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LAND EXCHANGE AGREEMENT

APPLICANT:
United States Forest Service
Pacific Southwest Region
830 Sangome Street
San Francisco, California 94111

BACKGROUND

On June 30, 1987, the Commission approved a Memorandum of
Understanding with the Pacific Southwest Region of the United
States Forest Service {USFS) to facilitate an exchange of
scattered parcels of school lands cContained within national
forests for tracts of forest land administered by USFS. The

rasult would facilitate the formation of consolidated Commission-
owned forest management units.

On October 26, 1989, the Commission authorized the approval and
cxecution of the exchange agreement covering Phase 1 of this two-
phase progran.

The parties have agreed upon properties to be exchanged within
Phase 2 of this agreement. In this< phase, the Commissicn will
exchange primarily scattered northern California USFS in-holdings
for 1,640t acres of land containing 55,859t mbf of timber in
Butte County. Staff requests approval of a land exchange
agreement that provides for the completion of Phase 2 of the
exchange, pursuant to federal regulations. The agreenment has
been reviewed by legal counsel of both agencies and is
acceptable.

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

B. <Cal. Code Regs.: Title 3, Div. 3; Title 14, Div. 6.

AB 8864:
N/A
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OTHER PERTINENT INFORMATION:

X.

Pursuant to the Commission’s delegation of authority
and the State CEQA Guidelines (14 Cal. Code

Regs. 15061), the staff has determined that this
activity is exempt from the requirements of the CFQR as
a statutorily exempt project. The project is exempt
because it involves an action taken pursuant to the
School Land Bank Act, P.R.C. 8600, et seq.

Authority: P.R.C. 8631.

Pursuant to P.R.C. Section 6441, staff has determined
that this equal value exchange of scattered schcol land
parcels for a consclidated parcel of Forest Service
timberland is in the best interests of the State and is
in furtherance of the School Land Bank Act of 1984
(PF.R.C. 8702), which contained legislative direction
regarding the consolidation of natural resocurce
holdings.

Pursuant to Federal regulations, this proposed action
has been published and circulated by the United States
Forest Service.

Staff has recommended the Commission authorize
execution of a Programmatic Agreement among U.S.D.A.,
Forest Service, State Lands Commission, SHPO, and the
Advisory Council of Historic Preservation to provide
special protection to any cultural resources contained
within the exchange.

The apprazsal process for this transactlon vas
conducted in conformance with the Uniform Appraisal
Standards for Federal Land Acquisitions. Under the
Federal Appraisal Standards, an average discount of
four percent {4%) equalling approximately $700,000 was
applied to the State Lands to compensate for the number
and scattered nature of the ‘parcels to be exchanged.
Although staff objects to this practice, regquired under
the regulations of the Federal Land Exchange Act, staff
does feel the State will riceive equal value for its
land for two major reasons:

(A) Staff was able to convince the Forest Service of
the approximate $1,900,000 timber value on 640 acres of
school land located wlthln the Yolla Bolly - Middle Eel
Wilderness. The Forest Service initial.y insisted the
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timber had no value in the appraisal process because of
its location within a wilderness area.

(B) Staff believes that large exchanges with federal
agencies have some economy of scale which provides a
savings in transaction costs.

Therafore, staff believes the equal value requirements
of P.R.C. Section 6441 have been net.

6. As part of the transfer process, the Forest Service
conducted an environmental evaluatlon of the federal
property to be exchanged to certify that it did hotr
contain habitat for threatened or endangered species.

EXHIBITS:
A. Land Exchange Agreement
B. Wildlife Biological Evaluation
C. Biological Rvaluation for Sensitive, Threatened, and
Endangered Plant Specieu

I3 RECCMMENDED 1THAT THE COMMISSIONS.

TIND THAT THE ACTIVITY IS EXEMPT FROM THE REQUIREMENTS GF
THE /77 RSUANT TO 14 CAL. CODE REGS. 15061 AS A
STATUTORILY EXEMPT PROJECT PURSUANT TO P.R.C. 8631, AN
ACTION TAKEN PURSUANT TO THE SCHOOL LAND BANK ACT,

P.R.C. 8600, ET SEQC.

AUTHORIZE APPROVAL AND EXECUTZON OF A LAND EXCHANGE
AGREEMENRT, IN SUBSTANTIALLY THE FORM WITHIN EXHIBIT "a",
BETWEEN THE STATE LANDS COMMISSION AND THE UNITED STATFS OF
AMERICA. AND ITS ASSIGNS, ‘ACTING BY AND THROUGH THE
DEPA?TMENT OF AGRICULTURE, FOREST SERVICE.

FIND THAT THE EXCHANGE OF THE STATE LANDS DESCRIBED Iy
EXHTBIT 8A®  SCHEDULE A, FOR THE UNITED STATES LAND
DESCRIBED IN EXHIBIT "A", SCHEDULE B, XIS IN ACCORDANCE WITH
P.R.C. 6441, AND THAT THE SELECTED LANDS ARE OF EQUAIL OR
GREATER VALUE.

AUTHORIZE THE EXCHANGE AND ISSUANCE OF A PATENT OF STATE
LANDS DESCRIBED IN EXHIBIT "A", SCHEDULE A, SUBJECT TO
APPLICABLE STATUTORY AND CONSTITUTIONAL RESERVATIONS TO THE
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA iND ITS ASSIGNS.
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5430 Exchange
Plumas NP
SLC - Phase II
EXHIBIT “A" CA-25252 (CA~27104)

LAND EXCHANGE AGREEMENT
(Lund for Land)
(Ref: FSB 5409.13}

This Land Exchange Agrecneat by and betuwaen the State of California, geting by
and through the State Lends Comnissior, hereinafter referred to as the o
non-federal landouner, and the Usited Statesd of America and its asuigno. acting
by and tghrough the pepartzent of Agricuiture, Forest Servicee

WITRESSETH. That pursusat to the Act of March 20, 1622 {42 Scat. 465; i6
U.S.C. 485), as amended by the Act of February 20, 1925 (43 Stat. 952) the Act
of February 28, 1535 (L) Stat. 10903 16 U.S.C. 486}, the Act of June 22, 193R
{52 Scat. 8518); tbe Act of June 11, 1960 {74 Statr. 205; 7 0.5.C. 2201{necte)).
tbe Wildernevs Act of Septesber 3, 1966 (78 Stat. 8%0; 16 U.8.C. 1123{note)),
tbe Land and Hater Conscrvatiocn Puod Act of 1965 (78 Stat. 897), the Netiooal
Trails System Act of October 2, 1968 (82 Stat. 919; 16 T.5.C. 1241 (nctely, tbe:
Wild and Sceaic Rivers Act of October 2, 1958 (82 Stat. $06: 16 U.5.C. 1271
(vote)), the Whiskeytown-Shasta-Trinaty Mationa' Recrestion Area (15 u.s.C.
4609), thu Mouo Basin Ratiopal Forast Scenic Area (16 0.5.C. 543), the Act of
October 21, 1976 (90 Stat. 2743; 43 U.S.C. 1716). «nd the Feders® Land Exchange
Facilitation Act of 1988 {102 Szat. 1086) the won~fadersl lendowner does berady
sgree to exchbange to the United Staces of Amarice by Pateat the lands described

io Schedule "A™ attached berato and made o part hereof. 7n exchange therafore

the United States of America wil® convey to the son-federal landovzar by Pataent

issueé by the Department of the Interiocr, the laonds dascribed 10 Scheduls t - 3¢
otteched hereto aund msde a part hereof.

tha con-federal landowner agraes to convey the laods described in Schedu'e A"
free from a'l sacumbrances except those set forth on Schedule we* attached
herato and mads a part bereof. When notified to do ad by the Porest Sarvice,
the non-¢sdersl landowner alsc agreas to executs the subjact Patent "to the
Upited States of Aserica and its ascigos™ and agy documente needed to replace
permits cr casezents jssued by the United States of Amarica to users as shoen
in Scbedute "D" attached bereto and wade a part hereof. The non-federal
lendowner further agraas to deliver seid executed Patent. said executed
docuuents in favor of users, to the Forest Supervisor, Plyungs National Porest,
who will act es escrow tholder. The aon-federal Vandowner further agrees to
furzish title evideace on the 'ands dascribed is Schedule “A" satisfactory ia

the Office of the Cenarsl Counsal of the United States Departmeat of
adgricultura.

The Foreot Service ajreed zo conwey the lande descridbed :n Schadalq "BY,

sudb ject to any reservatioas apg?ﬁi:optidno described in Schedule “D® by causing
a Patent -to bz issued by the Sucracary of the Interior. The Forest Service




&lso agrees, following thea tsduance of s Patent in favor of the non-Fedearal
landowner, to deliver caoh in the sum of

dollars ($ ) to the noa-Paderal landowner.

Both parties agree not to do, or suffer others to do, any act by vhich the
value or the ecnvironmeatal acceptability of the lande which are the subject of
thie agreement may be disiasished or further encumbered. If any huzardous
substance 1o discoverad or any sther loss or damage occurs from any csuse,
inc'uding scts of God, to the londs described im Schedules "A" or "B" prior to

passage of title, either party may refuse without liability to complete the
exchange.

This Bxchange ie subject to the provisions of 36 CFR 217 or 251, the-
Adminiscrative Reviev Procedure of the Porest Service, acd in the event of ap
appeal, this Ag-eement is contingent upon the £ina' dispositi:on of chat appesl.

Thia Agreement wil! be terminated in the avent that either party cennot coavey

& good and sufficient title to the 'ands or interests in lands agreed to dba
exchaanged.

The rules und reguistions of the Secretary of Agricuiture, vhare spplicadle,
apply to the resecvation of any vights retaised by the non-federsl landowner,
except a3 to mineral reservations in favor of the State of Ca'i1fornie which sre
subject to State lav provisions.

1t is agreed that no Hesder of or Delegate to Congreos or Resident
Commissioner, aftazc bis election or appointment, and either bafore or after be
hes qualified, 2nd duriag his continuance in office, shall be adaitted to any
chare or parz of this Agresment, or to any benefit to arise thereupon. WNotling
however, herein contained shall bo construed to extend to any ipcorporated
company, where such agraemgnt is made for tha general benefit of such

corporaticn or company (Sec. 3741, Rav. Stat., and Secs. 114-116, Act of Usrch
4, 1309).

This exchange isc subject t» completion of & thirty-day oversight reviaw by the

Cocmittee on Agriculzure »f the House of Represantstives, United States
Congress.

IH WYITNESS WHEREOF, the non-federsl laandowner by its authorized officers and
the Regional Foraster, Pacific Southvest Region, acting for and on behalf of
the Forest Service bave executed this Agraement this day of _

19__. '

URITZEL STATES POREBST SERVICE STATEZ OF CALIFORWIA
SETAYE LAEDS COMMINSIOR

By_. By

CBARLES WAEREN
Acri=g Director, Londs aund Raeal Exgeutive 0ff{cer,

Zotate MNansgenant 8rere Lands Commission

®




"
N

Revisad: 8/6/91

California State Lands Cormission - Phase I3Z.land Exchange

Schedule A, the ggggggg;gl lgnd description:
Angeles Bacions? Forest
Sen Bernardine Heridian, Los Aageles County, California

T. 1 R, R 10 W,
Sec. 16, All,

Eldorsdo Warienal Foress
Hount Diedlo Meridisn, Amador zad El Dorade Counties, Califora:a

T. 8 R., R. 16 &,
Sec. 36, WZkuW(, RN, NBiSHk. $§§Sl

T. 10 %., X. 16 E.
Sec. 36, #ySBx, SwkStk

Ipve Harional Forget
Nount Disdlo Maridisn, Momo and Inyo Couuties, California,

T. 2 ., R, 26 E.
s‘c. 163 %m. “6" yﬁss“ S"(SW.

T. 3 E., %. 26 B.

Sec. 36, A parcel of land located within the WyNEX
of Seczion 36, describad as followa:
BECINRING at a concrete monument on the
southerly righet-of-wvay line of State
Route 167, szid monument being located
cprosite centerline Seation 323+400.00,
snd shown on Right-2f-Yay Record Map 6.1,
s2id map ‘being fi.ed for record on
January 29, 1959, in State Highway Book Ro. 2,
Hono County, thence; from said point nf
beginning, slong raid righet-of-way, S07°51'W500
feect morve or less to the intersection with
the nerth line of that certein parcel
descrided a8 the "south half of Section 35,
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Tounship 3 Forth, Range? 26 Bast, MDM,” 1n
the Dead to che City ~f Los Acgeles, and
filed for record on Koveaber 10, 1931, in
Voluoe 6, pages 158 and 159, Movo County
Records, theuce; from aaid point of

intersection, easterly along said northerly

line, 1340 feet more OF 1ese to the
jatersection with che westerly line of

that certsin parcel described es the east

half of the portheast quartar of Secticn 36,

Township 26 Morth, Range 26 East, HDU® in

the Patent to Wilbur Brooks Qu&ys filed for

record on Octodber 6, 1969, in Book 105,
page 385, Hono County Records, cthance;

from 3aid point of intersection. northerly
slong s81d vestesly line, 550 feet moOvTR OT

less to the jntersection vith the
aforementioned southerly cight-of-vay of
Route 167, thence; fron suid point of
intersaction, along said right-of-vay,
§67°51'4W975 feet wmore or less to the
poizt of beginning.

3 K., R. 29 E.
Sec. 36, SEuSW.

1 S., R. 2% B.

Sec.

16, WsSEX

& S., R. 30 E.
Sec. 36, Sl TWL.

4 5., BR. 31 Eo

Sec.

8 Ses

16, ¥4, SV, SEASEX.

%. 32 E.

Sec. 36, SHuSWc.

1 Bati

Mount Disblo Meridiaa. Siskiyou tLouaty. Californisa.

T. 39 H.,
Sac.

T. 40 H.,
Sec.

T~ 61 ’..
Sec.

R. 11 ..
36, Waltk, WEHW

B. 10 W.,
16, ‘®BSTx.

Re 12 W,
16, Bhtk

J‘
1,089.50




T. 47 K., R. 8 W.,
Sec. 36, WhaNWg, WyEl, WiSswk, SEYXSWx.

‘Humboldt Meridian, Siskiyou County, Califoruia,

T. 10 N., R?. 8 E.,
Sec. 16, Lot 1}

3
633.63

LASSEN _HATIORAL VOREST
Houar Diablo Maridian, Tehama County, Califormia,

T. 26 H., R. 2 &.,
SEC. 16, SEtw,

T. 26 N., R. 3 &.,
SEC. 15, Sk.

T. 28 N., B. 3 E.,
SEC. 16, ALL

Hount Disblo Meridian, Plumas County, Californis,

T. 27 R., B. 5 B.;
Sec. 36, Lote 2, 3 srnd 4. 24.70
1,074.70

%ODOC HATIORAL FOREST

Hount Disble Meridian, Medoe County, Californis,

T. 47 K., R. & %.,
Sec. 13, WW(wwr, S~a%, SEik,
Sec. 14, BB,

41 ¥., R, § E.,
Sec. 36. B"ia ]’318“!. Sg‘s“‘, 55‘8&.

41 K., R. 10 %.,
Sec. 36, UPhErk.

43 R., R. 9 B.,
Sec. 7, SExSEx;
Sec. 8, WSk
5&(:. ‘18. v’m.

46 W., R. O B,
bac. &, SWANE, NWkSWi;
Sec. 5, Lots 8 and 9.
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65 E., BR. 7 K.,
Sec. 16, M#REX.

43 ¥., R. 10 E.,
Sgc. 17‘ Sﬁiﬁm.

46 ¥., R: ¢ E.,
Sec. 16, Eusid, STSWR.

46 ¥., R. 1i E.,
Sec. 1, TSWc;
Sec. 2, ®s8k;
Cec. 3' s’img s‘ﬁtm. ms&;
Sec. &, SWeSW, WDk, WaSP;
Sec. 8, BEKHEX, oukNEs.

47 8., R. 10 E.,
See. 7, Lot 2.

47 ®., R. 15 .,
Sec. 16, WSE. . o
2,108.75

OMAS -NATIOHAL FORBST
Mount Disblo Meridiea, Plunas County, Califormia

T. 22 H., R 9 2.,
Sec. 16, 8%, KPSk,

TOGETHER WITH an appurtanant non-e@xclusive
easement 33 faet in widgh located withia

the WsS% of said Section 16, reserved to tae
State of Californis, State %Lapds Commission,

ju State Patent Ho. 20546, isasued to ¥rickson
Lambar Co., dated Auguat &, 19727, (Recordation
\aforascion pukaown.)

23 H., R. B E.,
Sac. 16, N&BE:, SWt;
Sec. 36, WhW¥, SwWs, ¥, S¥.

25 K., R. 12 E.,
Sec. 16, Ba¥id:, sk, Peo. (311> 8

2% #., R 146 8.,
Sec. 16, ¥i, Mysw, SESHK, ks,

2% B., B. 15 E,.
Sec. 16, All;



https://2,108.75

T. 26 N., B. 15§ E.,
Ssc. 3€, N, SWeND, WeSEYR, SWk.

Hount Diablo Meridisn, Yuba County, Celifornis

T. 20 X., R. 8 E..
Sec. 36, mWcmwk.

SEQUOTA WATIONAL FOREST

Hount Diablo Heridian, Fresno Country, Californias

T. 14 8., R. 27 g.,
Sec. 2, SlgNw.

SHASTA-TRINITY NATIONAL FOREST

Hount Disblo Meridian, Siskiyou Councy, Celifornia

43 K., . ! &,
Sec. 36, SEYNTM, EMSE:.

Mount Diablo Heridian, Shasta County, California

T. 3?7 ¥,, R. 3 EB.,

Sec. 1€, 3WSBX, SERSW( EXCEPTING THEREFRON
@ otrip of land 400 feet in wideh
couveyed to the State of California
in Patent Mo. 18776 for g bighway.
Recorded June 11, 1937, in Volume 16,
page 47 of Potents, Offxcxal Records
Shastas County, Cazlifornis.

T. 34 B., R. & W.,

Sec. 16, WgSth, ElsSW EXCEPTINC TREREFROM
strip of land conveyed to the State of
Califnrnia, Department of Public Vorks,
Division of Highways in Patent So. 20505,
recorded June 10, 1966 in Volume 884,
page 308, Of‘1czal Recorda, Shasta
County, California; and Supplemantal
Fatent ¥No. 20309. recorded June 10, 1966,
in Volume 884, page 310, Official ﬁacords.
Shasta County. Caleornxu.

Together with an sppurtensnt non-axclusive
aceas9 road eacement over the ¥y of Section
21, T, 34 ®., R. &4 V., MDBEH, as described
in & docuzment from che State of California.,

40
2,720.00

125.03
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Departuent of Transporration o the State
Lands Cormission, dated August 12, 1974,
Recorded Septecber 22, 1981, in Book 1840,

page b1, Official Records, Shasta CountY,
California.

35 ®., B S W.,
Sec 16, All.

36 S., & & ¥,
Sec. 36, All.

36 W., B. 5 %.,
Sec. 16, WX, WeliBy;
Sec. 36, All.

37 K., R. 3 Heo
Sec. 16, swsHk, SWeSPL;
Sec. 32, W,

T. 37 ¥., K. s U.,
Spe. 36, e4SEX.

Hount Disblo Neridian, Tebasms County, Califoraia

¢. 27 Re, ®. 1C W.,
Sec. 35, All.

Hount Dirablc Meridiso, 2ripity County¥. California

T. 36 B., R 10 %, @
Sec. 36, BisPsH. .20 .

3,453.06
SIERRA RAT!O&Q& -FOREST
ourt Disble Heridian, Fresno County, california
T. 9 S.. R 23 8.,
Sec. 36, sEvk, kD, BaSE, BySW.
TAHOE NATIORAL -FORBST
Moupt Diablo Heridien, Hevada CoursY, californis

T. 17 8., & 11 EB.,
gec. 16, Lot ¢, WEEh.

¢, 18 H., R. 16 E..
Sec. 36, wPt.
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Mount Dighlo Meridizn, Yuba Country, California

T. 18 ¥., R. 7 £,
Sec. 36, Lot 1.

Hount Dieble Hertdihn, Plumas County, Californie

T. 22 N., R, 14 B,,
Sec. 16, Nk,

TQLYABE FATTONAL FOREST
Mount Diablo Keridianm, 4dlpive County, Califoruis

T. 11 K., R. 19 E.,
Sec. 31, WSti.

Hount Diablo Keridisn, Mono County, California
T. 6 ., R, 25 B,
Sec. 33, SBSE:;
Sec. 34, SW(SW¢.

T. 8 ., B, 23 &.,
Sec. 36, SekuEX.

&
407.82

&0

Ao
200

Totel 12,927.46
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Reviged:

Czlifornia State Lands Cosmission - Phase Il Land-for-Land Exchange
Plumas Mztional Forest

Schedule B, the faderal lasd descripcioms:

Mount Diablc Meridian, Butte County, Califormin

T. 73 H., R. 4 E.,
‘Sec. 1, SHSW¢;
Sec. 10, All;
Sec. 12, All;
Sec. 16, All;
Sec. 24, Wik, and VOO,

T. 23 'H., R. 5 &.,
Sec. 6, Lots 6 and 7.

Acxse

80.00
64G.00
640.00
640.00
200.00

76.60

2,274.60

CALENDAR PAGE
MINUTE PACE
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Aztachment to the Land Exchange Agreement with Stste Lands Commission-Prase 11

Schedule C, the pon-fodergl land reservations of th
exceptions tao title:

1'

Raservagions:

a. T@ere iz hereby reserved to the Grantor, in all of the propercy
described herein, c¢he sbsolute right of the people to fish thercupon, as

providaed by Sectior 25 of Article 1 of the Constitution of the State of
Califoraia.

b. F-{sting rights in favor of the public and third parties for rcads on,
ovei. ind across the iands herein described. Not of Record.

€. Beserving to the State of California, all minerals anZ mineral
depcsits, including, but not limited to, oil and gas, other gates,
incleding, but not limited to nonhydrocarbon ang geother:mal gases, o1l
shale, coal, phosphate, alunine, silica, fossils of all geological age:s,
sodium; gold, silver, metals and their compounds, atkali, alkali earch,
sxad, clay, gravel, salts snd mineral waters, uranium, trons, gnd
gootbermal resources, together with the right of the State or persons
suthorized by the State to prospect for, dri'l for extract, mine snd remove
such deposits or resources, and %o cccupy and use 00 much of the surfece of

the laods as may be neceesary therefore (pursusnt to Public Reesurces Code
6401).

The grantee will be notified of any proposed exercise of rights under this
minersl reservation and allowed to propose mitigation actions. With:n a
reqaoonsdle tine after exercise of any rights under thie mineral reservation
the State will, to the maximum extent fexsible, restore the sucface Lo its
ceudigiosn prior to exercise of said mineral righte. Said reservation
affects: Section 16, T. 17 N., R. L1 E.; Section 16, T. 2 N,, R. 26 E.;
Section 36, T. 3 H., B. 26 E.; and 3ectien 16, T. & S., R. 31 E., MDBaH.

a. Bxgeptjoue to Tigla = Of Record:
Anzeles WY

1. $LLd PRC $976:;9 ~ Fuelbresk Agreement, dated April 7, 1981, executed
by and between State of California-State Lands Comnissicn, and the United
States Depacrtment of Agriculture~Foreszt Service, recorded April 26, 1981,
ac Instrument Ho. 81-414263, Official Records, Los Angeles County. Affaects
Section 16,T. 1 N., R. 10 W., SBBAH. The subject Agreesent tenainates
December 31, 1999. The Agrecment provides for terminafion upon givisg the
otber party not less than €0 days written votice pricr to the date of such
termination. This sgreement shell be terminated prior to title transfer by
a document i racordable form.

2. SLCS-1A-10} - Grant of Tasemssnt, by the State of Cnlitornig.
Daparrtment of Finance, Division of State Lands, to The Metropolitian Yater

e non-federal landowner ~ad

CALENDAR PAGE e S 02
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Tistrict of Southernd CnlifOtnia for constructiou of

an aqueducts resatrving
ento the state o gram

t easemants and tights—of vay for

roads and higbways- Recorded Oczober 16¢ 1934,

igi Los Ang!lﬂs~¢0uniy; Affects the
G M., SBB&M.

3. j- Cutting Boundary Agreenent executes BY and betveeo
the USDA. Forest gervice, aad State of Califoruiz, Sta

cecorded October 14, 1976, iv Yolume 7655 page 209, official =
Siskiyou Couot¥~ Affects ueste of section 16, T- 40 ®., Re

b §L§£_§5_§§k§o Srat 0681 in favoer of the United states of
america sud its mssignd , Jnt, reserving unto the State

of Caliform2d all winersle 8 L3 £ the people tO £i2h
cher2upon, 89 yrovidcd by Sec- 2 i 1 of the constitutics of the
seata of californis, and containing @ rev onary claus Recorded
septembder 18, 1984, st Document Hucber 84012355, ogficial giskiyou
County. Affects wosex of section 16, 7. 40 W., Be 10 W,

A.2" gasenent for gead in favor of the Upnited Scates of
s ascignss ciod of 49 yeats, cunescing o8 Hay 13,
ipating April 30 9, include® jon of astural
arsionaxy clause. chsr&eé May 20, 548,
ngcords, Tensma Coudtye Affects ey
28 ., R 3 t., HDBEX.

ad in faver of the Uaited States of
od of 49 yesrd iog on)October 26

aatural cegouIces, | i everaionsry
cleuse. Recorded b2 15 1 ¥ gicial
Recotdss Plucses County- 2 s €. 27 B., ®. 9
g- L] KDB&H.

5. Any effect of that certsin Record of Snrvey gited Jenuars 16 1984 io
Baok 2, PaBe 20, Record of SurveYs Hodos Countye Affeces To 3 %., B 19
€., KoBaH.

-8 1-¥

Agetrics.
officia




3. SLCY SA 5634 - State Patent Ko, 20636,

of America, and its 83signs, a perpetual eas

(Pocific Cres: Trail), reserving unto the St ifurai minerals,
and certain other rights, iacludes revers.onary clguse. Recorded November
3¢, 1981, Book 361, page 356, Plumag County 0fficial Records. Affeces

Section 16, T. 22 w., ®. 9 E., and Section 36, T. 23 ‘N., R. 8 B., MDBGu,

10. SL¢ sa 3611~ State Patent Wo. 20612 in favor of the United Statss of
Anerica, a pPerpetusl ecasement for a road, subject to veservation of
ninerals and certain other reservations, including teversionary clausa.
Becorded Gcrober 1, 1923, 1a Book 226, page 635, Official Records, Piumas
County. Affects SEXNFX of Section 16, T. 25 u,, g, 12 E., HDB&N.

Shesta-Trioity Hationgl Foress

11. siLed 5189 .9- Agreezent Granting Reciprocal Road Use Eacemenza, by and
tetveen State of Csliforzia, State Lsnds Commission, snd Southorn Pacific
Land Company, comzencing Hay 29, 1980, and terninating May 29, 2029,
Recorded July 25, 1980, 1an Book 1740, page 296, Officisl Records, Shagta
County. Acendement to s¢ud Agreenent date June I, 1987, executed by Ssnta
Pe Pacific Ticber Company, successor in laterest to Soutbern Pacific Land

Tnures to the benefit of and is binding wpon the beirs, devisees
and successors of both partics. Uarscorded. Affects the 5%SPkx of S2ce:ion
36, %. 37 H., R. 5 W., MDRg¥.

12. gice sa 4469- Staze Pateat No. 1B776 :1ssued to State of Califormia
for a strip of land 400 feet in width for the Mt. Shacta-Mt. Laesan
Hational Forest Highway (BYY-89), reserving to the Seate 1/16 of all coal,
@il, ges snd other minersl deposite; and the cbsolute right of the paople
to fish thereupon, as provided by Secticn 25 of Article T of the
Constitution of the Stace of California. Recorded Jupe i1, 1937, ia Volume
16, page 47, Patent Racords, Shasts County. Affects SEXSW& of Section 16,
T. 37 R,, R. 3 EB., MDBgM.

13. §LC# $536- State Parent Nusber 20505 issued to the State of
California Department of Public Works, Division of Highways, for a tract of
land containing 34.97 acres for a freevay (1-5); reserving therefron gl1
minerals; and the absoiute right of the people to fish thereupeca, as
provided by Section 25 of Article I of the Conszitution of the State of
California. HRecorded June 10, 1966, in Volume 884, page 308; and
Supplemental Patent thereto recorded June 16, 1956, 1n Book 884, page 310,
0fficial Records, Shasta County. Affects S¥ of Section 16, T. 346 H., R, 4
W., WDBiM.

14. §1e0 PRC 383479~ Agreesment CGranting Recipracal Rosd Use Eazeme?:- by’
and betvesn Soutbern Pacific Land Company, and the State of California,
Scate Landas Commission, for a period of 49 years, cozmencing Hay 29, 1930
and tearmivating May 28, 2029. Recorded July 25, 1980 in Book 1760, page
303, Cfficiz) Records, Skasce County. Affecta FEMNB: of Sectica 16, T. 35
B., R. 5 V., MDBRN.
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15. .SEC# BRG 378§,2- Easement For Road in favor of the United States of
Anerica fu& ics sssigns, fozr a pexiod of 43 yesrs corvaencing July @8, 1967
and termimaticg July 27, 2016, caserving ro the Stace all osturel cesourcas
and cortain other rights, jpeluding reversionary clause. Recorded August
3, 1967, in Yolume 924, page 497, Off:cial Rescords, Shagta Couniy. Affects
the NE(NWe and Ni&KEY of Section 18, T. 36 N., R. 5 4., MDBaM.

Sierra.Nsgiopal Forgel

16. §L§£_§§_2§§2— State Patent ¥o. 20686, in favor of the United States
of Americs aod its assigns, 8 perpetusal easeunant for z0ad purposes,
rgserving all cinerals, the sbsolute right of the people to fish thereupon,
as provided By Section 25 of Article I of the Coustitution of Ihe Scate of
Califovnia, and certais other stipulations. p-corded April 10, 1985, as
Document $8504185, 0f€icial Recorzds, Fresno CoultYe. Affects Sectiin 36, T.
3 W., E. 23 E., WDB&M. '

17. Stcd N 503.461- CIVIL K0. 71-9207, U,S:&. Y- 10.37_eszes. for
perpecual egsements for roads, buried telepbone cable, and transmission
line (five rights-o£~way). Daclaratioo of Taking rgcorded Februsty 3.
1665, in Volume 373, rege 570; Final Judguent recorded June 22, 1971, io
Jolume 5537, page 570, Officisl Records, Hevada County. Atfacts Kk of
gaction 36, T. 18 ., R. 1% B, MDB&M.

». ExgapiiQua ho Tirle — Het of Regord:

aggeles Haci LE

18. An saracorded map on €ile in the office of the State Lsods Divicion
catitled ‘™Map of FTisb Canyor Ares", Sheet 2 of 2, October 1950.

19. Regmnants of concrere sladb foundstions wich relsted fiztures {exosed
sipas, water tenk, etcl.

Klgzash Wagiopsl Perees

20. SLG? 5671.9- Cutticg Soucdexy Agreeuent by and betweed pspt, Forest
Service, and State of Caltifermia, iacludes crespass stipulations. Affacts
Lot 1, Section 16, T. 10 8., 2. 8 €., RBEM.

21, gLGé PRC §972,2- State Lease Wo. P.R.C. 6972.2 issued €O Usna, Forest
Service, for right-of ~vay use of existing road and log lending., reserving
ento the State 21l astural rescurces. Commencing oo Novcahar 18, 1585 and
carminating Novesdber 17, 1995. Affscts the WExSEx of Section 16, T 40 %.,
. 10 V., WOBEH.




Modoc Weriona) Forest

22. gred ERC 5160.9- Cucting Boundary AgrecZent by and betwaen the USDA,
?oteft Service, and State of California, dated March 23, 1976, Affeces
Sections 3 and 4, T. 46 ¥., B. 11 E., MDBgN.

F Hsti0 ‘For

23. sLcg PRC 5531.2- State Lease No. PRC 5531.2 issued to Johm Matley and
San for the purscse of livestock 8razing for a peziod of 10 years,

beginning March 20, 1988 and ending March 19, 1998, unless cerminzted as

provided in said document; lasse shall be terninated prior to title
2ransfer.

24. Absndoned railroad grade previously usad by Clover Vslley Lumber
Company, a Nevada corporation, {no longer in axistence) lyisg withio the
®iSWr, SBiSWe, and SHSYSEXSE: of Seccion 16, T. 25 M., R. 14 £., MDBSM. for
vhich no easement is kaowa to exist.

25. §Lgé PRC 4722.9- Timber Cutzing Beundary Agreemest by and between the
State of Californig and USDA, Forest Service . Affects Section 16, T. 25
H., B. 12 E., HDB&NM.

26. Subject lecds within Section 18, T. 25 K., R. 15 B., snd Section 36,
T. 26 K., R. 15 B,, NDB&M, lie within the Dixie Mountain Stste Gane Refuge.

s =Trini i For

27. SLCE PRC 7265.2- State of California Lease No. P.R.C. 7265.2, not of
record, issuad to Pacific Gss and -Blectric for instellation ané maintenanie
of 2 128V electric pole line across the SEXSW: of Section 16, T. 37 ™., R.
3 E., MDBSX., to provide service to Johm and Hency Silva. Lasee itcludas

reservation of natural resocurces. Expires Novezber 29, 2018,

28. §L§§:Eg§ 3321,9- Cutting Boundary Agrecment entered iato by aund
batween Soithern Pacific Land Cempany acd Stete of Califorzia, dated
Hovenber 20, 1978. Not of rucord. Affacts Section 16, T. 35 K., k. S W,
HDBEY.

29. SLCP PRC 4829.3- State of Cslifornia Lasse P.R.C. Fo. 4829.2, issved
to Pacific Telophone awd Telagraph Company for an aerial commnidation
cable aod polea-vithin a ezrip-of lsnd 20-feet 1o width lying vithin the
§% of Secrioa 16, T. 34 W.. R. 4'W., ¥DBSM, for a pericd of 49 years,
commencing on Septexder 1, 1973 and terminating on August 31, 2022. et of

record.

30. SLE2 6807,2~ Seace of Califocmie Lease No. P.R.C. 6607, issued to
Jack ¥. and Harel R. Crubd for a water pipelire acd tenk for a ten-yoar
period beinning July 1, 1987 acd ending June 30, 1997, lying within the Hwk
of Section 16, T. 34 M., R. 5 V., WDIGM. Lease include¢ reservation of
astural zesources. UWow of record.




3.

31. SLcé 5180,2~ State of Californie lLeeze Ho. P.R.C. 5180.2, igsued. to
Southerp Pacific Lad Company for 2 road E-0-¥, comaencing September 3,
1976, acd ending August 31, 199!, aubject to renewal option of three
guccaesive pariods of ten years, lying with the s¥ of Section 36, T. 37
%., B. 5 ¥., HDBSM. Lease includes raservalion of natural resocurces. Kot
knoun to We of record. Pursuant TO carns of the lease, if Leazae bas ©ot
rﬁquested‘ranewal. lesse may be termivatede.

32. SLC# PRC 6376.2- Agreement Grenting Reciprocal Road Use Easesetts bY
and betwsen Southern Pacific Land Cospany, and the State of Califormia,
State Landa Commission, for a period of 49 years, cosmencivg May 1, 1982
end terminating April 30, 2031. Reserving minerals. Not of record.
Affects NyBWc Section 16, T. 36 K., R. S W., WDBSM.

Tobee Nacional Forgst

33. Hevada County Road 1ying withiz the ¥ of Section 36, T. 18 5., R. 16
£., MDBSH.

34. Unauthorized gravelled road and miscellaneous debris piles. Affects
the SWNEBy of Section 36, T. 18 ¥., R, 16 B, HDBSH.

35. ¥inor landscapisg ancepaching from sdjacent aubdivision tandowner.
Affects the SPaRE of Section 36, T. 18 Y., %. 16 2., HDB&M,

36. SLCg FPRC 7202.2 - Lesse Eusber PRC 7202.2. jssued to Americad
Telephone and Telegraph Company. & Hew York corporation, & rigbt-of-wey for
fiher optic communication cable, for a period of 49 years cosmencing Msy 9.
1938 snd terminat:ing Mey 8, 2037. Wot of record. Atfectn WEY of Section
36, T. 18 H., R. 16 2., MDBSM.

ange ig subisst to cosplell jon_of the follow:qg:

s. The State Patent %0 the Onited States shall ioclude all rigbtse.
including reservatica of 1/16 or of all winerals, ot conveyed to tO the
State of California, DY that State of California Patent Hypbel 18726 »
dated May 17, 1937, cecorded June 11, 1937, in Volume 16, page &7 of
Patents, Shasta County; and Scate Patent Rugber 203508, 1ssucd to the Stat«
of Californis, Department of Public Works, Division of Bighvaye, dated
February 23, 1966, recorded June 10, 1966 ir Volume §84, page 308; and
Supplemental Patent Eypber 30509 thereto, dated May 12, 1566, recorded June
10, 1966, in Volume 884, page 310, Official Recorda, Shsste County-

5. BReservation of pinerals to the srate of Califoruia as. cited Abofe is
item l.c., io subject to spproval by the Chiof, Porest Service. Yailure tO
obtaia his approval will result in the sudb ject four parcels being dropped
from this land exchsuge. Valne of parcels dropped will be deducted from
tha amovat of cush cqualxzatica and/or lands deleted fros ¢he exchacge &3
aecesosry to effsct ap equal value lund exchange.




ce 8§sengnt€frigh:s—of-way. etc., granted by the State of California,
Stote Lands Commission, to the United States of Americs, in which s
caserved unto the State all natural zesources sad coataining 2 reversionary
clause will be terminaced, The United Scaces will execute Quitclain Deeds
to the State prior ta recordacion of the State Patent: theradby, any
reservation of natural resources and reversionary c\ause*vill be

abolished. Title when convey by the State must include all minerals except
for those lands cited iz 1. c. )

d. Lleases, igcluding sunual reazal fees, shall be ass:gned to Che United
States prior to title transfer. Reservation of nstural resources, )
reversionary clause, etc. in leases shall be gelinquished; the State Patent
1ssued to the United States shall termiunate these reserved rights.

e. Reciprocal Road Use Easement: betyeen State Lands Comnission (SLC) and
Southern Pacific Laad Company (sP), rhall be recognized and title accepted
cub ject to the r1ghtz of SP; SLC rights over SP shall be conveyed in State
Patent to the Unitud Scates.

¢, Pursuant to the t=tms of this Agreement, the aon-federel landovner will
tesolve trespass issues accepteble to the Gaited States PricT to tictle
cransfer.

g- A ticber sales conducted upon the sud ject non-federal land sball be
completed and in fuill cosplisnce with the State of Califoruoia- Forest
Practice Act pricz to eitle transfut.

h. Execution of this Agreement chall evidence agreemenc betwuen the
parties thersto, chat 211 Cutting Boundary Agreements, of resord snd not of
record, as cited herein shell mexge and thereby tersinate ot time of tizle
transfer to the Tnited States.

4. Qoghex:

The following i1tems noted to State Lands Cqmnlscion rezords will be u?llificé\
.1th no action required, ot tioe of title transfexr and will not constitute an
eacumbrance upon che lands conveyed tO the Daite Statas:

Geothermal Energy Study Ar=as

taliforniz Wilderness Preservation Systew
Couponents of the State Park System
Tizder Stasd leprovesant Projects

CDF Desonstration Focests

Poraost Improvesent Projects

Moo Leke TUFA State Reserve




Attachment to the Land Exchauge Agreement

with State Lands Commiasiocu-Phese 4

Sghcdulc D, che Sedaral land ceservations of the Unitad States, exceptione to
title .and uses to de recoguized:

1.

Eesexvations:
RICEPTING AND RESEXVIRG TO TRE URITED STATES:

a. A right-of-way thereon 5r Ditches or Canals constructed by thbe

authority of the United %cates. (A=t of August 30, 1890; 26 Stat. 391; &3
0.S.C. 945; 1970)

b. Raserving to the United Stetes gnd its assigns, ao exclusive
right-of-vay for all rights, title, and interest in an existing road, koowvn
as Butte Couaty %oad No. 66553, over and across the SEL/ASEL/SNEL/4 of
Saction 24, T. 23 K., R. L B., NDBSM, the easecent being 60 fees in width,.
lying equally on cach side of the cepterline, and describad as followa:
Beginuing 8% & point in the ceater of the exiating Butte County Rosd Wo.
66553, on tbe soutb 1ine of the northeast ove-quarter of Sectioo 24, T. 23
K., R. & E., HDBSY, sard point lying W §9°34 34", 149 feet frem the east
1/46 corner of eaid Seccion 26; thence 11 2 aortheastly directica to a poict
on the cast line of said BEl/L of Section 24; said point lying % 1%39°'36"E,
59 feet from said east quarger corner of Section 24.

Provided, that if the Tegional Forescar detormines that the road, Oor acy
segnent therenf, ig uo longer nezded for the purposes regserved, the
ecagsezment shall terminate. the terminetion shall be evidaaced by a
stateuent n recordable form furnished by the tppropriate Regional Forester

ro the patentees OF their successors or essigns in interest.
rxceptions ke Title:

a. A righz—of-way f£or Butte County Road No. 52513 to Bucte County, not of
zecord, under gutbority of Secticu 8 of the Act of July 26, 1866 (43 v.Ss.C.
$32; u.S5. 2477). This road predates the establishwent of the ¥atiomsl .
Torest and 3 shown of the G.L.0. plat datad 1875. Affacts Sectione 1, 12
apd 24, T. 23 H., 2. 4 E.; sod Section 6, T. 23 W., 2. 5 E., ¥DB&M.

Hoae.

MWW,MMM=

a. DBy execition of this document jc is mutually sgraed, the State Lands
Coxmission shall manage eengitive plaaot spczies located on the subject
foderal lands to be acquired pursusnt to State and federal guidelines and
requirgmants for rara, sensitive, threstaned snd endangered plant specied.
Tha Plusas Rational Forest shall provide, within sixey days of vequast by
the Stste, reviev god responsa £O Aany State proposed action regerding




nggixlggga L4stucodize on che subjece lands £0 aszuge Protection of ppe
plaae Populationg.

b, By axecution of thig documgy

the Stage Landg Cormisgion vill

85 Bxhibis A) gng follow Provisions contaip

sitos ideatif,eq in ARp Repore wo. 91-134,

Basearch Progtam, Bepartmene of An:bropolo
ice.

€e Thisg exchange ig subjoet ¢o temninetion of the‘wi;hdraval for Powar
Projece xo. 7728 prior to cloge of es3crow, gs po thoge eudject lapndg
eacumbprad,

d.  This exchange ig subject to terdination of the vithdravsl for Power
Site Classificarioq Ho. 179 prior to close of CACTOV, &5 to those subjece
lands ezcunberad,

23 n., n, 4 E., MDBSM, hag £D unpatentced
on, if ap c¢loge of €scrov this
eace, the exchange i
to be idcntified.
clared guil
deferrad'axchange ¥ill proceed.

¥
1
.

‘S 5o ib amie,




PROGRAMMATIC AGREEMENT
ARDNG

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, FOREST SERVICE
CALIFCRNIA STATE LANDS COMMISSION
CALIFORNYIA STATE HISTGRIC PRESERVATION OFFICER
ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC PRESERVATION

REGARDING IMPLEMENTATION OF A LAND EXCHANGE
botween tho
U.S. FOREST SERVICE

&nd the
STATE LANDS CO:NISSION

WHEREAS, the U.S.D.A. Forest Service (USFS), /Pacific Southwest Regicn, proposes
to exchangs certain Nationa! Porest System (NFS) lands as identified in Exhibic
A to the State of California, State Lands Commigsion (SLC), as suthorized by the
General Exchange Act of March 20, 1922 (42 Stat. 465; 16 U.S.C. 485). es
smended; the Act of October 21, 1976 {30 Stat. 2743; 43 U.S.C. 1716); and the
Federal Land Exchange Facilitation Act of 1988, and:

WHEREAS, culturel properties that are potentielly eligible for inclusicn in the

National Register of Histnric Places are located on NFS lends to be exchangsd -to
SLC, and: '

WHEREAS, the USFS has deterained that the proposed exchange of NFS lands to the
SLLC may hasve an effect upon cultural properties thst ase potentially eligible
for inclusion in the Hetional Register of Historic Places and has consulted with
the Advigory Council on Hizta:-i;c Preservation (Council) and the Californis State
Historic Preservation Officer [SHPQ) pursuant to Section 800.13 of the
regulations {36 CFR Part 800) ‘=zplementing Section 105 of National Histeric
Preservation Act {16 U.S.C 47G7) and Section 110 of the sazme act (16 U.S.C.
470h-2), and;

WHEREAS, cho SLC, on behalf of the State of California, shall under this
ggreedent succeed to the rights and responsibilivies of USFS for taking into
sccount the affects on culturel properties of projects on NFS lands te be
scquired by exchange:

NOW, THEREFORE, the SLC, the USFS, the Council, and the SHPO egree that the land
exchange proposed between the USFS and SLC shell be performed in accordance with
the following stipulations to satisfy USFS's Section 106 responsibility for the
proposed acétion.

A. USFS has perforzed or will ensure the following measures are carried out:

1. IJdentificetion. In & msnner responsive to the reqguiresents of Section
106 of the National Historic Proservation Act (NHPA), the USFS has
datorzined, through an archacological reconnaissance undertakan by the
Archacologicel Rosearch Progres, Departazent of Anthropology, California
State University. Chico and by existing deta review, that cultural
rescurces are known to occur on the NFS lends propased for exchange to




National Re ster Eligibilit - As 3 result of the information gathered
X archeeologicai field invescigncions by the Archaoolozical
Anthropology. California State
as well as the date developed in
storic sections of

will not be- conducted by the us
Proposed exchenge to SLC.

USFS we d SLC with cepleg of all cultural reszcurce
data, ing ARP Repor: No. 91-134, for inclusion in thg State
Inventory conducted pursuant to 36 CFR 800.

The Gbligation of yUsPS under Secticns 106 ang 110 of ths NHPA ang 36 cFR

wil} terminate upon exchange of the landg identified in Exhibit A o
SLC of the State of California.

SLC will ensure that the following Bz2asures are carried out:

2. Acknouledge
USFS, incluy

3. Accepts that a1l sites as identified 1n ARP Repor:. No. 91-13% mgy be
eligible for inclusicn in the Mational Register of Historic Places and
agrses to the following:

2. To practice g policy of avoidence of dazage to any cultural gites
identified in ARpP Reporz No. 91-134.

b. To consider the affects of ties, including
tizbar harvest and i ied
archeeological reso At thes in conforeance with the
Californie Environmental»euality Act.

4. 1In consultation with the SHPO:

8. Tha SLC ghall include developzent
Element (CRME) for the exchange 1

pPlanning effort.

affact cultural pProperties, conduct or
level of cultursl rejource aszasssant
SHPO properties which seet the qualifying




criterin for the Mationai Register of Historic Places. Uhere
presarvation of Nationel Register eligible properties is dotermined
to be incespatible with the prepared land use sction tha SLC will,
in consultation with the SHPO, develcp and implezment a Cultural
Rezource Mitigation Prograz consistent with the provisions of 36 CFR
800, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservaticn’s handbook
entitled "Treatment of Archeological Properties.”

The elempent will include provigion for pericdic custcdial
surveillance of identified cultural properties by SLC staff.

AlY culzural resource work performed under the terzs of this
agreezent will be cerried out under the direction of a quslified
archeologist/anthropologist. Qualified hercin refers to the
requirepents listed in 36 CFR 296.5 (¢). .8, =nd .9.

During the plan developzent process, SLC will consult with
appropriate Kative American groups.

The CRME will be developed in accordance with the appropriate
sections of ths Secretary of the Interior's Standards and Guidelines
for Archeclozy ond Historic Presurvation.

C. Disputs Resalution

Should the SHPO and SLC be unable to resolve any disputes which result froe the
provisions in Port B above, other than those involving Koticnal Register
aligibilicy, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation shall be notified by
tho SLC gnd asy assist in arbitrating the dispute. Tha SiC ohall forward ali
documgntation relevant to a dispute to the Council. Within 30 days efter

recoipt of all pertinent documentation, the Council's Executive Diractor will
either:

1. Refer the satter to the Chairsan of the Council pursuasnt to 36 CFR
800.6(b} (7" or;

2. Provide the SLC with recommendations, which the SiC shall take into
account in reeching a final decisgion.

All questions regerding eligidility of propasrties for the National Register of
Ristoric Placss will be referred to the Keaper of the Hationanl Register,
National Perk Service for final resolution in accordance with 36 CFR 63.

D. Axendsents

Any party to this Programsatic Agreement may reqguest that it be esended,
vhereupen the parties will consult in accordance with 36 CFR 800.13 to consider
such apandnent. Asendrents to this sgreement shall be considered and exscuted
in the sanc manner as the original sgreesent.

E. Tersinsgtican

Any pavty to this Programzstic Agreesuat may terminate it by providing thirty
(30) days notice to the othar parties, providsd that the perties will consult




during the period prior to termination to seek agreesment on asendzents or other
ectiona that would avoid termination. In the event of terminaticn, the SLC,
USFS and SHPO will comply with all the provisione of this sgreesent with regard
to lands exchenged to SLC during the period of the agreesent.

F. HMonitoring and Review

The SHPO may monitor activities carried out pursuant to this Programmatic
Agreezent and the USFS and SLC will cooperate with the Council and the SHPO in
carrying out their otligations under this agreeszent.

G. Complisnce

Execution of this Prograzmatic Agreezent evidences that the USTS hns satisfied
its Section 106 responsibilities und afforded the Council & reasonable
opportunity ¢o comment on the axchenge of lands in the State of Calt{fornias to
SLC end that USFS has taken into account the effects of this undertaking on
culturnl properties.

FORZST SERVICE, PACIFIC SOUTHWEST REGION

By:

BONALD E. STEWART
Regional Forester

CALIFORNIA STATE LAWNDS COMMISSION

CALIFURNIA STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE

By:

KATHRYN GUALTIERE =
State Historic Pregervation Officer

ADVISCRY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC PRESERVATION
By

CALENDAR PAGEL
MINUTE PAGE ..




vnited States Forest 12 Porte P.0. Drawer 369
Department of rvice Ranger Challenge, CA 93925
Agriculture Discrice

Reply to: 539 Date: March &4, 19%1
2630

Subject: ~ State Lands Exchange-Oroville Ranger District
Rildlife Biclogical Evaluation

To: District Ranger, Oroville Ranger District
ATTR:Linnea Hanson

The project preposal encompasses ali National Forest land in sections 1, 2, 12,
12, & 16, T23N, RLZE and secrion 6, T23N, RSE, approximately 2400 acres. The
project will exchange these parcels for land of equal value that is currenil:
owned by the State of California.

The only threatened or endangered species documented on the Piumas National
Forest ave the bald eagle and the pevegrine falcon. The nearest bald eagle
activity is transient winter use of the North Fork Feather River. approximatszly
3.5 miles ro the southeast. An active eyrie is located on private land
spproximately 10.0 miles south of the project area.

Peregrine falcons are not known to use the project area. There ave no prominznt
cliffs or rock outcrops that provide nesting habitar within the project. The
neayest activity is an active eyrie approximately 16.0 miles to the southeas:

There are no known threatened or endangered sSpecies conflicts with chis
proposed project. There are no impacts to any identified critical habitatr for
threatened or endangered wildlife species.

Three sensitive wildlife species are known to occur on the Plumas: goshavks,
pine marctens, zana spotted owls(Appendix G, Plumas LMP). Suitable goshawk
habitat exists throughout the project parcels, but there is no documented use
of the area in the zone wildlife sightings database. Since the current proposszi
involves a change of ownership with no concurrent vegetation disturbance, the
project will not affect the suivadbility of goshawk habirtat. Management Area
Divection(Pp.4-119-122, Plumas IMP) makes no goshawk allocations for the
project area.

The land éxchange would not jeopardize the ability of the Plumas to manage fcr
goshawks.

There are no records of pine martens in the project area, ncither sre they
expected to use the parcels. The entire project is below 4500 fezet, the lower
elevation limic for martens on the Plumas(Appendix R, EIS for Plumas LMF).
Management Area Direction makes no allocations for pine martens in the srea.

As noted in California ¥ildlife and Their Habitats: VWestern Sierra Nevada, tre
portion of Butte County that encompasses the project is west of the pine
marten's rvange in the northern Sierras.




s> piu,ellt puses nT_ Known conflicts with the maints nce of viable marten
populations on the @ mas.

Spotted owls are known to use the project area. A single adult was detected in
section 16 on the evening of 6/9/90, and an adult pair was detected in section
12 on the evening of 6/8/90. There ave no otheyr documented owl detections in
the project area. Suitable habitat for spotted owls is found throughout the
project. There is no documented nesting.

There are no Plumas network spotted owl habitatr arveas(SOHAs) affected by this
proposed exchange. The nearest SOHA is site O-3 approximately 1.5 miles
southeast of section 12. This SOHA is a Plumas RD&A sample site and has been
pronitored annualiy since 1988. This monitoring has documented owl presence in
SOHA 0-3, but has yet to document pair occupancy.

The exchange proposal poses no threat to the Plumas spotcted owl network, and no
threat to the Plumas™ ability to manage for viable populations of spotted owls.
The areas proposed for exchange were not considered for the establishment of
50HAs due to the fragmented ownership pattern and the relative isclation of
these parcels from cthe bulk of the fovest.

As previously noted, this project in and of itself poses no threat to the
documented owls in the parcels since it involves no concurrent wvegetation
disturbance. While State lands do not include a SOHA strategy for spotted oxl
management, this species is categorized as a “"species of special concern” by
the California Dzpartment of Fish and Game. The Depavtment has spotted owl
expertise on its staff that is involved in owl management on lands undar its
jurisdiction.

Management Area Direction makes no allecations for SOHics in the nroject area.
The spotted owl prescription{Rx-12, Plumas L%P) does direct under lands that
“By purchase or exchange, acquire lands within SOHAs that will be of benefit to

sported owl habitat". This standard and guideline does not apply to the project
since there are no SOHA impacts.

At this time there appear te be no critical issues associated with sported ovi
from implementation of the land exchange.

Management Arvea Direction does call for mainctaining or eshancing deer winter
range in the lassen Cowpartment(s427) which encompasses the project proposal.
As defined in the Bucks Nountain/Mooretown Deer Herd Management Plan, winter
range has an altitudinal range of 500 to 3800 feet wirh the bulk of use
occurring from 1000-33C0 feert.

The Rational Forest land in section 6, T2Z23N, R5E and sections 1 & 1Z are above
3800 feet and fall into the transition zone through which deer migrate between
summer and winzer range. The remaining parcels in sections 2, 10, & 16, T23:,
R4E all fall wichin vinter range.

As noted in the deer herd plan, approximate public ownership of deer winter
range is only 10%. Timber companies contrel a similar amount, with the
remaining 80% in privarte ownership.




with no vegezation r “ipulation involved, there will no change in current
conditions. As wich -rtually ali of the publicly owncu winter range, existing
conditions are good to axcellent from the cover standpoint but are poor to fair
in forage. Estimated carrying capacity under current conditions is less than 13
deexr per square mile. Consequently, the exchange affects winter range for less
than 32 deer.

To the extent that ownership changes from one public agency to
another(USFS-State of California) there is virtually no effect on the d&-.er
herd,

The proposed exchange does meet Management Area Directien standards and
guidelines for lands. Direction for this functional area does in fact state
that these lands should be considered for exchange.

At this tise, there are RO apparent critical Issues associated with, wildlife
that prohibit implementation of this exchange proposal.

G4

ART ROHRBACHER
West Zone Wildlife Biologist
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FOR
SENSITIVE, THREATENRED, AND ENDANGERED
PLANT SPECIES

PLUHAS NATIONAL FOREST

PROJECT NAME: State Land Exchange DATE: March 28, 1591
RANGER DISTRICT: Oroville

PROJECT: Phase 1II, Priority I lands

This Biological Evaluation is being prepared fer the set of parcels proposed
for exchange with the State of California (hereafter. "State"} at the 2/8/91
and 3/21/91 project scoping meetings (Figure 1): g1l or part of Sections
1,10,12,16 end 24 of T23N,RYE and Section 6 of TZ3N,RSE. The State Lands

Commission plsns to manage the parcels for income for the State Teachers
Retirezent Fund.

Alternatives being considered for this Biological Evalusation are:

(1) No acticn (land would not be exchanged).

(2) Negotiated action which includes required resource protection. The State
Lands Commission wouid enter into a Land Exchange Agreement which would afford
sensitive plants on exchanged lanés the same protection provided by the
standards and management guideiines used by the U.S. Forest Service (USFS).

{(3) Non-negotiated =action which includes no required resource protection.
Sensitive plants would not receive protvection equivalent to that received under
USFS management on the parcels prior to exchange.

(4) Rather than a land-for-land exchange, either {a)donation of State-owned
lands to the USFS by the State or (b)purchase of State lands by the USFS. In
either case, USFS land would not be transferred o State ownership. [Note: this
alternative would not satisfy Plumas NF manageuwent direction, which directs
consolidation of ownership and disposal of &ll lands in Management Area #1,
except for the Macnab Cypress stand, west of a line running south along the
2ection line betwen Sec. 1 and 2, T25N, RS5E, to Sec. 23 and 24, T22N, RUE; LMP
-120.]

Under Alternatives 2 and 3, State-owned lands, located throughout California
within boundaries of seversl Mational Forests will be acquired by the USFS. Any
sensitive plant species on these lands will come under the menegement of the
National Forest which incorporates thim. Region 5 Sensitive Plant Specizs
known or with potential to .be on acquiréd lands are listed in Attachment 1.

PREFIELD REVIEW:

‘No State or Federal Threatened or Endangered plant species are known from the
project area or its vicinity.

Up until the spring of 159C no sensitive plant surveys had been undertaken in
the National Forest lands proposed for exchange, which are in the Lassen NF but
adninistered by the Plumas NF.

The following species have potential habitat of documented occurrences in the
surrounding project area:




USFS Region 5 SENSITIVE PLANT SPECIES: Fritillaria eastwoodiae (FREA). Senecio
eurycephalus var. lewisrosei (SEEUL}, and Sedum albomarginatum (SEAL)

Proposed Pluzas NF SPECIAL INTEREST PLANT SPECIES: Cupressus macnabiana (CUMA)
- Macnab Cypress

Historic collectiocns and sensitive plant surveys cond. ed by Linnea Hanson,
Plumas National Forest (Plumas NF) Botanist, fer s previous proposed land
exchange identified FREA and SEAL in 1lands to the immediate west of the
currently proposed parcels. The Macnab Cypres 1is known from two locations 3-5
ni scuthwest of the proposed parcels. The habitats for each species mentioned -
serpentine outcrops for CUMA, SEEUL and SEAL and partially shaded openings in
chaparral and coniferous forest for FREA - are also known to occur throughout
the project area.

Rone of these three species is included on State or Federal lists as Rare,
Threatened, or Endangered. In the most recent Federal Register notice of
review (50CFR Part 17, February 21, 1990), SEEUL and SEAL are listed as
Category 2 candidates for Threatened or Endangered status, while FREA is listed
at Category 3C. Plants in the latter category are previous candidate species
not currently considered candidates because they have proven to be more
widespread than previously thought and/or they are apparently not vulnerable to
threats from human activity. CUMA is not listed irn the Federal Register.

SEAL and SEEUL are both on the California Native Plant Society (CNPS) List 1B
{"Plants Rare, Threatened or Endangered in California and Elsewhere”). {REA
has been on List 3 ("Plants Abcut Which We Need More Information”) (Swmith and
Berg, 1988) due to unres»lved questions about its taxonomic status. Howeve:r
these questions have been resolved by recent infermation (discussed under
"Analysis of Significant Effects of Project Alternatives”, beicw) indicating
its validity as a distinct species. Currently, FREA has been recommended for
transfer to List 1B (Bittxman, 1991). CUMA is not included in the CNPS lists.

FYELD RECONNAISSANCE: )

At the request of the USFS North Zone Lands Office a botanical (field
investigation was conducted in late March chrough wmid-June of 1990 by Dr.
Michael Baad of Caelifornia State University, Sacramento, under an Interagency
Agreement with the University Foundation, to survey potential land exchange
parcels. The survey consisted of two visits to each parcel; the first was in
the early part of the flowering season in which each parcel was exhaustively
surveyed on foot ¢to establish habitat parameters and mske preliminary
identifications. A second visit later in the season concentrated on probable
habitats and completed the sampling. Complete surveys of all serpentine
outcrops were also undertaken during both visits.

The survey covered all Priority I lands, which included several more parcels
than proposed for the present land exchange. In the parceis currently under
consideration, Baad and colleagues found FREA at four sites, in Sections 1, 6,
10 8nd 12 (see Figure 1). No other sensitive or speciazl interest plant species
were found in the current exchange parcels. All sensitive plant Jocations were

—@

e~
CALENDAR PAGE
c)ﬁh
MINUTE PAC” comamizi2Vly




recorded on USGS topographic maps and site reporis were completed; copies were
sent. to the California Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB}. in accordance with
the Califorzia Dept. of Fish & Game (CDFG)/USFS Méxqrandum of Understanding.
{The CNDDB is a part of the CDFG in Sacrameato which ccllects, organizes and
makes available records for rare, endangered and sensitive species for the
State of California.]

This survey was completed to the appropriute intensity (complete coverage of
all potential habitat over the plants' flowering seasons) and approved as
adequate (having sufficient documentation of all survey times. routes and
findings) by the Plumas NF Botanist, Linnea Hanson.

The field survey report, with all accompanying population discovery records, is
on file with the Plumas Forest Botanist.

CONFLICT DETERMINATION:
No sensitive, threatened or endangered plant species are known. and none
vere found during the survey for this project.
X The following effects {beneficial, adverse, cumulative, or none) were
determined:

{1) Alternative 1, No Project, would have no effect on sensitive plant
resources.

{2) Alternative 2, Negotiated Action with Land Excha. ge Agceement including
resource protection, would provide the wanagement needed to maintein species
viability of FREA, and would therefore have no asaverse effect on sensitive
plant rescurces. A copy of the draft input to the botanical section of the
Land Exchange Agreement found in Attachment 2 outiines measures designed to
neet the Plumas NF's current Management Direction, Standards and Guidelines for
sensitive plants, which are to "maintain viable populations of sensitive plant
species”, and :o "protect sensitive and special interest plant species as
needed to wmaintain wviability. Inventory and wmonitor sensitive plant
populations on & project-by~-project basis.” (Plumas Land and Resource
Management Plan, U-34%). The FREA Interim Management Prescription, which
provides a recommendation of panagement activity guidelines for that species,
requires that a1l locations of the plant be protected (Hanson., 1991).

Without a Land Exchange Agreement whish effectively addresses sensitive plant
protection, FREA ‘would have no assured protection under State ownership. The
State Lands Commission itself does not have policies or practices which
specifically protect plants. The plant is currently not on the State Rare,
Threatened or Endangered Species list, is not at present a candidate for this
list, or officially considered eligible beceuse it is not on CNPS List 1B or
2. Since it is a Plumas KF Sensitive Species, its protection under CEQA is
provided in the CEQA guidelines. which state

A species not listed in any listing identified in subsection {c) shall
nevertheless be considered to be rare or endangered if the species can be shown
to meet the criteria in subsection (b).” (CEQA Guidelines, Sectioa 15380.d)
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Thus the only protection this species now has is its status as a USFS Sensitive
Species, vihich is in effect only on lands administered by a National Forest.

With an effective Land Exchange Agreement, however, State ownership of the
lands would become equivaient to Forest ownership regarding sensitive plant 9
protection.

(3) Alternative 3, Non-negotiated Action: Land Exchange with a Land Exchange
Agreement which does not address sensitive plant protection, could have adverse
effects on FREA, because

a) due to lack of sufficient information on its status as & distinct
species, FREA is not on the State Rare, Threatened or Endangered Species list
and it is not a candidate for this list. Therefore thz glant has no clear
protection under CEQA; :

b) State Lands Commission activities are frequently exempted from the
previsions of CECQA via the use of negative declarations and categorical
exclusions on any further use of the lands gained through exchange (Jerry
Menche, pers. comm. 1991);

c) the Timber Harvest Plans under which logging operations act are exempt
from the provisions of CEQA;

d) rhe State Lands Commission does not have in place policies or practices
which protect or manage sensitive plant species (Diane Jacobs, SLC, pers. comm.
1990);: and

e) FREA's Federal status was changed in 1990 from a candidate species
(Category 2} to a non-candidate (Category 3C) for listing by the US Fish &
Wildlife Service (USFWS) (Bartel. 1990), so it no longer has the protections
which Federal candidate status might have provided. This was done by USFWS
because it wes assumed the plant is being protected by management on National
Forest lands (Bartel, pers. comm., 1990). (Category 3C status can, however., be
changed back to Category 1 or 2 candidate status in the light of new evidence
of the species’' decline indicated by research results or hsbitat changes.)

Thus, under this Alternative the exchange of lands would have potentially
significent adverse ispacts on the vigbility of FREA occurrences on the lands
to be exchanged. Tiis could lead to a petition for Federal (USFWS) listing as
a Threatened or Endangered species, and to a reduction in plant species
diversity in the project area. The Forest Service is required under NMFA, 36
CFR 219.27g to evaluate management prescriptions, where appropriate and to the
extent practicable to preserve and enhance the diversity of plant and animal
conzunities, including endz@ic and desired naturalized plant and aniomal
species, so that it is at least as great as that which would be expected in a
natural forest. In FSM 2670.22, she Forest Service is directed to:

1. Develop and implement mansgement practices to ensure that species do
not becoxe threatened or endangered because of Forest Service actions.

2. HMaintain wiable populations of 8ll native and desireable nonnative
wildlife, fish and plant species in habitats distributed cthroughout their
geogruphic range on National Forest system lands.

3. Dewvelop and implement management objectives for populations and/or
habitat of sensitive species.

8
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aAnd in FS® 2£70.32, Forest Service Policy for Sensitive Species states:

1. Assist States in achieving their goals for conservation of endemic
species.

2. As part of the HNational Environmental Policy Act process, review
programs and activities, through a biclogical evaluation, to determine their
potential effect on sencitive species.

3. Avoid or reinimize impacts to species whose viability has been
identified as a concern.

4., If impacts cannot be avoided, analyzé the significance of potential
adverse effects on the population or its habitat within the area of concern and
or: the species as & whole. ({The line officer, with project approval authority.
makes the decision to allow or disallow impact, but the decision nmust not
result in loss of species viability or create significant trends ioward Fed.cal
listing.)

5. Establish management objectives in cooperation with the States when
projects on National Forest system lands may have a significant effect on
sensitive species population numbers or distributions. Establish objectives
for Federal candidate species., in cooperation with the USFWS or NMFS [National
Marine Fisheries Service] and the States.

Sinee Alternative 3 could have adverse impacts on FREA, the nature of these
ippacts is analyzed and discussed below, ir accordance with FSM 2670.32, item 4
{above).

(4) Alternative 4, Lands donated or purchased., would be equivalent to
Alternative 3 in effects on sensitive plants, since the Land Exchange Agreement
would not include protection for sensitive plants.

ANALYSIS OF SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS OF PROJECT ALTERNATIVES:
If Alternatives 3 or 4 are chosen, adverse impacts to FREA would be
significant, due to the following considerstions:

a) Percentage of plants lost

The known rvrange of FREA consists of five distinct, stable population
centers, from Shasta County to Yuba County in Northern California (see Figure
2). In the Paradise-Magalia arca (the northeast part of population center "2"
in Figure 2, an approximately 60-sg mi area)., where the proposed exchange
parcels are located, there are 20 known occurrences of FREA. Within these, the
number of FREA individunls varies from 2 to 100, with an average 28 per
occurrence and a total of about 569 individuals. In contrast, throughout the
range of the species the average number of plants per cccurrence is 78
individuals. Thus in the Paradise-Magalia area FREA occurs in low nuubers,
indicating that FREA is not abundant in the project vicinity. Loss of the 80
individuals in four occurrences found on the parcels to be exchanged would
represent approximately 14% of the FREA population in the Paradise-Magelia
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area. This is a significant impact on one of the five known population centers
within-the range of this species.

b)Clarification of taxonsmic status

FREA has & history of confusion as to whether it is a distinct biological
entity, or some natural hybrid of two other members of its genus. This
confusion is due in part to the diversity of morphological patterns - flower
color and shape and dimensions of reproductive structures - displeyed by the
plant, and in part to an incosplete understanding of the plant's geographic
distribution in relation to its nearest relatives. This uncertainty has also
contributed to keeping this plant, which has a relatively narrow distribution,
on CNPS List 3, ("Plants About Which We Need More Information”), instead of on
List 1B, ("Plents Rere, Threatened or Endangered in California and Elsevhere").
This status on List 3 'has fostered the misconception that this species is not
as important, from a conservation standpoint, as the species on List 1B.

As a result of consultations with several experts in plant genetics,
botarists femilier with FREA, and a 1990 isvozyme analysis of FREA, F. picrantha
and F. recurva, FREA is now considered to be a distinct entity at the species
level. MYore study. to better understand its relationships with other closely
related members of its genus (specifically, F. micrantha and F. recurvd), would
be wvaluable. Factors contributing to this clarification of FREA's texonomic
status are:

© A nap of the entire species distribution of FREA (Appendix) has been
prepared, including wvery known location and relisble sighting. Occurrences of
FREA's two closest relatives (and purported original parents}, §. micrantha and
F. recurva, represented. vy specisens at the California State University Chico
Herbariuws, are also included on this map. Mapping these purported perental
species has helped clarify the status oOf FREA as a distinct, independent
species, since it shows that FREA occurs even where one or both supposed
parents sre absent. [If both "parent” species are not present in the sanme
iunmediate area as FREA, to provide continuous genetic input, then FREA cannot
consist of a collection of simple hybrids.] On a separate copy of this nap,
each FREA occurrence has been assigned a nusber which corresponds to o
tabulation of information o elevation, substrate, texonomic affinity, and
nuober of individuals for each occurrence. {A copy of the nusbered map and
tabulated data is on file with the Forest Botanist.) This mapped inforsation
has provided e basis for evsluating FREA's range limits, numbers, population
distribution patterns. habitat diversity, and potential sensitivity to removal
of or negative impacts on given parts of its overall range.

© An isozyme anplysis, conducted by Rancho Santa Ana Botanical Garden in
1990 (Mistrette, 1990; Beckstrom-Sternberg., 1990), reported that FREA has ten
unique alleles (variants of genes for certain traits) when compared to both F.
micrantha and F. recurva. This mesns that FREA cannot be merely & result of
simple crossings and recrossings of the latter two species, since it possesses
gene forams that 'neithsr of them contains. Although: the results of this
enalysis are incocplete due to sample size limitations, they strongly suggest
the uniqueness of FREA as a separate entity. A copy of the isozyme study is on
file with the Forest Botanist.
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o Consultations with several botanists familiar with FREA in various
portions of its range showed a consensus that the plant was a distinct species
but that the species produces a wide range of diversity of form. This
morphological diversity results in FREA being, at times, rather difficult to
distinguish froem the other two members of its genus discussed above. The
observations of these experts are summarized briefly:

Roger Macfarlane, who described FREA, discussed a possible hybrid origin
for FREA, but called it a "distinct species belonging to & rather difficult
taxonomic unit"” (Macfarlane, 1978). Misinterpretation of this statement by
later workers has contributed ro the questioning of the status of FREA as a
distinct species (the "hybrid nypothesis”). In & later conversation with the
Forest Botanist, Macfarlane stated that to distinguish FREA froam its
relatives five morphological characters (flower color, tepal form, nectary
size, style division, angle of flowers on stem; see glosssry in Attachment 3
for Qefinitions of terms) are necessary to take into account, rather than any
ore distinguishing characteristic {Macfarlane, pers. comm. i989).

Donald Santana, who wrote a doctorsl dissertation in 1984 on some
characteristics of the gei:us Fritillaria, recognized FREA as a species
(Santana, 1984). He was skeptical of this status, but pointed out there was ne
conclusive evidence to support or refute any hypothesis that FREA was not a
species (Santana, 1988). He did observe that FREA had variable nectary color
froz site %o site whereas in most other Fritillaria species the color does not
vary; this does set FREA apart from its relatives.

Brisn Ness, author of the chapter on the genus Fritillaria for the upcoming
new Jepson Manual of the Flowering Plants of California, treats FREA as a
distinct species (Ness, 1991). He is aware of the "hybrid” theory but feels
there are probleams with the hypothesis since in order to support it both
parents (i.e. F.micrenths and F. recurva) would have to be present in the areas
where FREA is found, and this is not the case (Ness, pers. comm, 1991: see also
Appendix).

Dean Taylor, principal investigator in a large botanical survey for o
PGLE/PGT pipeline in the northern part of the state (Taylor, 1990), discovered
FREA in the area of Shasta County north of Shingletown. and has also observed
the plant in other parts of its range. He feels that there has not been enough
evidence to support or refute the "hybrid hypothesis™”. However, he is of the
opinion that with the unique alleles repcrted in the 1990 isozyme study, taken
together with the norphologicael differences between FREA and both purported
parents, the evidence indicates that FREA is s distinct entity with genetic
separation from those close relatives (Taylor, pers. comm. 1991). Furthermore,
Taylor points out that the great varisbility seen within FREA occurrences can
easily occur within "good"™ species and does not necessarily indicate sigple
hybridization. He states -that such spontaneous hybridization heppens only
sporadically in plants, resulting in occasional isolated individuels or
"swarms” which are generally of very restricted distribution and inconsistent
over tiume, snd would not result in the nusber and discribution of occurrences

observed for FREA.
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Vern Oswald., author of the local flora for Butte County (Oswald and Ahart,
1991}, treats FREA as a distinct species. After revisiting all known FREA
occurrtences in the Paradise-~Magalia/Honey Run, Bald Rock, and Forbestown aresas,
he altered his key to reflect the observation that wmorphological variation
within & site was an indication of FREA, whereas relative uniformity of
morphological characters (flower form and coloration) within a locality were
indicative of the most easily confused relative, F. micrantha (Attachment 4j.

Les Gottlieb, professor of genetics at U.U. Davis and author of texts on
rare plant genetics and conservation, feels that since FREA consists of a
series of stable populations, rather than & random scattering of occasional
individuals, it exhibits the behavior one would expect of a distinct, separate
species and not & simple hybrid of other species. He points :out that FREA's
origin may have been as a cross between two other species which still exist
(namely F. micrantha and F. recurva), but that FREA presently exhibits the
signs of & stable, distinct species. The lack of reproductive isclation,
meaning that the other two species will occasionally hybridize with FREA where
their present ranges overlap, does not mean that FREA does not exist as a
distinct species, but only that there rre three “"sister species” which can
still produce successful crosses. More .information is needed to know more
about the possible origins of FREA, its development as a species, unique
environmental parameters tc which it is adapted, and the nature of its
relaticnships with F. micrantha and F. recurva. but Gottlieb understands FREA
as a legitimate species in its own right {Cottlieb, pers. comm. 1991).

c)Degree of protection of ramaining plants

Denald Santana has observed that "Fritillaria wherever it occurs is just
"holding its own" but losing ground to human intrusion. None of the
Fritillaria species can be considered aggressive"(Santana., 1988). Throughout
its range, FREA is found on unprotected private land except for in the. Sald
Rock and Forbestown areas eand parts of the Paradise~Magalia area. In these
areas, FREA is on National Forest land, wmanaged as a sensitive species,
psaintaining the species viability throughout the parts of its range within
National Forest lands. OGCccurrences :in Shasta County are on private land:; only
those within studies done for particular projects, where mitigation measures
have been recommended, are protected (assuming these measures are ioplemented).
Of the 28 known occurrences of FREA in Shasta County., only four have
recoozended citigation measures to protect the plants: two locations (about
125G plents) at the Volta 2 Powerhouse site (Nelson, 1979, and two PG&E/PGT
pipeline locationg (about 530 plants) (Taylor, 1990) Hrwever, implementation
of these mitigation measures has not been verificg.

In Butte County, logging and development pressure characterize amuch of the
Honey Run/Parsdise-Magalia population center. No formal protection policy for
FREA exists in Butte County, aithough in recent years the County Planning
Department has been requiring mnitigation measures, iwmplementation and
monitoring under & botanist's advice wherever FREA is found on a project under
its permitting authority (Sanders, pers. coes. 1i991). The plant is at the
greatest risk of extirpation (permanent locel disappearance) in this population
center btcsuse of private logging above Paradise and residentigl development
throughout. However, the County's new practices, if consistently implemented,
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may provide sufficient protection to preserve the status quo for FREA on
projects under their jurisdiction in this area.

Neither Shasta nor Yuba Counties have policies or practices specifically
protectirg sensitive plant species; both counties handle tracking of sensitive
plants or. 8 project-by-project basis. Because FREA is not State or Federally
listed, ..ts poteatial presence would not be recognized by either county, who
consult the California Dept. of Fish and Game and the US Fish and Wildlife
Service ‘or resource concerns. Only if &n Environmeatal Impact HKReport is
reguired and a botanical survey is performed, in which a botanist recommends
impact mitigation measures, is the plant protected.{Calarco, pers. comm. 199
and Walker, pers. cozm. 1991).

d)Biogecgraphical importance of iLand Exchange parcel plants

Throughout its range, FREA occurs at elevations ranging from 360 ft at the
Covered Bridge site in Butte Creek Canyon to 4320 ft at the Butte Meadows
Campground. Most plants occur between 1800 and 3300 f¢ elevation. Except for
the one occurrence at the Butte Measdows Campground, which has not been recently
visited or verified. the FREA occurrences in the parcels currently proposed for
exchange represent the highest elevation occurrences in the overall range of
the species. They are alsé the farthest northeast of sll FREA locations in the
Honey Run/Paradise-Magalia population center. As such these plants may be on
the edge of some as yet unknown environmental barrier for the species; thus the
FREA in the proposed exchange parcels are geographically unique and could be
genetically unique.

The proposed exchange parcels are near what Macfarlane felt to be the
center of the species' range, at the edge of the Paradise area, which is the
area in which he odbserved FREA to be most taxonomically distinct and positively
identifiable (Macfarlane, pers. comm. 1989).

Furthermore. these parcels are the only place in the species’ range krown
tc contain all three variants on the FREA theme, namely, distinct FREA,
intermediates between FREA and F. micramtha, and FREA tending towards F.
recurva. This is the locality within which further research into the
relationships of these three species and the origins of FREA would logically
take place, according tn piant geneticist -and evelutionary biologist L.
Gottlieb (pers. comm., 1991). Thus to lose this segment of the distribution of
FREA could remove the area =ost likely to reveal needed information about the
evolutioncry status of this plant.

IMPACT SUIMARY:
The loss of 80 FREA individuasls to the State Land Exchangez project under
Alternatives 3 or 4 would probably not of itself result in loss of overall
species viability or create significant trends toward Federal listing.
However, lcss of the FREA occurrences in the parcels currently proposed for
exchange would nevertheless constitute a significant adverse impact on FREA,
because

1) FREA is 8 distinct species of relotively narrow distribution consisting
nf five populstion centers, which is threatened in a portion of its range due
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to development and logging on privarc land (all of Shasta County and Honey Run
area occurrences and g portion of the Paradise-Magslia area occurrences);

2) the FREA in the proposed exchange parcels are the highest elevation
locations in the species' range and the farthest northeast in the population
center, and could therefore be genetically unique:

3) these parcels arve near the hesrt of the: species’' range where FREA is. the
most reliably identifiable;

4} the project area represents the only place in the species' range
containing all three FREA variants, s condition needed for further study cf the
plant;

5} these parcels represent part of the small proportion (approximately 17X}
of FREA jpopulations on protected (USFS) land, the species being otherwise
unprotected. {i.e. in approximately 83X of its .ocations throughout its range)
from logging and development: and

6} FREA is relatively rare in the project vicinity, and loss of 14% of the
plants in the Paradise-Magalia area would be a significant impact on one of
FREA's five population centers. As a comparison, Mary Meyer, CNPS botanist for
Forest Plan review. uses (approximately) 10X as a proportion of a species
population at which losses become significant, threatening the viability of the
population in that area.

Hith en effective Land Exchange Agreement with the State Lands Commission these
significant impacts would be prevented.

CUHULATIVE EFFECTS:

{(1)Fritillaria eastwoodiae (FREA) and Senecio eurycephalus var: lewisrosei
{SEEUL):

The lands currently proposed for exchange to the State are o part of a larger
series of parcels slated for exchange out of Forest Service management; these
include the two parcels of the Weimer Land Exchange (initisted in 1988}, the
current State Land Exchange parcels, and several parcels for future exchange
(Figure 1). All of these lands are located within the Paradise-Magalia portion
of tie range of FREA, in Plumas Forest Manggement Area 1 (LNP,1-118 to 122).

Shculd all of these lands be transferred out of USFS amznagement without an
accompanying Land Exchange Agreement which includes protection for sensicive
plants, the continued existence of s8ll of the locetions of FREA and SEEUL in
these parcels nust be considered advsersely affected, which could constitute a
significant impact on these species’ viability. This is & worst-case scenario,
but must be assumed since there are no weasures in place to protect either
specieys from the impacts of logging and road building which are likely to take
place: throughout the exchanged lands. Neither species is listed as
Rare,Threatened or Endangered with the State of California, although SEEUL is
considered a candidate for State listing since it is on CNPS List 1B. The
provisions of CEQA would require inclusion of SEEUL and possibly FREA in the
discussion of potential impacts in an EIR, (although CEQA would not protect
either plant frea “taking™, or destruction). However, many of the activities of
the State Landi Comaission and che Timber Harvest Plans required of private
logging companins are exeapt from CEQA, leaving resources such as FREA without

R |
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adsinistrative protection. The plant’s status as a Forest Service Sensitive
Plant does not have effect on lands under state or private ownership.

Loss of all FREA locations on all Nstional Forest lands in Management Area 1!
(bap in L¥P, 4-118) to be slated for exchange would be a significant adverse
iwpact, because all the considerations cutlined in items b) through d) above
would apply, in addition to the following:

©» Exchange of this approxivately 11 sq mi of land would result in loss of
an estimated i1 occurrences of FREA at an average of 28 individuals per
occurrence, or about 300 individuals. (This is based upon Baad's 19390 survey in
the same general area, which fourid 8 occurrences in 8 sq mi, or 1 occurrence
per sq 3i on the average. Added to this was a tally of Baad's and other known
occurrences in the Paradise-Magalia area which reported information about
nusbers of plants, totalling about 370 plants in 13 occurrences, or 28 plants
ner occurrence on the average.) The numbers of this species rise and fall from
year to year as habitat expands and contracts., the bulbs do not send up
flowering stalks every year. and many researchers have not reported counts of
individuals, so the exact number of individuals present at &ny one time is not
known.

Keeping this in mind, and using the closest estimate possible for the 1990
season, the loss of approximately 300 individuals would represent 54% of the
estimated total of about 570 individuals known in the Paradise-Magalia area, 5%
of all known FREA individuals gs of 1990, and about 14% of &ll known FREA
OCCUrIences. This loss would creste & w@major gap in the wniddle of the
distribution of FREA, and would remove a percentage of the overall species
population which could result in a loss of species viability.

o Loss of the majority of the Paradise-~-Magalia FREA population would be
biologically significant since this area is the only one in the whcle species
range in which the plants are found on serpentine soils. In the other parts of
its rarge, FREA is found on decomposed granite (Bald Rock area), reddish
mountain soils, rocky clay. and Tuscan nudflow soils of volcanic origin
{Centerville Road, Skyway, Covered Bridge). Losing an entire population area
occurring on & unique substrate would remove an important part of the genetic
diversity of this species. This would significantly impact the genetic
varigbrlity of the species, which could limit the variety of habitars in which
the species could exist.

e Another considerstion is that the Paradise-Magalia population area may be
the only link in a series of stepping-stones for gene flow to reach the Manton
area {Shasta County) FREA l.ocations. So far, we do not know if FREA inhabits
the large expanse of Tehama County which lies between the two areas. Removal
of the Parasdise-Magalia FREA could mean cutting off the Shasta County portion
{northern eond) of the plant's range. In any case, removal cof the central
Paradise-Magalia alfea could result in isolaticn of the two ends of the
distributicn, thus .dividing the range of FREA in a way that alters its
subsequent evolution nd jeopardizes the ability of the species to persist.




(2) Cupressus maznabiana (CUMA):

The Macnab Cypress (Cupressus macnsbiana), a species of public interest and a
Plumas Forest Spe~ial Intevest Species, is present on one of the Weimer Land
Exchange parcels. Annther location within lands slated for future exchang: has
been nawed the Magalies Cypress Botanical Area in the Plumas Forest LMP (Hrnson,
1989). The Direction, Standards and Guides for this area, w=hich is in the Flea
Mountain Management Area (M.A. #1), state "Protect unique tbotanic value (20b);
Maintain the Macnab cypress stand: employ Rx-7 [Minimal aanagement].”(LMP
4-121, 122) Since this serpentine endemic is beinz impacted by OHV use and is
of public interest, and is protected only under the Plumes Forest LMP, transfer
cut of Forest ownership without formal protection is assumed to be a
significant adverse impact on the-plant in this part of its range.

RECOMMENDATYOXS:

The Plumas NF is directed ia its Land and Resource Management Plan to dispose
of project area lands via exchange in crder to consolidaté ownership in the
Flea Mountain Management Area (LMP 4-120). In order to coamply with this part
of the LMP and to prevent significant impacts to sensitive plant species in
complience with Forest Service Manual (FSM) 2670.22 and 2670.32. Alternative 2,
Negotiasted [land exchange] Action which includes reguired resource protection,
is recommended.

To prevent both imnediate and cumulative impacts of land exchange out of USFS
msnagesent., enter into a Land Exchange Agreement which incorporates the
provisions of the Plumas Nationsl Forest l.and and Rescurces Management Plan
{LMP) standards and guides relative to sensitive plants, and applies theo to
all lands to be exchanged., both present and future.

The Plumas Forest LMP standards and guides state: “Maintain viable populations
of sensitive plant species. Protect sensitive and specfal interest plant
species as needed to meintain viability. Inventory and monitor sensitive plant
populations on a project-by-project basis.” (Plumas National Forest Land and
Resources #Menagesent Plan. 1988, 4-34). The EIS for the LMP also states,
"Current managemant direction is to survey planned project areas snd aveid or
limit disturbance to identified populations, survey potential [abitat, end
davelop counprehensive species managesent guides that specify actions necessary
to maintain species viability."(EIS,3-57)

For FREA, the Land Exchange Agreement nust follow the Forést's Inteérim
Management Prescription for this species, which specifies that fill populazions
oust be pratected. This nmeans that although the landscape wnzy be altered in
some way, the plant occurrence cannot be eliminated. Suggested ioplementation
of this prescription follows Plumas NF practice: a Controlled Ares symbol is
pliéced at each known FREA locatien, black-and-red striped flagging (universally
recognized avoidance colors) delineates the occurrence (plus an approximately
30~foot wide buffer) in the field, and the occurrence is made known to the:
contractor, logging company, or other :user so that the plants witkin the
flagged saress will be avoided. Consultation with qualified botenists to
izplement these ceasures is necessary.
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For parcels within LMP Management Area 1 not yet proposed for exchange, further
Surveys must be undertaken to determine if FREA, SEEUL, or CUMA are present on
any of these lands (see Figure 1, Future Exchange Lands). Where any of these
species: 25 found to be present, all occurrences must be protected according to
previsions in the Land Exchange Agreement. This does not preclude the
necessity of searches for other Sensitive or Special Interest plants prior to
further land exchanges.

.----.---.-..-—----—-.-n—-.-——--—--------—-—--_--u-.—--------..--_-.--—..-———-- - - o -

This memo has documented the completion of the steps outlined in the Regional
Office direction and the 2670 Section of the USFS Manual regarding Biological
Evaluations for Threatened, Endangered, and Senzitive Plant Species for this
project.

Prepared by:

rtraw  Cagtio . ’:’/3/4/

Barbara Castro
Oroville District Botanist

Reviewed by:

Qﬁmteﬁ)%é-% 4/3/9;/

Cinnce Hanson Date :
Plumas Forest Botanist
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SENSITIVE P

FOREST

ATTACHMENT

TAXON

1

LANT SPECIES TO BE ACQUIRED BY USFS IN STATE LAND EXCHANGE

KNOWN LOCATION(S)  HABITAT ON LAND

ON

OR SPECIES @&

Shasta-Trinity

Klanath

Limnanthes floccosa
ssp. bellingeriana

Lewisia cotyledon
ssp. howellii

Penstemon filiformis
Lewisia cantelowii

Linanthus nuttallii
ssp. howellii

Minuartia rosei

Sedum obtusatum SSp.
paradisum

Lewisia cotyledon
ssp. heckneri

Trillium ovatus
ssp. oettingeri

EXCHANGE LAND KNOWN NEARBY

X

Perideridias leptocarpe

Trillium ovatus
ssp. heckneri

{rione)

Ivesip aperta
Ivesia sericoleuca
Carpenteria
californica

Lupinus citrinus

L 5. X 2ud *
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SENSITIVE PLANT SPECIES TO BE ACQUIRED BY USFS IN STATE LAND EXCHANGE

KNOWN LOCATICN(S)  HABITAT ON
ON OR SPECYES
FOREST TAXON EXCHANGE LAND KNOWN NEARAY

Sierra, cont. Calyptridium pulchellus X

Plumas Vaccinium coccinium

Ivesia aperta

Source: Forest Botanists on ‘National Forests listed.
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ATTACHMENT 3
GLOSSARY OF TERMS

Extirpated Permanently removed from cne locality. in a part but not all ~  a
species' reange.

Morphology External form; in plants, refers to shape, size, color, surface
texture, etc. of mejor parts such as stem, leaves, flower parts.

Nectary A gland preodiicing nectar, usually at the base of a petal, and
often having a color, surface texture or other appearance
different from the petsl’s.

The tubular projection from the ovary of a flower; see diagran.

Either the petal or sepal (see diagram) of a member of the lily
‘Tamily or other monocot having petals and sepals which look
identicsl

Tepals, or
Parianth
segments
6, con-
colored

Style

LILIACEAE
Fritillazia sp.
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(1991), Manual of the Vascular Plants

of Butte County. California
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LILIACEAE

Fritildria L.

Referance:
Macfurlan:, R.M. 1973, Op the texoncemic suts of Frinllaria phoeoruhera Eastw, (Lilisocac). Madreo 2592100,

1 Syl 3-lobhod It nat clefi; flowens wiformly pinkishepurple. oo e v vniiennniniceennnnnianue.s P ploiflors

lS{)keb\m!y}chR
1 Flower feily or Dot mowiad.

3 Flownrs fairly wiform in color asd shepe in a populstion; gland greater than 173 the dength of porisath sepmesis;

flowers cpenly bell-ahapod; ey ke divided more than 172 its enqth, the siye branches sirongly recurving. oo ..o e e

C e teetererenereasevenesoeactanceanasoeatanacasanarcotsraannasasenecsnssd micrannhy

Flouern wually que variable in color and shepe in 8 population; gland fzes tan 173 the Seogth of perianth regmemts;

flowers nx openly bell-shaped; sty de divided fots than 172 s length, Qe branches not strengly recuning. . oo o v e e

2 Flowen plunly moulsd,
4 Flowcn scarietl, dreclund yellom . c oo it v eaueorsrnenconsnavnncasocane sanssen.anvefetacuna
4 Flowen purplish-brown, snaxiled with yellow,
5 Floes docply bowl-shupad; pland of perianth sepmests yellom-green with purpie dows; rice-groin buiblkets pressns;

3 Flowers openly belkshoped; gland tndistinet, brownish yellows ricc-gnin bulblews sbeent; openings in forest above
T 1.1 VPP 1 Gl ]

Fritillaria affinis (Schulies) Sealy - CHECKER LILY. Scattered to localiy sbundant on
rocky and brushcovesed canvons slopes from Lime Saddle Recreation Area bordering Lake
Orovilie northwsrd to Cohasset Ridge. 300-2000 !, RW, FW, C, [Cs). Late Jan-Apr. .[F. lan-
ceoloia Pursh—-Jepson, Abrams, Munz, VPPNW)

Fritillaria atropurpurea Nutt. - PURFLE FRITILLARY. Qccasional in openings in
forest in the northeast tip of the county. 4400-6500 R, YPF, RFF, [Cnc). Mid Apr-Jul.

‘Frititlaria eastwoddice Macfarlane - BUTTE FRITILLARY. Occasionsl on brushy
slopes in foothills and lower coniferous forest. Macfarlane (op. cit.) discusses the probable
hybnd origin of F. eastwoodiae {rom F. curva and F. micrantha. Most Butie County popula-
vons of F. eastwoodise show a high degree of variztion 22 might be expected in a plant.of
hybn3 origin, and in southeast Buiie County, F. castwoodioe is not always casily distinguish-
sble from F. micrantha, which grows in the same area. 500-3770 /A, FW, C, YPF, [Cecs,
SNJ. Mid Mac-Apr. CNPS lavemory 3/1-2-3. [F. phaeanthera Easiw.—Munz)

Fritilaria micréntha Heller - BROWN BELLS. Occasionsl on road-cuts, in ravines, and
on shaded forest floor in the upper foothills and Jower coniferous forest. 1000-2900 R, FW,
YPF, [SN). Mid Mar-Apr. [F. paniflora Torr.—lzpson; F. mulnﬂnra Kellogg—-Abrams}

Frizillar! » ~'--*%hrg Torr. - ADOBE LILY. Uncommon in heavy clay soils nonh of
Chico. 200-300 &, Vu, {SVa]. Early Mar—Apr. CNPS Inventory !B/}-2-3.

Fritillaria reciirva Benth. - SCARLET FRITILLARY. Common on the floor of cons:
ferous. forest, with occasional plants on brushy slopzs in the foothills. 700-4400 f, FW,
YPF, IC, SN). Early Mar-May.

Haostlngsia S. Wats.,

Hasringsm dldum (Dur.) S. Wats. - WHITE-FLOWERED HASTINGSIA. Locally abun-
dant in boggy-mesdows between Butte Meadows and Jonesville. 1t has also been collecied
along Thico Creek at Ponderosa Way betwieen Fosest Ranch and Cohasset. Watson's transfer
of thix species to Hastingsic has been followed.in some recent journal anicles (see Madroio
36:208-216, 1939). 15004700 fi, RW, YPF, [Cns]. Mid Jun-Jul. [Schoenolirion alba
Dur.—Jcpon, Abrams, Munz)

Iphdion Raf.
[in Amoryllidaceae—Munz)

+!ph¢t’on unifidrum (Lindl.) Raf. - IPHEION. Garden plant cscapmg and bccomxng
weedy in lswns and waste places. 100-300 , U, VG, FW,

{Brodiaca urniflora (Lindl.) Engl.—Munz Suppl.) % CALENDAR PAG:E-.-- |
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FIGURE 2
Fritiliazia eastwoodiae STUDY
SPECIES RANGE MAP
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