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GENERAL LEASE ~ RIGHT~OF-WAY USE

APPLICANT: Ale American Pipeline Company
1321 Stine Road, Suible B~
Bakersfield, California 93309

AREA, TYPE LAND AND LOCATION:
A 0.58%-acre parcel more or less of school land

located near Daggett in San Bernardino County,

LAND USE: Installation, use and maintenance of an nj]
transmission piobeline.

TLRMS OF PROPOSED LEABE:
Initial poriod 30 vears beginning Ociobor 1,
1985

Surety bond: $%,000.

Pub%iec liability insurance: Ccmbined single
limit coverage of $1,000,000.

CONSIDERATION: 3300 per annum; with the State reserving the
right to fix a different rental on each fifth

annivarsary of the lease.

RO TOR COMSIDERATTON:
Pursuant to 2 (ol ddie, Cade 2007,

APPLLCANT STATYS,
N/A.

PREREQUISILIE COMDITIONS, FEES AND FXPENSFS:
Filirg fee has been received.
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mno. 19 (cont'D)

STATUTORY AND OTHER
A .

Bl

AB 8B4 02/2
OTHER PLRIINENT INFQ
1

> e

REFERENCES: .
p.R.C.: Div. &, parts 1 and 2: biv. 13,

Ccal. Adm. Code: Title 2, Div. 3; Title 14,
Div. 6

7/86.

RMATLON
afteor the Coleron/All american Pipeline

Projoct was rovicwed and approved as Minute
Item No. 23 by the State Lands Commission
at its January 31, 1985 .ieeking, it came Lo
the attention of staff that the pipeline
project also crossed State school lands ir
Section 23, TYN, RILE, SpM in San Berpardino
County. EIR No. 209, State Clearinghouse
No. 83110902 was prepared for this project
pursuant to the provision of CEQA, revicwed
and adopted by the SLC at its January 31,
1989 meeting.

This activity involues lands 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 lands are
ngignificant" by nature of their public
ownership (as$ opposecd to v"enuironmental
significant"). Since such declaration of
significance 1is not based upon the
requirements and criteria of pP.R.C. 6370,
et seq., use classifications for such lands
have not be2n designated. Therefore, the
finding of the project's consistency with
the use classification as required by

2 cal. Adm. Code 2954 is not applicable.

Land Description.
Location Map.
EIR/EIS Executive Summary.
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caLenoar TTEM No. 15 (cdurioy

IT 1S RECOMMENDED THAT 1HE COMMISSICN:

1. CERTIFY THAT AN EIR NO. 369, STATE CLEARIMNGHOUSE
NO. 83110902, WAS PREPARED FOR ThiS PROJECT FURSUANT TO THt
PROVISIONS OF CEQNA, CERTIFICD AT THE JANUARY 31, 1985 SLC
MEETING, AND THAT THE COMMISSION HAS REVIEWED AND
CONSIDERED THE INFORMATION CONTAINED THEREIN. THE REGUIRED
CEQA FINDINGS, AS CONTAINED IM CALENDAR ITEM NO. 23 OF THF
JANUARY 31, 1985 COMMISSION MEETIMG, PNAGES 119 THROUGH
119.220 ARE OW FILE AT THE OFFICE OF THE COMMIZSION LOCATED
AT 1807 - 13TH STREET, SACRAMENTO, CALLFORNIA 95814,

REAFFIRM, FOR PURPOSES OF TH1S ACTION, THE ABOVE-REFERENCED
FINDINGS THAT WERE ADOPTED AT THE JANUARY 31, 1985 MEETING,
IN COMPLIANCE WITH CEQA (PRC SECTION 2100 AND ET, SEQ.) nM
THE STATE LLR GUIDI'L INES.

AUTHORIZE ISSUANCE 7O aLL AMERICAN PIPELINE COMPANY OF A
30-YEAR GENERAL | FASE - RIGHT-OF-WAY USE BEGINNING

OCTOBER 1, 1985; IN CONSIDLRATION OF ANNUAL RENT IN THE
AMOUNT OF $300, WLill THE STATE RESERVING THE RIGHT TO FIX A0
DITFERENT RENTAL ON LACH FIFTH ANNIVIRSARY OF THE LEASE;
FOR THE INSTALLAYION, USE AND MAINTENNNCE OF AN CIL
TRANSMISSION PLIPLLINL ON THE LAND DESCRIBED ON EXHIBI1 "A"
ATTACHED AND BY RLILRENCE MADE A PART HERFOF.
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EXHIBIT “"A"
LAND DESCRIPTION W 23559

A strip of California State lieu lands 50 feet wide in San Bernardino
County, California, the centerline of said strip being described as
follows:

COMMENCING at the southwest corner of Section 23, T9N, RIE,
SBM; thence atong the west 1ine of said Section 23,

N 0° 16' E 51.7 feet, more or less, to the TRUE POINT OF
BEGINNING: thence S 81° 08' E along said centerline 328.3
feet, more or less, to a point on the south line of said
Section 23 which bears N 89° 48' E 324.6 feet from said
southwest corner and the end of the herein described line.

END OF DESCRIPTION

REVISED SEPTEMBER 19, 1985, BY BOUNDARY SERVICES UNIT, M.L. SHAFER, SUPERYISOR

(REVISED 09/20/85) LMENDARPAce,?jézl——-»
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EXHIBIT ¢

EIR/EIS EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Yy Piprline Projects EIR/EIS 15 a

r the California State Lands Commission (SLC);

nent of the Interior, Bureau of Land Managemont

is acting as lead agency pursuant to the Californiy

Environments; Quality Act (CEQA) and BLM, as lead 3gency pursvant to Lhe

Nationa) Environmenta) Policy Act (NEPA). SLC, BLM ang Santa Barbara

County have formed a Joint Review Panel (JRP) to direct the completion
of this joint State and Federai decument:,

The Celeron/nyy American  ang Getty Pipaline Projects are pot
dependent vop ool Ciier and eifher op both pipnlings Could be apgiroyvd
by the aiongi s ind‘.'pr-v"'ent]y ef the other. Celrron/ayy hnericen has
epplied rTor r'.‘g.".t-r-:'-*.-,;,' PEImils trom the 6L to crose Federal lang
feneged by {(ha BLH, Forest Service, Figh it Wildiife Scrvice, Ajp
Fores, frvy, and {ha Eureau of heclanation, and from SLC fop crossing

Yand at (. Calovady River,

Gelty hag applicd for npu DErRits from the g1 for Crossing Federy)

Touds man, aeth by BLI apg by the Lus Padres Nalijonz Forest (LPHFY and
for & Conditicnay pep Permit fron Santa Barbara County. goth applicant .,
NUSL receivs U8, A v Corps of Engincers 404 Permits ang Virious crunty
and Joc.) peripits, Sinse the tyvy Prepured projacts 2 indenonde,t or
el athey, authorizetion of the o Rov cpplizations g nol an
cithor/un stin tion,  faeh project rust pe reviviad apd epprovid or
C.ried on jte Gnid merids,
The Lwp Pipelise Piciects woulg Lrausport Outep Continenta) Shaif
(0LS) ang othor Tocally Produced cruda of) ron Lthe Sapta Barbara ang
Santa ilaris Basing ta otlker cruda oi) transpartation hetworks {hat serva
refiners §u the San Jdoaquin Valley, San Frencince, Los Angeles | ang Guli
Conzi arvas, The Celeronsan American Pipeline would transport up to
306,002 barrels per dsy (2p)), The E,ZGO-mile, 24 to 30-1inch pipeiine
vwould trave) Trom Exxon's Proposed Sznia Ypez Unit pProcessing facility
in lae Flores Canyen, west of Sania Barbara, California, acress the
Sierry Fatre Prentaing 1g the {‘:-’.rrsiitl-j, Criitainia e, then gg
A PESE CJ‘II'.,'w.", G e, juisca &S Lo 1 hen 1 the icCatay,
L NI TS (Moo v-2y, Fivee Coty - Pireltine copty . LA ol S AN
Eed 5 a o LA il pipel ine T1om Colly's fronoesed Csnzolidated
Oauta) F:ci?it,\ at Gaviety, west of Santa tarbara (ard & miles east of
Les Flores Canyon), to the Bakersfielg aread (zbout 113 niles),

The Ly Proposals hove sinilar proposcd r\'g:.‘:t-of-wa_vs (ROY) from
the caast (g a terinina) f.*ci]ity at Emidio, SGuL wst of Bak(-rsfield.
Thervefare, they are heipn considercd in the Sale document. Getty's
Consolidated Coasial Fa:i]iiy wWas evaluated in an Lif piepared for Santa
Barbara Caevntly oapg released for DUBIIT review in July, 19€4; that
docurrne g incorporated by reference inlo this EIR/ELS. Exxon's
facifity v a¢ 4180 evalyat e in an LIS/eln preparesd for the County,
released for Bublic review jn April 1734, finalized in July 1934, and js
incerporated by reference into this E1R7E]S.

1-1
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Severa) Pipeline routing alternatives Were Consideregd, The Santg
Maria Canyon routes (one Proposed py Getly ang one by Ce]eron) are
alternatiyes for Crossing the Sierrg Madre &MUntains; the Desept Plan
Utility Corridar js an alternative for Crossing the Calirornig portion
of the Mojave Desert; the Breng, reute is ap alternati ound the Kora
Nationa) Wildljre Refuge (HWR); and the McCame F oute js an
a}ternetive from West Texas. to the Guif Coas ing ine and no
project alternatives vere alse evaluated, i considered but
elinfnatog f1 d analysig included N alternatives
of raiy, and othpp Pipeline trans il dcvelopments and an
alternate Foite acrogs the Siepprg Madre Mountains Lhrough Tunngd Canyon,
The M3rine tankop altevngtjve Yas studied ip tie 049 Transportation Mlan
for Sapts sirbara County (AoL 1984) whiey is incorporated hereiy by
reference, )

1.z ggggéugﬂ4iugquqlggiq]_goncrvg_ggg_lssuo» o[_ggglig_gggzrnvoruv

Comment ¢ en  the Drart EIR/CIS 5 et Severygy areas
environmenta) cencern op i5suns  of publig controvcrsy 'egarding
Celeronszang Anerican ang Cetty Prepesals,

hreas of CIVirsne n g ConLery include;

o Poteniing oil spidge (Crlcran/ﬂ?l foerican and Gty ),

¢ Centivingting o Sreead Ller frun a “il spiny (Celeron/an
Arerican ang Getty),

Buria depin o the Pipeline, at piver Crossing: (Ce?uron/AIY
haerican and Getty),

Effects on  threstonay or envdangared Species fro.n Pipstins
construction (Ce)eron/ﬂ)! Anerican and Gotty),

Loss qr the (azepy tortsjae and its habitat from p
Consiruction (Ce]eron/Al? Ancrican).

Cvoﬁ:fn} the  frys Ralianz Wilddife hfuge (LQ?QP¢4/ﬂ?i

/. Lriren),

Crn;vinu or canstructing tha pPipeline adjacen; ¢4 Furihoy
Planniug Areas within = {he Los Padres Nationa) Forest
(Ce]orcn{nl] Anerican and Gctg/).

Crossinn the Califernig Desert Conservaticn firea (Cei'ron/ﬁil
American).

] The HeCamey (4 Fr

Response- 10 thega arcas of Lencern gpp Presentad iq Sectien 2.3
this Yocuent,

Issues of public controversy Centered op o7l devclopment and
transportation in California, The following Paragraphsg surmarize tha

‘.—..\_.._.\ﬁ
C»J.:’.i‘:’.’l‘.-‘&: Fige \7 5
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major areas of controversy with additional detai) being providag in the
responses o Comments contajned in Section 2.3.  Areas of controversy

include:
[

o . i
petition

in southern California.

Barine tanker transportation versus pipeline transportatinn of
0CS crude oi1,
fiathorizetion “Fane or two crude o) pipelings between tha

Santa Burbars Co st ang tnidic Slation (see Preface).

Tho estingtod voluue of (r3 Crudi 0il  thae Will need ¢t he
Eransport e Trea the Western Sanss Baebary Chinnel any Sanla Mar;a Basin
is currently unresglved, The Californmy Departzent o Conservation

Cosunat 41-9) Sstimates thay, 274,600 orp or Crude oil wil; be Rroduczed,
Vivile the RTS8 B vobiratay 500,000 o eue, ¢y 8 p, The sxace XL TR
and rates o NModuction spe not knzwp bicause of the proprietary natupe
CF theso SU o bintirg Yithin the industry. Hwvevep, both Asplicants havo
Proposed a range of thrcughput 4 for theip pipelines 1o slcommodate g
rangr of fingl ooy Mudection,

-

The fin destinggicng o7 TIL eruge 0il to Lo shippod threogh the

M

propoced Cedoren,n) fooite g Cotty Bipolipag ond Lhe volyae of San

Joarin Valiny Crude o1 1o 1 ST ed py Coloronsan frevican . alzo
unrescivod, Both these istuag wirdba g Celernined by the markey
at the tige the pipolines Cao online SThee bath nioali;
45 Gommon carriers, WCepting o) 1737 any prodecer (pipe
pirmitting),  pe Yiesing wig), 0Lk pipatine cvsters
Vink, Craca,  ang PcCamo;ﬂ, oil Producers Would have the gptinn of
di.cctinq i i) g revinericg yith existing Cepacity viga other
nipelineg, Dihop Propased pipalige rrojects are Presented in Table 2-7
in the S

The Lion g0 tation U5 0TS meg e il by Foipe tanber vepsy,, onshirs
Figedaee 50 Cuntiovey L, 4 SRR & TR, AN INT LVRierming Lratag
am’ pineling LMLpsr qpg el wpitic that could uifecy recreasion,
Sensiiive Rarine  any Lerrestriqg resaurces,  apd the cost gof that
transportation. Unccrt:inty is dsieniated with the cosy 2slimates fop
thn trnnsymrzazlon Of CCS cruon oil. Ipa Lanlop alternalyve YIS strdieg
0 dutajl g the gi Teansporiat s, Ylan fyp santa Carharg County (apr
1464), This EIR/CIS has revic,oeg Sttdivs  that have Malyzed ¢pe
Guestion af Parine tankep trdﬂsnn:tatian. 4 contludos gt this time
that o1 ¢an be moved to viable fwrenis by pipeline at COSLs comparaple
to tankers,
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1.3 HMajor lmpact Conclusions

The Celeron/All American and Getty proposals have potential
significant construction .nd operation impacts. Construction impacts
would rezull primarily from the clearing, trenching, and backfilling
construction activities, and by the presence and needs of the labor
force., Operation impacis would result primarily from potential oil
spills and leaks. Potential impacts bave been analyzed in detail in
Chapter 4 of the Draft EIR/ELS released in August 1984, and mitigation
measures 1o be required of the Applicaals are presenled in Apoenaix 4.1
of this cocuscnt. The mpect summary tables summarize the significant
impacts tr-t weeld result from the censtruct.on and operalicn of the
Celeron/All American and Getly nroposals and the routing alternitives.
This «uocary  dncluces the coamrtted  (reguired) mitigation moasvies
prosewsed 3o Ajnoacix 4.1; ingicated wmumbers voter t0 tha mitigalion
meesire s cevelejea 1o vach disciplipe.  These tables aiso indicate
whathor in,acts wonld still bLe significent foilowing the implerientation
of mitigation measures (i.e., unavoidable adverse impacts).

1.4 fauney Preterred Allsrnotive

Federal  agencies are required by the Council on Environmental
Quai.tv's LIPA azqulations (46 CFR 1362.1¢) to idenlify their preforrod
altevbetive for o preject in the Draft and Final £18s prepzred for 4L,
progeci. T piatersed altevestive 1s ot a final agency decision; §t
15 rather g dndiration of tihe ag:ncy’s preliminaoy preference, Tl
preferoanes ddortitood bolor me thece of the Fedsral lead ageney; in
the «ese of the LiF, the preferencze was identitied by tho Forest

Service and concurres by the GLM.

Construction of one or both of tha preposed pipelines as mitinaled
in this cdocument (rather than no actiecs) is the Federal preverred
alteractive for bhoth the Getty ane Celeron/All faerican pipelines,

The preferved alternative through the LPHF is Santa Maria Canyon
Aiernative O The foro ot Sovvice witl rrauirs Uizl beoth Fipelines be
CounsLitt Loe of @ SRt L e wraer W2 funarize 30 cscls. Hecouse Lo
albure - bive cvedds Tootvar PVormin Ay s, Uore wotia be nn Lot on
Viddeiar o w o watiel, the alternat ve would bive no irpacts on Kebionad
Forest (oopground.  and aveids degradatiion of stream channels. This
alternative has the least disturbance to riparian vegetaticn and is
farther avay frem gold vigle snd prairie falcen nests Tound alean Santa
Faria Canyon Alternrtive A, This alternative offers the greatest
potentiai for ~ense-ling the pipeline froa public view and would have
significactly UbLelter future visval conditions and Visual Quality
Objectives (VGJ) achicvevent levels than the Celeron/Al) American and
Getty preposais or Santa Maria Canyon Alternative A.

The preferved alernative acvose the centiral Hojave Detert. is5 the
Avplicant's prepesed roate rather than the Desert Plan Utility Corridor
Alternative. A pipeline route through designated corricdors would be
nearly tvice as lomg (191 miles rather than 114 miles), far more
expensive to construct due to its length, and would result in more
significant environmental impacis. For cxample, the alternative would

oy =4
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