MINUTE ITEM
This Calendar item No, ££.
was appjoved as Minute Item
No. - by he Stace Lands

COMMISSIO Dy 2 101G IF i’
oL - at He lﬁiz__

1eting CALENDAR ITEM

A 9, 16, 17 11/19/87
19 PRC 2036

s 3 Martinez

RENEWAL OF STATE MINERAL EXTRACTION LEASE

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

AREA, TYPE LAND AND LOCATION: ,
Tide and submergyed 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, . .

initial 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)

-

ot e s

v

:

&,QIQDAR?AﬁE«‘ . i
; —397

LARADTEPAGE | e

P 5 E




caLenpar 1Tem no. 19 ccontipy

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.

PRMHPOSED 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 didentified as
possessing significant environmental values
pursuant to P.R.C. 6370, et. seq. 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. 1Q (CONT'D)

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

(14 cal. Adm. Code 150253, the staff has
prepared a PrOposed_Negatiue Dec¢laration
identified as ND 426, State Clearinghouse
No. 87101301. Such Proposed Negative
Declaration was prepared and circulated for

public review pursuant to the provisicns of
CEQA.

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(h)) ..

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

EXHIBITS: A. VUdcinity 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 HAS REVIEWED AND CONSIDERED THE INFORMATION
CONTAINED THEREIN. )

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

FIND THAT THIS ACTIVITY 1S CONSISTENT WITH THE USE
CLASSIFICATiION DESIGNATED FOR THE LAND PURSUANT TO
pP.R.C. 6370, ET. SEQ.

AUTHORIZE STAFF TO ISSUE TO MOE SAND COMPANY, THE LEASE
RENEWAL ATTACHED AS EXHIBIT wgh, SAID RENEWAL SHALL ALLOW
DREDGING IN SAN FRANCISCO BAY, MARIN AND SAN FRANCISCO
COUNTIES FOR L 2, 1987. -ALL
OTHER TERMS AND CONDITIONS N LEASE
PRC 2036 AND SUBSEQUENT RENEWARLS OF SUCH LEASE SHALL REMAIN
IN EFFECT. SUCH PERMITTED ACTIVITY IS CONTINGENT UPON
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carenpar 1TEM no. 19 (cont'n)

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

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AGENCIES.
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Dﬁ!IBIT A"

STATE LANDS COMNZSSION
Réquest to Renew Mineral EXtraction Lease
FRC 2035.1 -
by MOT ‘SAND COMPANY

MARII 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
State of California ~hrough the State Lands Commission of the
State of eatlfo:nla, party of the first part and Moe Sand
Company, parzy of tie second park, witneaseth.

WHFRBAa, by Lease cdated che 12th day of Hovember 1957
the State granted te Moe Sand ¢ ompany Lease -PRC 2036.1 for a
eerm,af.zo<yeans.nov=r;ng certain described tide and submerged
lands situated in the Counties of Marin apd San Francisce,
State of california; and )

aHEREéo. wy i2rms of said Lease PRC 2036.1 the rignc .-
renewal £or successive periocds of 10 years egch was gxanted
upon ‘such reasonable terms ard conditions asﬁﬁhe State, or
any successor in interest thereto, might 1mg§se, and

n.,;,:_

WHEREAS, the cartzes hereto desire to extend said

Leaae PRC 2036.1 as hereinafse,r provided.

»*VOW‘THEREFORL, ~ne pa:- . -s heretd agree as followss

pursuant to Paragrapn t§ of State Mineral Extraétion¢
Lease PRC 2036.! Lessor and Lessee hereby agree to rYenew
this .e¢as~ as amended for a period of 10. years beginning
November 1, 1987 under the same terms and ¢conditions as
previously agreed upon in. this lease.

. -This agreement w111 becone blndlng,on the State only
when approved by the State Lands Comm1381on and executed on
its behalf. (_,‘

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

- . .

oo = e R - ) 2
SN IR : - ’ W. M. THOMPSON, Chief
A ) T * Extractive Development Ptogram
| - '
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- EXHIBIT "C" ‘.
" STATE OF CAUFORNIA . ) ) - . GEORGE DEUKMENANGovernor
N R AT : = e S R I T T S s
STATE LANDS COMMISSION EXECUTIVE OFFICE
‘ 1807 - 13th Street
LEOT. McCARTHY. Lieutenant. Governor ey Sacramento, Califotnia 95814 ]
GRAY DAVIS, Cantroller . . wad C0pr = CLAIRE T-DEDRICK
JESSE R. HUFF, Diractor of Finance TENR N Executive Officer
'é§y<§h&2ﬂ4bp
:2&%' /w5
nx VW
‘qaﬁg Wy <o November 5, 1987
LR "H§§; File Ref: PRC 2036
<€ gr g

=
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NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT.NEGATIVE DECLARATION
{Section 21092 PRC)"

An applicatien for the following described project is
currently being processed by the staff of the State Lands
Commission: . .

Project Title: Mineral Extraction Lease Reneaal - Moe
Sand Company

Project Proponent: Moe Sand Company

Project Location: Tide and submerged lands in San PFrancisco
Bay sauthwesterly of Angel Island, Marin
and San Prancisco Counties.

Project Description: Continued extraction of sand and grave;
for commercial sa'e. The average annual
éxtraction 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 used for construction purposes.

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

A Negative Déclaration identified as EIR ND 426, State
Cledringhouse No. 8710 1301 has been prepared pursuant to the
requirements of the Califernia Environmental Quailiity Act.

The above described document will be considered for
adoption at a regular meeving of the STATE LANDS COMMISSION
scheduled for 'Noveémber 19, 1987, at 10:00- a.m., State Capltol,
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.

CLAIRE T. DEﬁRICK
Executive Officer
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STATE OF CALIFOBMIA
STATE LANDS'COMMISSION
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Datei October 13, 1387
File Ref.: PRC 2036

Sc No,: 8710 1301

INTERESTED PERSONS

" SUBJEGT: Review of Negative Declaration Pursuant to Section 15073 of the Stateé 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:  Tide and submerged lands in San Francisco Bay southwesterly -of
) . " Angel Island, Marin and San Francisco Counties.

Predccc Description: Continued extraction of sand and gravel for come}\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 A o= -

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 conments
are requasted by _ November 15, 1987 , Please address your comments to the State Lands
Comnmigseion office shown above, with attention to the undsrsigned, Should you hava any

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

$0

ATTACHMENT
7 FUKUSHIMA .
Divisica of Research &
Planning
CA{ENDARPAGE
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA-STA?E LANDS COMM!SS!ON . GEORGE DEUKME‘JIAN“Gon‘mor
STATE LANDS COMMISSION ‘ ‘
STYREET
TO, CALIFORNIA 953814 ) -
PROPOSED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

EIR ND 428

File Ref.s PRC 2036
_gcuds 8710 1301

’

Project Title: Mineral Extraction Lease Renewal - Hoe Sand Company
'project Prioponent: Me ‘Sand Company - -

Project Location: Tidé and subreided Jands in San francisco Bay southwesteﬂr of
Angel Island, “farin andn San Francisco Counties.

Project pDescription: Continued extraction of sand and gravel for commercial
average annual extraction to date has been appmximately 48,010
cubic yards. The material will be barged and unloaded at various
upland jocations in the bay area wheve it will be used for construc-
tion purposes. ‘

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

s

Tais document is prepared purauant to the requizenents of the California Eavironwental Quajlity
Act (Section 21000 et sed., s Code), the State CEQA Guidelines (Section 15000
et s8Q., Title 14, California e Code), and the State Lands Cormission regulations §

¢

(Section 2901 et sed., Title 2, California Administrative Code).

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

E the project will not have a significant effect on the environimsnte

\ ‘:_7 mitigation measures included in the project will avoid potentially significant effects.

~

'cmnmiimcf 89, |8
worioce 38201 |
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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 frcm 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 been 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 construction-purposes.
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ANDS COMMISSION

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST — PART Ut
Form 13.20 (7/8%) ) ; File Ref.; PRC 2036.1

A

-

{.- BACKGROUND INFORMATION

Applicant; Moe_Sand. Company.. ..

.450)1 Tidewater Avenue ____.__._.

Oakland CA _ 94601

v

—— 8 o e v

Checklist Date: 10 7 2 1987
Contact Parson: Liinda g!_ari;_j._gegz_,; Dredging Coordinator.

Telephone: { 9}6_1__322*6_3_75 . e e

Purpose: _ _Leasg__aeneual_authoczmng- extraction-of sand and gravel
for commercjal sale.

v e e - e

Location: || Tide. and..submerged .lands. ,;.n.San_Ezanmscq_Ba;z_snnthms.te.dy___. '

of Angel Island, Marin and San Francisco Countles.

Description: Continue extraction of sand and_gravel for commerc:.al sale. _Th
annual minimum_volume to be extracted is_50,000 cubic vards. fThe_ |

mater:.al will be barged and unloaded at various upland logatjons . _____ |
Pmam col}ggbay area where it will be used for c¢ construction pux:poses. :

—— v

v—— >
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I!,,_ ENVIRONMENTALIM?ACTS. IExplam all “yes” and "maybc"amvmsl

A

Eardh. Wil the propdsyl resuit in:
1. Unstab&e earth canditions or changes in geologic substructures?-. |
2, Disruptions, dispiacemants, compaction, or overcovering of the soil?. .

3. Change in topography or ground surfzce refief features? . . .,

6. Changes in deposition or erosien of beach sands, or changes in siltation, deposition or erosian whu:h may
modify the channe! of a river or stream or-the bed ot the ocesn or any bay, inlst, or la { ] it

? @ #ie are e o

e

D

& “ $
7. Exposure of aill people or property to. geologic hazirds such as earthguakes, lands! o lw&?g
failure, or sirnilar hazards?. . . .




&
8. .tir Will the proposal result in:

L3

1. Substantial air emmussions. -or detenoration of ambient air QUality?. . .. .o oo nua.. 245 s engrrovgeda G G B

2. The.creation of objectionable odaors?

L A A T I I I O T S R AP

000

0‘)’ 3. Alteration of air movement, soisture 4r temperature, or any change in climate, either lor"“v ot reg:onally?
C. Water. Will the proposal result in: s

03 oOga ‘oo

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

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

3. Altem:om to the course or-flow of flood waters? .. ... .

M A A R R N N R e

i

0o 0ooo

0

4. Change in the amount of surface water in"any water body? et etesenscesenneanennaa

L A N )

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

.

-.pq--c'qood--g-.c..n)ul...gntoon\

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

e anee €v e s vmaesavw

00 BE80 B8

7. Charlge ir the quantity of ground waters, either through direct acditions or w:ﬁhdrawals, or. through.intg; <
ceptior of an aquifer by cuts or excavations? . e i eeas et aeseaae E] [:l E§

8. Substartial reduction in the amount of water otherwise available for public water supplies?

LR I I Y

.
L
i

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

“ae s e e v
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10. Significant chsngesin the temperature flow or chemical content of surface thermal. spnngs. “ves (. e <
D. PlanrLife. Will the proposat result in:

1. Change in the diversity of species, or number of any species of plants lincluding trees, shrubs, grass.crops,
and aquaticplants)?. . ..............

Sl e s v e se e nse ey s e e e v s

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

% s e 0
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3. Introduction ot new species of plants into an area, or in 2 barrier 10 the normal replénishment of existing
species?

o..-.-......-......-.-....--.:o.-..--.-.-..-.,g-.-..4-6.@;.14..-.’}
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4. Reduction in acreage of any agricultural crop?

-..oo--..........--o...-.--i'-.#u-ov"onon.o

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
reptiles, fish and shelifish, benthic organisms, or insects)?
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2. Reduction of the numours of any unique, rare or endangered species of animals?. . e ererteenaaas

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

~

[l @,Q E] g > EJQ

.-..o-....-qonn.--‘a............-....-.....----.....-.-.ou‘..u....

4 Detex:oratmn to existiny fish or wildlife habitat?
F. ‘V(me. Will the proposal result in:

A e A R I B I
-

)

s

1, Tncrease in existing noise 18vels? . . ... ot eeee e e e e g
2, Expasure of pecple 10 savere noise levels? et reseenaean
G. Light ond Glure, Will the propasal result in:

1. The production of new light or glare? . . . . .

L N EEE T
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O-00 00 8
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H.. Land Use. Will the propasal resultin: \ : e -

a

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

A

< .. N
*#® s s omicsersaseen
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. Natral Resources. Viill the proposal result in:

" 1. Increase in tha-rate of-use-of-any. natural.resources? . . . . . e e e e meentanene o ae
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- 2. Substantial depletion of any nonrenewable resources?

.
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J.  Risk of Upset. Does the praposal result in:

Yes Mayba No
1. A risk of an explosion or the ralease of hazardous substances (including, bu? not fimited to, oil, pesticides, . -
chemicals, ar radiation) in the event of an aceident OT UPSEt CONItIONS? . .. v vvennvcnraceasmnens D D m

2. Possible interference with emerpency response plan or an emergency evacuation PlaN? v o ce e v e v mu e D B
. Population. Wil the proposal fesult in:

1. The slteration, distribution, density,.or growth rate of the human populstion of the atear . ... .cucenvas D D E
Howusing, \Will the proposai resuit in: . .

1. Affecting existing housing, or create a demand for additional housing? . ... .cveveveepesroraneens D [:J [E
Transportation[Circulation. Will the proposal result in: ‘

‘ -
1. Ganeration of substantiaf additional vehicular movement?. . v veeeraneeonrcmenasvans cbmons
«

f;:J
O

~

2. Affecting ¢ isting parking facilities, or create ademand for new parking?, . . oo e v et eennonnne

s et ane

3. Substantial impact upon sxisting transportation systems? . ,

5

ODO0 00 000000 00000

4. .Alterations to present pattemns of circulation or movement of people and/orgoods? .....,. ... Cheees

0o

5. Aitsrationsto watarboina, raif, orair traffic? . ... . .oveennn.

L R N A N RN I I I I S )

6. !ncresse in traffic hazards to motor vehi sles, bicyclists, or pedestrians? . . . ... ..

® s s e veen vy

-

mimfain Dtj ooonoo oo

Public Services. Will the proposal have 1 eftert upon, or result in 2 need for new or ajtersd govermmental
services in any of the following areas:

1. Fire protection? .. ..ooveeecrvonocnooocss

2. Policeprotection? . . .. ccvvreieecenann
3. Schools? o v vt ittt

4. Parks and other recreational facilities?. . .

b

| FRE BREROE
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- 2 ’

5. Maintenanca of public facilities, including roads?. . . .. A S

§; Other governmental ssrvices?,
Energy. Wiil the proposal result in:

T e s eI es R ER SO IELENLLEOIIES

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

-o.o\-oc-co-'--.io.a.ooo.-<.--oqq;o-o.

2. Substantial incresse in demand upon existing sources of 2nergy, or require the dwclmmtofnnwmmx? .
Urilities. Will the praposal result in a need for new systems, or substantial alterations to the following utilities:
1. Powerornaturai gas?. . v e v o v ettt conssans

Peovevssscesvsrrvsev e

-

7, Communication sYstems? .. vvvveervecnoneases

I I R R R I R I I I O - S O P P AP

B B Y 7 cees st eceseeteeroevetann ses

4. Sewerorseplictanks? ..o cvcecnvevacocne

i - '
A e s oo e sr s es tr e trerssgrTes e AN I OGO ST S

pocy

5. Stormwaterdrainage? . ... ... .

® 49 5 0000 T PRY L TOCSISEIFEPIOSELIIEIFIPISOOLIOEIIPEIEAND BSOS

6., Solid waste and dispasal? .. ... .................‘...‘..=.....;‘......2

Human Heolth. Will the proposs) result in:
1. Creation of 2ny heaith hazard or potential health hazard {excludingmentalhealth}? . ....% .3 4 i5a0an

0o oo

)
e

0o 00

PPN P LIV RENLEINGOIEISLOELISIOENIEOTOEOETO

2, Exposure of people to potential health hazards? ... ....

Aem’retlcs. Will'the propozal result in:

1. Tha abstruction of any scenic vista or view cpen to thea public, or will the proposal resuitin the cnmon of
an agsthetically offensive site open topublicview? . .............

L A I R A A A I A I I B

O
0

Recreation. Will the proposal result in:
1. An impact upon the quality or quantity of existing recreationat opportunities?, ... ...

ces v seos e
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s T. Cultural Resources. 4 -+ Yes Maybe No
1. Wil the proposal result in the alteration of ar the destruction of a prehistoric or histaric archeological site?. ' D E

- 2. Will the proposal result in adverse physical or aesthetic effects to a prehlstanc or historic bmldmg,

structure, orobject?. . ... .. . el heeee s eeseseteaciecnnn e e va v e D D EQ

3. Does the proposal have the potsntic! to cause a physical change which would affect unique ethnic culmral

values? ... .t freereciatsenreenes teressesseeienanenn D !" EJ

4, Will the proposal restrict existing religious or szcred uses within the potential impactavea? ... .. oo v D D [Q

e

U. Mandatary Findings of Significance.

1. Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, reduce the habitat of afishor
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife populition to drop below self-sustaining {avels, threaten 10 eliminate
3 plant or animal community, reduce the number-or restrict the range.of 3 rare or endangered plant or :
animal or eliminate important éxamples of the majar periods of California history or prehistory?. . ... ... D D EQ

2. Does the project have the potential 1o achieve short-term, to the disadvantage of long-term, environmental D D [3

POMIY L Ll ihicirar e et Ceeeacasesaceans

3. Does the project have impacts which are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? ... ....... D D [3

- &, Does the project have enviranmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings,
- tither directly or inditectly? . . . . . .. e eaneans R e veeeeean e 0=

111, DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION {Sze-Curmrencs Attached}

g NAALe slin

II. A2, A6, Cl - Although dredging can displace sand which
will mod:.fy the ocean floor and may alter current movemznt,

sand and gravel replenlshment by continued littoral drift has
allowed the extraction of material to continue over the past -
30 years without significantly having a negative impact. :

-

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

q | find the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant cffect on the environment,-and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will
be ptepared

D i find that a!though the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a significant effict
in this case because the mitigation measures described on an attached sheet have been added to.the project. A NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.

D 1 find the propased project MAY have a significant effect. on the environment, and an ENVlRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT.

‘ is requied.

pate: J2 | ./ L_gf_z
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