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The effects, foir the most part, have been to delay rather than forestall
such development. For example, about 10, years -ago -a large paper
concern had developed preliminary plans to construct.a pagoermlll on
the upﬁer. reach of the Sacramento River but abandoned its plans
when the cost. of prdvidin%;the degree of waste treatment to meet qual- -
ity limits was recognized by itself. ‘Today a papermill operated by a
- different concern is situated quite near the exact site originally pro-
“posed. . The present plant; however, utilizes a different type of process
~waste and wastes lesscostly to treat. 0 oo T
- 1 do not regard the deferment of industrial development, as in this
case as a distortion of progress, but rather asa necessary action to pro-
tect the quality of the environment. . . . .. . .- 0
0 To-what extent should zoning or selected indwstrial lecation with re-
spect to population be used to deorease the need:for effment treatment?.
" Procedures forthe establishment of waste discharge requiréments as
provided forin Californialaws havehy t;hép‘rfi@ﬁiéﬁl;eﬁe@tﬁ@ﬁcr@aﬁ#g
ndustrial ireas. - These procedures require the régidpl water ¢uality
eontrol boards to recognize beneficial ‘uses when' establishing quality
re uirements.: Yritit it z/:"‘:"?"l‘ ;‘;1,1" ‘,i‘viv e x BT RS
- A 'trend has developed whereby many héavy industries hiave beén
ushed to the odean shiores‘and to the bays d4nd eStuaries rather than
sear the additional treatient costs wsually involved in Iocating inland.
Fot the most part, however, we firid that'thesé industries are willing to
- pay the necessary ‘costs of treatment in’ order to Tocate in (pi'bxlmity" to
- the large population centers with a ready labor potential’and reduced -

transportation Costs, o a0 sn e B S e e S a0
We all must recognize that-our waterways have been: ahd will con-
tinue to be used to carry away.our wastes. . Thereis.a necessity, how--
ever, to avoid degradation to the detriment, of other beneficial uses.
To,avoid such a consequence, both.the Congpess and the California
Legislature adopted laws, in 1965 which require adoption-of quality
standards, to be maintained at various key points in our waterways, to
protect these waters for beneficial use. We are, establishing these
The next problem we expect to confront will arise when the concen-
trations in our waterways begin to approach the adopted quality stand-
ards; and consideration must be.given to upgrading treatment processes

tostay within the recognized standard.. . . ... . ¢ o e
“We.do not believe tha-t;1disoha,rgers,shoul,d:bﬂ%x_emif;ted.to claim a
Eres_crlptive right to pollute, but rather that all dischargers should
641 'a proportionate share of the costs of nieeded remedial measures.
* "We are facing these water pollution gontrol problens in. the Sah
“Francisco Bay.area. As waste-producing activities increase,. the‘m'a@-
*hitude of the problems will expand. In recognition of this, the legis-
1ature authorized a comprehensive investigation of the effedts of waste
difcharge into the bay with the directive that a plan be developed fo

than that originally proposed; one which produges a lesser amount of .

the control of pollution. . This is chapter 1351:0f the.Statutes 6f 1985 - -

An amount of $1,078,000 has been appropriated for the first.of a 3:year
nvestigation. .. - o T R I TI
Woaste dischargers should not flee from the population.centers in or-
~der to pollute other waters. Instead, the problems should be faced -
squarely and efforts made tosolvethem. - v



