prior to award of s
construction contract for Segments 1, 3, and 14, is not expected to alter the
environmental impacts of the interceptor projects nor substantially change the
circumstances under which the project elements are being undertaken.

No new information of substantial importance to the project has become available
regarding new significant impacts, the severity of previously identified significant
impacts, or the feasibility or availabllity of mitigation measures or akernatives
(Guidelines Section 15162(c){3)). It should be noted that based on an existing
capacity of 140 mgd in the A-Line, a3 combined pipeline in Segments 1 and 3 would
need to carry 208 mgd (the difference between the 1991 EIR’s 348 mgd of projected
demand and the existing 140 mgd of capacity). Given the physical constraints of the
pipeline routes, the limitations of concrete pipe suppliers, and the design requirements
of the District, CALTRANS, and other agencies, Segments ‘1 and 3 incidently will
have a physical capacity which exceeds the 1991 EIR‘s projected capacity need.

For example, since pre-cast, reinforced concrete pipe in the size range anticipated is
commercially available in standard size increments of only six inches, 8 102-inch
diameter pipe in Marsh Drive is the smallest standard size available that can meet the
projected capacity.need of 208 mgd. The actual capacity of the 102-inch diameter

-Pipe in Marsh Drive, however, would be 219 mgd, 11 mgd greater than needed to
 meet the projected demand. ~ = : : -

Likewise, District design criteria and the requirements of other agencies dictate that
the crossings beneath SR 4 and Grayson Creek must consist of two smaller diameter
pipelines or box culverts. These facilities also may have greater capacity than needed
to meet the 1991 EIR’s projected demand, aithough their useful and, therefore, actual
capacity would be limited to the upstream capacity of the 102-inch diameter Marsh

Drive pipeline.

No additional, potentially significant operational impacts could result from the
incidental availability of pipeline capacity in excess of that needed to meet the
projected demand addressed in the 1991 EIR. The ultimate capacity of these facilities
could not be put into service until the remaining six miles of the A-Line ‘Relief
Interceptor is environmentally reviewed, approved, desi ned, and constructed
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between Buchanan Field Golf Course and Ygnacio Valley Road. The remainder of the
A-Line Relief Interceptor is scheduled for subsequent environmental review and design

_ in the year 2003 with construction between the years 2004 and 2009 (unless con-
structed earlier in conjunction with other public works projects). if the remainder of
the A-Line Relief Interceptor is proposed to accommodate development beyond the
planned growth identified in the 1981 EIR, the environmental review for the remaining

. portion would need to address the impacts of serving that additional development, as - -
well as update the environmental conditions under which the pipeline would be built.

Finally, consolidating construction of Segments 1 and 3 would not allow the District
to provide service to areas excluded from analysis in the 1991 EIR, such as Dougherty
Valley, Tassajara Valley, and the Tri-Valley Wastewater Authority (TWA). Betore
sewer service 10 such areas could be provided, further environmental review by the
District (as 8 Lead or Responsible Agency under CEQA) and a separate approval of the
District Board of Directors would be required. This position is consistent with the
commitment made in the 1981 EIR with regard to growth-inducing impacts (p. IV-7

& IV-8).

For these reasons, the District Board of Directors can approve Segment 14 of the Pleasant
Hill Relief Interceptor and consolidate construction of Segments 1 and 3 of the Pleasant
Hill and A-Line Relief Interceptors. These project elements are within the scope of the

project covered by the 1891 EIR.

r
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Exhibit 2

RESOLUTION NO. 93-067 -

RESOLUTION APPROVING SEGMENT 14
OF THE PLEASANT HILL RELIEF INTERCEPTOR
AND CONSOLIDATING CONSTRUCTION OF
SEGMENTS 1 AND 3 OF THE PLEASANT HILL

AND A-LINE RELIEF INTERCEPTORS .

WHEREAS, the District Board of Directors, on September 4, 1991, certified a
Final Program EIR for the Pleasant Hill/A-Line Sewer Overflow Protection Project (“the
1991 EIR") as being legally adequate for consideration of the Pleasant Hill Relief
Interceptor; and '

WHEREAS, the District Board of Directors, on September 4, 1991, approved
the Pleasant Hill Rellef interceptor, approving several route segments (Segments 1,
3, 12, 16A, 18, 19A, and 20) and required further study to determine the fins| route
with regard to Segments 14 vs. 13 and 15; and :

WHEREAS, the District Board of Directors, on October 2, 1991, certified the
1991 EIR a5 also being legally adequate for consideration of right-of-way acquisition
for the A-Line Relief Interceptor; and

WHEREAS, the District Board of Directors, on October 2, 1991, spproved the
A-Line Relief Interceptor for the purpose of right-of-way-acquisition: and

WHEREAS, the District Board of Directors has independéntly reviewed and
considered the 1991 EIR and its June, 1993 Addendum; and I

WHEREAS, the environmental effects of approving Segment 14 snd consoli-
dating construction of Segments 1 end 3 of the Pleasant Hill and A-Line Relief
. Interceptors (the “project elements”) are adequately covered in the 1991 .EIR; and
- WHEREAS, there are no changes to the project elements of the Pleasant Hill
and A-Line Relief Interceptors which require important revisions in the 1991 EIR due
1o the involvement of new significant environmental impacts not considered in the
1991 EIR; and

WHEREAS, there are no substantisl changes which have occurred with respect
to the circumstances under which these project slements of the Pleasant Hill and A-
Line Relief Interceptors will be undertaken: and

WHEREAS, there is no new informmioh of substantial importance which has
becomae availsble with regard to these project elements of the Pleasant Hill and A-Line
Relief Interceptors; and = .
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Resolution No. 93-067 -
Page 2

WHEREAS, epproval of these project elements would not allow the District to
provide service to sreas excluded from analysis in the 1991 EIR, such as Dougherty
Valiey, Tassejara Valley, and the Tri-Valley Wastewater Authority .(TWA); before
sewer service to such arees could be provided, further environmental review by the
District (as a Lead or Responsible Agency under CEQA) and & separsate approval of the
District Board of Directors would be required; and

WHEREAS, the District Board of Directors has considersd all avsllable
information for these project elements; including information contsined in the 1991
EIR, the June, 1993 Addendum, and testimony from the public made at a public
hearing on July 1, 1983; and : : .

WHEREAS, the District Board of Directors has independently reviewed and
considered the proposed Conditions of Approval, Findings of Fact, Statement of
Overriding Consliderations, and Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for these
project elements of the Pleasant Hill and A-Line Relief interceptors;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Directors of the Central
Contra Costa Sanitary District hereby finds using hts independent judgment that
spproving Segment 14 of the Pleasant Hill Retief Interceptor and consolidsting
construction of Segments 1 and 3 of the Pleasant Hill and A-Line Relief Interceptors
are within the scope of the 1991 EIR as no new effects can occur and no additional
mitigation measures ere necessary other than those identified in the 1991 EIR, and
does hereby approve these project elements of the Pleasant Hill and A-Line Relief
Interceptors, and adopts the attached Conditions of Approvesl, Findings of Fact,

Statement of Overrlding Considerations, and Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program. '

FURTHERMORE, the Board of Directors directs the General Manager-Chief |

Engineer to prepere & Notice of Determination for the project and submit the notice
to the appropriate government agencies.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Central Contra Costa Sanitary District Board
" of Directors this 1st day of July, 1993, by the following vote:

AYES: Members: Dalton, Hockett, Menesini, Rainey, Clausen
NOES: Members: None
ABSENT: Members: None

Fresident of the District Board of
Ce ontra Costa Sanitary District,
County of Contra Costs, State of California
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COUNTERSIGNED:
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Secrgtary bt the Central Cbnirg/Costa
Sanhtary District, County of Contra Costa,
State of Californis '

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Kenton L. Alm, District Counsel
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EXHIBIT 3

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL FOR SEGMENT 14
OF THE PLEASANT HILL RELIEF INTERCEPTOR AND
CONSOLIDATING CONSTRUCTION OF SEGMENTS 1 AND 3 OF
THE PLEASANT HILL AND A-LINE RELIEF INTERCEPTORS

The followmg mitigation measures will be implemented as condmons of approval of
Segment 14 of the Pleasant Hill Relief Interceptor and consolidation of construction
of Segments 1 and 3 of the Pleasant Hill and A-Line Relief interceptors. The
mitigation measures referenced in Condition No. 1 (below) and contained in the
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program are needed to reduce or eliminate

potentially significant impacts.

Each of these mitigation measures and the Mitigation Monitoring Program were also
adopted on September 4, 1991, when the District approved the Pleasant Hill Sewer
Overflow Project (also known as the “Pleasant Hill Relief interceptor®). Although not

- required by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the remaining conditions
will further reduce impacts which were considered to be “less-than-significant” in the

EIR.

General -

1. The mitigation measures identified in the Pleasant Hill Sewer Overflow
Protection Project Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, dated August
1991, and adopted on September 4, 1991, will be implemented.

Proj rd:nation

2. The District will continue to inform and discuss with local government planning
agencies their plans for projects within the project area. The District will

- endeavor to coordinate design and construction of projects to the greatest
extent possible in order to avoid design conflicts and minimize construction

disruption.

Traffic

3. Limit where posslble the transport of construct:on equnpment and matenals to
off-peak traffic periods.

4, Require the contractor to use haul routes that minimize truck traffic on local,
two:lane streets (i.e., use freeway and major roadways to the extent feasible).

on
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5.

Air

10.

11.

12.

Require contractor to locate staging areas throughout the project area so as 1
minimize the hauling distances for construction equipment and materials.

If simultaneous construction is planned at two or more sites along the project
route, develop circulation and detour plans to minimize impacts to local tratfic
circulation. .

In areas where construction worker parking availability is limited, require.the
contractor to establish a centralized worker staging area with adequate parking
for workers’ cars. Workers would then be transported to and from the

construction site each day by shuttle van.
i I

Revegetate disrupted areas to the extent practical. Revegetation will occur in
locations near to where the vegetatiofi was removed. Trees, which are situated
directly over the alignment will be replanted near their original location;
however, due to operational, safety, and maintenance factors, it is the
District’s policy not to plant trees directly over pipelines.

All construction equipment will be maintained and opersted in such a8 manner
as is 10 minimize exhaust emissions. Equipment will be turned off when not in

use.

implement the Bay Area Air Quality Management District’s Regulation 8, Rule
15, which deals with hydrocarbon emissions caused by the use of asphalt in

paving materials.

. To mitigate construction-generated noise near sensitive receptors, construction

equipment will be fitted with state-of-the-art shielding and mutfling devices.
Impact tools will be shielded or shrouded, and electric-powered construction
equipment will be used wherever feasible. Delaying the starting time for noisy
construction activities in residential neighborhoods until 7 a.m. will reduce the
chances for interrupting the sleep patterns of most residents living near the

project pathways. -

The District will notify nearby residents and other sensitive receptors of the
dates and times that project construction will be in their area.
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BEFORE THE CENTRAL CONTRA COSTA SANITARY DISTRICT

- RE: CENTRAL CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
SANITARY DISTRICT Approval of
Segment 14 of the Pleasant Hill :
Relief Interceptor and Consolidating —

Construction of Segments 1 and 3 of
the Pieasant-Hill and A-Line Relief -
“Interceptors

- FINDINGS OF FACT
AND STATEMENT

OF OVERRIDING
CONSIDERATIONS

L '
DESCRIPTION OF THE PROJECT

On Septemnber 4, 1991, the Central Contra Costa Sanhtary Distrid (the
“District®) certified a program environmental impact report (the 1991 EIR") and
approved the Pleasant Hill Sewer Overfiow Protection Project (also known as the
“Pleasant Hill Relief Interceptor™). The Pleasant Hill project involved obtaining right-of-
way and construction of a new reIiQf interceptor sewer which would extend approxi-
mately six miles, through the city of Pleasant Hill, the Town of Pacheco.' and
unincorporated parts of Contra Costa County to the District’s wastewster treatment
plan immediately northeast of the I-680 and SR4 interchange. This prbject was
necessary because the existing Contra Costs Boulevard Line (CC-Line) lmercepior

sewer could no longer contsin all the water that extraneously enters the pipeline

during 2 major rsinstorm and overfiow of the sewer system was occurring.
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Additionally, on October 2, the District certified the "1981 EIR" to then 8pproy
right-of-way acquisition for the A-Line Sewer Overflow Protection Project (also known
as the "A-Line Relief lmerceptor') The A-Line project involved obtaining nght-of-way
10 construct 8 new relief interceptor sewer which will extend approximately six miles,
througﬁ the cities of Walnut Creek, Pleasant Hill, Concord, and unincorporated parts
of Contra Costa County to the District’s wastewater treatment plan immediately
northeast of the I-680 and SR4 interchange. The existing A-Line sewer interceptor,
which transports most of Central Contra Costa’s sewage to the treatment plant, is
expected 10 reach its wet-weather design capacity by 2010. In ordef to be ready 1o
install a new relief sewer pipeline when it is needed, the District needs 10 secure the
necessary right-of-way (ROW) for 2 new pipeline now. The District has already
obtained ROW between Ygnacio Valley Road and Monument Bivd., and has approveo
acquisition of right-of-way along all other ahernative alignments evaluated in the 1991
EIR. A final route determination will be made closer to the design year of 2003 with
construction between the years 2004 and 2009 (except for portions which may be
constructed earlier in. conjunction with other public works projects).

When the District approved the Pleasant Hill project, it approved several route
‘segments for construction: Segments 1, 3, 12, 16A, 19, 19A, and 20. For two
locations along the Pleasant Hill Relief Interceptor route, the District Board of Directors
required staff w0 undertake tfurther righi-of-way and design studies before
recommending a final route selection: ‘Segment 14 versus 13/15 (Contra Costa

County Boulevard vs. Pleasant Hill Shopping Center); and Segment 18 versus 17

(Grayson Creek vs. Ruth Drive). Following ihese st-Em.mﬂnmm examiBo
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whethe} there was adequate analysis of thé iéé:bmmendéd route in the 1991 EIR and
notify the public of the recommendation. |

The District makes these findings’ for the final approval of Segment 1# of the
Pleasant l-.li.ll project. Segment 14 is to be constructed by tunneling south from the
median of Contra Costa Boulevard {opposite the Cal Spa driveway) 1o the northern
~ right-turn lane at the Chilpancingo Parkway intersection, then using open trench
construction from the right-turn lane to the west side of Grayson Creek, south of
Chilpancingo Parkway. Due 10 ongoing right-of-way negotiations with the County
Flood Control District, the District is not yet prepared to make a final decision on
Segment 18 vs 17, 4which would be constructed in s later phase of the project.

The District also makes these findings to approve consolidating construction of
Segments 1 and 3 of the Pleasant Hill and A-Line Relief Interceptors. These segments
are located immediately east and south of the District’s wastewater treatment'plant.
beneath SR-4, Marsh Drive, and 8 portion of the Buchanan Field Golf Course in
Pacheco. Construction of_ the Pleasant Hill Relief Interceptor aiready has been
approved for these segments; however, for the A-Line Relief Interceptor, the District
Board has only approved iﬁese segments for right-of-way acquisition.

Consolidating construction of these segments for both interceptors results in
accelerating construction of this portion of the A-Line Relief Interceptor by at least ten
vyears. Where possible, such as beneath Marsh Drive, capacity for the two
interceptors would be consolidated intp one pipeline. In other locations, such as

beneath SR-4 and Grayson Creek, dual pipeline or box culverts will be required. These

R
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segments will be included in the first construction phase of the Pleasant Hill Relief
. Interceptor.

The District’s Collection System Program, as described in the 1993 Ten-Year
Capital'lmprovement Pian, has a ten-year (2003) and a twenty-year (201 3) goal. The
goals afe lohg-term because the magnitude of the overflow problem is s0 larbe and.
costlyithat it will take an ambitious and extended program to resolve. The specific
goals include the following:

1. To upgrade the collection system b;' the year 2003 so that capacity-related
sewer overflows occur no more often than once every five years.

2. To upgrade the collection system by the year 2013 so that capacity-related
sewer overflows occur no more often than once every 20 years.

In order to relieve the existing interceptor sewers -and resolve projected future
wet-weather capacity deficiencies, additional $ystem capacity must .be provided by
the project. This increase in sewer capacity could be accomplished by cormructi'ng
the Pleasant Hill Relief Interceptor and A-Line Relief.lnterceptors to relieve the existing
CC-Line and AjLihe Interceptors.

| _For the Pleasant Hill Relief Interceptor, selection of Segment 14 will allow this
segment to be inéh,ided in the first construction phase of the project, which is
scheduled for construction contract award in October, 1993. Construction of this
first phise will begin to relieve existing wet-weather capaci;y probl_ems caused by
infiltration aﬁd inflow. This is demonstrated by repeated wet-weather sewage

overflows from the existing CC-Line during heavy storms in 1982, 1983, 1986, and

1983. The District's NPDES permit and the MWW
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Erancisco Bay Region both prohibit any overflow of wastewater from the collection
system. |

Construction of the entire A-Line Relief Interceptor is not needed imﬁ\edigtaly.
The existing A-Line currently meets the first goal described above, but 1o meet the
‘'second gosl, the District snticipates that 3 new A?Une: Relief Interceptor w!ll"t;é
needed to faliéve wet-weather capacity problems in apprbximatoly 10-20 ynis. At
this time, however, by consolidating construction of Segments 1 and 3 of the
Pleasant Hill and A-Line Relief interceptors, the District has the opportunity to realize
a present value savings of $4.0 million'-and eliminate the repegted comrnunity
disruption associated with constructing a second pipeline in the same alignment in the
future. The option to install a single pfpe (Pleasant Hill and A-Line) or two parallel

pipes in Segments 1 and 3 was discussed in the 1991 EIR (see “Project Description,”

p. 11-20).

. :

- USE OF THE 1991 EIR FOR THIS PROJECT
California Enwronmental Qualrty Act (CEQA) Guidelines Section 15168 allows
the useof a program’ EIR with later actlvmes if cermn conditions are met. First, the
environmental effects of the later activity must be covered by the Program EIR.
Second, there must be no chanpés in tr;e' project which require important revisions in
the previous program EIR due to the involvement of new significant environmental

impacts not considered in the previous program EIR. Third, there must be no

substantial changes which have occurred with respect to the circumstances under

which the project is undertaken. Finally, there mu i i
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substantiai importance which has become available with regard to the projdct. He
of the above conditions are met, 8 lead agency can conclude that no new effects will
occur, do new mitigation measures are required, and that the programEIR is adequatc
fof the later activity.
| Pursuam to CEQA Guidelines Section 151 64, an addendum has been prepared
to identify the 1991 EIR snalysis applicable to these project elements and to apprise
the public of the reasons for approving these project elements. In conjunction with
the addendum, the District Board of Directors_ has independently reviewed and
considered the 1891 EIR and, using its ind;pcndent judgment, has determined that
the environmental effects of approving Segment 14 of the Pleasant Hill Relief
Interceptor and consolidating construction of Segments 1 and 3 pf the Pleasant Hill
and A-Line Relief Interceptors (the “project elements®”) are covered in the 1991 El
(see. £.0., 1991 EIR, Draft, pp. $-10 10 -22; I-13 10 15, -17 10 -23, -28 10 -32; 1II-3
1 -5.-810-11,-17 10 -20, -23 10 -24, -26, ~32 10 -44, 49, -52 10 55, -57 10 -66, -
7310 -74, -76, -87 10 -88, -90 10 -91, -93 10 -94, 96, -103 to -105, -109, -111, -
113, -116 10 -118, 122, -124 10 125, 128 10 -130, -137, -139 10 -141, -144, - |
146, -149 10 -15'1' V-2 to V-'IO -12 to -16; Final, p. 15, 43, 45, 108-1 10, 116).
The District also has determmed that there are no changes in the project whnch
require important revmons in the 1991 EIR due to the involvernent of new significant
environmental impacts not considered in the 1991 EIR. Segment 14 is 10 be con-
structed beneath the southbound lanes of Contra Costa: Boulevard (between the

-median and the eastern edgé) rather than slong the eastern edge (as described in the

ﬂcm.mmzm PAGE 154

6 ' ﬂ MINUTE PAGE 210




Program EIR). However, no important revisions of the Program EIR are necessary
because the impacts will remain the same. |

The District will construct the pipeline 5y tunneling beneath Contra Costa
Boulevard (rather than using open trench construction) primarily to satisty City of
Pleasant Hill concerns regardmg potential traffic congestion, safcty. and communlty
dlsru.ptlon along one of its busiest streets. Tunneling most of Segmem 14 would
produce less disruption for nearby commercial and residential areas due to Its limited
surface disturbance (i.e., noise, traffic congestion, and dust). In general, tunneling
also is safer (for motorists, pedestrians, a};d construction workers) than deep, open
trench construction as less excavation is needed. Despite its benefits as compared
to open trench construction, however, the use of tunneling is being limited to only the
rhost essentfal locations because of its relatively higher cost.

The District currently is studying whether 10 construct » recycled water
distribution pipeline in conjunction with the Pleasant Hill Relief interceptor project. In
Iocation; where the interbeptor project will be installed using open trench
construction, the recycled water pipeline could be placed in the same trench, above
the interceptor.  If open trench construction were | to be used for imerce.ptot
instaliation beneath Contra Costa Boulevard, then the potential recycled water pipeline
could share the trench. A decision to tunnel this portion of the interceptor, however,

'neither brecludes nor requires that Segment 14 be used for the recycled water
pipeline.

Options still available for constructing the potential 18- to 24-inch diameter

recycled water pipeline include tunneling beneath Cont ; _
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interceptor), shallower and narrower trenching ilong Contra Costa Boulevard (st
likely to be opposed by the City of Pleasant Hill), or tunneling or open trenching
through the Pleasant Hill Shopping Center along Segments 13 and 15 without the
interceptor (reuniting with the interceptor south of Chilpancingo Parkway). A
discussion of these optipns:wm be bresanted in the environmenta! etraltmtion :ttrrre'ntly
being prepared for the potential recycled water pibeline,v which will raduir? ] separt:te

District Board approval.
Regarding the sizing of Segments 1 and 3, the 1991 EIR addressed construction
of 2 combinéd Pleasant Hill/A-Line pipalin; of up 10 approximately 120 inches in
diameter in this right-of-way (Draft EIR, p. t|§2o & 1I-23). Thus, approval of a
consolidated, 102-inch diameter pipeline in Marsh Drive is sllowable 8s 8 lesser-and-
included version of the combined pipeline concept addressed in the EIR. Likewise, the
1891 EIR addressed tfte scenario of constructing two pipelines in the same right-of-
way at the same time (Draft EIR, p. II-22}, s0 approving two smaller diameter pipelines
‘or box culverts beneath SR-4 and Grayson Creek also are addtessed in the EIR.
E Furthermore, the 1991 EIR identiﬁed that “isolated segments” of the A-Line Relief
‘ lnterceptor may be constructed shead of schedule, "in order to coordmate with the
construction of other projects, uvondmg [a second] disruption of the communlty
Constructed portions of the project may or r may not become operational as they are
completed” (Draft EIR, p. 1I-21). |

The District has also deterniined that there are no substantial changes which

have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which the project is being

undertaken.
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The' .Disuict currently is studying whether to construct & recycled water
distribution pipeline in conjunction with the Pleasant Hill Relief lmeri:eptor. However,

' 8 decision approving Segment 14 and consolidating construction of Segments 1 and
3 neither approves nor precludes construction of the potential recycled water
distribution line. The potential recycled water pipeline project, which will undergo hs
own environmental evéluation and approvil process prlﬁr to award of cbnstruction
contréct for Segments 1, 3, and 14, is not expected to alter the environmental
impacts of the interceptor projects nor substantially change the circumstances under
which the project elements are being u.nde"rtaken..

Finally, there is no new information of substantial importance which has
~ become available regarding new éigniﬁcant impacts, the severity of previously
identified signiﬁéant impﬁcts. or the feasiblility or avallability of nihigation messures
or alternatives. .

It should be nbted that based on an existing capacity of 140 mgd in the A;Line,
- @ combined pipeline in Segments 1 and 3 woﬁld need to carry 208 mgd (the differ-
~ ence between the 1991 EIR'; 348 mgd of projected demand and the existing 140
mgd of cﬁapacity). Given the physfcai constraints of the pipeline routes, the limitations
of concrete pipe suppliers, and the design requirements of the District, CALTRANS,
and other agencies, consolidated Segments 1 and 3 will have a physical capacity
which exceeds t;me 1981 EIR’s projected tapachy need.

For example, ;ince pre-cast, reinforced concrete pipe in the size range

anticipated is commercially avsilable in standard size increments of only six inches,

8 102-inch diameter pipe size lﬁ,Marsh Driye is the smallest standard size available
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that can meet the projected capacity need of 208 mgd. The actusl capacity of th-
102-inch diameter pipe in Mafsh Drive, however, would be 219 mgd, 11 mgd greater
than needed to meet the projected demand.

Likewise, District desngn crltem and the requirements of other agencoes dictate
that the crossings beneath SR 4 and Grayson Creek must consnst of two srnallef
dlamg}er pipelines or box culverts. These facmnes also may have greataf capacity
| ‘than needed to meet the 1991 EIR’s projected demand, although their useful and,
therefore, actual capacity would be limited to the upstream capacity of the 102-inch
diameter Marsh Drive pipeline. ’

No additional, potentially significant operational impacts could'resun from the
incidental availability of pipeline capacity in excess of that needed to meet the
projected demand addressed inthe 1991 EIR. The ultimate capacity of these facilities
could not be put into service until the remaining six miles of the A-Line Relief
Interceptor is environmentally reviewed, approved, designed, and constructed
be.tween Buchanan Field Golf Course and Ygnacio Valley Road. The remainder of the
A-Line Relief Interceptor is scheduled for subsequent environmental review and design
in the yeﬁr 2003 with i:onstructibn between the yca‘rs 2004 and 2009 (uﬁless
constructed earlief in conjunction with other public works projects). If the remainder
of the A-Line Relief lntercepior is proposed to accommodat_a development beyond the
planned growth identified in the 1991 EIR, the environmental review for the remaining
portion would need to address the impacts of serving that additional development, as

well as update the environmental conditions under which the pipeline would be built.
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Finally, consolidating construction of Segments 1 and 3 of the Pleasant Hill and
A-Line Relief Interceptors would not allow the District to provide service to sreas
excluded from analysis in the 1991 EIR, such as Dougherty Valley, Tassajara Valley,
and the Tri-Valley Wastewater Authority (TWA). Before sewer service 1o such areas
could be provided, further environmental review by the District la; a Lead or
Responsible Agency under CEQA) and » separate approval bf the District Board of
Directors wodld be required. This position is consistarit with the commitment made
in the 18991 EIR with regard to growih-inducing impacts (Draft EIR, p. IV-7 & IV-8).

The District finds that approving Segment 14 of the Pleasant Hill Relief

-Interceptor _and consolidating construction of Segments 1 and 3 of the Pleasant Hill
and A-Line Relief Interceptors are within the scope of the project covered by the 1991
EIR as no new effects can occur and no additional mitigation rr-teasures are necessary
beyond those identified in the 1991 EIR. Those effects and mitigation measures are

discussed, in Section VII, below.

- M. 4
For purpose# of CEQA and the findings set forth below, the administrative

record of the Distfict deciSion on this project shall consist of, at 2 minimum, the

following:

1. the 1991 Draft and Final Program EIR for the Pleasant Hill/A-Line Sewer
Overflow Protection Project;

2. the June, 1983, Addendum to the 1981 Final EIR for the Pleasam Hill/A-
Line Sewer Overflow Protection Project;

n CALENDAR PAGE 158

n l MINUTE _PAGE 215

. -

r




3.  eallreports, memoranda, maps, letters and other documents prepared b
the District and its planning, engineering, and right-of-way consuhants
that are matters of public record as defined in Government Code § 6250

et seq.; N

4. 8ll documents submitted by members of the public, City and County
- depanments and public agencies in connection with the proposed project
elements; - ‘ ' o

5. . minutes and verbastim transcripts, if sny, of all workshops, public
meetings and public hearings held by the District:

6. any documentary or other evidence submitted at such workshops, public
" meetings and public hearings; and

7. Matters of common knowledge to the District, which It considers,
including but not limited to, the following:

the Contra Costa County General Plan;
the Buchanan Field Airport Master Plan;
the City of Pleasant Hill General Plan;
the City of Concord General Plan;

the City of Walnut Creek General Plan;
the City of Lafayette General Plan;

the City of Orinda General Plan;

the Town of Moraga General Plan;

the Town of Danville General Plan: and
the City of San Ramon General Pian.

Trforeaopow

N P !

Section 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines requires that, for each significant
environmental effect identified in an EIR for a proposed project, the approving agé_ncy
must issue a8 written finding reaching one or more of the three aliowable conclusions.

The first is that "[c)hanges or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into,

the project which avpid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as

identified in the final EIR." (Emphasis a.dded.) The second potential finding is that -
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*[sluch changes or ahernations are within the responsibility and jurisdiction of another
public agency and not the agency making the finding. Such changes have been
adopted by such other agency or Ean and should be adopted by such other apency.'
_The third permissible conclusion is that 'ls]peclﬁc economic, social or other
consnderatnons make infeasible the mitigation measures or project alternatave ldenuﬂed
in the final EIR.®
As regards the first of the tt;ree potential findings, the CEQA Guidelines do not
define the difference between “avoiding® a significant environmental effect and
"substantially lessening® such an effect. Tl'n mesaning of these terms therefore must
| be gleaned from the other contexts in which they are used. Public Resources Code
Section 21081, on whicﬁ CEQA Guidelines Section 15091 is based, uses the term
"mitigate” rather than "substantially lessen.” The CEQA Guidelines therefbre equate
“mitigating” with "substantially lessening.” Such an understanding of the statutory
term is consistent with Public Resdurce_s Code Section 21002, which declares the
Legislatures’s policy disfavoring the approval of projects with significant
environmental effects where there are feasible mitigation measures or alternatives that
- could avond or substantnally Iessen such significant effects.

Fdr purposes of these findings, the term "avoid™ will refer 1o the ability of one
©or more mitigation measures to reduce an otherwise significant effect to 5 less-than-
mmnm_m In contrast, the term “substantially lessen” Mll refer to the abllity
of such measuré or measures to substantially reduce the severity of a significant |

effect, but not to reduce that effect to a level of insignificance. Although CEQA

Guidelines Section 15091 requires only that approvi ' i '
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particular significant effect is "avoid[ed) pr substantially lessened]},” these finding..,
for purposes of clarity, in each case will specify whether the effect in question has
been fully avoided (and thus reduced to & level of insignificance) or has been
substa‘ntially lessened (and th'us remiins significant).

Moreover, although Section 15091, read literally, does not require findings to
address environmental effects that an EIR identifies as “potentially significant,” these

findings will nevertheless fully account for all such effects identified in the 1991 EIR.

V.
LEGAL EFFECT OF FINDINGS
To the extent that these findings conclude that various pProposed mitigation
measures outlined in the 1991 EIR are feasible and have not been modified, super-
seded or withdrawn, the Central Contra Costa Sanitary District hereby binds itself ang
will bind its’comramors to implement those measures. These findings, in other words,
are not merely informational or hortatory, but constitute a binding set of obligations
that will come into effect when the District adopts a resolution approving the project
elements. | |
The District has incorporated all of the feasible mitigation measures and feasible
alternatives developed in the 1991 EIR. Many of the adopted mitigation -mear'.ures -
have been made express conditions of apbroval. Other measures are referenced in the

mitigation monitoring program adopted conchrrently with these findings, and will be

effectuated through the process of cbnstructing and implementing the project.
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ATION MONITORI

As required by Public Resources Code Section 21081.6, the Central Contra
Costa Sanitary District, in adopting the#e findings, also adopts a mitigation mﬁitoring
program for the project elements. The program is designed to ensure that, during
~ project irnblémentation, the District and lts. cdntractors will corriply with' the feasible
mitigation measures identified below. The 'moﬁhoring program'is described in the
*Pleasant Hill Sewer Overflow Protection Project Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program,” dated August, 1991, (Exhibit 5) and previously approved by the District in
September, 1991. This monitoring ptogramﬂls adequate for consolidating construction
of Segments 1 and 3 of the Pleasant Hill and A-Line Relief Interceptors since no
additional mitigation measures would be required for such a con_solidation beyond

those already identified for Segments 1 and 3 of the Pleasant Hill Relief Interceptor

alone.

Vil.
SIGNIFICANT AND POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT
F
The 1991 EIR identified 8 number of significant or potentially significant
environmental effects {or "impacts®) that use of Segments 1, 3, and 14 will cause,
of which some could be fully avoided through the adoption of feasible mitigation
measures, while others could not be avoided. The District hereby incorporates the

following feasible mitigation measures and feasible alternatives developed in the 1991

EIR.
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Cumulative effects from the project could result if construction activities fu
other major projects in the area coincide with project construction or occur justbefors
‘or afier project construction (e.p., within a yesr). In general, in areas where
construction of other projects occurs simultaneously with that of the proje-ct. iha locsl
bommunhy, would expﬁrience fhe .cumulative impacts éusad by short-term cﬁn—
struction disruption such as increased tratfic congestion, increased noise and dust,
potential safety hazards and disruption of access to adjacent land uses. In areas
where construction of other projects occurf just before or after project construction,
the local community would experience disfuption impacts for extended periods of
time. (1991 EIR, Draft, p. V-17 and V-18.)

The following environmental effects, whicﬁ would be significant or potentislly
significant in the absence of mitigation measures, can be avoided through
implementation of such measures. Page numbers of the 1991 EIR where the impacts
are discussed follow each impact; all page numbers are refer to pages in Chapter vlll.
Environmental Setting, Impacts and Mitigation of the Draft 1991 EIR.)

- short-term disrupfion of land use due to construction (16-21)

permanent land use changes (22-26) . .

potential incompatibility with planned transportation, recreational trail and utility
projects (29-30) :
short-term disruption of pedestrian movement (63-64)

increased wear on roadways (66) )

short-term disruption of utility services (73-75)

short-term disruption to emergency, delivery and collection services (76)
risk to public safety from construction hazards (79-81) .

trench excavation hazards (90-91)

ground settlement and vibration (92)

poor quality soils (93-94)

potential soil contamination (94)

potential surface fault rupture (95-96)

soil liquefaction hazards (96-97) "
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potential interference with flood protection (103-104)

potential flooding hazards (104-105)

potential for increased degradation of surface water quality from soil erosion (105)
potential groundwater impacts (106) :

potential creekbed and riparian habhtat disruption (126-129)

special status species habhat damage (130)

generation of construction dust (138-140)

The project will resutt in the following irreversible environmental changes. Ali pape
numbers following the impacts refer 1o pages from the Draft 1891 EIR:

short-termn disruption of traffic flows (lli-41-55; V-19)
short-term restriction of vehicie access (l1l-57-59; V-19)
short-term disruption of bus service (lll-61-62)
short-termn noise impacts {Ili-147-152; V-19)

potential disturbance to cuttural sites {lll-155; V-20)
secondary effects of growth inducement (IV-17-25)
cumulative community disruption (V-16-18)

These impacts cannot be substantially lessened or avoided:; but, as described
in the Statement of Overriding Considerations in Section Vil below, the District has
determined that the impacts are acceptable because of overriding economic, socisl
an.d other considerations.

The sub—sectlons below will explore sach of the above-described impact issues
in detail, setting forth the reasons why they are significant and unavoudable levan [

somewhat mitigable) or the mitigation measures adopted to substantially lessen or

avoid them.
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A.  LAND USE |
Significant Etfect: The project would cause short-term disruption of land use

within and adja:':ent 10 the project routes due to construction activities. (1 991 EIR,

Dratt, pp. H-16 through IIl-21) |

- Finding: Changes or aﬁorations have been required in or incorporated into, the

Project which avoid the significant effect identified in the 1991 EIR. Other mhigation

measures designed to'address specific construction impacts are discussed below in

Sections B. Traffic and Circulstion; C. Public Services and Utllities; D. Public Heatth

and Safety; H. Air Quslity; and 1. Noise. The mitigation measures below address

overall public information and project construction schoduﬁn§ requirements which will

avoid community impacts and disruption. (1991 EIR, Draft, p. I-21)

Mitigation Measures: The following mitigation measures have been found .
be feasible, and have been required either as conditions of approval or have been
made binding on the District through these findings. '

a. Advsnce notice of the construction activities scheduled will be provided to the
affected community members (e.g., residences, property owners, schools and
businesses), including posting of sipns in the project srea.

b. The District will coordinste with school districts and park departments 1o

ensure that construction near school and recrestional facllities be done during
months when attendance and use is lowest in order 10 minimize impacts.

c. The District will incorporate mitigation measures in construction contract
documents (e.g., in terms of schedule or 8ccess conditions, or technical
requirements). The District and its contractor(s) will coordinate with local
jurisdictions and obtain all hecessary permits (e.g., encroachment permits,
utility excavation permits), will comply with permit conditions established to
minimize construction impacts, and will assign an inspector 1o the project to
oversee construction activities.

B n R
l CALENDAR PAGE 165

18 MINUTE- PAGE 1222



d. The District wm survey and inventory preconstruction conditions along routes
and within structures near the route. Land uses and facilities will be restored
10 their preconstruction (or similar) condition as soon as possible atier

construction. |

e, During working hours, pedestrian access to homes, schools, and businesses
and - access to neighborhoods, altthough at times inconvenient, will pe
maintained. During non-working hours, convenient sccess will be restored.

vf. Construction activities will take place during normal working hours, 7:00 a.m.
to 7:00 p.m., Monday through Friday unless otherwise specified as s permit

- condition, )

. The District will convene construction review meetings twice a month with

District inspectors, contractors, and locs! agency representatives to discuss

construction progress and review community concerns. (1991 EIR, Draf1, p.
lI-22; Final, p. 54) )

Significant Effect: The project would resuft in permanent land use changes or
restrictions of future land use in 2 few sreas. (1991 EIR, Draft, pp. 122 through lll-
25)

Finding: Most of the pipeline segment routes are located in public rights-of-way
(ROWSs). However, & few segments cross private property and would require the
acquisi_ﬁon of permanem pipeline easements and temporary construction sasements. _
In most cases where the pipelines are proposed for} instaliation across private or
publicly-owned propérty, the area is open and free of structures and pipeline
instaliation would not permanently disrupt existing land uses. Uses suchas driveways

~ and recreation areas would be restored after pipeline instaliation.

In 8 few cases, pipeline installation on private or publicly-owned property may

require permanent relocation of existing land uses. Generally this would involve

relocation of a fence of other minor property structure (e.g., storage shed).
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Temporary or permanent displacement of those types of minor property featurgy -

considered a significant impact which is mitipable to below a level of significance,
Mitigation Measuras: The following mitigation measures have been tound 1o

be feasible, and have been requirsd sither as conditions of approval or have been

made binding on the District through these findings. |

8.  The District will minimize the amount of permanent sasement required for
pipeline construction. Easement locations w  Se selected in consuhation with
private property owners 10 minimize property disruption and fragmentation. in
cases where easements are nesded for construction only, the District will
restore the easement 1. its former land use promptly after construction. The
District will compensate property ownaers for scquisition of permanent and
construction easements. , :

b. The District will need to coordinate Pipsline placement with MDUSD in order to
coordinate the location of the permanent easements across school properties

with the schoo! district’s plans for future expansion of facllities on the site.
(1991 EIR, Draft, p. 1lI-27) )

e o o
Less-than-Significant Effect: The project is consistent with apblicable Isnd use

| plans of local jurisdictions. (i991 EIR, Draft, pp. N1I-27 through 111-29)
| | Finding: ‘Anhough not réquirod by CEQA, changés or sherations have been
;equired in, or'incorpomed into, the project which will further reduce this less-than-
significant environmental effect as identified in the 1991 EIR. The pipeline route's sre
primarily located in_public ROWs. The use of public ROWs for utllity instalistion is
consistent with applicable land use plans of local jurisdictions. Each of the project
area land use planning jurisdictions acknowledges utility installation as 8 legitimate use
of the public ROW. Ahthough there wc;uld be no significant effects associated with
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f;om;;ati'bility with local plans and policies, th-e.Disttic't adopts the followinp mitigation
measure 1o further reduce any less-than-significant impacts associsted with the
project’s compatibility with local plans and policies. (1991 EIR, Draft, pp. 11I-27
through 'm.zs.)

Mitigation Measurs: The follbwinp mitigation measure has been found to be
feasiﬁle and has been required either as s condition of approva! or has been made
binding on the District through these findings.

2. The District will continue to inform and discuss with local government planning
agencies their plans for projects within the Pleasant Hill and A-Line Relief

Interceptors’ project areas. The District will endeavor to coordinate design and

construction of projects to the grestest sxtent possible in order 10 avoid design
conflicts and minimize construction disruption. (1991 EIR, Draft, p. li-29)

[ J [ J L}

Potentially Significant Effect: The project is generally compatible with planned
transportation, recrestional trail, and utility projects, but coordination is nduirad 10
minimize design and construction conflicts. (1991 EIR, Draft, pp. 1I-29 through 111-30)

Finding: Changes or sherations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
projeqt which will avoid the potentially significant environmental effect as identified

‘in the 1991 EIR. Many of the segments follow .exlsting transportation corridors, ana
throughout the projec; ares there are various plans for developing new roadways,

improving existing toadwiys and developing light rail lines. In penersal, instaliation of

the relief interceptor pipes in transporntation corridors would represent s compatible
land use. However, siting and desipn of the road projects and the relief interceptor
project needs to be coordinated to ensure that both are compatible uses in the shared

ROWs. Further, where possible, construction schedules for the pipéline and rosdway
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projects will be coordinated to avoid duplicative construction efforts and community

k disruption. The District adopts the tollowing mitigation measure to reduce potentially

significant impacts associated with the projgct 1o a less-than-significant level.

~ Mhtigation Measures: The following mitigation measures have been found 1o
be feasible and have béan required either as conditions of approval or havé been made
binding on the District through thess findings.

a. The District will continue to inform and discuss with local government planning
sgencies their plans for projects within the Plsasant Hill and A-Line Relief
Interceptors’ project areas. The District will endeavor to coordinate design and
construction of projects tothe greatest extent possible in order to avoid design
conflicts and minimize construction disruption (1991 EIR, Draft, p. 1I-30).

b. The District will consider cooidinating construction of portions of some A-Line

Relief Interceptor segments when the opportunity for concurrent construction
with other projects arises.

B IBAEELC_ANMLB.QHLAIIQ_N

Signlﬁcant Effect: Pipeline installation within and across streets would reduce
" the number of, or the available width of, travel lanes on roads and result in temporary
' disfuption of traffic ﬂow; and increases in traffic conge:iion. (1881 EIR, Draft, pp.
141 through 1-55) |

Finding: Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporsted into, the
project which will substantially lessen, although not to a less-than-significant level, the
significant, unavoidable environmental eﬁaci; identified in Tables 5 and 6 of the 1991
EIR, Draft, pp. NI-43 1o -51. .These measures will be incorporated into the

construction contract specification documents. The District will also implement these 1

measures in some areas where traffic impacts are ide - :
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but wouid still cause adverse traffic conditions which could be minimized. (1991 EIR,
Draft, p. l1I-56) As described in the Statement of Overriding Considerations in Section
X below, the District has determined that the remaining significant iqnpact is
accepisbie because of overriding econornic, social and other considerations. |

' Mitigation Measures: The following mitigation measures have besn huﬁd'm
be feaslbie. and have been required either u conditions of ipproval or have been
made i:inding on the District through these findings.

8. Limit construction hours to off-peak traffic psriods on commute streets and as
established in encroachment parmhg

b. Require the contractor to prepare traffic control plans to show specific methods
for maintaining traffic flows. Examples of traffic control measures t0 be
considered include: (1) use of flaggers 10 maintain alternating one-way tratfic
while working on one-half of the street, then placing a steel piate over the open
trench during non-working hours to provide uncontrolled two-way traffic flow:
(2) paving & temporary additional travel lane when sufficient width exists; (3)
tunnelling or jacking under the roadway if (1) and (2) are not possible; (4) use
of advance construction signs and other public notices to alert drivers of
activity in the ares; and (5) use of "positive guidance® detour signing on
alternate access streets to minimize inconvenience to the driving public. (Such
traffic control plans will likely be required by Cities and the County as »
condition of encroachment permit approval.)

c. Provide advanced public notification of construction activity and street/access
closures, including any applicable detour routing. Notification, at 8 minimum,
will consist of placing signs in the affected neighborhood one week in advance
of construction activity.

d. Schedule work on street crossings to minimize obstruction of locs! circulation.
Since the use of two work crews will increase the rate of construction snd
could increase the number of street crossings under construction st any ons
time, pipeline construction must be scheduled such that shernate access routes
10 be used by affected traffic are not blocked by concurrent construction.

e. Coordinate construction schedules with school districts; schedule work around
all schools when school is not in session or during summer session, 10 extent
possible. If not possible, construction activities will at least be scheduled
during the off-peak hours of student arrival and departure.
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f. To minimize disruption of emergency vehicle access, the District will requirg **
CONtractors 1o maintain steel trench plates st the construction sites 10 reg;
access 3Cross open trenches. The amount of open trench at one time will be
limited 10 300 feet. Also, police, fire, and emergency services will be notified
of the timing, location, and duration of construction activities throughout the

project. (1981 EIR, Draft, p. lI-56)

8-  The District will use » construction method or schedule which will reduce the
business disruption impact below a leve! of significancs. ~This can be
accomplished by a combinstion of the following measures: consuhation with
business managers and City and County statf regarding construction schedules,

- consideration of nighttime construction and restoration of access during
daytime hours, using bore-and-jack construction, sccelerating construction
schedules near primary business access points, and/or scheduling construction
1o avoid peak retail business periods (such as Christmas). (1991 EIR, Final, p.
109)

Signlificant Effect: Construction activities would réstﬂct vehicle acbess 10
adjacent land uses. (1991 EIR, Draft, p. II-57 through lIl-589)

ﬁnding: The 18381 EIR concluded that, with adoption of the mitigsatic
measures set forth belbw. the impacts from temporary sccess disruption could be
minimized, but that the significant unavoidable impacts on vehicle access would
femain significant. (1891 EIR, Draft, pp. II-57 through II-58) As described in the
Statemém Of’Oveniding‘Cohsidaraiions in Section X below, however, the District has
deterrﬁined that this significant irﬁpact is acceptable because of overriding economic,
social and other considamioﬁs. |

Mitigation Measures: The following mitigation measures have been found to
be feasible, and have been required either as conditions of spproval or have been

made binding on the District through these findings.
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8. Réduire adequate public notlification of construction activity, including any
applicable detour routing to ahernate access and/or parking for affected land

uses. -
b. - Schedule construction near schools durihg the summer, when school is not in
session, If possible. If not possible, access will not be disrupted by
construction during peak hours for student arriva! and departure. The District
will coordinate construction scheduling with the appmpﬁate school districts.
c. lﬁ consuhation with the sppropriste local agencies {i.e., city and county Public

~ Works Depantment), the District will identify areas where night construction
. would be appropriate). (1991 EIR, Draft, p. lll-58)

Less-than-Significant Effect: An increase in vehicle trips in the project vicinlty
would occur as a result of construction activities. (1891 EIR, Draft, pp. I1I-59 throdgh
1-60)

Finding: Ahthough not required by CEQA, ﬁhangu or sherstions have been
required in, or incorporated into, fhe project which will further reduce this less-than-
significant environmental effect as identified in.tﬁe 1891 EIR. Although this effect is

not considered 1o be significant, there would be some adverse effect on traffic flow

in the project area and the District wll! implement the following measures 1o lessen the

effect. (1891 EIR, Dnﬁ. p. l-61)

Mitigation Measures: The folloyving mitigation measures have been found 10
be feasible, and have been required either as conditions of approvsal or have been
- made binding on the District through these findings.

a. Limit transport of construction equipment and materials of off-peak traffic
periods.

b. Require the contractor to use haul routes that minimize truck traffic on local,
two-lane streets (i.e., use freeway and major roadways to the extent feasible).
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c. Require the contractor to locste staping sreas throughout the project area so
as to minimize the hauling distances for construction equipment and materials.

d. if s'imuhaneous construction is planned st two or more shes along the project
route, develop circulation and detour plans to minimize impacts 1o local tratfic
circulation. . o ,

e. Require contractor to establish a centralized worksr staging ares with adequste

parking for workers’ cars. Workers will be transporisd to and from the
© construction she each day by shuttle van. (1 981 EIR, Draft, p. lil-61)

Significant Etfect: Construction activities will disrupt bus service. (1991 EIR,
Draft, p. lll-61 through 111-62)

Finding: The 19§1 EIR concluded that while not all ugmems. of the pipeline
alignment will affect bus lines, for those areas where disruption will occur, the impac®
even though it could be lessened with implementsation of the miigation measures
outlined below, must be considered significant and unavoidable. (1991 EIR, Draft, p.
1-61) As described in the Statement of Overriding Considerstions in Section X
below, however, the District has determined that this significant impact is acceptable
because of overriding ecéﬁomic.- social and other considerations.

" Mitigation Measurs: The following mitigation measure has been found 1o be
feasible, and has been required either as a condition of approval or has been made
| binding on the District through these findings.

a.  Limh construction hours to off-peak periods, and use construction technigues
that maximize access on roads carrying transit buses. Also, coordinate with

Contra Costa Transit Authority for temporary relocation of routes or bus stops
‘in work zones, where necessary. (1991 EIR, Draft, p. HI-64) ‘
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Less-Than-Significant Effect: Construction activities would impede pedestrian

movements in the project area. (1991 EIR, Draft, p. 1ll-63 through 1li-64)

Finding: The 1991 EIR explained that while the project would require temporary

sidewalk closure on some pipeline segments, ahernste pedestrian routes sre available.

Thus impacts to pedestrians would be adverse but not significant.

Mitigation Measures: No mltigatioh messures sre required.

Less-Than-Significant Effect: Construction activities would increase demand

for, and reduce supply of, parking spaces in the project area. (1991 EIR, Draft, p. ll}-

64 through 11I-66)

Finding: Parking is not generally sliowed along Segments 1, 3, and 14, so

impacts to parking as » result of the project would be non-existent or less-than-

significant with mitigation.

Mitigation Measures: The following mitigation measures have been tound to

be feasiblg. and have been required either as conditions of approval or have been

" made binding on the District through these findings.

Provide adequate off-strest parking locations for workers’ vehicles and
construction equipment in those aresas where on-street parking availability is
insutficient. '

Limit disruption of pirking lots by restricting materials storage to the pipeline
construction eassement asres. ‘

;
i
|
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Potentislly Significant Effect: An increase in roadwsay wesr in the project
vicinity would occur as a result of hesvy truck and construction equipment
movements. (1891 EIR, Draft, p. ll-66) .

" Finding: Changes or aherations have been required in, or lncorpo'raud into, the
project which will avoid the potentislly significant .niri:unmntil effect as identified
in tl';e 1991 EIR. |

Mitigation Measure: The following mitigation measure ha: been found to be
feasible and has been required either as i'-eondition of approval or has been made
binding on the District through these findings.

8. Conduct a preconstruction survey of the road condition on kay access routes

10 the project sites. Monitor the pavement condition of local streets and

designate roads judged 1o be in good condition for use by heavy truck tratfic
(1891 EIR, Draft, p. l1l-66)

C.  PUBLIC SERVICES AND UTILIIES

Potentially Significant Etfect: The project could result in the temporary, planned -
or accidenta! disruption to utility services. (1991 EIR, Draft, p. iIl-73 through W-75)
| Finding: Chanpes or aherations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which will avdid the potentially significant environmental effect as identified
in the 1991 EIR.

Mitigation Measures: The following mitigation measures have been found to
be feasible and have been required elther as conditions of 8pproval or have been made

binding on the District through these findings.

a. Lhility excavation permits will be acquired from appropriate agencies. Thesr
permits include measures to minimize utility disrugition. The District will co
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with permit conditions. The construction contract specifications will include
compliance with permit requirements.

Utility locations will be verified through field survey (pot-holing) and use of the
USA service. ' :

Residents and businesses in the project area will be notified of planned utllity
service disruption (2-4 days in advance). . - R

Disconnected cables and lines will be reconnected promptly.

" A detsiled utility coordination and relocation plan will be prepesred 2s part of the

design plans and specifications. This plan will include procedures for the
excavation and filling of areas around cables and pipes. All affected utllity
services will be notified of the District’s construction plans and schedule.
Arrangements will be made with these entities regarding protection, relocation
or temporary disconnection of services.

The District will employ special construction techniques in areas where the
interceptors will paraliel water mains. These special measures, will include the
following: : .

o Trench wall support measures to guard agsinst trench wall fallure and
possible resulting loss of structural support for the water main, The
District has and will continue to consult with EBMUD and CCWD
regarding the proposed interceptor construction.

. The District will observe California Department of Health Services
standards which require 1) a ten-foot horizontal separation between
paraliel sewer and water mains (gravity or force mains), 2) a one foot

- separation bestween perpendicular sewer and water line crossing, 3)
encasing sewer masins in protective sleeves when a new sewer. torce-
main crosses under an existing water main, 4) 8 minimum rated working
pressure of 200 pounds per square inch when a new water force-main
crosses an existing sewer main. Additionally, East Bay Municipa! Utility
District requires a vertical separation of st least two feet between
perpendicular crossings of water and sewer pipelines.

. The District must submit final construction plans to the various water
agencies involved (i.e., EBMUD and CCWD) for review. (1991 EIR, Drafy,
pp. lII-75 through II-76; Final, p. 71)

L J [ ] [ J
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Potinthlly Significant Effect: The project could result in temporary disruptio’
10 police, fire, amrgeﬁcy,.delivery. and garbapge coliection services. (1891 EIR, Drafy,
" p. NI-76)- . |
Finding: Changes or ahterations have been required in; or lncotpora'ted‘lmo, thc
‘project which will avoid the potentially significant environmental effect identified in
the 1991 EIR. | |
Mitigation Measures: The following mitigation measures have been found o
be feasible and have been required either as conditions of approval or have been made
binding on the District through these findi:g:. |
a.  Police, fire, and emergency services will be notified and updated of the
District’s construction plans and scheduls so that response routes can be

planned accordingly.

b. District will require contractor(s) to maintsin steel trench plates at the
CONSIruction site 1o restore eMergency access.

c.  District will coordinate temporary access plans or other special arrangements

with providers of garbage collection and mail and package delivery services in
order to avoid disruption of essential services. (1991 EIR, Draft, p. lil-77)

e e o

Eotonth.lly. Siqnlﬂéam Effect: Construction activities pose » peneral public
haza;d. (1991 EIR, Draft, pp. lli-78 through lII-81)

Finding: Chaﬁpes or aherstions have been required in, or incorporated into", the

project which will avoid the potemially sipnlficam environmentsl effect as lde‘ﬁtlﬁed

in the 1991 EIR.
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Mitipation Measures: The following mitigation measures have been found 1o
be feasible, and have been required either as conditions of approval or ~have been

made binding on the District through these findings.

8. Limit the amount of trench open at any one time to 300 linear feet. At the end
of each work day, all open trenches within sirsets will be coversd with steel
plates or backfilied to street grade level. Sign all streets from both directions
visible day and night,. to indicate street is under construction. For off-street

. construction, trenches will be barricaded at both ends and along the sides. The
"~ ROW will be temporarily closed to the public during construction and signed as
such, giving approximate closure and reopen dates when use will be aliowed

10 resume.

b. To reduce exposure of schoo! chifdren to potential construction hazards,
schedule construction past school sites during summer vacation months (June
to August). During these months, most schools are not in session, or have
much reduced enroliment and half day session programs. . The District plans to
do much of the construction which is in or near school sites during the
summer, in order 1o minimize noise and use conflicts with schools in the
MDUSD and Diablo Valley College. ‘ :

c. The District will require contractors to place fences around jacking phs.

d. The District will require contractors to secure the construction site as required
through implementation of » site security plan and procedures. This may
involve provision of security personnel in some instances.

e.  Hauling truck trips and movement of big equipment will be restricted 1o off-
peak traffic hours on commute streets and as specified in encroachment
permits. Trucks will be required to maintain safe, slow speeds on local streets.
Contracts will require that hau! trucks not be overfilled and be coversd. Any

- spills will be cleaned up quickly. All equipment stored on site or nearby will be
securely parked and locked. '

f. Project construction occurring at two or more places within a locsl! area will be
' scheduled so as to minimize disruption to local waffic circulation and maintain
detour streets around construction zones (e.g., do not disrupt consecutive
intersections). Encroachment permit conditions regarding maintenance of
traffic circulation will be foliowed.

g.  The District will notify neighborhoods of upcoming construction in their
immediste area in advance, both via direct contact {e.g., malil notice) and signs

posted in public areas along the construction roJTE S ——
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h. . De1miled traffic plans slong the construction route will be required of the Distr
by the County and cities as part of the encroachment permit process. The
District will consult with the Traffic Coordination Contro! Staff at sppropriats

“police/sheriff Departments prior to construction start up and arrange for any
necessary traffic control assistance. <

i The District will consult with appropriate emergency service agencies (e.g.,

- police, fire, EMS) regarding construction plans and will provide these apencies

- with a construction timetable keyed to specific locations and Street crossings
along the routes. '

J- Some level of access (sdequsate for passage of emergency vehicles) will be
maintained on all roads st all times. (1991 EIR, Drafy, pp. II-81 through 11i-82)

k. All plans for construction near Buchanan Field Airport will be submitted to the
County Airport Manager's Office to ensure that construction activities are

coordinated with airport activities to ensure aircraft safety. (1991 EIR, Final,
p. 660’ ’

E. GEOLOGY, SOILS AND SEISMICITY

Potentially Significant Effect: Project construction would involve substanti
excavation of soil materisl and replacement with imported fill. Trenches would bs
susceptible to wall collapse hazards. (1991 EIR, Draft, pp. 11I-80 througﬁ 1I-81)

ﬁnding: Changes or aherations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project-whic‘h will avoid thg pqtemiaily significant environmental effect as identlﬁed '
in the 1951, EIR.. |

Mitigation Measurs: The following mitigation measure has been found 1o be
. feasible and has been required either as u condition of approval or been made binding
on the District through these findings.

8. CCCSD will require cot';tra.r:tor(s) to use trench wall support systems During

construction specified in accordance with soll conditions and the level of
support required to prevent wall collapse. All trench supports will be designed

by sn engineer registered in the state of Cailifornia. {1991 EIR, Dra . N-91!
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Potentially Significant Effect: Trench excavation could result in -ground
settlement and vibration which could affect adjacent structures. (1891 EIR, Draty, p.

1-82)
~ Finding: Changes or aherations have been required in, of incorporated into, the

projeét which will svoid the potehtially significant environmental effect as identified
in the 1991 EIR.

Mitigation Measures: The following mitigation measures have been found to
be feasible and have been required either asconditions of approval or have been made
binding on the District through these findings.

a. Trench excavation and trench wall support systems will be designed by a
registered engineer to protect against settlement and vibration impacts where
structures or other utilities are in close proximity to the proposed pipeline in
accordance with OSHA standards. A temporary shoring system will provide
support for the excavation while maintaining the integrity of the adjacent
structures. '

b. The District will conduct @ pre-construction survey of structures along the
pipeline route within approximately 80 feet from the centerline of the pipe
ROW. The survey will allow the District to document the existing condition of
structures, and establish a baseline for evaluating any damage claims
‘associated with the pipeline construction. The District’s survey program will
inciude the placement of survey monuments at regular intervais along the
alignment above existing subsurface utilities and on surface structures that may
be affected by the excavation. Surveys of the monuments will be made before
and sfier construction to measure horizontal and vertical movement resulting
trom deformation of the shoring system. Should significant settiement be
detected, remedial action will be taken to prevent damage to the pipeline and
adjacent structures. : :

c. The District will require the contractor(s) to comply with compaction standards
for trench backfill; these standards will be incorporated into contract
specifications. (1991 EIR, Draft, p. 11I-83)
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Potentially Significant Effect: Project ares solls have high corrosivity and b -

shrink-swell potehtial. (1991 EIR, Draft, pp. IlI-93 through 11}-94)

Finding: Changes or sherations have been required in, or lncbrporated.lmo, the -

project which will avoid the potentially significant snvironmental effect ag identified

in.the 1991 EIR. | | |
Mitigation Muﬁm: The foliowfng mitigation measure has been found to be

feagible and has been required either as » condition of approval or has been made

binding on the District through these findings.

8. Project pians to remove native :oil"s.and backfill excavations with imported,

engineered fill will eliminate the potentially adverse impacts of solls with high
corrosivity and high shrink-swell potential. (1991 EIR, Draft, p. 111-94)

e o o

Potentially Significant Effect: Trench excavation may uncover soils contar
nated with hazardous materials. (1991 EIR, Draft, p. l1l-94) Petroleum-contaminated
soils have been found during potholing in Sagmem 14.

Finding: Changes or aherations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which will avoid the potentially significant environmental effect as identified
in the i991 EIR. o

Mitigation Measure: The following mitigation measure has been found 1o be
feasible and has been required either as a condition of approval or has been made
binding on the District through these ﬁndings.

2.  Excavation and disposal of contaminsted soils will be conductsd in

accordance with applicable federal, state snd local laws reguiating the

handling, storage, transportation and disposal of hazardous wastes. All
projects activities which reiate to hazardous waste must comply with

regulations and permit provisions of
' CALENDAR PAGE 181
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Environmenta! Heatth, Cal OSHA and the State Department of Toxic
Substances Control (DTSC). (1891 EIR, Draf, p. l1I-84)

| J [} L J )
Leu-Than-Signlﬁcam. Effect: The pipelines would be subject 10 earthquake
hazard. (1991 EIR, Draf1, pp. I1-85 through 11-86) ,

Finding: Generilly, large, non-pressurized pipes suchas those proposed for the
interceptor project are not likely to fall catastroﬁhically during an earthquake. Severe
surface faulting, however, may cause sewer pipes to rupture and fill with goll, which
in turn could cause system failure. The impact from seismic shaking would be less-
than-significant.

| Mitigation Measurs: No mitigation measures sre required.
e e o

Potentislly Significant Effect: Pipelines could be Qlaccd in soils. prone to
liquetaction during strong ground shaking from an nnhqhake. (1991 EIR, Draft._pp.
I1I-86 through 111-87)

Finding: Chinges or alterations have been required iﬁ, or incorporated into, the
project which will a;rqid the poxeﬁtially significant environmental effect as identified
in the 1991 EIR, f |

Mitigation Measure: The following mitigation measure has been found to be

feasibie and has been required either as » condition of approval or has besn made

binding on the District through these findings.

2. The project design will be reviewed by a repistered geotechnical engineer to
ensure that the pipeline will withstand some permanent displacement. (1991 ;
EIR, Draf, p. 1lI-97) A
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E. DRAINAGE AND WATER QUALITY |

Potentially Significant Effect: Construction activities in Creekbeds-and along
banks could interfere with fiood protection. (1981 EIR, Drat, pp. l1-103 through Ili-
104) _ A .

Finding: Changes or aherations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project which will avoid the potentislly significant environmental effect as identified
in the 1991 EIR.

Mitigation Measurs: The following mitigation measures have been found to be
feasible and have been required either as conditions of approval or have been made
binding oh the District through these findings.

a. T_emporiry. bypass pipes or channels will be maintained to keep channel free-
flowing around the construction site. Schedule construction for creek chanr
segments during the dry months of the year {(May through October). This w._
decrease the likelihood of flooding during the construction process. Adhere to
all applicable construction and grading ordinances and established ABAG
grading guidelines. :

b. Consult with FCD regarding construction plans within the creek channel and
conform to established guidelines.

c. - _lnsuré that the intéprlry of the concrete channelsi: restored after construction.
d. Survey the creek banks and bed conditions and restore the creek channels 10

the original contours as nearly as possible after pipeline construction. (1891
EIR, Draft, p. IlI-104)

Potentially Significant Effect: Construction within creeks would be subject to
flooding. (1991 EIR, Draft, p. NIl-104)
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l'-‘sﬁding: Chanﬁes or alterations have been required in, or incorporsted into, the
project which will avoid the potentially significant environmental effect as identified
in the 1991 EIR. |
Mitigation Measure: The following mitigation measure has been found to be
feasible and has been uquind either as 8 condltbn of approvil or has been mado
binding on the District through these findings. |
2. | Schedule construction for creek channel segments during the dry months of the
year (May through October). This will decrease the likellhood of flooding during
the construction process. Adhere to all applicable construction and grading

ordinances and established ABAG grading guidelines. (1981 EIR, Drafy, p. lii-
105) '

e o o

Potentially Significant Effect: Construction activities within the creek could
result in incfcased soil erosion and subsequent degradation of surface water quality.
(1981 EIR, Draft, p. lII-105)

Finding: Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorﬁorated into, the
project-which will avoid the potentially significant environmental effect as identified
in the 1991 EIR.

Mitigation Measures: The fbllowing mitigation fnusures have been found 1o
be feasible and have been required either as conditions of approval or have been made
binding on the District through these findings.

‘2. Schedule construction for creek channel sepments during the dry months of the

year (May through October). This will decrease the likelihood and severity of
soil erosion and protect surface water from sedimentation and other water

quality impacts.
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b.  Develop an erosion control pian to minimize increased sedimentation of the
creeks. Adhere to all applicable construction and grading ordinances and
established ABAG grading guidelines.

c. Restore cresk vegetstion as soon as possible after construction activities.
_(1991 EIR, Draft, p. l-105) ' o . .

o '. o
Potentially Significant Effect: Pipeline construction cduld sffect groundwater
and local uses. (1991 EIR, Dratt, p. lI-106) |
Finding: Changes or ahterations havs besn toqulﬁd in, or incorporated into, the

project which will avoid the potentislly significant environmental effect as identified
in the 1881 EIR.

Mitigation Measures: The following mitigation musurcs have been found to
be feasible and have been required either as conditions of approval or have been made
binding on the District through these findings.

a. Determine the location of all wells in the vicinity of the projects. Identify those
wells which are within 500 feet of the proposed projects’ alignments. inform
residents of the nature of the projects and the potentisl for decline in drinking
water quslity. Monitor well water quality for any decline in water quality. i
2 significant decline in water quality were sattributable to pipeline installation,

the District will contribute to the development of an aiternstive water supply
for affected residences.

b. In order 1o meet requirements of the Regional Water Quality Board that no
sediment is to be discharged to storm drainape systems, settiement basins may
be required in certain parts of the route during dewstering operstions.

c. Maintain bypasses for storm flows sround construction area in creek channels.
(1991 EIR, Draft, pp. lll-106 through lil-107)
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G, YEGETATION AND WILDLIFE

Less-Than-Significant Effect: The project would resutt in the removal of and/or
damage-tp mature trees, including native, non-native and Heritage trees. (1991 EIR,
Draft, pp. 1lI-121 through lll-125) _

Finding: In accordance with the 1991 EIR, the District’s route selection has
been besed, in part, upon the location of important natural resources. An arborist was
consuhed bepinnin; 8t the preliminary design stage for the selected route, in order to
identify areas where trees could be affected. Where possible, the location of the
Pipeline has been changed based on theié findings. The 1991 EIR concluded that
Segments 1, 3, and 14 support small- and medium-sized trees and/or individual trees
which are not protected by local ordinaneos. The removal of or damsapge to trees along
these segmentk would be an adverse impact, but would not be cohsidered significant.

Mitigation Measures: The following mitigation measures have been found to
be feasible and have been required either as conditions of approval or have been made
~binding on the District through these findings.

2.  The project will be designed and locsted so that trees sre svoided where
teasible. ‘An arborist will identify areas where trees will need to be removed or
could be damaged. '

. For trees which will require removal, tree removal permits will need 1o be ;

obtzined from the appropriate jurisdiction (i.e., city, county, CDFG). §
Depending upon the jurisdiction and the type and size of the ree,
specific information may need to be supplied as » condition of approval
for a tree removal permit. :
*  Forareas where the arborist has determined that trees could potentially
: be damaged, a construction plan will be devised, in which measures for

the protection of tree limbs, roots and trunks are described. The plan :
will include protective measures which will be implemented prior to and i

~ during construction. These measures will include 1) identifying and
| ' - I CALENDAR PAGE 186
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marking potentislly threatened trees, their driplines and the extent of

their root systems, 2) avoiding the use of construction equipment within .

the designated dripline, and 3) employing appropriate pruning techniques.

The plan will slso include segment-specific construction stratepies and
procedures for the minimization of dasmage to specific trees and tree
siands. Ahernate construction tschniques snd scensrios will be
formulated and prioritized prior to beginning construction and will be
based on segment-specific characteristics and engineering feasibility,
Examples of alternate construction techniques include bank enlargement
to accommodate pipeline installation, boring, and hand excsvation. An
arborist will be consutted in the creation of this pian and will be present
during construction of pipeline which could damage tress.

The construction contract specifications wlll"r'cquin the contractor to consutt
. and coordinate work with an arborist and will specify that contractors is w0
comply with the tree-protection construction plan.

In riparian areas {(creekside areas) reguisted by CDFG through the Streamside
Aheration Agreement, in accordance with CDFG standards, all trees removed
will be replaced with the same species as removed, except that non-native
trees will be replaced with native species, if feasible. In other areas, tree
replacement will be consistent with the requirements of the spplicable city and
county ordinances. in general, the form and size of planting stock will be
appropriate for the region and revegetation will occur in locations nesr to where
the vegetation was removed. As District policy does not sliow placement of
trees directly over pipelines for maintenance reasons, replacement trees will be
planted as near to the original locstion as possible. Native species for

revegetation will be obtained from locally collected native seedstock, where -

available.

Implement a two year monitoring program (starting from the date of tree
planting) to check the heatth of planted trees and implement remedial actions
as necessary (e.g., watering) to support survival. Initially, monttoring will be
conducted every two weeks for the first two months, then once every month
for the first year. Monitoring inspections will be conducted quarterly, during
the second year. Efforts will be made as needed to achieve at least 70 percent
survival rate of planted trees; these efforts may include irrigation, physical
protection (fencing) or replacement as appropriate. (1991 EIR, Draft, pp. lil-
125 through 1ll-126; Final, p. 100) :
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-Pdicntially Significant Effect: Prgj-e.ci- construction would disrupt creeks,
riparian habitat and associated wildlife. (1991 EIR, Draft, pp. Hl-126 throuph Ii-129)
Finding: Changes or alterations have been réquired in, or incorporated into, the
project which will avoid the potentially significant environmeqtal effect as ideﬁtiﬁed

in the 1991 EIR.

Mitigation Measures: The following mitipation measures have been found 0
be fea‘sible and have been required sither as conditions of approval or have been made

‘binding on the District through these findings.

8. The District will consult with DFG ‘snd COE and obtain 8ny required permits
(Streambed Aheration Agreement and/or 404 permit). Additional information
on potential wetland areas may be required by COE. Permit conditions will
likely incilude many of the measures presented below and perhaps be more
detziled. The District will comply with all permit conditions.

b. Construction in and adjacent to creeks will be scheduled between April and
November when the waterflow is lowest.

c. Only the minimum amount of vegetation necessary will be cleared for pipeline
instaliation. Creekflows will be diverted around construction zone.

d. The bypass system will be designed to ensure that the flow of water is not
interrupted and that fish are transported around the construction ares
unharmed.

‘e.  Creek banks and channels will be restored to their preconstruction conditions
and contours.

f. Erosion control measures will be implemnented 1o reduce sedimentation of the
creek. Soil along the creeks will be seeded and mulched in June in order to
insure that the roots have taken before the rainy season. Siht fences will be
used during bank re-establishment. (1991 EIR, Draft, p. N-129)

Less-Than-Significant Etfect: The project would result in the remowvs! of and

damage to ornamental landscaping. (1891 EIR, Draft, pp. Il-129 through lil-130)

CALENDAR PAGE 188
41 :
MINUTE “PAGE 245



Finding: Pipeline installstion along Segments 3 and 14 could damsage or resu;
in the removal of ornamental landscaping on public and private property. Because this
vegeutibn is ornamental and would be replaced, impacts resutting from the rimoval
of or damape 10 ornamental landscaping would be adverse, but would not be
considered significant.

Mitigation Measurs: The following mitigation measure has been found 1o be
feasible and has been required sither as a condition of approval or has besn made
binding on the District through these findings.

8.  Revegetate disrupted landscaping in-kind or with plants selected by the private .
property owners. Revegetstion will occur in locations near to where the
vegetation was removed. Trees, which are situsted directly over the alignment
will be replaced near their original location; however, due 10 operational, safety

and maintenance factors, it is the District’s policy not to plant trees directly
over pipelines. (1991 EIR, Draft, p. l1l-130) .

e e o

Potentially Significant Effect: The projec; would result in the loss of }or
disturbance to special status species. (1991 EIR, Draft, p. lll-130)

Finding: .Cﬁanbes or aherations have been required in, or incorporated into, the
project ;vﬁich wﬂi avbid the .potami'ally ;ignlfmm oAnviron'meml effect as identified
in the 1991 EIR. B |

Mitigation Measures: The following mltiga.tlon measures have been found to
be feasible and have been required either as conditions of approval or have been made

vbinding on the District through these findings.
a. The District will consult with DFG and COE and obtain any required permits

(Streambed Aheration Agreement and/or 404 pesrmit). Additional information
on potential wetland areas may be required by "
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likely include many of the measures presented below and perhaps be more
detailed. The District will comply with all permit conditions.

Construction in and adjacent to creeks will be scheduled between April and
November when the waterfiow is lowest. " '

Only the minimum amount of vegetation necessary will be cleared for pipeline
instaliation. Creek fiows will be diverted sround construction zone. -

The by-pass system will be designed to ensure that the ﬂbw of water is not
interrupted and thst fish are transported sround the construction area

_unharmed.

Creek banks and channels will be restored to their preconstruction condhtions
and contours.

Erosion control measures will be implemented 10 reduce sedimentation of the
creek. Soil along the creeks will be seeded and mulched in June in order to
insure that the roots have taken before the rainy season. Silt fences will be
used during bank re-establishment. (1991 EIR, Draft, p. 130 and p. 11l-129)

AlR QUALITY

Significant Effect: Construction of the proposed sewer lines would penerate

short-term emissions of particulate matter (dust). (1991 EIR, Draft, pp. 1li-138

through 111-140)

Finding: As noted in the 1991 EIR, even with implementation of the following

mitigation measures, the prbject has the potentis! to penerste significant, unavoidable

short-term increases in emissions of particulate matter (dust). Despite the fact that

changes or aherations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project which

| substantially lessen the potentially significant environmental effect as identified in the

1991 EIR, the District cbnsiders the potentis! for short-term dust emission increases

8 significant, unavoidable impact. (1991 EIR, Draf1, p. V-20) As described in the

Sxatement of Overriding Considerations in Section X1 below, howsver, the District has
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determined that this significant impact is acceptable because of overriding economic,

social and other conﬁiderations.

Mitigation Measures: The following mitigation measures have been found to -
be feasible and have been required ohher as conditions of approval or have been made
binding on the District through these findings.

8.  Toreduce dustemissions during construction, construction contract specifics-
tions will stipulate that exposed surfaces will be watered as necesssry to keep
soil visibly damp. Paving of exposed dirt surfaces will be done as Quickly as
possible, and uncovered soil will be bound (by prass or similar groundcover) as
soon as is reasonably possible. Streets affected by fugitive dust will be swept
regularly during construction.

b.  The District will notify nesrby residents of the dates and times thet project
construction will be in their area. They will be informed that potential health
ramifications can be mitipated by remsining indoors and keeping the windows

closed. This mitipation measure will be particularly appropriate for Segments
17-20 because of health and day care facilities slong these segments.

c. Construction near schools will be scheduled during the summer to minimize the

exposure of children to air quality impacts. (1991 EIR, Draft, p. lll-140 through
-141) : .

e o o

Less-than-Significant Effect: Other criteria poliutants wbuld be genersted

'during construction of the probos'e'd' pipeline through operation of construction
equipment and haul trucks. (1991 EIR, Draft, p. -141) |

| Finding: Although not required by CEQA, ehbnges or siterations have i:een

requi}ed in, or incorporsated into, the projﬁct which will further reduce this less-than-

significant environmental effect as identified in the 1991 EIR.
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.Mitigation Measure: The followinblnﬂii'gatiorl measure has been found to be
feasible and has been required either as a condition of approval or has been made
binding on the District through these findings. |
a. All .constructuon equipment will be maintained and operated in 8 manner which

will minimize exhaust emissions. Eqmpmem will be turned off when not in use.
(1 991 EIR, Draft, p. lll-141) :

Less-than Significant Effect: Rncdnstruction of paved roa_dway surfaces would
require the use of types of asphalt which emit hydrocarbons (HC), criteria ﬁollmm
precursors to ozone. (1991 EIR, Draft, p..'lll-141) -

Finding: Ahthough not required by CEQA, changes or altemiohs have been
required in, or incorporated into, the project which will further reduce this less-than-
- significant environmental effect as identified in the 1991 EIR.

Mitigation Measure: The following mitigation measure has been found to be
feasible and has been required either 8s 8 condition of approval or has been made
binding on the District through these findings. |
&.  The Bay Area Air Quality Management District’s Regulation 8, Rule 15 specifies

standards to limit HC emissions caused by the use of asphalt in paving
materials. The pro,ects are bound by iaw 10 adhere to this rule. (1991 EIR,

Draft, p. lI-141)

L  NOISE

Significant Effect: Construction activities would result in short-term noiie and

vibration impacts. (1991 EIR, Draft, pp. lil-147 through ll-152)
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Finding: As noted in the 1991 EIR, even with implementation of the foliowi,
mitigation measures, the project has the potentisl to generate significant, unavoidable
short-term increases in noise and vibration levels. Despite the fact that chanpes or
alterations have been required in, or incorp_oriud into, the project which subgtnnﬁally

_ lessen the potentially significant environmental sffect as identified in the 1991 EIR,

the ‘District considers the potential for shor-term noise increases a significant,
unavoidable impact. (1991 EIR, Draft, p. V-19) As described In the Statement of -

Overriding Considerations in Section X below, however, the District has determined

that this significant impact is acceptabie because of overriding economic, social and

other considerations.

Mitigation Measure: The following mitigation measures have been found 10 be
feasible and have been required either as conditions of approval or have been mad.
binding on the District through these findings.

2. To mhiipate construction-generated noise near sensitive receptors, construction
equipment will be fitted with state-of-the-art shielding and muffing devices.
Impact tools will be shielded or shrouded, and electric-powered construction
equipment will be used whenever feasible. Delaying the starting time for noisy
construction activities in residentisl neighborhoods until 7 a.m. will reduce the
chances for interrupting the sleep patterns of most residents living near the
project pathways.

b.  The District will notify nearby residents and other sensitive receptors of the
dates and times that project construction will be in the srea. They will be
informed that potential health ramifications csn be mitigated by remaining
indoors and keeping the windows closed.

c. Several educstional facliities line various proposed segments. Project

construction near these schools will be scheduled sround the academic yesr to
minimize noise impacts on students and educational processes. (1991 EIR,

Draft, p. l1l-152) . .
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L HISTORICAL AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES
Significant Effect: The pro}ect area has the potential to contain archaeologically
' significant shes. (1881 EIR, Draft, p. lI-155)

_Finding: As noted in the 1891 EIR, even with implementation of the following
.mhibation measures, tho project has the poto_nthl 10 dxsturb significant cﬁnml
resources. Despite the fact that changes or shterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the project which will at least substantially lessen the potentially
significant environmental effect as identified in the 1981 EIR, the District considers
the potential 10 disturb cultural sites a significant, unsvoidable impact. (1891 EIR,
Draft, p. V-20) As described in the Statement of Overriding Considerations in Section
X below, however, the District has determined that this significant impact is
accepiable because of overriding economic, social and other considerations.

Mitigation Measures: The following mitigation measures have been found to0
be feasible and have been required either as condhions of approval or have been made
binding on the Dist}ict through these findings.

- a. Identify areas of known archaeologics! sensitivity on project construction pians ;
10 alert the contractor and the District’s construction inspectors. |

b. Prior to construction, the contractor and District staff will receive an
archaeolopicsl orientation from a professional archaeologist regarding the types
of resources which may be uncovered and how 10 identify these resources
during construction activities. The orientation will also cover procedures to §
follow in the case of any archaeological discovery. ;

c. In the event that unknown archaeological resources are encountered during
subsurface construction, land atteration work in the vicinity of the discovery
site will come to @ halt and a qualified archaeologist(s) will be consuhed.
Prompt evaiuation will then be made regarding the discovery and a course of

action acceptable 10 all concerned parties will be ad d in rdance with
Appendix K ot the California Environmental Qualify Act. If human remains 'f& :
meu PAGE f
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encountered, excavation will be hahted, the County coroner will be notified, and
a Nstive American representstive will be consutted.

nWmmm

Cumulatively Signlﬁum Eﬂcct: ‘Project construction actMtnes would result in .

short-term adverse impacts such as noise, du:t. traffic and sccess dnsruptlon, which
cumulatively would cause significant community disruption. (1 991 EIR, Draty, p. S-3,
Table S-1)

Finding: As noted in the 1991 EIR, even.with implementation of the following
mmgatuon measures, project construction activities have the potemnal t0 creste
significant adverse short-term impacts, which in tum would cause significant
community disruption.. Dcspite the fact that changes or a_ltoratipns have been required
in, or incorporated into, the project which may avoid the potentially significant
environmental effect as identified in the 1991 EIR, the District considers the potential
10 cause community disruption 8 significant, unavoidable cumulative impact. (1 891
EIR, Draft, p S-3, Table S—‘l) As described in the Ststement of Overriding
: Consnderanons in Section X below, however, the District has determined that this
significant impact is acceptable because of overriding economic, social and other
considerations.

Mitigation Measures: The following mitigation measures have been found 1o
be feasible and have been required either as cbndhions of approval or have been made
binding on the District through these findings. |

8. Advance notice of the construction activities scheduled will be provided to the

affected community members (e.g., residences, pro n
businesses), including posting of signs in the proye% Al8%ran PAGE 195
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b. The District will coordinate with schoo! districts and park departments 1o
ensure that construction near school and recreational facilities be done during
months when attendance and use is lowest in order to minimize impacts.

c. The District will incorporste mhipstion measures in construction contract
documents (e.g., in terms of schedule or access conditions, or technical
requirements). The District and Its comtractorls) will coordinate with local
jurisdictions and obtain all necessary permhs (e.g., encroachment permit, utility
excavation permit), will comply with permit conditions established 10 minimize
construction impacts, and will assign an inspector to the project to oversee

construction activities.
d. The District will survey and inventory preconstruction conditions along routes
and within structures near the route. Land uses and facilities will be restored

1o their preconstruction (or similar) condition as soon as possible after
construction.

e. During working hours, pedestrian access to homes, schools, and businesses
and sccess to neighborhoods, although st times inconvenient, will be
maintained. During non-working hours, convenient access will be restored.

f. Construction activities will take place during normal working hours, 7:00 s.m.

10 7:00 p.m., Monday through Friday unless otherwise specified as a permit
condition. (1991 EIR, Draft, Table $-1)

Cumulatively Significant Effect: Construction of the relief interceptors plus
construction of other proposed prqjem in the vicinity woﬁld result in cumulatively
significant communhty disruption. (1991 EIR, Dratt, p. S-3, Table §-1)

Finding: As noted in the 1991 EIR, even with implementation of the following
mitigation measures, project construction activities have the potential 1o resuht in
‘cumulatively significant communltf disruptfon. Despite the fact that changes or
aiterations have been required in, or lncon;orated into, the project which will at least
substantially lessen the potentially significant environmenta! effect as identified in the

1991 EIR, the District considers the potential to ca
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significant, unavoidable cumulative impact. (1991 EIR, Draft, p. §-3, Table S-1) As

described in the Statement of Overriding Considerations in Section X below, however,

the District has determined that this iipniﬁcam impsact is acceptable because of

. overriding economic, social lnd other considerations.

Mitigation Mnsurn. The following mmpation messures havo been found to

be feasible and have been required either as conditions of approval or have been made

binding on the District through these findings.

Advance notice of the construction activities-scheduled will be brovlded 10 the ‘

sffected community members (e.g., residences, property owners, schools snd

- businesses), including posting of signs in the project area.

The District will coordinate with school districts and park departments to
ensure that construction near school and recreational facilities be done during
months when attendance and use is lowest in order 1o minimize impacts.

The District will incorporate mitigation measurss in construction contract

documents (e.g., in terms of schedule or access conditions, or technical
requirements). The District and its contractor(s) will coordinate with local
jurisdictions and obtain all necessary permits (e.g., encroschment permit, utility
excavation permit), will comply with permit conditions established 10 minimize
construction impacts, and will assign an inspector to the project 10 oversee
construction activities.

The District will survey and inventory preconstruction conditions slong routes
and within structures near the route. Land uses and facilities will be restored
1o their preconstruction Ior similar) condition as soon as posslble after
construction.

During working hours, pedestrian access to homes, schools, and 'businesses

and sccess t0 nesighborhoods, sithough st times inconvenient, will be
maintained. During non-working hours, convenient access will be restored.

Construction activities will take place during normal working hours, 7:00 a.m.
to 7:00 p.m., Monday through Friday unless otherwise specified as a permit
condition.
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0. CCCSD will coordinate construction activities with other public apencies
conducting or authorizing construction; coordination requirements will be
e:tablzshcd in encroachment permits. (1991 EIR, Draft, Table S-1)

L -GBMH.:IND.LLQ!NG_EEEEE[&

Environmental lssue: The 1891 EIR concluded that, 'The planned growth
supponed by the projects could have potentislly significant secondary. eﬂecu mnterms
of: increased demand on public services, loss of agricuttura! and open space land,
exposure of the public to increased natural hazards (geologic and seismic, fiooding),
degradation of air quality, visus! quality, water quality, vegetation and wildlife habhat,
increased traffic congestion, and impacts_ to cultural resources.” (1991 EIR, Drafy,
Table S-1) While right-of-way acquisition and construction of the project elements
will not directly induce growth, construction and operation of the relief interceptor
indirectly will be growth-inducing as defined by CEQA because the pipelfne will
provide some additional capacity for sewage fiows from additional developmém.

With respect to the totql amount of that potential growth, the District will size
fhe_ relief interceptor so that_ the collection system can accommodate a level of
| p@pulation and dévelopmém fhat is consistent with buildout of current, approved lang-
use plans. In ierms of derlopmem' timing, the project would not provide sewer

capacity to the service arei premasturely and thereby foster accelerated growth. The

Pleasant Hill Relief lmerceptor portion of the project elements is needed immediately
for wet-weather flow relief. Recent sewer overflows during rainstorms are evidence
of this need. The project will provide adequste service 1o exi:thi'g development as
well as 10 any future planned growth. With the relief interceptor in place, growth
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could continue at the rate permitted by the Cities of Pleasant Hill and Walnut Creek,
and Contra Costa County (for unincorporatsd areas).

The pipeline in Segments 1 and 3 could not be utlilized to its ultimate capachy
~until tl;e remaining six miles of the A-Line Relief Interceptor Is environmentally
reviev\fad. spproved, desipned, and constructed bdtw»h Buchanan Field Golf Course
and Ygnacio Valley Road. The remsinder of the A-Line Relief Interceptor is scheduled
for subsequent environmental review and quipn in the yesr 2003 with construction
between the years 2004 and 2009 (unless l;onstructld eariier in conjunction with
other public works projecﬁ).

If the remainder of the A-Line Relief interceptor is proposed 10 accommodate
development beyond the planned ﬁrowth identified inthe 1991 EIR, the environmenta!
~ review for the iamaining portion would need 1o address the impacts of serving that
additional development, as well as update the environmental condltions under which

the pipeline would be built.

Specifically, consolidating construction of Segments 1 and 3 would not aliow

tﬁe District to provide service to sreas excluded from analysis in the 1991 EIR, such
as Dougherty Vailey. Tassasjara Valiey, and the Tri-Valley Wastewater Authority
(TWA). Before sewer service to such areas could be provided, further environmental
review by' the District (as a Lead or Responsible Agency under CEQA) and s separate
approval of the District Board of Directors would be required. This position is
consistent with the commitment made in the 1991 EIR with regard to growth-inducing

impacts (Draft EIR, p. IV-7 & 1V-8).
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.wiih respect to the project’s effect on the location of growth, the project does
not extend sewer service into new areas and will not atfect the location of growth by
directing it to one part of the service area over another or by encourapging
development in areas where g-rowth'is not currently blanned. Further discretibnary
action by local land use agencies and CCCSD would be n,qu'ir;d t0 al}ow prowth in
new areas and 10 extend sewer service to n;w. developments.

'.In conclusion, altthough the relief interceptor project would not be directly
growth-inducing, the project would support additional population and housing growth
within its respective service areas. Although the level of growth the project would
. Support is consistent with "planned growth,® which is the growth allowed under the
land-use designations and policies of the current, approved General Plans of the
County and cities with the CCCSD service ares, that “planned growth® within the
project area will have secondary cnvironmemal effects. The key secondary environ-
mental effects of planned housing snd bopulatlon growth inciude impacts to public
services and supporting infrastructure, increases in traffic and as#ociated air poliution
and noise, and conversion of agricultural/open space 1o other uses. These secondary
etfects of planned growth are iddresséd‘ln the city and county General Pians and
associated Environmental impact Reports. (1891 EIR, Draft, Table S-1; pp. IV-1
through IV-8; pp. lV¥16 through 1V-25)

Fmdfng: Ahthough growth-inducemni remains a potentially signlﬁcbm effect,
" the CCCSD does not have the authority to control growth within its service aree nor
10 impiement mitigation measures to address the secondary effects of growth. The
CCCSD finds that authority to i:ﬁplement such mitigation measures. lies with the land
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use/project permitting agencies, primarily the County and cities which enforce local,
state and federal reguistions through the permit process. Other agencies with
amho}lty to im;:;iemom or with responsiblility for mitigstion measures include rep.ional

and state sgencies such as BAAMQD, MTC, DFG. DTSC, Cahrans and federal

agencies including U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and the EPA. (1 9_'91. EIR; Draft, Table |

S-1; pp. IV-1 through IV-4; pp. IV-16 through IV-25)

Becéuse the project elements will cause some unavoidsble significant
environmental effects, as outiined above, the District was required t0 consider the
feasibility of any project ahernatives that could avoid or substantially lsssen those
effects. Only after determining that any such shernatives were infeasible could the
District adopt » statement of overriding considerations. and spprove the project.

itizens for Quality Grow t (1988) 198 Cal.App.3d 433,
443-445 l243 Cal.Rptr. 727] see plso Pub. Res. Code, Section 21002.)

The 1991 EIR evalusted six alternatives 10 the Pleasant Hm and A-Line Relief
Interceptor projects: no project, alternative alignments that wers eliminated from
further consideration, an I reduction program, construction of a smaller pipe,
construction of a larger pipﬁ. and upstream homm. The District has aiready found

these ahernatives to be lnfaasible‘ st @ project-level, 50 they need not be considered

turther, with the exception of the No Project ahernative Which will be considered for

this limited project.
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As will be explsined below, the District concluded that the No Project
alternative st 2 segment-level could not feasibly meet the project’s objectives whu.
8t the same time eliminsting or submm:ally lessening the cnvxronmental effects of
the project as described in Section VI above, and thus has decided 10 8pprove the
project elements as proposed with all fuslblc m!uanion measures putlincd abcvn.

The No Project ahernative assumes that Segment 14 of the Pieasant Hill Relief
Interceptor is not constructed and con:ohdanon of construction of Segments 1 and
3 of the Pleasant Hill and A-Line Relief Imcfceptors does not occur. For the reasons
set forth below, this ahernative was determined 1o be !nfcaslblc.

If Segment 14 is not constructed, either an shernate route could be chosen or
the entire Pleasant Hill Relief Interceptor project would be made lnfeaslcle due to a
missing segment.

It Segment 14 is not constructed in favor of using other alignments (Segments
13 and 15}, many of the impacts of using Sepment. 14 would be avoided. These

impacts are mainly shon-tcrm. constructnon-relatad impacts and include traffic

disruption; Ioss of busmess and residential access; increased levels of noise and dust; |

increased public ssfety hazards; and disruption of short-term land use. These and
other impacts, however, would occur.clscwherc. Fora discussiob of the feasiblility
of potential route segment ahernatives to chmm 14, see Section IX.

If the Phcsant Hill Relief Interceptor is made infeasible, wet-weather sewsape

overflows would continue to be a problem in the project area. Further, the overflow

problem would worsen with time because inflow BNGuitliliiation-—"in0i00880=88=thtuma |
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system ages and dgteriofates. Without expanding the collection system, the existing
interceptor system would continue to have adequste eqpacity for dry-weather fiow,
The systemn would not have adequate capacity for wet-weather fiow, though. Sewer
overflows result in raw sewage entering homes and bulldings, city M. residentia!
yards and crcflcs. ‘ “

| Adverse impacts of the No Project atternative would include increased public
heslth risk, increased depmdatio.n of water quality resulting from sewape spllis in
cree'ks. increased violations of the District’s NﬁDEs operating permit, as well as a
possible moratorium on new deveiopment hookups to the collection system in the

project area. Because of these impacts, in addition to the fact that it will not aliow

the District 10 obtein its objective of providing adequate capacity for overfiow

protection, the No Project ahernative could not be said 10 be environmentally superior
to the proposed project. (1991 EIR, Draft, p. VI-1)

If construction of Segments 1 and 3 of the Pleasant Hill and A-Line Relief

- Interceptors is not consolidsted, Segments 1 and 3 of the Pleasant Hill Relief

Interceptor still could be constructed (as spproved in September, 1991). The District,
however, will have lost an opportunity to save $4 million in construction costs
(present vaiue) and eliminats the disruption associated with construction of a second

large project ten yesrs later in the same alignment.
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IX.
EEASIBILITY OF POTENTIAL ROUTE SEGMENT ALTERNATIVES

As described in Section VIILB, the 1891 EIR addressed in thorough detall the
environmental impacts of constructitjg the proposed Pleasant Hill Relief interceptor
slong any one of 18 route :epmcnts.. Within ihue 18 sepments were several sets of
competing alternatives which may have béen feasible. it has been the intention of the
Dis*rict 10 eventuslly narrow these 18 segments down to one cominu'ou: pipeline
route, based on the results of the EIR analysis, public paniqipaiion process, right-of-
way negotiations, and further design engineering work. When the District approved
the Pleasant Hill Project on September 4, 1992, the following route ségmerm were
eliminated from further consideration because each has worse environmental impacts,
less public support, and less fa.vorable constructabllity factors ihan hs competing,
shernative routel(s): 8, 8, 10, 11, 16, and 19B. (1891 EIR, Draft, p. V-1 through V-
21; Draf lSummary Report, Pleasant Hill and A-Line Relief Inmterceptors Proposed

Alignment; letters in the 1991 EIR Response 1o Comments Addendum.)
 With regard to one of the remaining routes (14 vs. 13/15), the District has
.eliminated Segments 13 and 15 from consideration for interceptor construction.
These routes are being ali_minated from further consideration because they entail more
community disruption, are more costly, and have less favorable constructability

factors than the competing Segment 14.

Specifically, due to hts shorter length (1,570 vs. 2,310 feet), Segment 14

would cost less 1o construct than Segments 13/15). The cost to construct Segment

14 would be spproximately $2.12 million. The cost ‘
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would be $2.24 million for open cut or $2.53 million for tunneling. Construction
within the Contra Costs Boulevard right-of-way svoids the need 1o scquire easements -
on private properties. The right-of-way cost for Segments 13/15 could be as much

as an additional $0.75 million.

During potﬁoling, petroleum-contaminated soils were found st the Comn Costa
Boulevard/Chilpancingo Parkway intersection slong Segment 14.. Even lftaf'
considering the soll cleanup and removal costs (estimated to be $0.1 million),
Segment 14 is still less costly than Segments 13/15 by sbout $0.77 10 $1.06 million.
Since Segment 14 requires fewer bends in the Pipeline and is of shorter length, It
would have better flow velocities, less turbulence, and a lower potential for corrosion
and odors than Segments 13/15. For these reasons, therefors, the District concludes
that the proposed ahternative routes are less feasible in comparison to Segment 14.

Consolidating construction of Segment 3 of the Pleasant Hill and A-Llne Relief
Interceptors gliminates Segment 2 q_f the A-Line Relief Inmerceptor from further
consideratipn. Segrnem 2 is located on the north side of SR 4, from the east side of
.Grayié‘on_Creek to the véast side of Walhut' Creek, then crosses benesth SR 4 and
continues along the West side of Walnut Creek to Wiliow Way. Segment 2 is
eliminated because it does not allow for the reduced construction co:t and community
disruption of a consolidated_ Segment 3.

Additionally, -due to its shorter lenmh. in conjunction with Segments 4/4A or
4/4B (10,500 feet), Segmenf 3 would cost less to construct and have better fiow

velocities and less turbulence than Segmemt 2 (12,700 feet). Also, Segment 2 is

closer 1o Walnut Creek and the ends of Buchanan Field Ai TEAVBYONE. FRIEND
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construction more costly to minimize biological impacts and avoid aircraft hazardg.
For all these ressons, therefore, the District concludes that the ahematnve Sepm.m

- 2 route is less feasible than Segment 3.

| ' X o .
As explained in Section ViI sbove, the project elements will or may cause

significant unavoidable environmental! effects in 8 number of impact areas, including

g

iland use, traffic and circulstion, geology, solls and seismicity, vegetstion, and
cumulative short-term construction-related community disruption. CEQA Guidelines
Section 15043, subdivision (b), and 15093 allow sgencies 10 approve projects with
signiﬁcaﬁt unavoidable environmental effects such as those set forth sbove when the
benefxts of the projects outweigh those significamt effccts. and thus render then
“acceptable.” | ' . |
Despite the occurrence of these significant effects, the District chooses 10

_ approve the pro;ect elements because. in its wew, the economu:. social and other

benefits that they will produce will render those sngnlﬁcam effects acceptable. The

benefit of approvmg Segmem 14 of the Pleasant Hill Relief Interceptor is chiefly the
ability of the District to construct more of the Pleasant Hill Relief interceptor in Its first
construption phase, thus helping to more quickly relieve existing and projected future
wet-waather overflow problems in the interceptor system. Approval of Scyﬁnm 14

will enabie the District to meet the ten-year (2003) and twenty-yesr (2013) poals of

its Collection System Program, set forth in the Districz:
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improvement Plan, between the District's wastewstsr treatment plant ang
Chilpancingo Parkway in Plessant Hill. As stated above, the specific goals are:

1. To upgrade thé collection system by the yesar 2003 so that capacity-related
sewer overflows occur no more ofun.than once every five years,

2. To upgrade the coliection system by the year 2013 so that cabhclty-ralaxed
sewer overflows occur no more often than once svery 20 years.

The project also will assist the District toward improved compliance with hs
Nztional Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) parmit and the Water Quality
Emmﬂmummmmw both of which prohibht any overfiow
.of wastewster from the collection system.

In order 10 relieve the existing interceptor sewers and resolve projected future
wet-weather capacity deficiencies, additional system capacity uiun be provided.
.Construction of Segment 14 would help soive some of the District’s existing and
tuture capacity problems with fewer significant unsvoidable environmental impacts,
less community disruption and at 8 lower cost than any alternative considered in the
1891 EIR.. A |

The benefits of consolidatiﬁg consﬁ'uétion of Segments 1 and 3 of the Pleasant
Hill and A-Line Relief interceptors include a $4 million savings in construction costs.
(present value) snd the elimination of disruption associsted with construction of a
second Iarpe project ten years later in the same alignment. District operaﬁng costs

giso would be less if only one pipe would need 1o be maintsined, rather than two.
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EXHIBIT §°

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
FOR SEGMENT 14 OF THE PLEASANT HILL RELIEF INTERCEFTOR AND
- CONSOLIDATING CONSTRUCTION OF SEGMENTS 1 AND 3 OF
THE PLEASANT HILL AND A-LINE RELIEF INTERCEPTORS

‘As required by Public Resources Code Section 21 081.6€, the Central Contre Costa
Sanitary District must adopt a mitigation monhtoring program for the project elements.
The program is designed to ensure that, during project implementation, the District
and any other responsible parties comply with the feasible mitipation measures
identified below. The monttoring program is described in the attached "Pleasant Hill
Sewer Overflow Protection Project Mitipation Monltoring and Reporting Program,*®
dated August, 1991, and previously approved by the District on September 4, 1991,

This monitoring program is adequate for consolidating construction of Segments 1 and
3 of the Pleasant Hill and A-Line Relief Interceptors since no additionsl mitigation

/]

measures would be required for such a consolidation beyond those aiready identified _

tor Segments 1 and 3 of the Pleasant Hill Relief Interceptor slone.
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