MINUTE ITEM

<9
01/22/87
W 23854
Lane

CONSIDERATION OF AN APPJ ICATION FOR USE OF
SOUVEREIGN LANDS

Calendar Item 19, attached, was pulled from the agerida prior to
the meeting.

Attachment: Calendar Item 19,
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CALENDAR ITEM
A 1 | 01/22/87
19 W 23854
s 1 Lane

CONSIDERATION OF AN APPLICATION FOR USE OF SOVEREIGN LANDS

APPLICANT: Bank of America
Attn: Russell W. Cremer
100 Howe Avenue, Suite 250 North
Sacramento, California 95823

AREA, TYPE LAND AND LOQCATION:
A 5,428+-acre parcel of sovereign land, located
in the bed of Goose Lake, Modoc County.

LAND USE: Cattle grazing.

BACKGROUMND :

The applicant acquired the majority of the uplands adjacent to
the lake bed through foreclosure cn Triple S Ranch, the
previous owner. They believe the lake bed lands to be an
integral part of the ranching operation and that they should be
considered as a potential lessee. They filed an injunction
against State Lands Commission upon approval and issuance of a
grazing lease to Crane Creek Cattle Co. aka Dennis Sheridan.
That lease was set aside pursuant to a court hearing decision.
Bank of america currently has litigation on file in Modoc
County claiming ownership of the subject lands.

AB 884: 03/05/87.

OTHER PERTINENT INFORHQTION:.

i. This &ctivicy involues lands identified as
possessing significant environmentcal values.
pursuant to P.R.C. 6370, et seq. Based
upon ths staff's consultation with the
persons nominating such lands and through
the CEQA review process, it is the staff's
opinion that grazing of cattle is
consistent with its use classification.

(ADDED 01/13/87)
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2. Pursuznt to the Commission's delegation of
authority and the State CEQA Guidelines
(14 Cal. Adm. Cede 15025), the staff has
prepared a Proposed Negative Declaration,
State Clearinghouse No. &§5G91£09. . Such
Propesed Negative Declaration was prepared
and circulated for public review pursuarit
to the provisions of CEQA.

Based upon the Initial Study, the Proposed
Negative Declaration, and the comments
received in response thereto, there is no
sudstantial evidence that the project as
amended will have & significant effect on
the environment. (14 cal. Adm.

Code 15074(b))

EXHIBITS: l.egal Description.

Location Map.
Negative Declaration.

{RDDED 01/13/87)
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"EXHIBET “A®
LAND GoSCRIPTION W 23854

Those portions #f the California State owned lakebed of
Goose Lake, Modoc County, Californix, lying viehh the
following described projected sectional arcas:

T 433, RL3E, NDNM.
Secticons 1, 2, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11. 14, 15, 17, 18, 19,

. 20, 21. 22, 23, 2%, 27, 28, 23.
T 45', Illﬂo MDA,
m“;@n ,‘lo

T 468, R13E, HONX.
Sections. 28, 23, 32, 33.

T 46X, R14E, MOM.
Sections 31, 32.

EXCEPTING THERZTRON any portion thereof lying landward of
ths U.S. Meander Line around Goose Lake. ALSO EXCEPTING
THEEREFMOM any portion thereof lying within State Lands
Commission Lease PRC 6733. ALSO EXCEPTING THEREFROM any
pertion thereof lying waterward of the January 30, 1985.

water level line.
END DESCRIPTION

PREPARED JUNE 13, 1985 BOUNDARY SERVICES UNIT, M.L. SHAFER,
SUPERVISOR.
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EXHIBIT C
STATE OF CALIFGRNIA-~STATE LANDS COMMISSION W 23854

STATE LANDS COMMISSION
1807 ASTUSTREET
RAMENTO, CALIFORNIA Q5814

.
~

PROFOSED NRGATIVE DECLARATION

EIR ND 407
Fila Ref,.: W 23557-W 22854

scu#: 86091509

Projezt Title: GOOSE LARE CATITLE GRAZING
Froject Proponeunt: Bank of America Nagtional Trust and Savings Association/Dennis Sheridan

Project Location: In the bed of Goose Lake within portions ¢f Ssctiomns i, 2, S, 6, 7, 8, 11, S I
14, 15, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 26, 27, 28, & 29, T.45 N., R.13 E., Saction 6, T.45 ¥. N EENK
R.14 E,, Secticus 28, 29, 32, & 33, Te.46 Ne, Rel3 E., and Sectious 31 & 32, T.46 V.. N
Rel4 Eop 211 of MoD.M., Modoc County. (5,428+ acres)
Project Deacription: Seasonal cattle grazing vithin fences lease use ares, svhject to aprde=-
¢ .ment between zpplicant and the Deyartnent of Fish & Game t‘bﬁq‘;ldlltc .

habitat comtrol. e

Contacs Persoa: Telephoua: (916) 322-6877

F .

This document ig preparsd pursuant to the requirewents of the California Eavironmental
Quality Act(Section 21000 et seq., Public Resources Code), the State CEQA Guidelines(Section
15000 et seq., Title 44, California Administrative Code), and the Stata Lands Coms’ ‘sicn ra=
gulstions(Section 2901 et seq., Title 2, California Administracive Cods). .

¥ s
-

BaseZ upen the attached Initial Study, it has been found that:

[ ? the project will not have a significant effect on the environment.

}[g';,f sitization measures included in the p:oj"cc: will avoid potentially significant gt!ﬂcu_.

®
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STATELANDS COMMISSION

ENVIROKMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST — PART 11 File Ref. i %3557 and ‘ S

Form 13.20 (7/82) M ,

SCH #86091509

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A, Ammam“-—penpis Sheridan, P.O;ﬂgnggﬁ, Davis Creek, CA 96108
- Bank of America National
_Agricultural OREC Dept. 100 Howe Avenue, == Suite 250N,
_ sacramento, CA 95823, ATIN: Russell Cremer
Chraciiist Dete: 8. [ 27 [ 86. .
Contzct Parson: Dan _Cohen, 3tata Lands Commission
Telephone: ¢ 916 ) 445-2682

. pupose:, . Gattle grazing
4

Trust and Savings .Association, ._.__ ..

- -— .- - — -

Locanon: 5,428+ acres_in_the bed of Goose Lake, V Modoe _County. _Porgioms of “

Sec, _;.,_2*,_55_,6*7_,,8,‘1_1_._,11;,15,17,18;,_];_9,20,21,@__2_,”2_3,26,27,28,29 T 45N, =~
Cescription: Seagonal cattle grazing within fenced lease use 8 area; applicant il
to enter into agreement with Depart. of Fish & Game for wildlife .. i b
habitat _cant:rcl._

LR
. ParsonsContacted:  DORL Weidlein and Tom Stone ,_Wildlife Biologists, Dept. of

- .
- - . ox - . ————  — ———— ——— - - -‘.\g -
— o 2 Y e e

Fish and Game; Pam Townsend, Plammer, ‘Modog_Co._Planning Dept. . ...—
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS. (Explainall “yes” and “maybe” answers}
A. Earth. Will the proposal result in:

frin7 RE

[+

§
)
¥

FREREF

B |klds Doooo:

1. Unstable warth conditions of zhanges in geologic substructures?

cl,,pd

. Dissuptions, dimhcommu.zcompmion, or overcoverning of the soil?

. Change 1n topegraphy of ground surfzce relief features?

bpams 0T

. Yhe destruction, covenng, ar modific: tion ef any umiqua geologic or physical = Jtures?
é

K

ooooo

. Any increase in wind or water erosion of sails, either on of off the site?. . - K

. Changes in deposition or erosion of beach sands, of Changes in silsation, depositon or
modify the chaanei-of 3 nver or stream or the hed of the ocean or any bay, inlet, or 2

A ]

3

Exposure of all people or property to geologic hazards such 3s earthquakes, landslid
tallure, or similar hazards? PP

-

i
£

N




B. .tir. \Will the propossi resultin:

1. Subgtantial air emmussions or deterioration of ambient air QUatItY?. c ittt e
2. The creation of objectionable odors?. .... . . ..
3. Alteration of air movement, moisture-or temperatare or any change in climate, either locaily or regionally?.
Water. Will the proposal resuitin:

1. Changes in the cusrents, or the course or direction of water movements, in ei\her marine or fresh watsrs? . .
2. Changes in absorption rates, drainagz-patterns, or the rats and amount of surface watar runef?. ... . ...
3, Alzerations to the course or flow of flocd waters? .. ... . et escsenrecssenaaateann
4, ChmgeInthemun:ofsurfacewaterin«mvwaterbody? Ceseeressseesrsane i erenne

5. Discharge into surface waters, or in any alteration of surface water quality, mcludmg but not limited to
temperature, dissoived ¢ xygen or turbidity? . hieeseeaurestnceaneenonns

6. Alteration of the direct on cr rate of flow of ground watars?. . . e eesersrseranrunes

7. Change in the quantity of ground watess, aither through direct additions or withdrawals, or through inter-
ception of an aquifer by cuts or excavations?

8. Substantial reduction in the arhount of waier otherwise available for public water supplies? .. ... 0000

9. Expasure of people ar property to water-related hazards such as flooding or tidal waves? .. .. .. .F cesase

10. Significant changes in the temperature, flow or chemical content of surface thermal springs?. . . oo v v e n s

D. Pl Life. Will thlkptopoul result in:

1. Change in the diversity of species, or number of any species of plants (including trees, shrubs, grass, crops,
and aquatic plants)?. . . cevesacrearrarans sevesacrrsensasasreny

2. Reductina of the numbers of any umque, rare or indangered speciesof plants?. . .. . ... ... vnaees

3. iIntroduction of new species of plants into an area, or in a barrier to the normal replenishment of existing

4. Reduction in acreage of any agricultural Crop? . . v cveve v et s et aanaartrsensaasnrence
€. . Animal Life. Will the proposal resultin: :

1. Change in the diversity of species, or numberss of any species of animals (birds, land animals including
reptiles, fish and shellfs's, benthic organisms, or insects)? . . ... ..

2. Reducticn of the numbars of any unique, rare.or endangered species of animals?. .
- -"y

3. introduction of naw spacies of animals into an area, or result in a barrier to the migration or movement of

BIMNAIST v v v e veveocnasoanosocsassnaaacesoursassvosnnsosesssasasencsanassos

4. Deterioratian to existing fish or wildlife habitat?. . . . ewemeserssareassacsasesasanecsse
F. Noise. Will the proposal resuit in:

1. Increase in existing neise levels?. . . . . B

2. Exposure of peogie w sevace noise levels? Ceeeeeseetviasienenonuraaeseneaenes
G. Lithtand Glare. @m the proposal resulit in:

1.'fheproductionofdewlightorglare?.... . . .
M. lLand Use. Will the proposal result in:

-L Aksuhmuml alteration of the present or planned landuseof 2narea?. . . .. .. coveveeeeranrorone )
1. Naiural Resources. Will the proposal result in:

1. Increase in the rate ot use of any natural resources? .

o 2. Substanrial deplet:on of aoy nonrenewable resources? . .. ... N i et ivesenseana

HEH

OO0 Oono 0oo §
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Cuitaral Resonrces, Yes Msybs No ;

1. Will the proposal result in the alteration of or the destruction of a prehistoric or historic archeological site?. [ | [] R

2. Will the proposal result in adverse physical or aestheuc effects 10 & prehistoric or historic building, l,.__..
SHUCRRS, OF OBRCTZ. . o e e OO 3

3. Does the proposal have the potential to cause a physical change which would affect unique ethniccultural - -

4. Will the proposal restrict existing religious or sacred uses within the potential impactares?............ D D E?S
Manda:ory Findings of Significence.

1. Does the project have thy patantial to degrade the quality-of the environment, raduce the habitat of 3 fish or
wildlife speciss, cause a fish o. wildlife population 1o drop below ceifsustaining fevels, threaten to eliminate
a plant or anims! cemmunity, reduce the-number or restrict the range of a3 rare or endangsred plant or
animal or eliminats importent exampies of the major periods af Califoria history or prehistory?. . . .. . .. [ ] X

2. Does the project have the potental 10 achieve short-term, to the disadvantage of long-term, envircnmental

3. Does the projact Have impacts which are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? . ......... EI D Ef_}

4. Coes the project have environmental effacts which will cause substantial iverse effects on human beings,
sither directly or indirectiy? B )
L

Hl. DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (Ses Comments Attached)

E.3. Gtaziu*.agti.vit:y nas historically occurred in the area.
E.4, V.1 Ssge / ‘dendum

P.3 No 72w water systems required for this activity.

IV, PRELIMINARY DETEAMINATION
On-the basis of this initial evaluation:

D tl“:im:! the propasd project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE GECLARATION wilt
) prepared.

EH i find that although the progiased praseet could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be asignificaat.effect-
it this case because the mitigaticrt v yras described on an attached shest have been added to:the project. A NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared. h B

cN
D ! find the propesed project MAY nave a significant effect on the environment, aud MRAERFSL IMPACT REPO% :

vl

is requisd. e :

: = ‘-"’-s_-r .

. Dan Cohen vl
Date: 8 ;27 , 86 e Envir. Specialist

For the State Lands Cof 1

-
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3. Risk of Upset. Dtes the proposal result in:

1. A risk cf an explosion or the releass of hazardous substances (including, but not limited to, oll, pesticidas,
chemicals, or radiaticn) in.the event of an accident or-upset conditions? ... .. ccavececcoorecsrons

2. Poss ble interference with emergency response pian or an emergency evacuation plan? . . L. cecenscas o
¥. Populaiion. Will the proposal resultin.

1. The alteration, distribution, density, or giowth rate of ths human population of thearea? .....cooeees

0
0
=

L. ZJousirg. Will theproposal resuitin:

O
O
4

1. At ssing sxisting housing, or create ademand for 24ditional HOUSING? . . .. eveveercene eeeaenaes
Transpertavion]Circulation. ‘Wil the pmposal' resultin:

1. Ganerationbfsubshnﬁaladdiﬁoﬁdadﬁwhrmvmm?... Weeesensseacscssssanencssssnesns
2. Affecting existing parking facilities, or create a demand for now PAKINGT. o ceveansssonveasnssenven

- g

3. Substantial impact upon existing transportation SyStems? . .. ... vereceneacomeccraen ponns
4, Nteraﬁomtopmnzpammsofdmmimcrmvmnniofpnophandl«goods? ceveccarsasenane
5. Alterations to waterbormie, rail, orairtraffic? . . ... ii e iieiiiieeee soecncenetereenes

5 B PR

6. !ncreasaintrafﬁchawdstomotorvehicies,bicyc!isé,orpodmims?. teasacsesressesaccavsena

Pubdlic Servives. 'Will the proposal have an effect upon, or result in a nued for-new or dtersd governmentsl
sarvices in any of the foliowing areas:

nooono
OO0 000000 000000

RE HER

3, Fir@PIOLECHONT . vusvrassssessecsssacsossnsoassessesososeotasecuasesacscncces

» * . )
2. Police protaction et itvesecessmeceeceatsssrarasanasssssereresessssr e

»

3.8ch00lT . . ine ceiecaasseescesssanen Cveceessesavesesssesrsseseasensre

4, Parks and other recreational facilities?. ... .o .o Ti vttt riiettsccscces o e

o

AREE

5. Mainterance of public facilities, includingroads?. . ... oo cvevvicnecoinnernnttonsrsceonon
€. Other GOVrNMENtal SErVICSY. . . . oo ccreovecnocoosrnnsasasososartonotsseonronssmers
Energy. Will the proposal resultin:

1. 1112 of substantial amountsof fueiCrenergy?. .. cocverveerevrrsnsresccrsrrecnroansnnnss

’

2. Substantiai Incroase in demandupon existing sources of energy, or require tha dévdopsmtef‘miwsw.!m? .

H

Ucilities. Wil uw?ﬁmpow result in a need for new systems, or substantisl alterations 1o the tollowing utilities:
1. Power ornatUrBl Qas?. . . ...t o cvnsven er et eenanotses ettt TS

2, COMMUNICALION SYSTEMS? « « v cccvvoranosnsssnsnosansesnanevessoerd scscotonsensocs

ooooDno

=

3. Waler). « e s nvossoveaveorsisssssvsassersesessaresssercsanersseanacccsetonsnas

4. Sewer OrSePCIKS? ... oo iuasrrocencrseacsenaw® losaiieatienccianarecoerennt

2

B, SIOrMWAtEr ArdNagED « . v v cvva-soacnosnnnes sssssssnsiroessarasannerecrser cs

6. Solid Waste A QISPOSAP « .« s v e enneensneesansannaan e s aa se st sy oot
Q. tuman Health, Will the propossl resuitin:

1. Creation of any Realth hazard or potential heaith hazard {sxcludingmental health)? . .oo.oeeeeeennn.

~2
=

2. Exposure of people to poteati® » . "1 hazards? . ...

O
0
0
)
O
.
0
O
g
C
a
o
O
O
O

oo ,
Fe BERERS

Aerschetics. Wil the propesal result int

¥. The obstiotion of any scanic vista or view open to the pubilic, or will tive proposal resuit'n the crestton of
an sesthetically oifensive sitsopen topubiic viewD? .. .. i crenrane cvorrneveresencmeres

Recreation, Will the proposal result in:

1. An impact upon the quality or quantity of existing recreational o;;ponunities?. cees feosevessens w
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E.4/V.1

File Ref.: W 23557
/ Y. 22854
SCH #86091+%° ~

ADDENDUM TO ENUVIRONMENTAL IMPOCT ASSESSMENT

In order to mitigate any adverse impact this
proposed grazing lease may have on wildlife habitat,
the prospective lessee will be required under terms
of the lease to enter inta #n agreement with the
Department of Fich and Game (PFG). The DFG will be
authordized under this agreement to eliminate acreage
from grazing use by erecting fence enclosures around
selected 10Q-acre parcels to control foliage growth
for wildlife habitat management.

Furthermote, DFG, by terms of a lease authorized oy
the State ‘tands Commission on June 26, 1985, may
take whataver r2asonable steps necessary to exeprgsi®
7 .ildlife <control and management on che .Jands
nwolued in the proposed grazing actiwity. ©oC
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