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-----Original Message-----
From: Drew Simpkin [mailto:SimpkiD@slc.ca.gov] 
Sent: Monday, September 21, 2009 12:30 PM
To: Dean Allison
Subject: SHC#2009092024 San Pablo Bay

Mr. Allison,
I am with the California State Lands Commission and am reviewing the Pinole-
Hercules Water Pollution Plant Improvement Project for possible State Lands 
interest.  After reviewing the proposed project I have determined that the 
existing outfall at Rodeo Sanitary District has an associated lease (PRC 5398) 
and was issued in 1977.  The NOP also mentions an existing shallow water 
outfall that will abandoned.  Is this shallow outfall also located at the 
Rodeo location?  Would it be possible to obtain a schematic of this outfall?  
Any materials you might
have in describing where this outfall is would be most helpful. 

Materials can be sent electronically via email or mailed to me directly at:

California State Lands Commission
Attn: Drew Simpkin
100 Howe Ave Suite 100 South
Sacramento, CA 95825-8202 

Thank you,
 

Drew Simpkin
Public Land Management Specialist
California State Lands Commission
(916) 574-2275
simpkid@slc.ca.gov 
 
* * * In response to the Governor's Executive Order S-13-09, the Commission's 
offices will be closed the first three Fridays of each month beginning July 
10, 2009 and ending June 30, 2010. * * *
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From: Jeffrey Wisniewski [mailto:jeff3w@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thu 9/24/2009 10:18 AM 
To: Dean Allison 
Subject: Wastewater Improvement Project Draft EIR 
 
 
Mr. Allison‐ 
 
I have two comments on the NOP for the Draft EIR: 
 
(1) The proposed pipeline route outlined for Option 2 runs mostly along San Pablo 
Avenue. A second route, potentially more advantageous with regards to long‐term 
costs of pumping, etc., should be considered, e.g., along the UPRR rail line 
which is much more flat along its length, which would require a lot less pumping, 
in addition to not requiring major infrastructure improvements (and re‐
improvements) along a major arterial route (San Pablo Avenue) for a substantial 
length of time. 
 
(2) As required by CEQA, and as stated in the NOP, the EIR will include four 
alternatives (including a "No Project" alternative), although the alternatives 
will not be evaluated "at the same level of detail as the proposed project." 
Alternative 3 ‐‐ All Flows to West County Wastewater District Facilities ‐‐ 
should be upgraded to a preferred option, and studied thoroughly. This would be 
the best alternative in the long run. The potential for redevelopment of the 
existing Pinole wastewater treatment facility, and the value of such property 
(which would include transit‐oriented development), must be considered when 
deciding on the long‐term objectives for the project. Upgrading the plant (either 
preferred Options 1 or 2) are short‐sighted as they will stunt the future growth 
of Pinole, and in the case of Option 1, Hercules. Alternative 3 ‐‐ All Flows to 
WCWD ‐‐ should be evaluated as a third preferred option in the Draft EIR. 
 
Please let me know if you have any questions, or need any additional information, 
on my comments. I would appreciate if my comments were read into the record at 
tonight's scoping meeting in the case that I am unavailable to attend. 
 
Thank you. 
‐Jeff 
 
Jeffrey Wisniewski 
1102 Avocet Drive 
Hercules 
510‐724‐6211 
 

















Untitled

From: Jane Kao [mailto:jkao@pw.cccounty.us] 
Sent: Monday, November 09, 2009 6:02 PM
To: Dean Allison
Cc: Tim Jensen; Teri Rie; Greg Connaughton
Subject: Pinole-Hercules Water Pollution Control Plant 

 

Mr. Allison, 

 

On October 5, 2009, we commented on the Pinole-Hercules Water Pollution Control 
Plant Improvement project (file # 97-69 & 4009-00). We have additional information 
regarding Pinole Creek that you may want to consider.  Although the plant site is 
currently NOT within the FEMA floodplain, results from the model we ran for this 
section of Pinole Creek show that there are few sections of the creek with 
inadequate capacity to contain a 100-year event. Our model shows that during a 
100-year event, Pinole Creek may overtop its south bank by as much as a foot of 
water in a few places, which may flow onto your project site. We recommend that the 
proposed upgrades to the project site be designed to accommodate any overflows from 
the creek.  Although not required, you may also want to consider providing flood 
protection in compliance with FEMA criteria for non-residential buildings within a 
floodplain. 

 

Please feel free to call if you have any questions or if we can provide any 
information for your use.

 

Thanks, 

Jane Y. Kao

Flood Control Logo-hoz Med

255 Glacier Drive

Martinez, CA 94553

* EMAIL: jkao@pw.cccounty.us <mailto:jkao@pw.cccounty.us> 

' PHONE: (925) 313-2179

7 FAX: (925) 229-7955
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