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C13. FUELBREAK AGREEMENT, STATE SCHOOL LAND IN SECTICN 16,
TiN, R10W, SBM, LOS ANGELE!. COU NTY .

%: : Calendar Item C13 attached was pulled from the agenda prior
| to the meeting.

Attachment: Calendar Item C13.
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FUELBREAK AGREEMENT, STATE SCH(QOL LAND IN
SECTION 16, TiN, R1JW, SBM, LOS ANRELES COUNTY

The United States Forest Service (USES) has proposed a

project in which thev will construct & fuelbreak along

Van Tassel Ridge, vicinity of Azusa in Los Angeles County.
Fuelbreaks are a unique land use and ‘theiv location is
dependent on tcopographic features of;gn requiring the cooperation
of several land owners, all of whom einjoy benefits from

the reduced tire hazard. In order to provide a document

for Commission authorization of fuelbreak construction

and maintenance, the staff has developed a fuelbreak Agreément
form which also meets the needs of the USFS so that federal
funds may be expended on non-federal land. The agreement

does not convey any interest in real property, but provides
for what amounts to a cooperative agreement wherxeby the

State provides and furnishes a portion of its land and

the USFS perforis the coOnstriction and maintenance coif the
fuelbreak. The benefits accrue to all land owners in the

area, including the State, in the reduction of risk and
severity of wildfires.

In this case, a fuelbreak 300 feet wiide and 6, 785% feet

long, containing 46.73% acres, is proposed for construction
on State school land in Section 16, TLN, R10W, SBM. The
proposed agreement provides that follpwxng constructlon,

the USFS will maintain t e fuelbreak for a period of 20
years from January 1, 1980. The agreement may be terminated
on 60 days written notlce by either party. The USFS shall
indemnify and nold the State harmless to the extent allowable
by the federal Tort Claims Act.

OTHER PERTINENT INFORMATION:

1. An Environmental BAnalysis Report was
prepared by the United States Department
of Agriculture, Forest Service, pursuant
to CEQA and the State EIR Cuidelines.
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2. This project is situated on State land
identified as possessing significant
environmental values pursuant to P.R.C.
6370.1, and is cliascified ip a use
category, Class B, which authocrizes
Limited Use.

Staff has coordinated this project

with fhose agencies and organizations
which nominated the site as containing
significant environmental values. They
have found this project to bs compatible
with their nomination.

APPROVALS OBTALNED:
The proposed fuelbreak will creuss a 250-foot
easement granted to the Metropolitan Water
Dlstrlct of Southern California by the
ivision of State Lanids (predecessor of
the Commission) on September 18, 1934.
The said ~asement extends. southwesterly
across tn® Nk% of the S% of Section 16.
Since the State reserved the right to grant
easements and rights=of-way for the comstructiomn
of streetis, roads and highways only over
and across the said easement, the USFS
was roquestﬂd to and has secured written
permissiop to construct the fuelbreak over
the District's underground aqueduct easement.
A copy of the letter of permission is on
file in the office of the State Lands Commissiori.

EXHIBIT

=3
n

- A. Land Descriptiom. 5. Location Map.
C. Negative Declaration No. 280.
IT IS RECOMMMENDED THAT THE COMMISSION:

1. DETERMINE THAT A NEGATIVE DECLARATION HAS BEEN PREPARED
FOR THIS PROJECT BY THE COMMISSION AFTER CONSULTATION
WITH RESPONSIBLE AND TRUSTEE AGENCIES.

2. CERTIFY THAT NEGATIVE DECLARATION NO. 280 HAS BEEN
COMPLETED IN ACCORDANCE WITH CEQA, THE STATE EIR GUIDELINES
AND THE COMMISSION'S ADMINISTRATLVE REGULATIONS, AND
THAZ THE COMMISSION HAS REVIEWED AND- CONSIDERED THE
€§§ INFORMA.1ON CONTAINED THEREIN TOGETHER WITH COMMENTS
RECEIVED DURING THE REVIEW PROCESS.
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DETERMINE THAT THE PRQJECT WILL 8OT HAVE A SIGNIFICANT
EFFECT ON THE ENVIRONMENT.

FIND THAT GRANTING OF THE AGREEMENT WILL HAVE NO SIGNIFICAFT
EFFECT UPON ENVIRONMENTAL CHARACTERISTiCS IDENTIFIED
PURSUANT TO SECTION 6370.1, OF THE P.R.C.

AUTHORIZE THE EXECUTION OF A FUELBREAK AGREEMENT WITH 5
THE UNITED STATES FOREST SERVICE, TO PROVIDE FOR CONSTRUCTION
AND MAINTENANCE OF A FUELEREAK CON THE LAND DESCRIBED
ON EXHIBIT "A" ATTACHED AND BY REFERENCE MADE A PART

HEREOF .
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EXHIBIT "A"
LAND DESCRIPTION W 22413

A strip of California State school land situatéd in Section 16, Tlﬁ, R10W,
sBM, in the County of Los Angeles, State of Caiifornia, said strip beivig
300 feet wide, 150 feet on each side of the foll Towirio. descrited center
Tine:

BEGINNING at a point on the north line of 'said Section 16,

said point lying 125.0 feet easterly of the section. corner

common to Sections 8, 9, 16 and 17 and thance the following
13 courses: .

1. S BO“E 395.0 feet

2. S 10°E 295.0 feet

3. S 10°W 250.0 feet

4. S 35°E 400.0 feet

5. S 10°8 650.0 feet

6. South 350.0 feet

7. S 25°W 150.0 feet

8. S 25°E 300.0 feet

g. S 20°%W 175.0 feet

10. S 40°E 500.C feet

11. S 55°E 750.0 feet

12. S 10°E 650.0 feet

3. S 60°E 1000.0 feets

thence southerly te a point on the svuth ¥ine of said
Section 16, which point lies 3,125 fret east of the
section corner comion to Sections 16; 17, 20 and 21.

SUBJECT TO an agreement as indicated per letter of November 24, 1980 between
the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California and the LS. Depart-
ment of Agriculiure, Forest service, Angeles iNational Forest, a vopy of
which can be found in State Lands Commission file W .22413.

END OF DESCRIPTION

PREPARED DECEMBER 9, 1980 BY TECHNICAL SERVICES UNIT, ROY MINNICK, SUPERVISOR

059 _
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EIR ND: 280
File Ref.:W 22413

o SCH Mo.:
{X/Praft \pGATIVE DECLARATION
l[Firal N

Project Title: U.S.D.A. - Forest Service

Project Location: Section 16, T.1N, R.10W, 5BM, near Azusa,
Los Angeles County. »

-

Project Description: Construction of a 300 foot wide, 6,785 foot
lon.g fuelbreak along Van Tassel Ridge, containing
46.73 acres.

-

This NEGATIVE DECLARATION is prepared pursuant to the requirements of the
California Envirommental Quality fict (Section 21000 et. seq. of the Public
Resources Code), the State EIR Guidelines (Sectipn 15000 et. seg., Title 14,
of the California Administrative Code), and the State Lands Commission regula-
tions (Section 2901 et. seg., Title 2, of the Celifornia Admimistrative Codg)a

Based up.n the attached Initial Study, it has been found that:

@7 the project will not have a gignificant effect on the. enviroument.

Z”/ the attached mitigatior measures will avoid potentially significant eflects.

.

Contact Person: Ted T. Fukushima
. State Lands Commission ~
1807-13th Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

(916)»322-7813
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STATE LANDS COMMISSION . . .

,INITIALS¥UDY CHECKLIST .

Forrm 23.20 (7:40) . EiloRef.: W 22413

L)
ACKGROUND INFORMATION
A. Applicant. 4U.S.D.A. - Forest Service
Angeles National Forest
150 S. Los Robles Ave., #300
Pasadena, CA 91101
B. ChecklistDate: __12/ 17 80
C. Contact Person:__Dan Cohen
Tetepkone: { 916 y 322-7805
D. Purpose.__‘To facilitate control of wildfire and reduce size of

fires. ]
E. Location. Section 16, T.1N, R. 1OW SBM, near Azu:,a

Los Angeles County.
F. Description: _construction of a 300 foot wide, 6,785 foot long fuelbreak

along Van Tassel Ridge primarily by Dlade. Containing 46.73 acres.

G. Persons Contacted: NCTE : 'I‘h:r.s checklist constitutes a brief L.ompllatlon
of a 1973 Envires anem_a] Analysis Repo*‘t and
a.1978 E A.R. Supplemerit by the U.S. Forest
Service .which address:rz?:his project.

"
-~

Subsequent to completidn of the E.A.R. and

Supplement, the entire State-owned paxrcei

identified abave suffeiied the fn'l‘l adverse
effect of the recent Séuthern Cailfo*‘nla w:lefn'es.

Thits, construction of the fuelbreak, as noted -

below, w111 have virtudllv no adverse envr‘onmenral
impact.

1. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS. (Explain all “yes” and “maybse* answers}
A. Earth. Will tise proposal.result in: ) ’ Yes Miyte No

1. Unstable earth conditions or changes in geologic substructures? . . . .. v L vienrvevooocrsocsonsas D D

2. Disruptions, displacements, compaction, or.overcovering of the soil?. . . . .y evv oo veons reeevaieon

3. Change in topography or ground surizce relief features? chesectaeabsssssrescestorrsaan s

4. The destruction, covering, or modific.tion of any un.que geologic or physical features? . . ... cecsescas

DDED
OO00l

@ 8. Any increase 1n wind or water er-sion of soils, either on or off the 3182, ... vh v e v enetooroscaenns

E 54 e D'BEJ

6. Changes in deposion of erosien of beach sands, of changyes in siltateag, deposition or erosion which may
modify the channel of a niver or stream or the bed of the ccean or-any bay, tnfet,orlake? ... .. ccueua. D D

7. Exporure of 3t popls of property to geologic hazards such<as earthquakes, landshide cmfgul'd“ grouﬁgd .QD ﬂﬂ__@

faiure, OF M BB2arUSY. . v i v s eeennencossasorasocas inenanens
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B.

Afr. Wit the proposal iesult in:
'1. Subsiantial air nmmussions of deterioration.of ambient air QUAItY? . v e o cdroscsscarssvanscav s

2. The creotiun of ohijvetionableodors?. . oL ool via v i T I S
.

@3, Alteraticn of 2ir movement, moisture of témperature, or any change in climate, eitner locally or regionally?.

C.

D.

I¥grer. Wil the proposal result in: .
1. Changes in the curents, or the cdurse o5 direction of water-mavements, in either marine or fresh waters?
2. Changes in absorption rates, drainage patterns, or the-rate and amount of sutface water mn‘ofi?. csene~
3. Alterations 10 the course or flow of floog Waters? . . .o v e vaveosrsacoroarastsonoasevocces
4. Change in the amount of surface water in any waicr DOBY? . o v s e opeircorcoanessssoas oo

5. Discharge into surface waters, or in any alteratton of surface water qualify, including but not limited .to
tempera(ure,d:ssolvedcxygenorlurbidiw?.......... ittt seesssreseessswveraasesanoen

6. Alteration of e direct on or rate of flowof ground waters? . .. .. oa v e vnsesanevervece e

7. Change in the quantity of ground waters, esther through direct additions or withdrawals, or through inter-
ception of an aquifer by culs OF EXCaVBUONS? . . ..o ov e v ve e eone o R

8. Substantial reduction wn the amcunt of water othierwise available for publicater supplies? ...........
g. Exposure of people or property to water-related hazards such as flooding ortidalwaves? . . . c . v es oo

10. Significant changes in the temperature, flow or chemical content.of surface thermal SPONYGSTe e oo oo v snn-

Plont Life. Will the proposal result 1n:

1. Change in the dwersity of species, or number of any spevies of plants {inchuding trees, shrubs, grass, crops,
an0 aQUAtICPIANTS)?. o . o i e e iae e as et asaoes e et sar g s oS

2. Reduction of the numbers of any unique, rare or endangered species of pi;n‘;s'?. fteccecevencsnsnseee

. Introduction of new species ot plants 1nto an area, or 10 3 batrier to the normal repleaishment of existing

BT R R R R R LR R R S b

4. Reduction in acreage of any agricultural €rop? . .. et vt r ettt sasces s oot

Animal Life. Will the oroposal resuit in: N
~

1. Change in the dwersity of spectes, of numbers of any species.of animals (birds, land animals including
reptiles, fish ard shellfish, benth.c organisms, or INSECIS)? . v v e vn v sovr siamsacasssstrsanseaca

2. Rerduction of the numbare-of any unique, rare or endangered specigs of aniwjals?

s e e e-e-m iz e e LE B e LS eTa

3. Introduction of new species of animals into an.area, of resuit in a barrier t3 the cnigration or movement of

.
- -
11311 171 LY PSR R I AR I I AL T L B R AL A S S A A c s
.

»

4. Deterioration to existing fish or wildlife habitat?. et eeseesescecrnaneassaeeateans
Neise. Will the proposa’ result in: '

1. lncrease in existingnoise levels? . . .. ... ... ..

2. Exposure of people to severe nouse fevels? .. ...

Light and Glure. Will the proposal resultin:

1. The production of new lighturglate? . . . ... ..

Land Use. Wil the proposal result in:

1. A substantial alterauon of the present or planned land use of an arca?.

Notural Resources, Will the propotal result in:

. Increase in the rate of use of 3ny NAtural 1esOUY 5. oo vv v v aosssre

2. Substantiat depletion of any nonsenewable 17 jourees? L. ... ...

00 O O 00 Oo oo
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isk of Upvet, Doces the proposal résult in;
3. Risk of Upwet. Docs prop sult Yes Maybis No

A nisk of an expleson or the release of hazardous substances {incliding, but not limited to, 9il, pesticides,

<
('%&micals, or razhiation} in theievent of 3n aCCident OrUPSEt CONBITIONST . s « oo e o s s asavocacosonsen D D

2. Possible interference with emezgency response plan or an emergency evacuation PIan? o v v o e v vesenain D (_] E{]

. - .
&: Population. Will the proposal result in:
‘ 1. The alteration distribution, density, or growth <ate of the.human population of the 27837 . . oo vvv v ey D C] @

——

v———

3. Housing. Will the proposal result in:

, 1. Atfecting existing housing, or reate a demand for additional housing? .. ..o veeerecesoeooaassen ¥ D Ixi

—————

M. Transportation{Circulation. Will the proposal result in: .
1. Generation of substantial additional vehicular Movement?. ., . i v vvrswevnnesrroorsmacnmoncaes m

2. Affecting existing parking facilities, or create ademand for new Parking?. . v« v cs v v eccovooracncess

»
L8
e

OO 000o

! 3. Substantial impact UPON eXistiNg traNEPONIAtION SYSTEMIS? .+ o & L. v v e on vr o essmoscaooossccaneees T,

4. Alterations to present patterns of circulation or movement of people and/ergoods? . .. .o vivveennnn. fﬂ

HEO0EE0

5. Alierations to waterborne, rail, Or alr traffic? . . ... .. i ..ttt eeroesoncecasoeaaeonanens ’( I
6. Increase in traffic hazards to motor v hicles, bicyclists, Or Pedestrians? . .. oo veeeeevooeacoonnens

N. Qublic Scriices. Will the proposal have ¢n effect upon, or result in a need ‘for new or altered governmental
services in any of tne following areas: .

e s

1. Fire protection? . ... . ... R I T S U

RREBN

2. POliCE ProteClION? & & . it ittt e e o aoeosoeenaneioas saconensasesasessnseenenessnnnns
38chools7....
4. Parks ar.d other recreational facilities?. . .. . i .t ittt i it e e e e oieasonconnosnceoneaannns

y 5. Maintenanc of public facilities, including roads?. . .. . ...t ivvnnr e eene s Csw eesssana

E
e

6. Other governmental services?. . . ... ot eiinitereeinceoeannenanann Meeecemen

O. Energy. Will the preposal result in:

“

1. Use of substantial amounts of fuelorenergy?. .. .. .. .. viieennnnenpon, mesasecas

s

B B

2. Substantial increase in demand upon existing sources 61 anergy, or rerjuire the develofr, .0t newsources? .
P. Urilities. WIl the proposa! result in a need for new systems, or suhstanial slterations téithe following utilities:
1. PowWer Or Ratural Gas?. . . . it iie it eieenerr e aars e inenes teessssessrseenan

2.Communicationsystcms?............-.................\...}.....,.,.........-.....

3.Water7.....,......................;.,...............‘\,‘......................

K. Sewer Or septiC tanKsS? ... vttt e erenrarenosacecancoannnee e Caesseacescencnnsoy

5. Storm warerdrainage? .+ . . v v vt e nne. B I T T T T S T D

. ::.‘k »Cone

HEEEPE

6.So!iowastcanddisnosal?...................................... teceessssercscenas

»
* Q. Yuman Heolth. Will the proposal result in:

. 1. Creation of anyiizalth hazard or poteaual health hazard. (exc’ dingmental nealth)) o . vis e e eenenne

00 000C00 .00 opooos 0O
00 000000 DO oooooo

B

2. Exposure of people 10 potential health hazards? . . . vt v nrensenrunenmmonenns sserenann
R. Aesthesics. Will the proposal result in: -

1. The obstruction of any scenic vista or view open to the prblit, or will the frroposal result in the creation of
@ gn:aesthetically offensive site open to publicview? .. ... ..., R R Y T s D EQ rj

e 01
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Recreation, Will the proposal result in:

1. An impact.upon the quality o1'quantity of existing recreational opportunities?. ..., .. .
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Cofture! Besaurces. Yes Maybs Mo

1. Wil the proposal resultin tse alteratiun of or the destruction ©f a prebustonc or hisioric srchesiogical site?. ' E [j

Yull the proposal result in adverse physical .or aesthenic effects to a prithistoric or histonic building, .
structure, or object? et et re it eset s et D &l ]

3. Dous the pruposal have the potentsel 1o cause 2 physical change which would affect unique ethnic cultural E{_] EJ

values? .. s e s et es e e b e s mres s esecatar s s e s e s eet o ras et ocingnn oo s

4. Will the proposal sestisct existing rehgious or sacred uses withainithe potentialumpactaiea? . ... . .ouvn. . D E [:]

Y. Mondarary Findings of Signjficance.

1. Docs the project * ave the putential to degrede the quality oithe environment;reduce the habitat of a fish or
waldlife species, cac.e o fish or wi Jife pupulation to drop below seif sustainiig levels, threaten to eliminate
a plant or animal commuraty, seduce the number or restrict the range ofi3 rare.or endangered piant or 2
anmima. or eliminate -mpurtaat examples of the major periwds of Califorma hislory or prehistory 7, . . D D E]
2. Does the project have the potential to achieve short-tein,, to the disadvantaie of long-term, environmental . "
goais? . . R I T L R R R S D D E}
3. Qoss the prop ct have impacts which are individually hrited, but cumulatively considarable? e D D @3

either directly or induwectly? ... . c e s aesse e e s tresnnruenuan
»

4. Does the proect have enviconmental effects which will cause substantial adierse effects.on human beings, D D E]
. X

1. DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (See Comments Attached)
A.3. TYearure todification involves construction of a 300 foot wide,
5,785 foot long fuelbrzak.

Fuelbreak will provide access for recreational, emergency, and
fire patrol wvehircles.

Tuelb.eak w2ll provide access for fire fighting vehicles, equipment,
and manpower.

Fire protection services will be enhanced aand wildfire centrol will
be facilitated.

.o
v

In general, the wisiting public has accepted the fact that forest
fuelbreaks are a necessary fire protection measure; this mav aid in
mitigating the fuelbreaks' aesthetic impact.

T.l-4. To be derermined by the State Office of Historic Preservation
{Regional Office, UCLA). The E.A.R. indicates that there are
no recorded historical or cultural sites in :the project area.

g, DETERMINATION
Qn'the basis of thas initial evaluation:

ikt ;x:;nd the proposed project'COULD MOT have a significant effect e the snvironment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION wal
prepared.

D l %.nd that although the propesed projge .t could have a significant effect on the emuaronment, there will not be a significant efsec,
in thos ca<e because the mut.gat.on maeasures descnibed .on.an attached sheet have heen added to the project. A'NEGATIVY

DECLARATION will be prepared,

E@"‘d th rroposed project MAY have 2 significant effcct on-the evironmcit, asd.an ENVIRONMENTAL 1MPACT-REPOR1
requied. ' ’

s C%.__,

Dan_ Cohén, Envi onmental’Sﬁpg}%ﬁJ
1

Date: 12 217 280

o
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