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or, identifying arces that constituted the "best” habitat for these taxa. Our conclusion thea:
surveys were being conducted with this extromely limited focus was comoborated in
conversallons with Uptain end Hunsen. Concerns reganding speclfic resources are {temized

below:

°

Tchachapi slender sgalamander. The st stiking fuct concerning this oryunism is the
near complete lack of documentation of populations, distribution and habitat
requxremcms. Thc pm.uary source of {nformation on this taxon remalns the Peterson
12 10 & and Ampoibjans. Aseich the majority of information on the
life h!.sxory wd mqulremcxm I mw,dmul lurgely derived from the few persons who-
have conducted reseusch on them, including Mr, Hansen. Mr, Hansen indicated in’
the field that he estimated the best habitat for this species was located oif the project
site in the understory of & mixed weodlund largely dominuted by buckeye (Aesculus
californica), on north-fucing, shaded slopes trending into the cunyon, When qu
on the rativnale for dstennining "best" habiey, the response was that this Is w
peopie had locked for the orgunism und found it. In addition, it was noted thut these
slopes contuined sufficlent ares of mesic bubitat thut even with climutic fluciustivn,
the species could pervist in reduced numbers. Our response to this 16 thet these
tlopes were not surveyed oxcepl by binoculans from a distance of at least 200 meters
and conditlons ai the surface could not be evalusied. For exampie, we do not know,
suil moisture or leaf litisr secumulution on the slope,

If we susumne (and we do not) that the siopes identified by Hansen do in fect
constiiute the best and largest habitat In the area, It still does not preclude he-use of
other urens, the canyon north of Juck Springs for exumnpie, by this unimal, Ity a fsct
s during Umes of covironmental stress such as drought, organisms will persist in
refugia of less than ideul habitut thut contuin essentlel elements for completion of
their life cycls, The canyon under conideretion fur the alternatlve pipeline route
contuing all of the ¢loments iduntified by Hansen and others consulted a5 habiat
feutures for this aslamnander. Because of the size -of the drainage, moisture sl
persisis hers on lowsr slopes although ke general are is ln proloaged drought
conditions.
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We bellevs that tho proposed alignment crossing this drainage could result fn
significant losses of individuals and habitat for the Tehachap! slender salamander.
The full extent of this impuct should be determined and appropriate mitigation
developed before any pipeline alignment iy adopted us the chosen route.

Additiona! Sensitive Anjmul Tuxs. The limited scope of the surveys 1s bopelessly
inridequate with regard to sensitive anfmals. T appsars that only a cursory records
sriarch was the busly for the idendficution of all potentiully occurring sensitive
unimals. In the brief time we have hed to study this area a number of concerns
surfacsd for which the caviroumental documentation provided no answers. These

inciude:

At lesst four speeies of migrutory buts that would likely utitlzo the ares, Iicluding
susgs or hollew, lving tress that would bs removed as a conscquence of the
project;

The Tehechapl pocket mouse, that s known to be of scattered distribution
between Tehachupl Pass to the eust and Mu Pinos 10 the southwest of the

proposed alignment;

The Tehachspl Mountin silverspol butterfly (Speyeria egleis tehachapina) a
fedaral candidats for listng ss endungered. Almost nothing is known of this
taxon cxcept from older oolloctions.

We believe thut 4 thorough analysis of these and other potsntially occurring sansluve
taxy miuet be conducted prioe W the adopiion of any slignment for the propossd

pipeline,
Sensitive Plant Specles. The speed with which the survey was conducted would

imply that ov effort wus mude 10 compils 2 vumprehensive inventory, or even ¢
detniled descripion of plant comsnunity types. Aceonding to Uptalg, the focus of the
survoy by Disne Mitchell was essentially exclusively on the Calico monkeyflower
an snnual of rocky areas and dry slopss in the Tehuchupi runge, This specivs it
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unlikely to be visible at this time, and even d2ad, standing material muy not be in
evidensce owing to the prolonged drought,

The potental exlste for-many plants of varylng sensitivity 10 oceur in the area, The
Tehushap! runge i & 2one of dynamic convergence for plant communities between
the Sierra Nevada to the north and the transverse ranges to the south. In addiuon,
plant species from the Mujave Desert and the Sun Joaguin Valley occur here, To
conclude thut there are po sensitivitics other than one for which records exist does
not serve the process of impaci analysis. Very little seseurch bas been conducted in
this area and oven less has been published. Although the same concerns would apply:
t0 & numbser of alternative routes through the generul uren, we belicve thut it is oot
appropriate {0 approve this rouie or any route across the Sutions’ property without
extended stedies over the spproprinte seasuns to docurment the flory of the route and

evaluals impuols Lo sonsitive plant specles, Q

3. Conchiftug

After review of the docutnentation for this projact and assessment of tie focus and level
of detall for the surveys conducted, it fx our conclusion thut environmenta! documsntation is not
in compliance with the lenter or inwent of CEQA. The luck of effurl 10 documsnt and assess
impacts to the resvurces on CZQ Runch and the deferral of site-gpacific evaluatlon to later
studies Is Inappropriate and not supportble. The deferral to Asture studies would not weeur until
such ime uy an dignment is adopied and vpliony fur avoidunce and mitigation are lmiied.

We belleve that the fssuer mised in our previous letter have not been resolved. Further,
we believe that po discretivoury activn on the proposed pipsline should b» teken untl the full
extent Of biologlcal Linpacis I3 assessed and preclse mltgation 1s developed with complete

assurance of implementation.
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Thank you for the oppostunity to be of servicoe regurding this project.

Sincerely,
FUGRO-McCLELLAND (WEST), INC.,

Tim Laughlin
Natural Resources Progrant Manager

cc:  Mr, and Mrs. Robernt Sutton




E

N Uessuly DN
City Atomey
. BOYLE ENGINEERING
City Engineer
TEXR. SHEHAN
Public Wo:&s’Supafhmms
A A ANTHONY
Fre Chigl
CHRISTOPHER GRIMES
Ciy Pianner
RCSE B. CORD-FRENG
Ciy Trasurer

State of California
State Lands Commissicn
Att: Mary Griggs

1807~ 13th Street
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State of California
‘State Lands Commission
February 27, 1981

Page 2

In the future when your agency is invoived in land use planning
activities within the Tehachapi Valley please notify the cCity as
soon as possible so that concerns of the City may be brought to
your attention. Please send a copy of the Final EIR to me as well.

Sincerely;

Christopher Grimes
City Plannei
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Jaan Prel

Star Route 1
Box 2575
Tehachapi, Ca
935581

March 4, 19291

State Lands Commission
Mary Griggs

1807 13th St.
Sacramento, Ca. 95814

Reference: Mojave Pipeline Co. Routing
Gent lemen:

The Mojave Pipeline Co. has proposed che
construct a natural gas transmission pipeline crossing
fand in which | have a vested interest. The land is
locsted in the Tehachapi area of California. Please
see enclosed map for proposed routing and the
preferred (by my family) route. The property ranges
from meadow to moderate slepe with oak trees. An
existing 32" pipeline operated by FG &E crosses the
property with a 13' wide easement.

The Mojave flipeline Co. proposes a route which
follows the PG & € sasement for oniy & portion of the
way through my property. The deviation of the route
from PG & E casement enters steeper terrain and
crosses a wodded ridge line which will result in the
destruction of approximately 20 oak trees ranging in
diameter froin 8" to 36". The width of the propozad
easement is 50°' for the 42" pipeline.

I strongly object to this route through my
property because the property is already devalued by a
similar pipelinae carrying the same product. If the
additional capacity is absolutely necessary, the
expansion line should follow the exact path of the
existing line sharing the easement where possible to
riinimize damage tc the property. The new route will
destroy necdlessly, about 20 oak trees which are not
replaceable in a lifetime. The PGEE route has already
cleared the trees for what appears to be adequate
width to install another pipeline. The Mojave
Pipeline is proposing an easement of 50° with a 100°
temporary easement. 1 do not understand why PGSE can
operate with only 15’ and Mojave "needs™ 50°,

On a nore personal side,the propeosed route wil)d
destroy several excepticnal ridge line home sites,
with commanding views and mature oak trees. My family
has been holding this land as a long term investment
for future development. The lan allows the pipeline

CALENDAR PAGE

MINUTE PAGE___ B 5 B




2

to disregard the intended future use in valuing the
worth of the take. Now the value is based on the
present use which has the sppearancs of being somewhat
unfair to those who are invested in this property for
the long term. Those lovely sites will be acquired at
acreage price since they are not , arceled out.
The future use of ths land will require the
construction of access roads which will cross the
pipeline. The Mojave Pipeline is proposing a depth of
cover to be 36". This depth will no doubt cause extra
expense for the construction of access rcads in a
future development. I believe that the Mojave
Pipeline Co. should cover their pipeline with €0" to
minimize my future expense in dealing with thas
unwanted intrusion and for maximum safety for those
using this land.
My property lies in a natural pass which will no
doubt bs the target for future transmission lines and
pipalines. if each line is allowed to consume a 50°
separate easement without paralleling its predecessors
the property will become worthless. It would se=n that
this is the time to require these projects to be
coordinated in an effort to minimize the losses to the
public in selecting the routes.
Please consider my objections to the Mojave *ﬂ‘
pipelina Co. proposed route and assist in minimizing QQ,
the impa:zt of this project upon me and my family.

Sincerely, ﬁ,@a.&, ,{p/u_/d
For /7/ Are vy//e’&m'l 7%}10:
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CERTIFY AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT,
APPROVE LEASES FOR RIGHT-OF-WAY USE AND INDUSTRIAL USE,
APPROVE DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY

APPLICANTS:
Kern River Gas Transmission Company,
a General Partnerskip
P.O. Box 58200
salt Lake City, Utah 84158-0900

Mojave Pipeline Company, & General Partnership
P. O. Box 1492
El1 Paso, Texas 79978

Mojave Pipeline Company, 2 General Partnership and Kern
River Gas Transmission Company, 3a General Partnership, as
co—-lessees

P, O. Box 1492

El Paso, Texas 79878

AREA, TYPR LAND AND LOCATION:
Three (3) parcels of school langd and two (2) parcels of
sovereign land.

LAND USES
Installation, operation, and maintenanci of a natural gas

pipeline system and the installation, operation; and
maintenance of metering and maintenance stations.

PERKMS OF PROPOBED LEABES:
Thz propcsed pipeline project will require the issuance of

the following five leases:

(1) Xern River Gas Transnission Company lease of school
iands located in San Bernardino County.




Mojave Pipeline Company lease of sovereign lands at the
Colorado River ncar Topock, Arizona.

(3) Mojave Pipeline <ompany lease of school lands at
Daggett located east of Barstow.

(4) Mojave Pipeline Company and Kern River Gas Transnission
Company as co-lessees of school lands located near
Daggett.

(5) Mojave Pipeline Company and Kern River Gas Transmission
Company as co-lessees of sovereign lands at the Xern
River in the city of Bakersfield.

Initial period:
Thirty (30) years beginning March 7, 1991.

Surety bond:
$5,000,000 for each lease, to be reduced to $506,000
after full compliance with all ‘mitigation measures and
compensation agreements.

Public liability insurance:
Combined single limit coverage of $5,000,000 during
construction to be reduced to $1,000,000 after the
completion of construction.

Special lLease Provisions:

1. The following conditions have been added to the Lease
and the lease shall be found to be in default if any
are not net:

(a) Lessee shall comply with all mitigation measures
and the mitigation monitoring pian adopted by the
Commpission or any other governmental agency pursuant to
the CEQA.

() Lessee shall enter into a legally bhinding
agreement with the Department of Fish and Game prior to
the start of construction which requires scquisition
and transfer to the Department of Fish and Game, or to
an agency or land conservation organization acceptable

CALENDAR PAGE
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CALENDAR ITEM NO. Q € (CONT'D)

Fish and Game of desert tortoise

ave desert, Mojave ground
squi 3 the westexrn Mojave desert, and
habitat for 13life species in the San Joaquin
valley.

{c) Lessee shall deposit wit pepartment of Fish
and Game letters of cre ition of
compensation jands and funds for habitat improvement
and long term maintenance on trhe acquired lands.

(4a) Lessee shall comply with the spproved cultural
Resources Management plan and Historic properties
Treatment Plan.

No construction will be allowe
pMitigation and Acquisition agr
nt of Fish and Game,
State Lands commission has been e
nvolved.

ILessee shall provide Lessor with nas-built" plans
within one year after completion of construction of
authorized improvements.

CONSIDERATION:S
KERN (§chocl Lands): $ 8,300 pex annum; with the State
reserving the right to fix a different rental on each fifth

anniversary of the lease.

M¥OJAVE (SOVQreign Lands): $190 per annum; with the state
reserving the right to fix a different rental on each f£ifth
anniversary of the lease.

MOJAVE (Schocl Lands): s250 per annum; With the state
reserving the right to fix a different rental on. each fifth

anniversary of the lease.

KERN/MCJAVE {sovereign ards): $230 per annum; with the

.

$taté;reserving the right to 7ix a different rental on each
fifth;annivexsary of the lease.




RERN/MOJAVE (School Lands): $556 per annum; with the State
reserving the right to fix a different rental con each fifth
anniversary of thé lease.

BABI8 ZOR COXNSIDERATION:
Pq;suant to 2 Cal..Code Reg. 2003.

APPLICAMT STATUS:
Applicants are common carriers.

PRERBQUISITE CONRITIONS, FEES AND BXPENSES:
Filing fee and environmental costs have been received.

STATUTORY AND OTHER REFEREHCES:
A. P.R.C.: Div. §, Parts i and 2; Div. 13.

B. Cal. Code Reg.: Title 2, Div. 3; Title 14, Div. 6,

AB 884&:2
MOJAVE - 03-18-91
KERN - 12-17-91

OTHER PERTINERT INPORMATION:

1. The proposed project will transport natural gas
supplies from various sources outside of California to
the Bakersfield, California, area for use in enhanced
cil recovery (EOR) and non-EOR projects. Producers of
crude o0il in the San Joaquin Valley would use the
natural gas as boiler fuel to create steam which would
be injected into the cil fields to procduce crude oil
not recoverable by primary methods. The producers
currently use crude oil and a limited amount of natural
gas for steam generation.

The project proponents, Mojave Pipeline Company
(MOJAVE) and Kern River Gas Transmission Company (KERN
RIVER), have proposed to construct and operate a new
interstate system made up of components of both systens
which they had previously proposed individually. This
proposal would result in a merger between MOJAVE and
KERN RIVER into a joined project with common facilities
that both applicants would use to transport natural gas
to Kern County.

CALENDAR PAGE
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The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) as the
federal Lead Agency under the Natign\l Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) has already apprd :d and certified
the pipeline routes for the KERM and MOJAVE projects. -

The proposed Mojave facilities consist of approximately
159 miles of 30-inch diameter pipeline extending from
the area near Topock, Arizona to the point of
interconnection with the KERN RIVER facilities near
Daggett, California.

KERN RIVER is constructing a 676 mile long 36-inch
diameter pipeline from Wyoming to the interconnection
point at Daggett.

The jointly owred facilities consist of approximately
225 miles of 42-inch diameter pipeline extending
westerly from the Daggett interconnection point to the
Bakersfield area.

The State lands involved in this propcsed project
consist of crossings at the Colorado and Kern Rivers,
1.92 miles of right of way on three parcels of state
school lands, and a metering and maintendnce facility
approximately 3 acres in size at Daggett:.

Although staff is recommending the issuance of leases
for the pipeline rights of way and the metering
station, staff is currently negotiating the sales of
easements across the school land parcels to the
pipeline companies. Staff also proposes to sell in fee
the school land parcel occupied by the metering
stations at the interconnection point. When staff and
the pipeline companies agree upon suitablz terms for
these sales, staff will return to the Commission for
its approval.

The Commission, as the CEQA Lead Agency, is required to
monitor the lessee's compliance with the mitigation
measures. The FERC has also requested the SLC to
monitor the applicant's compliance with environmental
mitigation measures required by the FERC. Currently,

CcALENDAR PAGE. 220 ..
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the Habitat Mitigation and Acquisition agreements are
being finalized with the pipeline companies, the
Department of Fish znd Game, and the Bureau of Land
‘Management. Staff is requesting authority from the
Commission for a delegation of authority for the
Executive Qfficer teo enter into the Habitat
Mitigation/Acquisition agreements. Being a signatory
to the Habitat Mitigation and Acquisition Agreements
will allow staff to coordinate its monitoring
activities associated with construction and post
construction with the Department of Fish and Game and
the Bureau of Land Management.

Pursuant to the Habitat Mitigation/Acquisition Plan,
the pipeline companies will be required to acquire
dasert tortoise habitat to compensate for the related,
unavoidable impacts of thieir proposed project. Staff
has identified numerous: State School Land parcels as
being located in areas of high density desert tortoise
habitat. As indicated previously, staff is negotiating
with the pipeline companies for the sales of the schionl
land parcels having desert tortoise habitat.
Additionally, skaff is in consultation with the
Department of Fish and Game to determine which of these
parcels will be acceptable for acquisition pursuant to
the Habitat Mitigation/Acquisition Plan. Upon
identification of such school land parcels and upon
agreement with the pipeline companies, s%aff will
presant the terms of the sale to the Commission for
consideration and reguest approval of the sale, and
issuance I patents in conformance with all applicable
laws, rules, and regulations. The monies to be ,
received from these sales would be deposited into the
School Land Bank Fund to benefit the State Teachers
Retirement System (STRS). It is anticipated that
negotiations with the pipeline companies will benefit
both the applicants and the STRS.

History of Environmental Document Preparation

The docunment discussed below is a Joint EIR/EIS
prepared by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
(FERC) pursuant to the Naticnal Environmental Policy

[cALENDAR PAGE 271
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SALENDAR ITEM NO. 2 9 (CONT'D)

Act (NEPA) and the State Lands Commission (SLC)
pursuant to California Environmental Quality Act o
(CEQA) . 7The required Notice of Preparation (NOP) dated
August 25, 1985 was sent, as specified in the CEQaA
Guidelines, to responsible agencies and other
interested federal, state and local agencies, and
Jurisdictions.

During February, 1986, six sceping meetings were held
in cities in the general vicinity of the proposed
pipeline route, in California and the otner affected
states. These meetings were used to identify major
issues and concerns. Comments were received through
the NOP process and through these scoping meetings and
were subsequently addressed in the Draft EIR/EIS
(DEIR/EIS).

On January 23, 1987, copies of the DEIR/EIS were
submitted to the State Clearinghouse (OPR) .
Approximately thirteen hundred copies of the document
were mailed to responsible agencies, local, State and
federal agencies, environmental groups, and interested
parties.

The comment period for the DEIR/EIS ended April 24,
1987. Public meetings were held during the week of
March 23, 1987 in four locations both within and
without Califoinia along the proposed pipeline routes.

711 comments to the document, both in letter form and
by written and/or verbal testimony at the public
neetings, are addressed in the Final BIR/EIS
(FEIR/EIS), which was distributed on December 18, 1987.

The FEIR/EIS was supplemented in 1988 to include
information associated with the inclusion of the
Wyoning-California Pipeline Project (WYCAL) into the
proceedings of both the SLC and the FERC. FERC and SLC
issued a Notice of Intent/Notice of Preparation to
supplement the FEIR/EYS on December 14, 1987. The
Supplement primarily addressed areas in Wyoming, Utah,
and NRevada. Scoping neetings were held out-of-state.
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The Draft Supplement was released on July 29, 1988.
Public meeting were held out of state in August, 1988.
The Final Supplement was issued on October 3, 1988.

The SLC prepare¢ another NCP on November 7, 1983 to
announce preparation of a Joint Environmental
Amendrent /Assessiient to analyze additionally proposed
project changes to. the FEIR/EIS projects. This NCF
resulted in the preparation of the FERC Environmental
Assesszent and the SLC Amendment. The Draft Amendment
was released on Dacember 4, 1990 and the Final
Amendment released on February 18, 1991.

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 review process, it is the staff's
opirion that the project, as proposed, is consistent
with its use classification.

As indicated, pursuant to the Commission's delegation
of authority and the State CEQA Guidelines (14 Cal.
Code Regs. 15025), the staff has caused to be prepared
an EIR identified as EIR No. 400, State Clearinghouse
No. 85081912. Such EIR was prepared and circulated for
public review pursuant to the provisions of the CEQA.

APPROVALS OBTAINED:
Federal Energy Regulatory Commissicn certification.

PORTEER APPROVALS REQUIRED:
Burecau of Land Management, Bureau of Indian Affairs, United
States Air Force, United States Army Corps of Engineers,
Envircnmental Protection Agency, Department of Fish and
Gape, Department of Transportation, Air Resources Board,
State Water Resources Control Board, Department of Water
Resources, Reclamation Board, and Office of Historic
Preservation.
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EBXBIBIZTS8:
A-1 through A-3.
Land Description and Location maps for Kern River Gas
Transmission Company lease of school lands located in

San Bernardino County.

- B-z -
Land Description and Location maps for Mojave Pipeline
Company lease of sovereign lands at the Colorado River

near Topock, Arizona.

- C-2.

Land Description and Location maps for Mojave Pipeline
Company lease of school lands at Daggett, located east
of Barstow.

- D-z.

Land Description and Location maps for Mojave ¥ipeline
Company and Kern River Gas Transmission Company as co-
lessees of school lands at Daggett.

- E"z.

Land Description and Location maps for Mojave Pipeline
Company and Kern River Gas Transmission Cempany as co-
lessees of sovereign lands at the Kern River in
Bakersfield.

EIR/EIS Executive Summary
CEQA. Findings
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan

IT IS8 RECOMMENDED THAT TQB COMMIBBION:

1. CERTIFY THAT AN EIR, NO. 400, STATE CLEARINGHOUSE
NO. 85081912, WAS PREPARED FOR THIS PROJECT PURSUANT TO THE
PROVISIONS QF THE CEQA AND THAT THE COMMISSION HAS REVIEWED
AND CCNSIDERED THE INFORMATION CONTAINED THEREIN.

ADOPT THE CEQA: ¥XNDINGS ATTACHED AS EXHIBIT “G".

274
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CALENDAR ITEM No. 2 D (congip)

ADOPT THE FOLLOWING STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS:
STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS
THE CALIFORNIA S

WILDLIFE.

THE COMMISSION HEREBY FINDS THAT THE PROJECTS WILL PROVIDE
NUMEROUS BENEFITS TO THE STATE. THESE BENEFITS INCLUDE A
REDUCTION IN AIR QUALITY IMPACTS IN THE EBRN COUNTY AIR
BASIN AND ECONOMIC BENEFITS TO SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY DURING
THE CONSTRUCTION PHASES OF THE PROJEGT. THE MAJOR BENEFITS
WOULD OCCUR WITH REGARD TO THE AVAYLABILImG OF NATURAL GAS
e IE ENHANCED OIL RECOVERY (EOR) OPERATORS IN THE SOUTHERN
SAN JOAQUIN VALLEY. THE ADDITION

GAS SUPPLIES W

E TH THE CAL
CORPANIES. THESE FLAWS ARE: 1)

WITH THE EOR

2) THE SHORT-TERM NATURE OF THE
TH-TO MONTH CHANGE
ERM CAPITAL
CURRENT RATES
BOTH MOJAVE AND KERN RIVER
EMENTS OF THE
INTERUPTABLE,

IN ITS BIEWNIAL
EMPHASIZES THAT

“ove. e van

;CALENDAR PAGE._ _ 275 .
bapsre pase 0

L




PIPELINE BE BUILT TO SERVZ EOR CUSTOMERS. THE REPORT STATES
THAT AN INTERSTATE PIPELINE IN CALIFORNIA WOULD PROVIDE
SIGHIFICANT COMPETITION FOR BULK TRANSPORTATION OF NATURAL
GAS; WHICH CURRENTLY DOES NOT EXIST IR THE STATE.

FINALLY, A CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSIOKR (CPUC)
INVESTIGATION (1.88-12-0277) AN INTERSTATE GAS CAPACITY
BEGAN ON DECEMBER 19, 1988, AND CONCLUDED WITH A DECISION
ISSUED ON FEBRUARY 7, 1990, EXPRESSED THE POSITION THAT
CALIFORNIA HAS A NEAR-TERM NEED FOR 900 MMCFD OF NEW NATURAL
GAS CAPACITY, AND A LONGER-TERM NEED FOR SOMEWHERE BETWEEN
1.6 AND 2.1 BILLION CUBIC FEET PER DAY. (BCFD} . NEAR-TERM
AND LONG-TERM CORRESPOND TO THE YEARS 1995 AND 2005,
RESPECTIVELY. EMBODIED IN THE CPUC'S REED PROJECTIONS IS AN
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF THE NEED FOR NEW GAS SUPPLIES FOR AIR
QUALITY REASONS TO OFFSET THE NEED FOR BURNING OIL. THE
MOJAVE AND KERN RIVER PIPELINE PROJECTS ADDRESS THESE NEEDS
WITH MINIMAL ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS.

THE COMMISSION FURTHER FINDS THAT ALL MITIGATION MEASURES
IDENTIFIED IN THE EIR HAVE BEEN IMPOSED TO THE MAXIMUM
EXTENT POSSIBLE TO LESSEN IMPACTS, AND FURTHERMORE FINDS
THAT, NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE, NO PROJECT ALTERNATIVE,
PGT/PG&E ALTERNATIVE, AND ALTERNATIVE ENERGY SOURCES ARE
INFEASIBLE BECAUSE THEY HAVE GREATER ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS,
DO NO? PROVIDE THE BENEFITS DESCRIBED HEREIN OR ARFE SOCIALLY
OR ECONOMICALLY IKFEASIBLE.

BASED ON THE ABOVE DISCUSSION, THE COMMISSION FINDS THAT THE
BENEFITS OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT OUTWEIGH THE UNAVOIDABLE
ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS AND FINDS THAT SUCH RESIDUAL
EFFECTS ARE CONSIDERED ACCEPTABLE.

ADOPT, PURSUANT TO SECTION 21081.6 OF THE P.R.C., THE
MONITORING PROGRAM CONTAINED IN EXHIBIT “H", FOR THE PROJECT
TO INSURE COMPLIANCE WITH THE REQUIRED MITIGATION MEASURES.

FIND THAT TRIS ACTIVITY IS CONSISTENT WITH THE USE
CLASSIFICATION DESIGNATED FOR THE LAND PURSUANT TO
P.R.C. 6370, ET SEQ.
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AUTHORIZE THE DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY TO THE EXECUTIVE
OFFICER TO EXECUTE, ON BEHALF OF THE STATE LANDS COMMISSION,
THE HABITAT MITIGATION AND ACQUISITION AGREEMENTS WITH THE

DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GRME, BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT, KERN
RIVER GAS TRANSMISSION COMPANY, AND MOJAVE PIPELINE COMPANY.

AUVHORIZE ISSUANCE OF THE FOLLOWING LEASES:

TO KERN RIVER TRANSMISSION COMPANY OF A GENERAL

LEASE - INDUSTRIAL USE OR STATE SCHOOL LANDS; FOR A
30~YEAR TERM BEGINNING MARCH 7, 1991; IN CONSIDERATION
OF ANNUAL REWTAL IN THE AMOUNT OF $8,8060; WITH THE
STATE RESERVING THE RIGHT 0 FIX A DIFFERENT RENTAL ON
EACH FIFTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE LEASZ; PROVI(SION OF A
$5,000,000 SURETY BOND TO BE REDUCED TO $50,000 AFTER
ALL MiTIGATION MEASURES ARE CARRIED OUT AND COMPLIED
WITH; PROVISION OF PUBLIC LIABILITY INSURANCE FOR
COMBINED SINGLE LIMIT COVERAGE OF $5,000,000 DURING
CONSTRUCTION TO BE REDUCED TO $1,000,000 UPON
COMPLETION OF CONSTRUCTION; FOR THE INSTALLATION,
OPERATION AND MATINTENANCE OF A NATURAL GAS PIPELINE AND
THE INSTALLATION, OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF A
METERING FACILITY ON THE LANDS DESCRIBED ON EXHIBIT "A"
ATTACHED AND BY REFERENCE MADE A PART HEREOF. dﬁ%

7O MOJAVE PIPELINE COMPANY OF 1) GENERAL LEASE - RIGHY
OF WAY USE FOR SOVEREIGN LANDS AND 2) GENERAL LEASE -
RIGHT GF WAY USE FOR SCHOOL LANDS; FOR A 30-YEAR TERM
BEGINNING MARCH 7, 1991; IN CONSIDERATION OF ANNUAL
RENTAL IN THE AMOUNT OF $190 FCR THE SOVEREIGN LANDS

, FO CHOOL LANDS LEASE; WITH THE
STATE RESERVING THE RIGHT TO FIX A DIFFERENT RENTAL ON
EACH FIFTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE LQASE; PROVISION OF A
$5, 000,000 SURETY BOND TO BE REDUCED TO $50,000 AFTER
ALT, MITIGATION MEASURES ARE CARRIED OUT AND COMPLIED
¥ITH; PROVISION OF PUBLIC LIABILITY INSURANCE FOR
COMBINED SINGLE LIMIT COVERAGE OF $5,000,000 DURING
CONSTRUCTION TG REDUCED TO $1,000,000 UPON COMPLETJON
OF CONSTRUCTION; FOR THE INSTALLATION, OPERATION 2XD
MAINTENANCE OF A NATURAL GAS PIPELINE AND THE
INSTALLATION, OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF A HETERING
STATION ON THE LANDS DESCRIBED ON EXHIBITS "B AND "C",
RESPECTIVELY, ATTACHED AND BY REFERENCE MADE A P2RT

@
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EXHIBIT “A-1"
W 23658
LAND DESCRIPTICN

Those four parcels of state-owned land situated in San Bemnardino County, California, more
particularly described as follows:

Parcel 1

COMMENCING at the southwest corner of Section 23, TON, R1E, SBi; thence
along the section line between Sections 23 and 26, N 89° 48" 10 E. 1813.3Y/feet;
thence leaving said section line N 08° 54' 48" E, 15.61 feet to-the POINT OF
BEGINNING; thence N 08° 54' 48" E, 235.0 feet; thence S 81° 65' 12" E 397.5
feet; thence N 08° 54' 48" E, 208.28 feet to the south right -of-way line of the
National Trails Highway; thence S 67° 43' 03"E along said right-of-way line
154.18 feet; thence S 08° S54° 48" W, 262.63 feet; thence S 81° 05'12" E, 102.5
feet; thence S 08° 54 48" W 235.0 feet; thence N 81° 05' 12" W, 650.0 feet to the
point of beginning.

EXCEPTING THEREFROM any portion lying within Section 26, T9N, RIE,
SBM.

ALSO SUBIJECT TO a 30 foot right-of-way or easement for the purpose of ingress
and‘egress, lying 15 feet on each side of the following described centerline:
BEGINNING at a point that is N 89° 48' 10" W, 2291.85 feet from the
southwest comes of Section 23, T9 N, R 1 E, SBM: thence N 08° 54
48" E, 455.20) feet to the south right-of-way line of the National Trails
Highway.

Parcel 2
A strip of land 50 feet wide situated in Section 23, T9 N, R 1 E, SBM, lying 25
Teet on each side of the following dascribed centerdine:
BEGINNING at a point on the east line of the SW 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of
said section, said point being N £9° 2&° 13" W, 1545 feet, more or less,
from the southeast corner of saiif section; thence S 82° 13°22" W, 611.21
feet; thence S 53° 58' 22" W, 878.01 feet; thence N 81° 01' 38" W,
132.00 feet 1o a point that bears N 84° 51' 51" E, 2222.14 feet, more or
less, from the southwest comer of said Section 23, said point being the
end of the herein described centerline.
EXCEPTING THEREFROM any portion lying within the National Trails
+Highway.




Parcel 3

A strip of Iand 50 feet wide situated in Section 36, TI4N,RGE, SBM, lying 25

feet on each side of the following described centesline:
BEGINNING at a point on the north line of said Section 36, said point
being N 89° 38’ 50" E, 2154 fect, more or less, from the northwest
comner of said section; thence S 52° 15’ 42* W, 227.36 feet; thence S 62°
30" 34" W, 214.00 feet; thence S 73° 13' 47° W, 1610.00 feet; thence N
83°52'50" W, 1610.00 feet to 2 point on the west line of said section that
bears § 00° 46° 32" E, 644 feet, more or less, from the northwest corner
of said Section 36, said point being the end of the herein described
cenierline,

EXCEPTING THEREFROM any portion lying within that 13.5 acres described in
Patent recorded in Instrument No. 85-112532 in the Official Records of San
Berardino County.

Parcel/4 :
A strip of land 50 feet wide situated in Section 16, T 17 N, R 14 E, SBM, iying 25
féct on each side of the following described centerdine: ~ * "
BEGINNING at a‘point on the east line of said Section 16, said point
being N 01° 08' 11" W, 2548 feet, more or less, from the southeast
comer of said section; thence S 78° 29'59" W, 5294.27 feet to a point on
the west line of said section that bears N 09° 58' 50" W, 1654 feet, more
or less, from the southwest comer of said Section. {6, sai‘point being the
end of the herein described centertine.
EXCEPTING THEREFROM any portion lying within shat 24.29 acres described
under Parcel 4 in Patent in Intermountain Power Agency recorded in Instrumen:
No. 85-112533 in the Official Records of San Bemardino County.

END OF DESCRIPTION

PREPARED JANUARY, 2991 BY B
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EXHIBIT "B-1"
W 23621
LAND DESCRIPTION

A strip of submerged iand 50 feet wide in the bed of the Colorado River situated within the
projected Section 8, T7N, R 24 E, SBM, San Bemardino County, Califomnia, as shown in
Dwg. No. 231-001-A-9500, Sheet 2 and 3, by the Mojave Pipeline Company, said strip having
a length of approximately 381.00 feet.

EXCEPTING THEREFROM any portion lying within the State of Arizona.

END OF DESCRIPTION

PREPARED FEBRUARY, 1991 BY LLB







EXHIBIT "C-1"

W 23621
LAND DESCRIPTION

Those two parcels of staie-owned land situated in Section 23, T9N,R 1 E, S B M, San.
Bernardiny County, California, more perticularly described as follows:

PARCEL L
‘COMMENCING ai the southwest comer of said section, thence along th~ section
line between Sections 23 and 26, N 89° 48' 10" E, 1813.31 feer; theriée 16aving
said scction line N 08° 54' 48" E, 15.61 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING;
thence S 81°05' 12" E, 650.00 feer; thence S 08° 54' 48" W, 225.00 feeis thence N

81° 05° 12" W, 650.00 feet; thence S (8° 54' 48" W, 225.00 feet to the peint of
beginning. \
EXCEPTING THEREFROM any portion lying within Section 26, T9N,R 1 E,
SBM. :

PARCEL 2

A strip of land 30 feet wide for the purpose of ingress and egress lying 15 feet on
each side of the following described centerline:

BEGINNING at a point that is N 89° 48' 10" W, 2291.85 fest from the southwest
comner of said Section 23; thence N 08° 54' 48" E, 455.30 feet 10 the south right-
of-way linc of the Naticnal Trails Highway.

END OF DESCRIPTION

PREPARED FEBRUARY, 1991 BY LLS
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EXHIBIT "D-1"

LAND DESCRIPTION

A strip of submerged land 50 feet wide in the bed of the Keern River situated within the projecied
Section 10, T 29 S, R 28 E, MDM, Kern County, Califomia, as shown in Dwg. No. 231-001-
A-9508, Sheet 2, by the Mojave Pipeline Company, said strip having a length of approximately
382.00 feet. )

END OF DESCRIPTION

PREPARED FEBRUARY, 1991 BY LLB
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EXHIBIT "E-1"

LAND DESCRIPTION

A strip of state-owned land 50 feet wide situated in Section 23, T9 N, R 1 E, S B M, 3an
Berardino County, California, lying 25 feet on cach side.of the following described centerline:

COMMEENCING at the southwest corner of said section, thence along the section line between

Sections 22 and 23, North 103.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING:; thence leaving said
sectioi line $'51° 04' 52" E, 548.00 feet; thence S 81°05' 12" £ , 650.00 feet; thence S 81° 03°

37" E,'114.00 feet to the south line of said Section 23 and the end herein described ceaterline..

END OF BDESCRIPTION

PREPARED FEBRUARY, 1991 BY LLB
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4 EIR AMENDMENT MMARY

INTRCDUCTION

The Mojave-Kern River-E} Dorado Natural Gas Pipeline Project EIR/EIS (FEIR/S) is a joint
document prepared by the California State Lands Commission and the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission to fulfill the requirements of the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA) and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA}. These two agencies in
coordination with the Bureau of Land Management, the USDA Forest Service and other
federel agencies have directed the preparation of the joint state and federal document.

The proposed pipeline projects would transport natural gas supplies from various sources
outside of California to the Bakersfield, California erea for use in the enhanced oil
recovery end r¢isted cogeneration projects as well as a supply to local distribution
companies. In each case, producers of crude oil in the San Joaquin Valley would use the
natural gas as boller fuel to create steam which would be injected into the oil fields to
preduce crude ofl not recoverable by primary methods. The producers currently use crude
oil and a limited armnount of natural gas for steam generation.

The Mojave-Kern River Pipeline Projects Environmental Impact Report (EIR) Amendment
is a document prepared by the California State Lands Commission to fulfill requirements
of the Californiz Environmental Quality Act. The purpose of the EIR Amendment was to
review the changes made to both the Mojave Pipeline and Kern River Pipeline projects
since the completion of the December 1987 Mojave-Kern River-El Dorado Natural Gas
Pipelines Projects Final Environmental Impact Report/Statement (FEIR/S) issued jointly
by the Californid State Lands Commission and the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
(see Figure S-1). This document, and a subsequent Supplement issued in October 1988 to
cover the addition of the another proposed WyCa! pipeline project (Mojave-Xern River-El
Dorado Natural Gas Pipeline Projects Final Supplement to.the FiiiaiEnvironmenta! Impact
Report/Statement) were used as the basis for ZIR Amendment and thus were utilized to
produce the Findings.
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The FEIR/S originally analyzed the environmental impacts associated with the construction
of interstate natural gas pipelines from a number.of different areas. Three main proposals
were under consideration: Mojave Pipeline Company, El Dorado Interstate Transmission
Company, and Kern River Gas Transmission Company. In August, 1987, Wyoming-
California Pipeline Company also filed an application with the FERC. This project was
considered mutually exclusive of the other three projects but since the routes were similar
to those analyzed in the FEIR/S, the WyCal project was considered with the Mojave.and
Kemn River projects.

Following the issuance of both the FEIR/S and the Supplement, Mojave, Kern River, and
WyCal subsequently applied to the SLC and FERC to amend their applications. Jlojave and
Kern River proposed mincr route changes which fell outside of the otie-mile wide corridor
analyzed in the FEIR/S and also proposed to construct and operate 2 riew interstate system
made up of the components of both systems which they haZ previously proposed
individually. This proposal would result in a merger between Mojave and Kern River Into
a joint project with common facilities that both applicants wouid use to transport natural
gas to Kern County. This document analyses these changes to the Mojave and Kern River
proposals.

Mojave Facilities

The proposed Mojave facilities consist of approximately 159 miles of 24- and 30-inch
pipeline extending along Mcjave's FERC certificated route from the area near Topock,
Arizona to the point of interconnection with the Kern River facilities and the Commuon
Facilities near Daggett, California. Additional facilities include the FERC cértificated
Topock Compressor Station and appurtenant facilities including metering stations.

The first segment of the Mojave Facility would consist of an approximately 17-mile long,
24-inch diameter pipeline (Mojave Transfer Line) to be constructed from a tap on an
existing 30-inch pipeline owned by Transwestern in Mohave County, Arizona, to a proposed
compressor station located near Topock, Arizona, and an interconnecticn from a tap on an
existing El Paso pipeline immediately south of the proposed Topock Compressor Station.

The second segment of the Mojave Facility would consist of approximately 142 miles of 30-
inch diameter pipeline (Mojave Mainline) commencing at the Topock Compressor Station,
crossing the Colorado River into California on an aerial suspension bridge, and extending
te the Interconnection Point with the Kern Piver facilities.

A single compressor station would be constructed at the point where the Mojave Transfer
Line and the Mainline intersect. This compressor station would have a site-rated capacity
of 14,080 horsepower.

Meter stations would be located at the points of interconnection between the Mojave,
Transwestern, and El Pasa pipeliries to measure the deliveries of gas. These meter stations
.weuld encompass approximaizeiy four acres each. A new meter station would be located






