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FUELBREAK AGREEMENT, STATE SCHOOL TAND IN
SECTION 15, T1N, R10W, SBM, LOS ANGELES COUNTY

The United States Forest Service (USFS) has pr¢iposed a

project in which they will comstruct a fuelbreak along

Van Tassel Ridge, vicinity of Azusa in Los Angzles County.
Fuelbreaks are a unique land use and their loécaticn is
dependent on topegraphic features ofien requiring the cooperation
of several land owners, all of whom enjoy benefits from

the reduced fire hazard. In order to provide a document

for Commission authorization of fuelbreak construction

and maintenance, the staff has developed a fuelbreak Agreement
form which also meets the needs of the USES sc 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 cooperativé agreement whereby the

State provides and furnishes a portion of its land and

the USFS performe the construction and maintenmance of the
fuelbreak. Tua~ benefits accrue to all land owners in che

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

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

iong, containing 46°.73% acres, is proposed for construction
on State school land in Section 16, TiN, R10W, SBM. The
proposed agreement provides that Zollowing constructiomn,

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

OTHER PERTINENT INFORMATION:

1. An Envirciimental Analysis Report was
prepared by the United States Department
of Agriculture, Forest Service, pursuant
to CEQA and the $tate EIR Guidelimes.
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CALENDAR ITEM No.C 14 (coNTD)

This project is situated on State land
identified as possessing significant
environmental values pursuant to P.R.C.
6370.1, and is classifieg in a use
category, Class B, which authorizes
Limited Use.

Staff has coordimated this project

with those agencies and organizations
which nomimated the site as containing
significant eavironmental values. They
have found this Broject to be compatible
with their nomination.

APPROVALS OBTAINED:
The proposed fuelbreak will cross a 250-foot
easement granted to the Metropolitan Water
District of Southern California by the
Division of State Lands (predecessor of
rhe Commission) on September 18, 1934.
The said easement :extends southwesterly
across the N5 of the $% of Section 16.
Since the State reserved the right to grant
easements and rights-of-way for the construction
of streets, roads and highways only over
and across the said easement, the USFS
was requested to and has secured written
permission to construct the fuelbreak over
the District's underground aquéduct easement.
A copy of the letter of permission is on
file in the office of the State Lands Commission.

EXHIBITS: A. Land Description. B. 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.

CERTIFY THAT NEGATIVE DECLARATION NO. 280 HAS BEEN
COMPLETED IN ACCORDANCE WITH CEQA, THE STATL EIR GUIDELINES
AND THE COMMISSION'S ADMINISTRATIVE REGULATIONS, AND.
THAT THE COMMISSION HAS REVIEWED AND- CONSIDERED THE
INFORMATION CONTAINED THEREIN TOGETHER WITH COMMENTS
RECEIVED DURING THE REVILW PROCESS.
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CALENDAR ITEM M. C 1 4 (CONTD)

DETERMINE THAT THE PROJECT WILL NOT HAVE A SIGNIFICANT
EFFECT O+ THE ENVIRONMENT.

FIND THAT GRANTING OF THE AGREEMENT WILL HAVE NG SIGNILFICANT
EFFECT UPON ENVIRONMENTAL CHARACTERISTICS IDENTIFIED
PURSUANT TO SECTION 6370.1, OF THE P.R.C.

AUTHORIZE THE EXECUTION OF A FUELBREAK AGREEMEM. WwITH

THE UNITED STATES FOREST SERVICE TO PROVIDE FOR CCONSTRUCTION
AND MAINTENANCE OF A FUELBREAK ON THE LAND DESCRIBED

ON EXHIBIT ""A" ATTACHED AND BY REFERENCE MADE A PART

HEREOF.
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EXHIE
LAND DESCRIPTION W 22413

A strip of California State school land sdituated in Section 16, TN, RIOW,
SBM, in the County of Los Angeles, Stete of california, said strip being
300 Feet wide, 150 tTeei on each side of the following described center

line:

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 anc 17 and thence the following
13 courses:

S $0°E 385.0 feet

S 10°E 295.0 feet

S 10°W 250.0 feet

S 35°E 400.0 feet

S 10°W 650.0 feet

South  350.0 feet

S 25°W 150.0 feet

S 25°E 300.0 feet

S 20°W 175.0 feet

5 40°E 500.9 fesk

S 55%E 750.0 feet

12. S 10°E 650.0 feet

13. S 60°E 1000.0 feet;

thence southerly to a ooint on thé scuth line of said
Section 16, which point Yies 3,125 feel east of the
section corner commen to Sections 16, 17, 29 and 21.

.
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ment as indicated per letter of November 24, 198() between

SYBJECT TO an agrees
the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California and the U.S. Depart-

ment of Agriculture, Forest Service, Angeles National Forest, a coegy of
which can be found in State Lands Commission file W 22413.

END OF DESCRIPTION
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>oEDARED DECEMBER G, 1930 3Y TECHMICAL SERVICES uniT, ROY MINNICK, SUPERVISOR
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FTATE OF CAUFORMIA

. M5 3 ' ' ; e%scuﬂ\)’é OFFICE
STATE LANDS COMMISSION 3607 - 13t Street:

RESNETH CORY_ Contraller Secesmento, Californis %3814

MIKE CURS., Lirutensnt Governor e y .
MARY ANN GRAVES, Divector of Finance AWy, WILLIAM . NORTHHOF
AR Exscutive Ctficer

EIR ND: 280
File Ref.:W 224173

- SCH No.:
LY/DPreft  \oiamTvE DECLARATION

{__f FTinal

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

Project Locatiop: Section 16, T.1N, R.10W, SBM, near Azusa,
Los Angeles County.

s

Project Descraption: Construction of a 300 foot wide, 6,785 foot
long fuelbreak along Van Tassel Ridge, containing

46.73 acres.

-~

This NEGATIVE DECLARATION is prepared pursuant to the requirements of the
California Environmental Quality Act (Section 21000 et. seg. of the Public
Regources Cude), the State EIR Guidelines (Seciion 15000 et. seqg., Title 1%,
of the California Administrative Code), and the State lands Commission regula-
tions (Section 2901 et. seq., Title 2, of the California Admimistrative Code).

Based upon the attached Initial Study, it has tieen found that:

@7 the project will not have a significant effect on the envirocment.

-
-

[/ the attached mitigation measures will avoid potentially significaat effects.

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

(916)322-7813
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STATE LANDS COMMISSION

JINITIAL STUDY CHECKL IST

Foem 13,20 (7/801 FileRef.. W 22413

@ 8ACKGROUND INFORMATION

A Appicant. _=.S.D.A. - Forest Servi-e
Angeles Natiomal Forest
150 S Los Robles Ave. . #300
Pasadenaz, CA 91101 ‘
Checklisz Cate: 127 17 780
Contact Person _ Dan Cohen
Tdummw;(QIG y 322-7805

Purpose. __To facilitate control of wildfire and réduce size of
fires.

location. Secticn 1¢, T.IN, R 10W, SBM, near Azusa,
Los Angeles Ccunty.

Description. __Construction of a 300 foot wide, 6,785 foot long fuelbreak

along Van Tassel Ridge primarily by blade. Containing 46. 73 acre“.

s

NOTE: This checklist ccnstitutes a brief compilation
of a 1973 Environmental Analysis Report.and
a 1978 E.A.R. $uoﬁlement by the ﬁ.S. Forest
Servicg’whidh address this project.

Persons Contacxed:

s
5

Subsequent to completion of the E.A. Rw and

Supplement, the entire Stare-odwned _par ggl

1dent1fled abo".z_e_;,n_fﬁe_ze_d_t_h_e_fxﬂl advarqp
effect of the recent Southern Callfornla w11df1res.

Thus, constr ucflon of the fuelbreak, as noted :

below, will have virtually no adverse envxronmental
impact.

fi. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS. (Explain all “yes” and “maybe” answers}
A, Larth. Wil the proposal result in:
1. Unstable earth.conditions or changes in geologic substructidres? . L . . . i cieeeocecsssoracenans
2. Disruptions, disclacements, compaction, or overcovering cvf thesoil?. . v . it it iereaaraan ceeacsans
3. ftange intopography or ground surficeralief feztures? . .. .. ... ... i it et
4. Tredezauction, covermg,.or modiiication of Jny unique geo}og‘ic’or phiysical features? . . ... vceevoows
B. Any increase in wind or water srosian of sons, eitheron or:off the'diter, . .. .. .. vevicereerrsconns

B. Changes in Jeposition or-erosion ol beach:sands, Or chaf yas..n siltatran, desos:i.2a or erosion which may
modify the channet of 3 river or siream or ‘the bed of the ccean or any-biy, inlet, oriake? . ...... 0000

. Exposure af wl seome or groperty 10 geologic hazards such as earthquakes, landslides, mudslides, ground

fadure, OF SIMIAr RB2arGs2. . .. oo v evrnavocvooneitoonsoacnes soocanfaccsovsanssom
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8. lir. Will the proposal iesult.

U
O
x4

1. Substantial air emmussions or deterioraton of ambientair QuUility? . .. .. ccrecsessec e s

2. The creatiun of abyretionshle odors?, et easseeasneeararenereneaaso s

C0
50O

3. Alteraticn of air mavement, moIsture or temperature, of any whange 1n cumate, either locaily or regionally? .

fYuter. Will the proposal resultin. .

1. Changes 'n the currents, or the course or direction of water movements, in either marine or fresh waters?

2. Changes 1n abso:ption rates, drainage patterns, or the rate and amount of surface water runoff?. . ... ..

Alteranonslo1hecourseorfi0wofﬂoodwa:us’.......,.,...............,.4..........

3.
4. Change 0 the amount of surface'waterinanywaterbody? . .. _....esceocenccrorevrccncccass
5.

Discharge into surface waters, or n any alteraiion of surface water quality, including but not limited to
temperal;«re.dlssolvedcxygenor!urbldiw"'.. e J R L R

§. Alteration of the direct on or srate of flow of ground waters? .. .. .. ....ecececccsecmorsocrece

7. Change 1n the quantiiy of ground waters, esther through direct additions or withdrawals, or through inter-
ception of an aquifer By CUIS.Or @XCHVAUONST ., . .. cone vt evevacrnoesorcmmenvaesosremcns

b Il el ol

DOO0 00 0o00oo
O 00 o0oon

8: . ibstanr:3! reduction in the amount of water otherwise availabie for public water supsiies? . ..........
9. Exposure of peopie or property o water-related hazards such as flooding or tidalwaves? .. . ... .o ..
10. Significant changes in the temperature, flow or chemical content of surface thiermal springs?. . ... ... ...

D. Plans Life. Will the proposal resultin:

1. Change in the diversity of species, or numbér of zny speciesiof plants (including trees, shrubs, grass, crg™s,
and aQUAIE PIaNTS}?. L . . it ie it e e ean et scenae ssseet st st Les e

2. Reduction of the numbers of any umique, rare or endangeredispecies of plants?. . . .. ... a o eseccacea

000 o0 oo OO0

3. introduction of new spectes of piants intc an are3, o in 3 Bsarsicr to the ncrma! teplenishmeas of existing

species?. . .. I R N R R R R

4. Reduction n acreage of any-agricultural CTOP? ... .o v v v ersat oottt e cn o
E. Animal Life. Will the proposal resultin: "
~
1. Change 1n the diversity of species, or numbers of any species of animals {birds, land animals including
septiles, fish and shelifish, benthic organisms, orinsects}? .. . ...t e it mec e

bl bl

7 Reduction of the numbers of any unique, rare or endangered species of animals?. ... .o it eaan

3. invroduction of new species of animals-into-an:3rea, or result in 3 barriei to the mégration or movemenzt of

P . R R R S R

.

4. Deterioration to existing fish or wildlife habitut?. et senessaoansens .

Toel ol

.

Noise, Will tie proposal result in:

1. Increase in existingnosselevels? . . ... ...l

O
0
O
t
O
(1
O
o
a O
O X
a
O
O

el o]

2. Exposure o pecole to severe noise leveis:
Light and Glzre Will the proposal resuitin:
1. The production of new hight or glare? . .....

Land Use. Will the proposal result in:

5

1. A substantial a1zeration of the present or planned land use ot:an areal.

Noturaf Resourcrs. \Will the proposal resultin:

oo o0

$. Increase in the rate of use of any natural resources?. .. ... . ..o

Y

2. Substantial depietion of any nonrenewable fesources? L ... cecean
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Risk of Upswt Docs the proposal result in:

1. A risk of an explosion:or the re. 2 of hazardous substanices {including, but no. }ued to, oil. pesticides,
chemicals, or eachation) 1n the avent of an accideny Of UPSEr conditIONS? . .o v v vooees oo moe

e

ssible interference with emergency r2sponse plan or an vrnergency evacuation plan? . . .
. Po

Population ¥l the proposal msultan:

Tia raranion distnibution, density, or growth rate of thiy human population of the area?

$. Thaslrerat

jlousing. Will the progosal resultsn:

1. Affecting existing housing, or create 3-demand for additional housing? . .

Tmn:pormtianl('ircularirm. Will the proposal result in: .

1. Generation of substantial additional vehicslar movement?. . .. ... c o0

2. Affecting existing parking facilities, or create a demand for new parking?.

3. Substantial impact upon existing transportation svstems-? Ges e .—. ceseed smnrse

4. Alterations to present pattemns of circularion cr movement of people-and/or goods? .

5. Alterations to waterberne, rail, or air traffic? . .o eeneccoccsescnansrses me

6. Increase n tratfic hazards to motor vehicles, bjcyclists. orjedestrians? v . c . e nceccocaonne .

Public Services. Will the proposal have an-effect upon, or iesult in a need fo7new or altered. governmental

-services in any of the following areas:

{. Fiteprotection? . ....c-voeeveon ¢ oo o
2. Policeprotection? . .« cccvcveesen

3.Schools? . . ..ieeecoconcsccsns

&. Parks anid other recreational facilities?. . . ... ..

5. Maintenance.of public facilities, including roads?.

8. Other governmental services?. . .. .. oo ve e

Energzy. Will the proposal result in:

1. Use of substanual amounts of fuelorenergv?. teec e sessnnenne B R L R
2. Substantial increase 1n demand upon-existing sources of encrgy, or requice the developmient of new sources? .

Utilities. 'Will the proposal result in 2 need for new systems, of gubstanxiql,félxentions 1o the following utitities:

1. Power or natural gas?. .. A Mesessesssanenserenae
2. Comm unication systems? :

S.Water?. ... v cenann

4. Sewer or septic tanks? .

S. Storm water drainage? . .

6. Solid waste and disposal? . ... ... v

Human Health, vall the.proposal -asultin:

1. Creation of 2ay health hazard ér potenual heaith hazard {excluding mental hezlth}?
2. Exposure of people to potential health hazards? . - . .. vovocvenscnaersonin

Aesthetics. Wilk the proposal resu(t in:

9. The obstruction of any scen:c vista or view open 0 the public, or will the propasal result in the creation of
an aestheticilly offensive sit2 open- topubhcvnew? s i e st s esessesssees et srsssererescsncte

Recreation. Will the proposal result in:

1. An impact »'gon the quality os quanatity of existing recreation2l CPPOMMUANILIES?. . o v v v ecenacsesosns
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Yes :Maybe No

Cuiturzl Resources.
1. #ul the progesal resust i 5e aiteration of or the destrugtion of . prefistornic or.historic archeoloyical site? . D @ [:]

_ ¢pit the proposal cesult on adverss physical oF Jesthetic Jfelts I a prehistoric ar historic building, .
gructure, ¢ object? e e eee e e i eadee dseeesmeaseiceeann iXi J

remgamch & v

A

3. Does ine proposal Nave e potent:al to cause a physical change which would affect unique ethmic cultural

values? . . Wsewseserescsamonvaes tessrsasremenassonensoa fgl !i

4. WAli ihe Droposdl restrict exist:ng sehgious or sacred uses withia the potential impact area? @ E]
Mandatory Findmgs of Significance

1. Does the project have the notential to degrade the quahity of the-environment, aduce the habitat of a fish or
wiidhfe sgecies, cause a fish Jr-wsidhfe population 10 Jrop beldow, self susiains g levels, threaten to eliminate
a plant of ammal community, teduce the cumber-os restnct ihe range of+ rare or endangered plant or
animal or enmenate wmportant examples of the.majoryericds of California history or'prehistory?. . . ... ..

2. Does ihe proect have the potential to achieve shori-term, to the disadvar(age of.long-term, environmental

oo ¥ A R L R L R R R R R R

3. Does the.project have impacty-which are individually limited, but.cumulatively considerable? . ... ......

4. Does the project have envirommen.ai .effects whichuwill cause su bstanual adverse effects on human beings,
eitherdirectly OrindueCtly? . .. . .. caeceveaacsssocoacninsacsesnsasosasssssvonscocsnse
»

BISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (See Comments.Attached)
Feature modification involves construction of 2 300 foot wide,
6,785 foor long frelbreak.

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

Fuelbreak will provide access for .ire fighting vehicles, equipment,
and manpower.

Fire protectlon services will be enhanced and wildfire comntrol will
be facilitaced. .

.
e

In general, the visiting public has accepred the fact that forest
fuelbreaks are a necessary fire protection measure; this may aid in
mitigatine the fuelbreaks' aesthetic impact.

T.1-4.To ke determined by the Stare Qfflice of Historic Preservation
{(Regional Office, UCLA). The s.A.R. indicates that there are

- -

no recurded historical or cultural sites in the project area.

JETERMINATION

In the baus 2f thus imitzal @vaslvaton:

-~ .

53 ;be:mo e 2scposed project COULD NOT have s sigmificant effect cn the environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION wiil
pragared.

—_

3 » fing (hat Sithougn the ropo,ed project courd have ¢ sigmificant eff:ct on the environment, chere -will not be 3 sigt-"ficant effect
M (s Cuse DeCause he Mit:gaison messures deschibed on-an stiacned shest-have Seen added to the project. A NEGATIVE
CECLARATION wiil te prepared. '

fing he proposea project MA Y nave a sgmbicant eff2ct on the &, viranment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPQRY
Arequied, ’ l

‘Dan_Cohen, Envi W%QE?E&@ES‘
Zor the Styte Lieas Comminon AN T
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