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RENEWAL OF STATE MINERAL EXTRACTION LEASE

APPLICANT: Moe ‘Sand Company
4501 Tidewater Avenue
Oakland, California 94601

AREA, TYPE LAND AND LOCATION: ,
Tide and submeryed lands in San Francisco Bay,
southwesterly of Angel Island, Marin and
San Francisco counties.

TERMS OF ORIGINAL LEASE: . .
Initial Period: Twenty years commencing

November 12, 1957 and the
right to renew for
successsive periods of ten
years: each, . .

Iinitial Renewal: Ten years commencing
November 12, 1977.

LAND USE: Extraction of sand and gravel for commercial
sale. The annual minimum volume to be
extracted is 50,000 cubic yards. The material
will be barged and unloaded at various upland
1ocations in the bay area where it will be used
for construction purposes.

CONSIDERATION:

Royalty:’ Royalty charged on all sand -and
gravel extracted is calculated
in accordance with the
following formula:

R = 0.03 + 0.10 (C-0.03)
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caLenpar 1Tem no. 19 ccontioy

where R = royalty in dollars
and cents per cubic yard of -
sand extracted.

C = weighted average sales
price of sand per cubic yard.

The last month of the lease
year, or such other period -as
is determined by the State to
be representativa, shall be
used to determine the weighted
average sales price to be
applicable for the next lease
year.

Rental: $1 per acre per year.

PRMPOSED RENEWAL:

Renewal Period: November 12, 1987 -
- November 11, 1997.

With the right to renew for successive periods

of 10 years each at thé sole discretion of the
Commission.

All other terms and conditions of Minéral
Extraction Lease PRC 2036 and subsequent

renewals of such lease shall remain in effect.

STATUTORY AND OTHER REFERENCES:

A. P.R.C.: Div. 6, Parts 1 and 2; Div. 13.
B. 14 Ca%., Adm. Code: Title 2, Div. 3;
Title 14, Div. 6.

AB 884: ‘03/14/88.

OTHER PERTINENT INFORMATION: ‘

1. This activity involves lands identified as
possessing significant environmental values
pursuant to P.R.C. 6370, et. seg. Based
upon the staff's consultation with the
persons nominating such lands and through
the CEQA reuview process, it is the staff's
opinion that the project, as proposed, is
consistent.with its use classification.
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cALENDAR ITEM NO. 1O (CONT'D)

pursuant to the Commission's delegation of
authority and the State CEQA Guidelines

(14 cal. Adm. Code 15025), the staff has
prepared a PrOposed_Negatiue Declaration
identified as ND 426, State Clearinghouse
No. 87101301. Such Proposed Negative
Declaration was prepared and circulated for
‘Egglic review pursuant to the provisicns of
“EQA .

Based upon the Initial Studg, the Proposed
Negative Declaration, and the comments

received in response thereto, there is no
substantial -evidence that the project wilkl
have a significant effect on the
enuironment. (14 cal. Adm. Code 15074(bh)) ..

APPROVALS OBTAINED: o .
United States army-ecrps,of Engineers.

EXHIBITS: p. VUicinity and Site Map.
8. Lease Renewal.
C. Negative peclaration.

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMISSION:

1. CERTIFIED THAT A NEGATIVE DECLARATION, ND 426, STATE

CLEARINGHOUSE NO.'87i01§01,:HAS PREPARED FOR THIS PROJECT
PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF THE CEQSf AND THAT THE

COMMISSION HAG REVIEWED AND CONSIDERED THE INFORMATION
CONTAINED THEREIN. '

DETERMINE THAT THE PROJECT, AS APPROVED, WILL NOT HAVE A
STGNIFICANT EFFECT ON THE ENUIRONMENT. :

FIND THAT THIS ACTIVITY TS CONSISTENT WITH THE USE
CLASSIFICATION DESIGNATED FOR THE LAND PURSUANT TO
P.R.C. 6370, ET. SEQ.

AUTHORIZE STAFF TO ISSUE TO MOE SAND COMPANY, THE LEARSE
RENEWAL ATTACHED AS EXHIBIT “B", SAID RENEWAL SHALL ALLOW
DREDGING IN SAN FRAREISCO gAY, MARIN AND SAN FRANCISCO
COUNTIES FOR TEN YEARS EFFECTIVE NOVEMBER 12, 1987. -ALL
OTHER TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF ‘MINERAL EXTRACTION LEASE
PRC 2036 AND SUBSEQUENT RENEWALS OF SUCH LEASE SHALL REMAIN
IN EFFECT. SUCH PERMITTED ACTIVITY IS CONTINGENT UPON
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carenpar ITEM No. 19 (cont'n)

APPLICANT'S COMPLIANCE WITH APPLICABLE PERMITS, ]
RECOMMENDATIONS OR LIMITATIONS ISSUED BY FEDERAL, STATE AND

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AGENCIES.
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Dﬁ!IBIT “A"

STATE LANDS COMNESSIOH
Réquest to Renew Mineral EXtraction Lease
FRC 20356.1 -
by MOT SAND COMPANY

MARIIY AND SAN FRANCISCO COUTTIES
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E 2F TALIFORNIA
© LANDE COMMISSION

ENEWAL ~ PRC No. 2036.1

‘rhis agreemnnr made and ~ntered into by and between the
Stata oﬁ California <nrough the State Lands Commission of the
State of ea;lfo:nla, party of the first part and Moe Sand
Company, parzy of tne second park, witneaseth.

WHFREA;, by Lease dated che 12th day of Rovefmber 1957
the State granted te Moe Sand ¢ ompany Lease PRC 2036.1 for a
term of 20 yeans,,over;ng certain described tide and submerged
lands situated in the Counties of Marin and San Francisce,
State of California: and i

adEQEAa. wy L2rms orf said Lease PRC 2036.1 the rignht -
renewal f£or successive periods of 10 years egch was granted
upon ‘such reasonable terms ard conditions ashthe State, or
any successor in interest thereto, might 1mg§se, and

,....,;g..

WHEREAS, the cartzes hereto desire to extend said

Leaae PRC 2036.1 as hereinaf*e,r provided.

»avew‘THEREFORn, ~ne pa:- . -s heretd agree as follows?$

Pursuant to Paragraph t§ of State Mineral Extraétion¢
Lease PRC 2036.1 Lessor and Lessee hereby agree to renew
this eas= as amended for a period of 10. years beginning
November 1, 1987 under the same terms and ¢onditions as
previously agreed upon in. this lease.

. -This agreement w111 becone blndlng,on the State only
when approved by the State Lands Comm1381on and executéd on
its behalf. et

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parﬁiés‘héieéo have executed
this agreement as of the date hereafter affixed. i
STATE OF CALIFORNIA -
STATE LANDS. COMMISSION

-~

g ’ W. M. THOMPSON, Chief
) Extractive Development Pfogram

Date
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o EXHIBIT "C" L

" " STATEOF CAUFORNIA . ) - - . GEORGE DEUKMENANGovernor

M = = —== = W

STATE LANDS COMMISSION EXECUTIVE OFFICE

. R 1802 13th Street

LEO T. McCARTHY, Lieutenant. Governor T Sacramento, Califoinia 95814 ]

GRAY DAVIS, an{ralltr o . : . CLAIRE T-DEDRICK

AESSE R. HUFF, Diractor of Finance R N AN/ PN Executive Officer

November 5, 1987
File Ref: PRC 2036

—

NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT NEGATIVE DECLARATION

’ (Section 21092 PRC) i
An applicaticen for the following described project is
currently being processed by the staff of the State Lands
Commission: - T

Project Title: Mineral Bxtraction Lease Renewal - Moe
Sand Company ‘

Project Proponent: Moe Sand Company

Project Location: Tide and submerged lands in -San Francisco

Bay sduthwesterly of Angel Island, Marin
and San Prancisco Counties.

Project Description: Continued extraction of sand and gravei
for commercial save. The average annual
extraction to date has been approximately
48,600 cubic yards. The material will be
barged and unloaded at various upland .
locations in the bay area where it will
be uskd for construction purposeés.

Contact Person: Ted T. Fukushima Telgphone: (916) 322-~7813

A Negative Déclaration identified as EIR ND 426, State
Clearinghouse No. 8710 1301 has been prepared pursuant to the
requirements of the California Environmental Quaiity Act.
The above described document will be considered for

of the STATE LANDS COMMISSION

adoption at a regular meeving ,

scheduled for November 19, 1987, at 10:00- a.m., State Capitol,

Room 447, Sacramento, California. Anyone interested ' in this

matter is invited to comment on the document 'by written

response prior to the meeting or by personal appearance at the

meeting. Persons wishing to appear at the meeting should call.
(916) 322-4107 so that time can be allotted for such appearance.

e et

CLAIRE T. DEDRICK
EXecutive Officer
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STATE OF CALIFOSMIA
STATE LANDS'COMMISSION

NS

Date: October 13,'1§37a.,
File Ref.: PRC 2036

scu No,: 8710 1301

INTERESTED PERSONS

.

" SUBJEGT: Review of Negative Declaration Pursuant to Section 15073 of the Staté CEQA
Guidelines (14 Cal. Adm. Code)

An applicacion is currently being processed by 'the staff of the State Lands Commission
for the following described project: " '

Project Title:  Mineral Extractidn Lease Renewal - }oe Sand Company

Project Proponent: Hoe Sand Company T
Project Location:  Tidg and submerged lands in San Francisco Bay southwesterly -of
) . " Angel Island, Marin and San Francisco Counties.

Predcece descriptions Continued extraction of sand and gravel for comej'\iﬁal sale. The
i average annual extraction to date has been approximately 48,000
cubic yards. The material will be barged and unloaded at various
upland Jocations in the bay area where it will be used for con-

struction purposes.

e S e e L e

A Negative Declaration has baen prepared for the project pursuant to the tequirements of
Section 15070 of the State CEQA Guidelines and is attached for your review. Ybur conrents
are requasted by _ November 15, 1987 , Please address your commeats to the State Lands
Comnmigssion office shown above, with attention to the undsrsigned, Should you hava any

quesjions, you may call me at (916)322-7813, Your cocperation in this watter is greatly
&ppreE_lated.

I

ATTACHMENT
e FUKUSHIMA

Division of Runt;:h Q“
Planning
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA-STA?E LANDS COMMISSION
STATE LANDS COMMISSION

REET
FALIFORNIA 95314

‘.-,\‘5
PROPOSED NEGATIVE DECLARATIOR

EIR ND 426

File Ref.: PRC 2036
_gcuds 8710 1301

’

Project Title: Mineral Extraction Lease Reneval - Hoe Sand Company.
'project Prioponent: Moe ‘Sand Company - -

Project Location: Tide and subrieided Jands in San Francisco Bay southwesteﬂr of
Angel Island, “farin andn San Francisco Counties.

Project Description: Continued extraction of sa
average annual extraction to da en @
cubic yards. The material will be barged and
upland Jocations in the bay area wheve it will

tion purposes.

Contact Person: TED T. FUKUSHIMA Teléphone: . (916)322-»7813

s

This document is prepared pursuant to the requirenents of the California Environwental Quality
Act (Section 21000 et seq., Pubiic Resources Code), the State CEQA Guidelines (Section 15000.

et seq., Title 14, California Administrative Code), and the State Lands Commission regulations
(Section 2901 et sed., Title 2, California Administrative Code). ‘

Based upon the attached Jnitial Study, it has been found thats

E the project will not have 2 significant effect on the environisnte

\ ‘:_7 nitigation measures included in the project will avold potentially significant effects.

~
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INITIAL STUDY
Introduction

Moe Sand Company has requested a ten-year renewal of the lease currently
in effect which authorizes extraction of sand and gravel from state-owned tide
and submerged lands in San Francisco Bay southwesterly of Angel Island, Marin
and San Francisco Counties. The twenty-year lease which was originally issued
on November 12, 1957 contained a provision for renewal for successive periods.
Upon expiration of the original lease, a lease renewal was issued for ten-years
effective November 12, 1977. - ‘

An average of approximately 48,000 cubic yards per year has beep extrac
ted to date. The material will be barged and unloaded at various upiand loca--
tions in the bay area where it will be used for constructjon purposes.
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EXHIBIT “A"

1‘14‘

STATE LANDS c&«ms';siox: R

Request to Renev Mineral Dctmction Lease
PRC 2035 .. .
by MOE SAND COMPANY ‘

MARIE AND SAM m« iCISCO COoTTIES
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B ~.-5TATELANDS COMMISSION

EHVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST - PART U
Foem 13.20 (7/82) . '

cite Rt PRC2036-1

{.- BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A. Applicants Moe_Sand. Company. —

_4501 Tidevaker Avenne. .-

oOaklznd CA 94601

— - PARNERE

Checklist Date: 102 2_ 11987,

contact person:  Linda, Martinezs Dredging, Coordinator.

o —

Telephone: 1_9}6_1_3_22‘:6_3.75 e e e

purpose: _ _Lease _Renewal_awthocizing. extnactian;oﬁ_s_and__and_qnazel—__:_._i

for commerc‘&}::\l _sale.

A

- - o ww mEwa

Location: .. Tide. and_submerged .lands. im&mdscawhezw—-— .

el e ema———

of Angel Island, _Marin and_San_ Francisco Counties.
Description: ‘Cp.r_tpi.rme..exﬁgaétion. of _:sand_.a.nsi;gs.a!e_l_ﬁg

-

annual_ g\i:g;'._rgpg_l_y_q}_u_m_e _to _be _extrgggg__d is_50,000 cubic yards.

The

r commercial sale. _The

material will be barged and _unlog_@e_d _g_ig,,v"a_x_:j_._ggs.p_plang logations .. I

Persons Contacted? | . ~

v W g ———— e LR ———

inp the bay area where it will be used for construction pu:poses.

Do

——

<
~

. Q. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS. (Explaid alt “yes” and “maybe” answers)
- = tAi ‘Earth. Wikt the propdssi result in: ‘
1.-i.lnstab!e earth canditions of changes in geologic sqbstructures?'. . . . Y )
2. Disrumions,disbiaeemém‘s, compacgion, or overcovering of the soit?. . T
3. Change in topography of ground surfzce relief features? . - - «
4. The destruction, covering, or modifict tion of any unique geolagic of physical features?, o oo on e
5. Any increase in wind or water erosion of sails, gither on or off thesite?. ccoveroovocesss2®” v

6. Changes in deposition of erosien of beach sands, or changes in siltation, deposition:or erosian which
modify the channel of 3 river of stream or the bed of the ocean ar any baY, intat, ot lakgmo RN

. .. X CALEN P,
7. Exposure of all peoplc or property to0.geologic hazards. such as earthcuakes, landsiides, m%fg

v

failure, or similar hazards?. . s oo eoo v veosso o AMINUFEPAGE: - - * °
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&
B. .tir. Will the proposal result in:

L3

1. Substantial air emmussions. -or detenoration of ambient air QUality?. . .. .o v v e n.. 245 s engrrevmein G G B

2. The.creation of objectionable odors?

L A A I

000

0‘)’ 3. Alteration of air movement, snoisture r temperature, or any change in climate, either lor"“v ot regnonally?
C. Water. Will the proposal result in: s

03 oOga -ooo

1. Changes in the currents, d¢ the course or direction of water movémierits, in either marine or fresh waters? . .

2. Chmges in absorption rates, drainage pattersis. or the rate and amount of surface water runoff?

e v s e e

M A N R N R R R T

‘

0o 0ooo

3

4, Chtngnmtheamountofsurfacewatermanvwacerbody. et eaeeenecenenn e

8, Discharge into surface ~aters, or in any alteration of surface water quality, including but not fimited to
temperature, dissolved ¢ xygen or turbidity? . sevaneea

Aopvc'Co.bod...hoo».'}v..l.1QCQOQ\

6. Alteration of the direct on or rate of flow of ground waters?

M R A I R A RE R I

00 BE80 B8

7. Change ir the quantity of ground waters, either through direct acditions or withdrawals, or. through.ints:
ceptior of an aquifer by cuts or excavations? . C it ieeas e s aese aae E] [:l E§

8. Substaritial reduction in the amount of water otherwise avalable for public water supplies?

es v er e eV

-
L
i

‘9. Exposure of people or property to water-related hazards such 1as‘!!ooding or tidal waves?

LI R I N BN

’_—J r-'
—.< - —
’:p'
e

10. Significan: chsngesin the temperature flow or chemical content of surface thermal. spnngs. “res '. P <
D. PlanrLife. Will the proposat result in:

1. Change in the diversity of species, or number of 3ny species of plants lincluding treses, shrubs, grass,.crops,
and aquaticplents)?. . ..............

“ e e s v e se e nsevey s e e e s e e

2. Reduction of the numbeurs of any unique, rare or endangered species of plants?.

¢ s e 0o

‘-ﬂ N
h——‘

"
t

3. Introduction ot new species of plants into an area, or in 2 barrier 10 the normal replénishment of existing
species?

o..-.-......-......-.-.-..'-.co.-..--.-.-..-.,g-.-..4-6.@;.;4..-.’}

OO O0n . Do
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4. Reduction in acreage of any agricultural crop?

-..oo--..........--o...-.--il-¢q--ino—ono

E. . nimal Life. Will the proposal result in:

1. Change in the diversity of species, or numbers of any species of animals (birds, land animals including
raptiles, fish and shellfish, benthic organisms, or insects)?

(]
O
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3
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2. Reduction of the numours of any unique, rare or endangered species of animals?. . ctsresucsnanes

L

3. Introducticn of new sp-»c:es of animals into an area, or result in a barrier to the mxgrauon or movemens of
animals?

-~

bl QVQ E] g > EJQ

o-..o-.o'.-qo-pn.--gq-.o..-.'qQq--.n-.-oov'.o---..-.o-.v.v-'g;-ho--t

4 Detersoratmn to existiny fish or wildlife habitat?

R A R I R R IR R I,

F ’mev. Will the proposal result in:

[

s

‘!.lncteasqmexlszingnomlevgls?.......,......‘.,.............. L
2, Exp@sunofpeopleto‘severenoiselevels?..............,.‘.........
G. Light cnd Glure, Will the propasal result in:

1. The production of new light orglare? . . . . .. Cheracsaon

R R I I I N A BT RPA J

1)

O-00 00 58
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e
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H. . Land Use. Will the proposal result in: \ : BRI -

a

t. A substantial aiteration of the present or plannes land use of an area?

&

e \
L I ) P s ecomsccsersasecen
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). Natural Resources. Viill the proposal result in:

" 1. Increase in the-rate of-use-o,f@nyaa_(uml.gesources?. o oo veeroemnonoannnnar o

*Pecerevssevs oo
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- 2, Substantial depletion of any nonrenewable resources?

-
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3. Risk of Upset. Do in: -
f Upset. Does the proposal resultin Ves Maybe NO

1. Arisk of an explosion or the ralease of hazardous substances (including, but not {imited 10, oil, pesticides, - -
chemicals, or radiatiori) in the event of an accident or upsat CORTItIONS? « <« cososomoesvorssoneen? D D m

2. Possible interference with emergency response plan or an ernergency evacuation plaN? c.c cce s e e oy E] D [’ ‘ :
. Population. Will the proposal fesult in: S T

1. The siteration, distribution, density,.cr growth rate of the human population of the ptead ~veecmesnses D El E »

Howsing., Will the proposai result in: ) . ) ’

1. Affecting existing housing, or create a demand for additional hOUSING? oo ssseossomocnesboos®oon® E] E;‘ [E

Transportation[Circulation. Will the proposal resultin: . )

QQ-.o000‘0~‘¢0ny0‘.'pc"b"~o".. .

1. Ganeration of substantial additional vehiculas movement?. c ceoo oo

B
O
&l

o

2, Affecting ¢ tsting parking facilities, or create a demand for new Parking?, . o ccce v oo

s e e

Bl &)

4. Substantial impact upon existing transportation systems? . . .

A s e s e e e se e

4. .Alterations to present pattems of circulation or movement of people andfor goods?

a;c--,-ac-n‘,uco-

§. Aitarations to waterbomne, rail,orairtraffic? ... cooe e et

ocncn-nco.qo,w-oncooo.

8. incresse in wraffic hazards to motor vehi :les, bicyelists, or pedestrians? . . . o0 oo

es s e v e e o

Public Services. Will the proposal have 1q effact upon, or result in 2 need for new of altergd“gmmmmui
services in any of the following areas: . ’

1, Fireprotection? . . eeocecvecrr o

e

3, GchoOIS? cveeescnroosoemee e

&, Pnrksandoxherregrenioﬁalfadliliu?................,.......

- -—-oc..oovgcuoon‘g'pfnomu-o-
- N S

ERE  BBE

O.‘QlQ'.II’Q,.!QO—O..Q.'aQO«.
- ? ’

5. Maintenanca of public tacilities, including roads?. . . .

eaases sk

’

§, Other governmental services?.

Q.I0'!Q.t......ld.‘i,Othovéic

Bl

Energy. Will the proposal result in:

1. Usa of substantial amounts of.fuel or energy?

bl"-"O,QQQQ-GO'Q!I.‘Q0!‘10.0.!’...&'!‘$0.-O.‘

m'm

2. Substantial increase in _dcmand upon existing sources of energy, or require the davelopmant ot.{?jwsoums? .
Urilities. Wil the praposal result in a need for new systems, of substantial alterations to the following utilities:
1.Pow«rormmralgas?........\...........................................'........ D ‘
4. Communication systems? «. oo nscearoc ettt

¢¢¢occo-cﬂt‘o‘.o-conoqiacootooocv

3Wam?

6. Solid waste and disposal? . ...

Human Health. Will the proposal resultin:

1. Creation of.2ny health hazard or potential health hazard {excluding mental health)? ... 2ot 5 cee
2. E:gpmurecfpcoplatopotemlalhu}thh’azatds? T K R E LR L celsavre
R. Aesrfietics, Will the propozal result in: )

1. The gbstruction of any scenicvista or view open to the pubtic, or will the proposal resultin the c’ru'tiog\ of
ananhuicallyoffensivesiteopantopubticview? Cieasessewesens ot eiseesvesicesvaneree

S. Recreation. Will the proposal resuiting

1. An impact upon the quality or quantity of existing recreationat opponunities?. c oo e ! o W

K . Ny
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T. Cultursl Resuurces. 4 . + Yas Maybs No

1. Will the proposal result in the alteration of of the destruction af 2 prehistoric or historic archeological site? . ' D [}3
. 2. Will the proposal result in adverse physical or

structure, of obj

=0 OO0Q& .
3. Does the proposal have the potsntic! to cause 3 physical change which would affect unique ethnic cultural

VAlURS? oo oeosonerres . oo o (_';4

4. Will the proposal restrict existing religious or sacred uses wit}_\in the potential impact T T T AP D EJ B
U. Mondatory Findings of Significance. -

1. Doss the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, reduce the-habitatof 3 fish or

wildlife species, cause tish or wildlife populétion to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten 10 eliminate

s plant or animal community, reduce the number-or restrict the range .of arare or endangered plant oF :
animal or eliminate important sxamples of the major periods of California history of prenistory?. o oo e oot D D E

2. Does the project have the potentiat 10 achieve short-terme, t0 the disadvantage of long-term, environmental

et S SNOUNRISOPRSREEE AU 0ag@E

3. Does the project have impacts which are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? ..o . e oo [:l D G

. 4. Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings,
- either directly of inditectly? ..

111, DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION fSt'yeunmmﬂttwbedf

PR )

11. A2, A6, Cl - Alchdugh dredging can displace sand which
will modify the ocean floor and may alter current movement,
sand and grave shment by qontinued littoral drift has
allowed the ex i of material to continue over the past
30 years without significantly having & negative impact.

-

V.. PRELIMINARY DETERMINATION
On the basis of this initial evaluation:

E)l L:ind the proposed project COULD NOT havc a significant cffect on the environment,:and 3 NEGATNE DECLARATION will
) prepared. .

D 1 find that although the proposed project could have a significart effect on (he environment, there will not be a significant effgct

in this case because the.mitigation measures described on an attached sheet have been added to.the project. A NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.

1 find the proposed project MAY have 3 significant effect.on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT.
is requied. . . .

pate: SO | M /___8'_7.

FortheStitcLan s Com i






