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SALE OF 46.32 ACRES OF
STATE SCHOOL LAND IN EL DORADO COUNTY
TO WETSEL-OVIATT LUMBER COMPANY

In February 1981, the Commission approved offering two
landlocked pavcels of State school land for saie in

EL Dorado County. The land is steep and mountainous and

not suitable for cultivation. The current fair market value,
determined by staff appraisal in March 1983, was $100,000.
Sealed bids were solicited by newspaper advertising and

one bid was received at the bid opening on April 21.

The bid received was from Wetsel-Oviatt Lumber Company

of Shingle Springs in the amount of $112,251, or 12 percent
above the appraised value. A ten percent deposit in the
amount of $11,225.10 accompanied the bid, leaving $101,025.90
yet to be paid.

AL 884: N/A.

EXHIBITS: A. Legal Description.
B. Site Map.
C. Negative Declaration.
D. General Plan.

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMISSION:
1. DETERMINE THAT A NEGATIVE DECLARATION HAS BEEN EFREPARED

FOR THIS PROJECT BY THE COMMISSION AFTER CONSULTATION
WITH RESPONSIBLE AND TRUSTEE AGENCIES.




CALENDAR ITEM No. 18 (contp)

CERTIFY THE NEGATIVE DECLARATION NO. 320 HAS BEEN COMPLETED
IN ACCORDANCL WITH CEQA, THE STATE CEQA GUIDELINES
AND THE COMMIS>LON'S ADMINISTRATIVE REGULATIONS, AND
THAT THE COMMISSION HAS REVIEWED AND CONSIDERED THE
INFORMATION CONTAINED THEREIN TOGETHER WITH COMMENTS
RECEIVED DURING THE REVIEW PROCESS.

DETERMINE THAT THE PROJECT WILL NOT HAVE A SIGNIFICANT
EFFECT ON THE ENVIRONMENT, AND FIND THAT THIS PROJECT
IS NOT SITUATED ON LANDS AS POSSESSING SIGNIFICANT
ENVIRONMENTAL VALUES PURSUANT TO P.R.C. 6370.1.

FIND THAT A GENERAL PLAN FOR THE USE OF THE SUBJECT
HAS BEEN PREPARED BY THE COMMISSION'S STAFF AKD FILED
WITH THE LEGISLATURE PURSUANT TO P.R.C. 6373.

FIND THAT THE STATE SCHOOL LAND DESCRIBED IN EXHIBIT AM
ATTACHED HERETO IS NOT SUITABLE FOR CULTIVATION WITHOUT

ARTIFICIAL IRRIGATION.

AUTHORIZE ISSUANCE OF A PATENT, SUBJECT TO APPLICABLE
STATUTORY AND CONSTITUTIONAL RESERVATIONS INCLUDING
ALL MINERALS AND THE RIGHT OF THE PUBLIC TO FISH, FOR
THE LAND DESCRIBED IN EXHIBIT "A" TO WETSEL-OVIATT
LUMBER COMPANY UPON RECEIPT OF $101,025.90, THE AMOUNT
REMAINING TO BE PAID FOR THE LAND PLUS $11 IN PATENT

FEES.



EXHIBIT "A"
LAND DESCRIPTION W 217N

Tvo parcels of Califoiuta State school lands in EJ Dorado County, California,
described as follows:

PARCEL ]
Lots 12, 13, 16 and 17 in Section 4, T8N, R13E, MOM.

PARCEL 2
Lot 3 in Section 9, TN, RI3E, MDM.

END OF DESCRIPTION

PREPARED MARCH 10, 1983 BY BOUNDARY AND TITLE UNTT, LEROY WEED, SUPERVISOR.
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STAVE OF CALIFORNIA

STATE LANDS COMMISSION EXECUTIVE OFFICE
1807 « 13th Street

Sacramento, Calilornia 95814

EXHIBIT 'O

PROPOSED NEGATIVE DECLARATION EIR ND 330

File Ref.: W 21791
SCH#: 83031404

Project Title: Proposed Land Sale - Omo Ranch Arca

Project location: Lots 12, 13, 16 and 17, Section 4 and Lot 3,
Section 9, T8N, R13E, MDM, one mile  SE of Omo

Ranch, El1 Dorado County.

Project Description: Proposed sale of 46.31% acres of State-owned land.

This NEGATIVE DECLARATION is prepared pursuant to the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act (Section 21000 et seq. of the Rublic Resources Code), the State
CEQA Guidelines (Section 15000 et seq., Title 14, of the Califoraia Administrative Code),
and the State Lands Commission regulations (Section 2901 et seq., Title 2, of the
California Administrative Code).

Based upon the attached Initial Study, it has been found that:

[}7 the projact will not have a significunt eftect on the environment.

[:7 the attached mitigation measures will avold pozentlally significant effects,

Contact Person: Ted T. Fukushima
State Lands Commission
1807 - 13th Street
Sacramento, California
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STATE LANDS COMMISSION

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST -- PART Il )
Filo Ref.: W 21791

orm 13,20 (7/82)

. BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A. Applicant:  _ __To be determined by bid ______ .

. e e e o——

—— » e e S R ——n a- - — -

Checklist Date: Q A4, 1. 83,
Contact Person: Ted T. *_Fl,l_lgl_l_snhll_r_la
Telephone: (_916)  322-7813 .
Purpose; _ . _.To_sell two.small parcels of land because they lack access.
and are uneconomical to manage., . e
Location: . . Lots 12,13, 16 and 17, Section_4_and. Lot 3, Section. 9, T8N,_
R13E, MDM, one . mile SE.of Omo Ranch, Kl Doxado County, -
Deserption. . Sale. 0f 46,317 acres _containing merchantable_timber_in.the_ .
following. volumes. and.types:. Eondmr.os.e-jine‘,_lz.LMBf’_;._Sugar”Bine.,.
36 MBF; Douglas Fir, 357 MBF; White Fir, 11 MBF; and Ircense Cedar,
Personséomaclef' e ; - — e e e ot s 2 —_

1) Depdrtment oi__Lonsewatmn, Bob Sydnor, Geophysical Officer, ..

S97-17345% i e e e —_— et
2) Department_of Fish and Came, Region 2, Bob Mapes, Biologist, _

355-7030; o e

—— . aa—

~3). _Department.of. Forestry, Loyd Eonesr., QDeputy Director, 2-0179;

.4) Department of General Services, .lim Hargrove, §-5728; —_—
5). _Department of Parks. and Recreation, Bud Getty, Chief, Resources

_and_Preservation, 5-7067;..and —

e e S T e o L

6)_ _Regional Water Qualicy Control Board, Region 5, Central Valley,

Prtiy=tRu el P P

Charles McKinley, Area Engineer, 5-0270, e

N 5 ————— i — - 0 ¢

11, ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS. (Explain all “'yes” and “maybe’’ answers)
A. Eurth. Will the proposal result in:
1. Unstable earth conditions or changes in geologic substructures? . .
. Disruptions, displacements, compaction, or overcovering of the soil?
. Change in topography or ground surfzce relief features?
. The destruction, covering, or modifici tion ot any unique geologic o1 physical features?

. Any increase in wind or water erosion of soils, either on or off tha site?. .

. Changes in deposition ar erosion of beach sands, or changes «n sitation, deposition or erosfo‘ﬁ'\'vhnch may
modify the channel of a river or stream or the hed of the ocean or any bay, inlet, or Iake? Cares e el

. Exposure of all people or property to geulogic hazards suci as gaithiyuakes, lands.ndes,mudslides.gt:ound

failure, or similar hazards?. ,




Air. Will the proposal result in: Yos Maybe No

s
1. Substantial air emnussions or detenoration of ambient air quabity? o e . D EJ B_]
2. The creation of objectionable odors?, ..., ., . .o e et L] D 5(]
3 Alteration of air movement, moisture or temperature, ot auy change in chimate, either locally or regionally? LJ [)_(_]

Water. Will the proposal result in:

X1

2. Changes in absorption rates, drainage patterns, or the rate and smount of surface water runoff2, , .., .. .. m X4

1. Changes in the currents, or the vouise o1 direction of water muvements, in either manine or fresh waters? , .

3. Alterations to the course or flow of flood waters? , , . . e e e s ) [Xl
4. Change in the amount of surface water in any water body? B T 5{]

. Discharge into surface waters, or in any alteration of surfawe water quality, including but not limited to
temperature, dissolved ¢ xygen or turbidity?, . e e e e e e

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

7. Lhange in the quanuty of ground waters, either through diirect additions or withdrawals, or through nter-
ception of an aguifer by cuts or excavations? . ety e e

8. Substantial reduction in the amount of water otherwise avalable for public water supphies? ., ..,.......

9. Exposure of people or property to vater related haza.ds such das flooding or udal waves? ... ......

10. Significant changes in the temperature, How or chemical content of surface thermal sprngs?. ... .. ...
O. Plont Life, Will the proposal 1esult in:

1. Change in the diversity ol species, or number of any species uf plants (including trees, shrubs, grass, crops,
andaquatie plants)? ... L. L a0 e

2. Reduction of the numbwrs of any unique, rare or endangered spectes of plants?, o .. v ey vy

3. Introduction of new spacies of plants into an ared, or in a Larner 1o the normal replenishment of existing

LT T S,

N

4. Reduction in acreage of any ogricultural crop? . ..., ...
Animal Life  Will the proposal result in;

1. Change in the diversity of species, or numbers of any species of amimals (birds, land animals including
repules, fish and sheillfish, benthic orgamisms, or insects)? , . ... ........ e et

2, Reduction of the numbers of any unique, rare or endangered species of ammals?2. ... .. ... ... ... ...,

3. Introduction of new spucies of animals into an area, or result in a barrier to the migration or movement of

4. Deterioration to existiny fish or wildlife habitat?,

Noise. Will the proposal result in:

1. Increase in existing noise levels?. ... ... ..

2, Exposure of people to severe nnise lavels? . .

Light and Glure, Will the proposal result in:

1. The production of new light or glare?

Land Use, Will the proposal result in:

1. A substantial alteration of the present or planned land use of an area?, .
Natural Resources, Wil the proposal result in,

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

2. Substantial depletion of any nonrenewable resources? . . . .

U0 0O O 00 oo oo




J. Risk of Upser. Does the proposal result in:
f ' Yos Mayba No

1. A risk of an explosion or the release of hazardous substances {including, but not Limited to, oii, pesticidas,
chemicals, or radiation) in the event of an accident or upset conditions? « ... ... ... e e et

00
]
(< B

2. Possible interference with emergency response plan or an emergency evacuation plan? . ., . .

Population.  Will the proposal result in:

>

1. The alteration, distribution, density, or growth rate of the human papulation of the area? .
Housing, Will the proposal result in:

1. Affecti;lg existing housing, or create a demand for additional housing? . . .
Transportation|Circulation. Will the proposal result in:

1. Generation of substantial additional vehicular movement?. .. ,.......

2. Atfecting existing parking facilities, or create a demand for new parking?. .

3. Substantial impact upon existing transpPortation syStemMs? o « v . v v v v v v v e n s

4, Alwiations to present patterns of circulation or movement of people and/or goods?

5. Alterations to waterborne, rail, or air traffic? « oo v vttt e i e e

FHEEREE &

6. Increase in tratfic hazards 1o motor vehicles, bicyclists, or pedestrians? . . . oo v oo e e ensn e e ..

Public Services.  Will the proposal have an effect upon, or resuit in a need for new or altered governmental
services jn any of the following areas:

1. Fireprotection? . ... ..o v v,
2. Polico protection? , . . oo vh v n v nn s
3.8chools? . ... s
4, Parks and other recreational facilives?. . .......

5. Maintenance of public facilities, including roads?. .

B B = B B B

6. Other governmental services?. . .. ...
Energy. Will the proposal result in:

1. Use of substantial amounts of fuel or energy?. . ..o i iy ittt i i s ite e e eer e,

= Bl

2, Substantial increase in demand upon existing sources of energy, or require the development of new sourcas?
Utilities. Will the propasal resuit in a need for new systems, or substantial aiterations to the following utilities.
1, PoWer or NAtUral Gas? . o v o v et v ie s tnn s e s evs s as s ennrers

2. Communication systems? , . .....

3. Water?, . ............

4. Sewer or septic tanks? , . .

§. Storm water drainage? . . . .

LO00O00 OO0 O0oOOo0oo oooooo o oo

HEHEEEEE

6. Solid waste and disposal? .. ........

Human lealth. Will the proposal result in:

1. Creation of any health hazard or potential health hazard (excluding mental haalth)?

2. Exposure of people to potential health hazards? . .. .ottt v e e r v e envsnn
R. Aestherics. Wil the proposal result in:

1. The obstruction of any scenic vista or view ugpen to the public, or will the proposal result in che creation of
an aesthetically offensive site open 10 PUblE VIBW? . .. i it v it it ittt et et
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S. Recreation, Will the proposal result in: :

1, An impact upon the quality or quantity of existing recreational OPPOFTUNITIAS?. + v v v v v v v s v e s T ﬁi
. . t
——— ,
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Yus Maybo No

T. Culmural Resources,

1, Will the proposal result in the alteratron of or the destruction of a prolusiaric or historic archeological site?, U L_] [_X_}

2, Will the proposal result in adverse physical or aasthete effects to a prehistoric or historic building,
structure, or object?. . ... .., E R I

3. Does the proposal have the potenual 1o cause a physical change which would affect unique ethnic cultural

4 Will the proposal restrict existing religious or sacred uses v/ithin the potential ympact area? , . , , | e

Mandatory Findings of Significance,

- t. Does the project have the potential 10 degrude the quality of the environment, reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildhife species, cause a fish or wildhife populaticn to drop below self sustaining levels, threaten 1o eliminate
a plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or
animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory?, , ... ...

. Does the project have the potental to achieve short-term, to the disadvantage of long-term, environmentat

. Does 1he project have impacts which are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? , , |, . e

. Dons the  roject have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse offerts on human beings,
either direcyly or indirectly? . . e e e e,

i1, DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (See Comments Attached)

IV. PRELIMINARY DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

m | find the proposed project COULD NOT have a signiticant effect on the environmient, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will
) be prepared.

D I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a significant effact
In this case bacause the mitigation measures described on an attached sheet have been added 10 the project. A NEGATIVE

DECLARATION wii be prepared,

[_j | find ¢ - proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
is requied, -

/ l/ .
'____,_-//xa\_'_
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EXHIBIT "D"
GENERAL PLAN
W 21791

The State Lands Commission proposes to sell two parcels

-~

of land: Lots 12, 13, 16 and 17, Section 4; and Lot 3,
Section 9, T8N, R13E, MDM, one mile SE of Omo Ranch, E1

Dorado County. The sale (to the successful bidder) involves

a total of 46.31% acres containing merchantable timber. The
two small parcels presently lack access and dre not economical
for the State Lands Commission to manage. A Negative
Declaration has been circulated (§tate Clearinghouse No.
83031404) for this project. This General Plan is filed with

the Legislaturc pursuant to Public Resources Code 6373,

R e Y






