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CONSIDERATION TO CANCEL MINERAL EXTRACTION LEASE PRC 7073
FOR FALLURE O COMPLY WITH HAZARD REMOVAL REQUIREMENT

LESSEE: Aggregate Transport Co., Inc.
P. O. Box 160086
Sacramento, California 55816

John Grattan
Grattan/Gersick/Karp

1009 Fourtocenth Street
Sacramento, California 95814

BACKGROUND INFORMATION:
On April 23, 1987, Lease PRC 7073 was issued to
fqgregale fransport for two years, effective
May 1, 1987. 1lhe lecase was awarded pursuant to
competitive bidding.

The leasc called for removal of a navigational
hazard located at the entrance to the Locks.
Removal was to be accomplished within the first
three months of the lease term. The deadline
for removal was July 31, 1987.

On June 29, 1987, the Lessee had not begun
removal of the hazard and was reminded of the

requirement to remove it by July 31, 1987. At
that time, the Lessee requested a 30-day
extension of the hazard removal date to allow

for approval of the project by the Central

valley Regional Water Quality Control Board on
August 14, 1987. The Lessee anticipated at

that time that all other required permits would
be in hand during the month of July.
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CALENDAR ITEM NO. 24 (CONT'D)

Staff granted the Lessee’s request for an
extension of 30 days. The Regional water
Quality Control Board permit was issued on
August 14, 1987, but the Lessee had not
cbtained a permit from the City of West
Sacramento. The City was hesitant to issue a
permit because of Potential impacts associated

with transporting the material from the
disposal site.

The lease bid package which addressed the
disposal site that was i

for dumping

also stated

spoils site provided it

pursuant to the requirements of CEQA.

In its bid pProposal, Aqgregate Transport not
only indicated that it intended to use the
spoils site identifie

that it could obtain eéssary approvals,
but also that as an alternative, it could use a
site located at Harbor Sand and Gravel, 231 -
2nd Street, West Sacramento (APA# 12755-01-02).
However, Lessee has made no attempt at any time
to use this alternative site and, 1 .

now lost Lhe right to use the site. Use of any
other disposal site has not been secured.

nt of

ee to perform
dredging only from July 1 - September 30.
Lesscee will not be able to dredge prior to the

end of Lthe first vear of the lease.

The hazard remains in place and the Lessee is
in dofault. iated several

ided staff wi
the hazard.

On January 21, 1988, the Commission approved

the stalf recommendation authorizing
notification of default, The Notice, which was

received by Aggregate Transport on January 25,
1988,
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CALENDAR ITEM NO. 24 (CONT'D)

provided that failure to cure the default of
the lease terms (specifically the removal of
the navigational hazard during the first three
months of the lease to attain a navigational
depth) within 90 days of receipt of the Notice
4y cause cancellation of the lease. Since the
notice of defaull was issued, staff has met
with stalf of the City of West Sacramento
Planning Commission whe confirmed that the City
wlll deny all applications for a Conditional
Use Permit authorizing the removal of material
from the subject disposal site. It was also
confirmed that the disposal site proposed as an
allornate site in the Lessee's bid proposal was
acquired by the City from the California
bDepartment of Transportation on October 21,
1987 and will not be used for any disposal of
spo1ls. Thus, the lLassee has lost his right to
use the site for disposal of dredged material.
leseer has Found no other sites to be available
to him for dispesal purposes.

Frhe Lessee has questioned the existence of the
navigatinnal hazard described in the lease.
The Corps of Engineers confirmed that the Locks
have been closed since November 21, 1987.
lherefore, staff belisves the sandbar may not
presently constitute a nagivational hazard to
lraflf'ic entering the Locks. However, it was
also clarafied by the Cerps of Engineers that
the lLocks may again be opened if their use is
requested and the operating costs are paid hy
the user.

It has been reported by staff of the Department
of Water Resources Flood Management Section
that the sandbar does constitute a hazard to
traffic on the Sacramento River by contributing
to the narrowing of the natural channel at an
area frequented by recreational boaters because
of its proximity to a public marina and boat
ramp. The Corps of Engineers has confirmed
that the sandbar is a naturally occurring
hazard that has required periodic dredging in
the past. However, the dredging program, under
which the Corp has performed such dredging, is
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CALENDAR ITEM NO. (CONT'D)

no longer considered to be economically
feasible.

Despite the fact that the sandbar will continue
to remain a traffic hazard, staff believes that
the Lessee was diligent and acting in good

faith in pursuing his permit. Therefore, staff
rccommends that the lease be cancelled and that
the Lessee be relieved of any payments due O
under the lease for the following reasons: R

1. The City of West Sacramento will not issue
a CUp for the primary dumpsite to the
lessece or any other applicant; S

?. The City has acquired the Lessee's S
secondary site; and M

3. TYhe tessce has found no other sites to be '
auailable ko him.

OTHER PERTINENMNT INFORMAIION:

1. Pursuant to the Commission's delegation of
. aulhority and the CEQA Guidelines (14 Cal. . :
., Adm. Code 15061), the staff has determined .

that this activity is exempt from the ‘

§ ' requirements of the CEQA because the
e activity is not a "project" as defined by
CEQN Guidelines,

puthority: P.R.C.: 21065 and 14 Cal. Adm.
Code 15378.

2. The lease has a minimum annual royalty of
$30,000 due by May 25, 1988.

3. Pursuant to the requirements of the lease,
a Letter of Credit from the Lessee in the

amount of $40,000 is on deposit in the
State Controller's office.

4. The Lessec has also submitted $5,000 as a L
deposit with his original bid. T

AB 884: N/A.

EXHIBITS: A. Site Map.
Lease.
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CALENDAR ITEM NO. 24 (CONT'D)

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMISSI1ON:

1.

FIND THAT THE ACIIVITY IS EXEMPT FROM THE REQUIREMENTS OF

THE CEQA PURSUANT 70O 14 CAL. ADM. CODE 15061 BECAUSE THE

ACTIVITY (S NOI A PROJECT AS DEFINED BY P.R.C. 21065 AND
14 CAL. ADM. CODE 15378.

DETERMINE THPT AGGREGATE TRANSPORT CO., INC. HAS FAILED TO
REMOVE THE NAVIGNATIONNL HAZARD IDENTIFIED IN SECTION 1,

PARAGRAPH 3 AND IN FXHIBLT "A"™ OF THE LEASE DURING THE

FIRST THREE MONTHS OF THE LEASE TO ATTAIN A NAVIGATIONAL
DEPTH.

AUTHORIZE CANCELLATTON Of MINERAL EXTRACTION LEASE PRC 7073
BECAUSE 1) THE 1ISSEE HAS BEEN UNABLE TO OBTAIN THE
NEGLGUBARY GOVERNMENINL PERMINS FOR HIS PRIMARY SPOILS DUMP
SUIF, 2) HIS SLOGONDARY SPOTLS DUMP STTE HAS BFEN PURCHASED
AMD 16 NO LONGER auntlnBtE AND 3) NO OTHER SITES ARE NOW
AUNATLABIE 1O THE LELSEE,

DETERMINE THAT 1HL LESSLE HAS MADE GOOD FAITH EFFORTS TO
OBTALN HIS PERMLIS AND FAILED AND THEREFORE SHALL BE
RELIEVLD QF ANY PAYMENTS DUE UNDER THE LEASE.
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PROPOSED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

EIR ND
Fila Ref.: 1 23323

Scu#:

Project Title: predging Permit With Commercial Disposal of Spoils.
Project Proponeat: rniernational Mineral Services, Ltd.

Project Location: Tide and submerged lands in the Sacramento River near Miller Park,
Sacramento and Yolo Counties. ”

Project Description: Dredge a maximum 500,000 cubic yards of material annually for
. two.years to improve ndivigation. The spoils will be placed
- on the adjacent upland Sacramento-Yolo Port District spoil
site yhere it will be dried, processed and screened for
comrercial sale. .

Contact Person: Linda Mirtinez Telephone: (916) 322-6375
- Dredging Coordinator .

This document 1is prepared pursuant to ths requirements of the California Eovironmentas. JK
Quality Act(Section 21000 et 8eq., Public Resources Cods), the State CEQA Guidalines(Secti:
15000 et seq., Title 14, California Administrative Code), and the State Lands Commission re JR
gulaticus(Section 2901 et seq., Title 2, California Administrative Code) . "

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

@ the’ project will not have a signifizzut cffect on the cavironoent,

‘2

LT attigatton measures included in the project will avoid potentially significant sffects, S
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CTEREINTG PO 1nT AL STUDE AND RESFONSES

Califorma Regronal dater Quality
tontrol Board - Central Vailev Region

Coament :

What are the expected production rate and operation life figures. There

is a discrepancy between those shown in the U. s. Army Corps of Engineers
Notice and the application submitted to the Board. There is also a
discrepancy between ‘tlie area proposed for dredging shown in the Corps
totice and that submitted to the Board.

"EPA Form No. 2c (for NPDES discharge) including discharge estimates in-

units of millicn gallons per day must be submitted to the Board.

-
-~

Response:

An updated application has been submitted to the Board cont.aim;.xng -
information consistent with the application submitted to the Corps and
Lthe Siate Lands Commission.

Comment :
Heavy metals and/or toxic compounds may be present in sediments along the
proposed reach to be dredged. Supporting data and resulting conclusions
as to the existepce or absence of such contaminants should be submitted.’:
Response:
Four sand samples were taken from the proposed dredging area and submitted
by the applicant tc Skyline Labs for analysis. The report, which has. been“

-submitted to the Bcard, shows the sand to contain no abnormal levels of

corttaminants.

Comment s

‘Streambed disturbance and dredge return flows may cause increased turbidity

levels in the River.
Response:

The sand will be removed from the river with a suction dredge which will
minimize turbidity increases. All necessary precautions will be taken

to see that the maximum increase in turbidity above background levels

will not exceed 25 Formazin Turbidity Units measured down current from the

dredge.

Comment. :
Aquatic life or habitat may be adversely impacted by changes in water
quality and riverbottom characteristics. Dredging operations may also
impose a significant risk to aquatic life during periods of spawning and
migration. .

Response: o

Only the sand that has been washed into the river wiil pe renoved down

Lo the original riverbed. No water or dredgings will be discharged

directly back 1nto the river but w Ml instead be piped to the disposal site s

Whora the sapd will Lo desatered.  The water will be sett lod befors being

LU d 1O rhe 2T, N reataont g or additives wil) s placed into the
sy il e s g by the Lim NONELpaane s Smengeet A phe
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changes 0 flow valoClties and erosion/deposition rates may resuit trem
alt2ring the geometry of the river channel.

Only the sand that has been washed in by flooding will be removed, thereby
restoring the river channel to its designed geometry and umproving 1its
natural flow characteristics.

County of Sacramento

1. Comment:
The applicant should seek appropriate permits from the City of Sacramento and b

Yolo County.

Response: .

The applicant has applied for a Use Permit from the County of Yolo, and -
has been informetithat a "Special Permit" is required from the Ci ty of
Sacramento in accordgnce with Section 23-C-2~F (Open Space) of the City’s
Zoning Ordinance.

Corment :

The proposed project should consider protection of the riparian vegetation
at the.spoil site. -

Response: ]
The spoil site plan has been modified to avoid disturbance of vegetation.
The containment basin will be limited to the sparsely vegetated western
portion cf the disposal site.

Comment :

Dredging operations may pose a significant risk to aquatic life during
pericds of fish spawning and migration.

Response: ’ .

Fish spawning will be protected by ‘the time corstraints imposed on the
project by the Department of Fish-and Game through issuance of a Streambed
Alteration Permit.

Ceoament :
Compliance with the California Surface Mining and Reclamation Act is required.

Response: . <
The applicant has been informed of the requirement to contact the
California Mining and Geolcgy Board regarding submittal of a mined land
reclamation plan.

City of Sacramento

l. Cament.: Consideration should ke given to Lhe potential contlicts «§
operation betwean the vroposed project and Lhe CLLy's dradging of tne
Hilier park peat Harbor.

bt TAALAOLS amo e on Lhe applicant by the Daparument
‘' N hd . » s "
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cornent ;
The proposed project includes dredge discharge to the proposed spoils O
processing plant and water discharge back to the river at some point to =
the south. There are only two points at this location in the levee

where there are discharge facilities. One is a 16" pire through the levee
tc the Port of Sacramentc-site. The other is a discharge line from the
Corps of Engineers' site Al00. Both of these discharge lines will be
utilized by the City's project.

- - IS

Response:

Staff communication with the Sacramento Port District Chief Engineer
indicates that negotiations have been underway and are continuing regarding
the Fort's leasing their property along the Sacramento River south of the
lock to Int¥xnational Mineral Services. 'Such lease would include use of
any discharge pipes on the property through the river levee. The ’
applicant is not proposing to use the Corps' site or pipeline.

Comment : )

There are strict water quality requirements for the City's project
dictated by the State Water Quality Control Board and by the State
Department of Fish and Game. The City's contractor will h-ve to expend
significant effort to assure that the project does not adversely impact
water quality. Therefore, any operation occurring at the sape time in the
same vicinity on'the river will make it very difficult if not impossible -
to determine vwho ‘is responsible for any adverse impact on water quality.

Response: . . 0 a
The applicant has applied for permits from the Department of Fish and

Game ard the Regional Water Quality Control Board, and will fully comply
with all reguirements specified by these agencies.

Comment: .

Consiceration should be given to potential impacts on water quality.
Response: _ ) o ) .
The proposed project will be done in strict compliance with the
specifications established by the Regional Water Quality Control Board.

Conment :
The depth and characteristics of any possible aquifer system underlying
the project site should be discussed.

Response:

Only the sand that has been washed into the river will be removed down
to the original riverbed, thereby restoring the river channel to its
designed geometry and improving its natural flow characteristics.

Comment :
Potential effects on fish and wildlife should be analyzed.

Responsc: :

The disposal suie plen nas been medified to avoid uacts on veyatat.ion,
ard the applicant wiil b2 required *o ccooly with roquirements imgosed
by the vepartient of Fish and Game rhiouesh issuance of a2 Streanked
Atteration oot . —

—
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7. Comrent:
The project's consistency with the City's General Plan shouid be assessed

Response:
The applicant has a
has been intormed o

s

Comment.
Considerat.ion should be given to an assessment of the Project site's

historical and archaeclogical regources.

N

Response:
The Office of Historic Preservation and the Native American Heritage

Commission-had-nd adverse comments on the project.
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INITIAL STUDY
Introduction

International Mineral Services, Inc. has submitted a
. rcquest to remove a maximum 500,000 cubic yards of material

. annually for two years from the Sacramento River near Miller
Park, Sacramento and Yolo CpunLles.

A floating dredge will be utilized to remove the material

from the riverbottom and deposit it on the adjacent approved
S Sacramento-Yolo Port District speil site where the stockpiled
= sand will be dried, processed and screened for commercial sale.
) Approximately 2,000 cubic yards will be processed daily. The
sand deposf*s will be dredged and disposed of using barge mounted
equipment. No dredging will be performed within 50 feet. of
the toe of the levees~on either side of the river. The east
side of the spoil site will be used as a settling pond for -
excess s3ilt bearing water. After precipitating the silt out,
excess water will be discharged into the river.

. Miller Park and the I-5 Freewdy are located petween the

# beginning and endlng points of the proposed dredging on the
east side of the river. On the west side is a commercial-light

G industrial area,,the barge canal; Sacramentd-Yolo Port District

. spoil site, U. S. Army Corps of Engineers spoil site, and

. . dgricultural -residential land. Some areas of the east side

of the river are heavily wooded on the hank with cottonwoods. ng

" oaks, and willows. The only area on-the-west side vegetated .

aR with'large trees lies between the river--and the commercial=:.. S

Tl industrial area at the upstream limits of the’ proposed dredging.

. Since dredging will not be done within 50 feet of the toe of 4

the levees, no vegetation will be disturbed.

—t & o s e &




File Ret .:;_D 10-: \\—}2

"UIHLGMINFALIMPACTASS£S$JEHFCuECKLHl -PART 1l

") '"-|‘O l'f.:)

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A. Apphcomt  Internatiopal #Minersl Secrvice
pP. O._Box 16237C __ -_ .
Sacramentao CA __95816
Attention: _Ned R._Workman _

Checklist Date:  _ 6/, 25/ 86, .
Contact Person: _ Linda Martinez, Dredging Qogrdingtof
Telephone: { 916_) 322-6375. .: .

Dredge, material_for_ commercial sale and enhancement of _navigati
o)

Purpose.

. r—— - et —— — >  Sem$ mm S s sms s am 86 i mme s

-

Umuwn-nredglng.w;ll be performed in_the_Sacramento River between Milea
56.0 and Mile 58.0, near Miller Park, Sacramente and Yolo Counties. :

Descoption: Dredge_ @ .maximum 500,000 cu._yds. of material annually for 2 Y
utilizing.. a _floating. dredge._ _Jm§_§po;l_mater1a1 will be dep051ted o
the Sacramento -Yolo Port Dist.:

Pessons Contacted: _ Beh Mapes, Department _Qf,_,j-‘_;_s_b___an_ﬁ_a_rp,e : qu Clark,
U. S. Army Corps of. Engineers_... ...__. ——
Permits authorizing _the proposed grqject'afe currentlv being
processed by _the 'U. S. Army Corps_of Engineers, California

Reglonal Water nglltz_Control Board, and Callfornla Degartment

ot _Fish and Gahe.

2
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i, E_NV!RONMENTAL IMPACTS. {Explain all “'yes’ and "“maybe”’ answers}
A. ELarth. Will the proposal result in:
. Unstable earth conditions or changes in geologic substructures? . , ,

. Disruptions, dispiacements, compaction, or overcovering,0f the soil?

Claaiges ms depoaton or eroaon of Leach 3and.. o1 changes s sltation, depusition o erosion which may
mothly the chunael of a aver ar stream or the bed ol the ocean or any bay, inlet, or lake? .

Cnienuime of i peogne af g s i, 10 00be 0 hazanls such as earthquabes, landsheles, migthides, ground

o Bt O3 Satidaee asaeds?
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VOALLL ol e e o calies o e fatute p any Change o ;.I-u'..;:c',cnh\:r hacaily or regionatiy?

LPL )

Wizer D000 s niroposal cosuet we
1 Charayes s the aurrenis, or ihe course ur Jiraction of water muvements, in ather manne or fresh waters? | |

2 Changes a3 absurption r3te,, dranage patierns, or the rate and amount of surlsce water runoll?,

L

.. . LI T T T

3. Alterations to the course or flow of flood waters? .

D I R I R R R

4, Change in the amount ol surlace water in any water body? _ . .
5. Discharge into surface waters, or in any alteration of surlace water quabity, including but not imited to

temperature, dissolved ¢ xygen or turbidity? .. ... ...
- . .

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

7. Change in the quantity of around waters, either through direct additions or withdrawals, or through inter-
ception of an aguifer Dy cuts 0r eXCavations? .. ... L. L. i i e et ce et

LS I R

8. Substantial reduction ifjthe smount of water otherwise availablo for public water supphes?

LR A I IR

9. Exposure of people or propesty to watcer related hazards such as flooding or tidal waves?

LRI A A IR S R I

10. Significant changes in the temperature, flow or chemical content of surface thermal springs?

.

Plont Lif=. Vit th proposal result in:
1. Change 1n the diversity of species, or number of any species of plants. {including trees, shrubs, grass, crops,

...... L I R T T K SN N N S SO

2 Aeductiun of the numbess of any unique, rare or endangered species of PlantsY. . .. v vt v ee e vtoenn..
3. Introduction of new species of plants into 3n area, or in a barrier to the normal replenishment of existing

L A L R R R I R I R R E R T I I

4. Reduction in acreage ot any agricultural crop?

Amimal Life. Will the proposal result in:
1. Change in the diversity ol species, or numbers of any species of animals_(birds, land animals including
reptiles, fish and shelifish, benthic organisms, 0r INSETIE)? L Loy neie e e nreeedesoonnnoooonee,

P I N I R

2. Reduction of the numbars of any uniguc, rare or endangered species of animals?

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

aninals?

DI Y
-~ e

4. Deterioration to existing fish or wildlife habitat?. . . . ... ..

sen aav arw o =

-

Noive, Will the proposal result in:
1. Incredse in existing noise levels?. . . ..............
2. Exposuie of people to suvere noise levels?
Ligls and Glure. Will the proposal result in-
1. The production of ncw light or glare? |
Land Use. Wil the groposal result in:

1. Asabstantial diteration of the present or planned 1and use of an arca?. . . e

Nurueal Resonreces, VL the proposal tesult in

LI A R AR I IRy

1. Increase s the rate of use of any natwal recaurces?

L T T T Y

2 Substunted denletion of any noncencvrabile rescurces? |,
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UOE T e aianse ohan of an CINIYency evacuamon plang

Poputatin: g e Drepotal rogey -
L The siteranion, disttabupion, “ea%iy of growih rage of the human »opulation of l.hc 2rea?
Mousing, vai the nroposal resulg in - .
. Alfecting existing housing, or ereate o tdemand (o ddditional housing? . R

7'raluimualiun/C'ir(ululiml. Will the proposal result in;

1. Gencration of substantial additions| vehicular Movement?, . , ., ., Cet ..

2. Allecting existing parking facilitics, or create a demand for new parking?, |, .
3. Substantial impact upon existing transportation sy'stems?
!

4. Alterations 10 present patterns of circulation o movemen

S e e * e s,

5. Alterations to waterborne, rail, or 3ir tralftic? . |
-

6. Increase in tratfic hazzeds to motor vehicles, bicyclists, or pedestrians? . ., ... .. Ceceiteeii,. ..

Lubdlie Serrices,  Win the proposal have an effect
services in any of the following areas:

3. Fire protection?

2. Poﬁ:eproxcclion?.........................i.
"fl.Sclxoolx?..............................'.5'.

4. Parks and other recreationa! l.:_ncih'h'cx?. Ceee ..

S. Maintenance of publie Lacilities, including foads?. ., ... .

6. Other Sovernmental services?, | Tt i,

Energy., Will the proposat result in:

o'_ooco.oo.-oc.o--o

. L Use of substantial amounts of fuel or eneryyy . . E e
.. N 7 .- i .o .
in demand upon existing sources of energy, or require tha devzlqpment of newsourcosy .

2, Substantial increasn
osal result in 3 neeg lor new systems, or substantial altcragions to the following Utilities:

ooooo-.ooa,..o-oo.no-oo..oc..

1. Powerornalural 93sd. . ....... .
.

---oo.‘oooo...o-.'a LI A RPN

2, Communication systems? ., ... .

3.Walcr?.................... .

lcooo..-.l-o-o--

4, ch.'crorscp(ictank:? ceeeana., tr ettt
5. Slarmwa(érdrainagc?......... I R PO
6. Solidw.meanddiwosal?.......... L ettt
Huwmen ooy, Wil the proposal resvitin:

1. Creation of any L alth hazard or botental health haza,y {excluding meniag heatth)p _ ., ..
2. Exposure of people 10 potential heatsh hazargs) B R R P .

Aesthiectiey vy the propaal result in:

;..‘

L The ubitruenion of any scenic visty or virw open
an acsthetically OlHengig 5g0 U0 1o pulili vigw,)

Receenty gy VAl th.- roposal result gy

1. An "IDLCT uno i), HLBEY Of Quanly of exisliag eereationa) opbportunities?, |
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vilyes? . e
VAl e pioposas FSENCT e ting schiguous uf sacred uses withun the potentid! impact area? .., .., .. ...

»

Mandatorer indines of Significonce.,

1. Docs the pruject have the potentidl to deqrade the quality of the enviconment, reduce the hatutat of a fish or
valdhle species, cause 3 Ik or wilillife population to drop below self sustaining levels, theeaten to eliminate
3 plant or ammal community, teduce the numher or restrict the range of 3 rare or endangered nlant or
amimal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory?. . ... ...
2. Dous the project have the potential 1o achieve short term, to the disadvantage of longdcrm, environmental
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3. Doei the project have smpacts wineh are indwidually imited, but cumulatively considerable? ... ...".% . .

4. Does the project have environmental eflfects which wall cause substantial adverse eflects on human beings,

either diectly or indireClly? oo it et et irtieenecetoruendecnnnencnansonsadi,,

{11, DISCUSSION GF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION {See Comments Attached)

IV. PRELIMINARY DETERMINATION
On the basis of this snitial evaluation:
E] I Lind the proposeut project COULD NOT have a siyndicant elfect on the environment, and 3 NEGATIVE DECLARATION will
be picpared.

[_l I bl thot ulihough the proposad project could have a sigalicant ellect on the environment, thete will not be 3 sigmificant efiect
i thig cate beeause the ot stion medsues desenbied on an atiached sheet have been added 1o the project. A NEGATIVE

DECLARATICH vall e prepared -~
. lj ok the puopased guopet MAS have 3 ssgmdscans ellect oa the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
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