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EXTENSION OF CONSTRUCTION-LIMITING DATES
INDUSTRIAL LEASE RIGHT-OF-WAY USE

APPLICANT: Pacific & Texas Pipeline and
Transporgation Company.
P. O. Box 10656 ‘
Phoenix, fArizona 85016

AREA, TYPE LAND AND LOCATION:
A 0.344-acre parcel of sovereign land in the

historic bed of the Colecrado River, Riverside
County. .

LAND USE: Right—of-way for a crude oil pipeline.

TERMS bF CURRENT LEASE: .
Initial period: Twenty-five (25) years
beginning August 1, 1986.

Surety bond: $5,000.

Public 1iability insurance: Combined single
1imit coverage of $2,000,000.

Consideration: $252 per annum; five-year
rent revieu.

BASIS FOR CONSIDERATION:
Pursuant to 2 Cal. Code Regs. 2003.

PREREQUISITE CONDITIONS, FEES AND EXPENSES:
Filing fee and processing costs have been

received.
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CALENDAR ITEM NO.Q 1 @ (CONT'D)

STATUTORY AND OTHER REFERENCES:
A. P.R.C.: Div. 6, Parts 1 and 2; Div. 13,

8. Cal. Code Regs.: Title 2, Div. 3;
Title 14, Div. 6.

AB 884: N/A.

OTHER PERTINENT INFORMATION:
1. An EIR/EIS was prepared and adopted for
this project by the Los Angeles Harbor
District. The State Lands Commission's
staff has reviewed such -document and
believes that it complies with the
requirements of CEQA.

This activity involves lands identified as
possessing significant environmental values
pursuant to P.R.C. 6370, et seq. and the

project, as proposed, ‘is consistent with
1ts use classification.

At its meeting on September 25, 1986, the
Commission approved a lease to Pacific &
Texas Pipeline and Transportation Company
for the construction of a crude oil
pipeline across a small parcel of
State-owned land within the historic bed .of
the Colerado River. The approved
construction-limiting dates called for a
beginning deadline of December 15, 1986 and
a completed date of December 13, 1987.

Due to delays in other porticns of their
project, which extends from Los fingeles
Harbor to Midland, Texas, the Lessee
requested and received an extension of the
construction completion date to

December 14, 1988 at the March 26, 1987
Commission meeting,

The Lessee has requested a further
extension of the construction-limiting.
dates due tc ongoing delays in their
project. Commission staff has reviewed the
overall project ststus and recommends that

&
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CALENDAR TTEM No® T 4§ (cont'd)

the required deadline for beginning of
construction be extended to August 1, 1990
and the completion date extended to August
i, 1991. A1l other terms and conditions of
the approved lease remain unchanged.

EXHIBIT: f. Location Map.
B. CEQA Findings.

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMISSION:

1. FIND THAT AN EIR/EIS wWAS PREPARED AND ADOPTED FOR THIS
PROJECT BY THE LOS ANGELES HARBOR DISTRICT AND THE BUREAU
‘OF LAND MANAGEMENT, AND THAT THE COMMISSION‘HAS”REUIEHED,
AND CONSIDERED THE INFORMATION CONTAINED THEREIN, AND' HAS

ADOPTED THE FINDINGS CONTAINED IN EXHIBIT B.

N

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

3. AUTHORIZE THE -AMENDMENT OF INDUSTRIAL LEASE - RIGHT-OF-WAY
USE, PRC 7005, TO PACIFIC AND. TEXAS PIPELINE AND
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, TO EXTEND THE DATES FOR THE
BEGINNING OF CONSTRUCTION TO AUGUST 1, 1990 AND THE
COMPLETION OF CONSTRUCTION TO AUGUST 1, 1991 FOR THE
CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE OF a 42-INCH-DIAMETER CRUDE
OIL PIPELINE.
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EXHIBIT "B"

PACIFIC TEXAS PIPELINE PROJECT
CEQA FINDINGS

The significant anvironmental dmpacts of the Pacific
Texas Pipeline Company’s (Pac-Tex) proposal for a crude oil
pipeline from the Port of Los Angeles through California,
Arizona, New Mexico and Texas to existing networks that service
refineries in the U.S. gulf coast and the micdwest, involving

State Lands Commission jurisdiction, are discussed balow.

althcugh the project involves a 1,030-mile. long buried
pipeline, the portion of the project under State Lands

Commission jurisdiction covers enly one-third acre in the
nistoric bed of the Colorado River (lower Sonoran desert
habitat). The impacts were identified in the "Final EIR/EIS
for the proposed Pacific Texas pipeline Project" certified by
the Los Angeles Harbor Department acting as CEQA Lead Agency. o
The findings, mitigations and supporting facts presented below
rely substantially on. this document, but were updated where

appropriate.

as a Responsible Agency, the State Lands Commission is
authorized to require changes in the project, or require
mitigations designed to lossen its envircnmental effects, by
conditioning that part of the project which it must ‘approve
(Sections 15041(b) and- 15096(9) and (h), Title 14, California

edministrative Code).

Pursuant to Section 15091, ca¢, the Commission, acting as
a Responsible agency pursuant to CEQA, finds that for each

significant environmental effect:

Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into the project which avoid - or
substantially lessen the significant environmental effect

as identified in the final EIR/EIS.

The discussion of the project's significant impacts and
their proposed mitigations recommended for adoption by the
Commission is presented under “resource"” headings, with one
s“Finding® and “Facts Supporting Finding" category for each such

heading.
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A. Air Quality

IMPACT: Pollution caused by exhaust from heavy~-duty
construction equipment and fugitive dust from
disturbed areas during construction.

MITIGATION: Use low-sulfer (0.05%), low-nitroger diesel
fuel in  cCalifornia for  cons'truction
equipment and optimize the air-to-fuel
ratios for each piece of equipment to
minimize the formation of NOx compounds.
Have the construction contractor operate
each piece of equipment at {i&s optimum
air-to-fuel ratio. Curtail construction
activities during second-stage smog
alerts. ‘Use fugitive dust control measures
during construction; have an on~-site
inspector assess the nead for dust
suppression, which includes water.

FINDING: The following constitutes changes: or
alterations required in or incorporated into
the project, which avoid ‘opr substamtially
lessen the environmental effect as identified
in the EIR/EIS: Diesel fuel use in
construction equipment in California; optimize
equipment air-to-fuel ratios; curtail
activities during second stage smog alerts: use
fugitive dust control .measures; inspect for
required dust suppression.

FACTS SUPPORTING FINDING: ‘

The use of lower sulfur fuel in California would result
& 75% reduction in sulfur emissions. The use

of low-nitrogen fuel and optimized air-to-fuel ratios would
result in a 30% to 40% emission reduction (SCAQMD, 1985).

Curtailment during smog alerts would provide a small
decrease in precursor emissions on high-oxident days.

Fugitive, K dust control measures would result 4y fugitive
dust reduction of approximately 50% (EPAa, 1977).
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g. ‘Geologic and Seismic. Setting

IMPACT : Ground rupture potential at fault crossings,
including the whittier-Elsinore, san Jacinto

and San Andreas faults. '

MITIGATION: Mitigate potential spills at known faults
by using mechanical design, with seismic
detection instruments. This will transmit

an alarm to the dispatcher to shut down the
pipeline pending investigation. special
engineering considerations (e.q. zig-2ag
construction across the zone) wi 1 minimize

deformation zone pipeline damage'.

. IMPACT: potential pipeline damage from ground
subsidence.

MITIGATION: Design pipeline to accommodate geologic
hazards: include vibration monitoring
system at crossings of known active faults.

FINDING: The following constitutes’ changes  or
alterations .required in or diiicorporated 1into
the project, which avoid. ¢r substantially

lessen the enuironmental effect as: identified
in the EIR/ELS: Use of mechanical design and
seismic detection instruments; design pipeline
to accommodate geologic hazards.

-

FACTS SUPPORTING FINDING: 1‘

Mechanical design and detection would provide faster
system shut down in the "event of @ spill caused by
aarthquake-induced pipeline rupture, and reduce the yolume of
spilled oil.

gpecial engineering considerations would reduce the
potential for pipeline damage and spill volume at - fault
¢rossings.

Special design and construction of the pipeline will
ensure that the pipeline will survive most gechazards.
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C. Groundwater

GroM

IMPACT: a potential 0oil spill could contaminate
sensitive groundwater basins.

NITIG%TIONS: None

FINDING AND FACTS SUPPORTING FINDING:

There are no foasible means of protecting groundwater
pasins in the project aresa. in the event of a low probability

oil spill. . attention must be directed, therefore, to
preuentiue measures designed to preclude such ocsurances.

D. Terrestrial Bioloqay

IMPACT : Loss of palm oases, riparian habitat, oak.
woodlands, 1ive oaks, soapberry tree groves,
ironwood washes, and associated wildlife

species.

MITIGATION: Locate staging® areas for streanm crossings
outside the riparian’ zone; minimize
construction right-of-way (ROW) 1in piparian
zones; oON public lands, require a field

survey by & qualified potanist where data
indicates that sensit species oF
communities may occur 1 16 nstruction
ROW; survey those watercourse crossings
that occur on public lands; alter pipeline
route . oFf transplant plants; minimize
construction grading. and clearing by
flagging the outer limits of the grading
. area; the U.s. Army Corps of Ergineers
(COE) would include special conditions in
jts Section 1G6/404 permit that would be
applied to construction across those desert
streams and washes 1isted in FEIR/EIS

pendix c.1. The measures are included in
FEIR/EIS appendix c.2.

IMPACT: Construction vehicle use off ROW affecting
‘ sensitive wildlife and plants/communities.

MITICATION: prohibit vehicla operation of f the ROW by
construction workers, including
construction work and employee access,

except where specified by the ' landowner OF
land management agency.
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IMPACT: Loss of indiy
habitat.

idual desert tortoises and their

MITIGATION: Prohibit construction worker vehicle
Speration off the ROW; constryct pipeline
acress crucial desert tortoise habitat in
Chuckwalla Valley and in western Arizona
between oOctober and March when tortoises
are hibernating: require 3 desert
expert to be Present duri

. remove any active desert tortoise from the
constructien Row ahead of construction
equipment, ‘and move it ¢to habitat within
100 yards of the capture site: carefully
open burrows within the ROW using hand
tools, and remove

tortoises;
remove tortoises unearthed by the trencher
to an artificial burrow within 10
the capture site; i
the Department of
California; in firizona, yive injured
tortoises to Persons identifieq by the
authorifing officer; provide adequate funds
for costs involved in rehabilitating
injured tortoises ang returning them ‘to
within 100 yards of capture site; where the
Pipeline follows existing Pipeline, use the
existing ROW 8s part of +the construction
ROK and limit new disturbance to the area
needed for

trenching and stockpiling
, backfill. )
FINDING: The Following constitutes thanges or
alterations required

in or incorporated into
+the project, which avoid

or  substantially

ironmental effect ag identified
in the EIR/EIS: Location of

staging areas for
stream crossings outside riparian zZohes;
minimizing construction 4p riparian Zones;
requiring hotanist's field i
public lands; surveying watercourse crossings
on public lands; alteration of Pipeline routes
or plant transplantation; Flagging outer limits
of grading area; COE 10/404 conditic
to construction; Prohibition of of f-RoOW
construction vehicle operation; construction
across crucial desert

tortoise habitat
restricted to October through March;

I CALENDAR PAGE 8 Z.

[MINUTE PAGE 3@9 :




TP A g OUSANANT M AEDA- 1 & IO X AT (DI ETNL NS 3

=3 PRSI e T
NN B ECNIN i T YA SR A S SRR LoT e TS A e

g £xd s
DSt A MTAPAIAETY DI o T IR S8 RS ATIEAN TN £ T SRIAAE

requirement that desert tortcise expert be
present -during construction; safe replacement
of desert tortoise from ROW to habitat within
100 yards of capture site; placement of injured
tortoises with california 0©OFg er, if in
frizona, with personnel specified by
authorizing officer; provision of sufficient
funding to rehabilitate injured tortoises and
return them to within 100 vards of capture
site; limitation of new disturbance to the area
needed for trenching and stockpiling backfill.

FACTS SUPPORTING FINDING:

Limiting venicle use off the ROW would minimize the risk
of dimpacting livestock, wildlife habitat, small mammals,
reptiles:, and important or sensitive vegetation in surroundging
habitats. This measure is vital in desert tortoise habitat.

If construction were limited to periods of tortoise
iractivity, tortoise deaths and injuries would be minimized:
only tortecises hibernating directly in the ROW would e
impacted. Remcu®) of active tortoises from the con=truction
area would ensure survival of these individuals. Relocation
burrows could be successfully constructed with hand tcols and

plvwood,

The total disturbed acres would be minimized by using the
existing ROW (i.e., total area cleared, wildlife habitat lost,
and area to be revegetated),
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