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APPROVE EXTENSION OF A PROSPECTING PERMIT

FOR VALUABLE MINERALS OTHER THAN OIL, GAS

GEOTHERMAL RESOURCES, SAND AND GRAVEL ON

1,760 ACRES OF STATE PROPRIETARY LANDS,
SIERRA COUNTY ,

APPLICANT:
Tenneco Minerals Company - California
P. O. Box 281300
12136 W. Bayaud Avenue
Lakewood, Colorado 80228

AGENT:
Mr. Robert L. Brock
Tenneco Minerals Company - California
P. O. Box 281300
12136 W. Bayaud Avenue
Lakewood, Colorado 80228

AREA, TYPE LAND AND LOCATION:
State Department of Fish and Game (DFG) lands situated
within the Antelope Valley Wildlife Management Area (WMA) of
eastern Sierra County, about five miles southwest of
Loyalton, California, and further described as Parcel "A"
containing approximately 80 acres and Parcel "B" containing
approximately 1,680 acres for a total of 1,760 acres.

LAND USE: ‘ -
These are proprietary lands administered by DFG. They are
used for natural wildlife habitat consisting of transition

- range for migrating herds of mule deer. The lands are also
used for recreational activity consisting of deer hunting in
the late summer and early autumn every year.
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CALENDAR ITEM NO.C 6 3 (CONT’D)

CONSIDERATION:

Statutory filing fee of $25 has been paid. Staff costs for
permit extension processing will be charged to R03689.

- PROPOSED PROJECT:

Permittee has requested a one-year extension of the existing
mineral prospecting permit. The authorization would extend
an approved project. Tenneco is proposing to complete the
remainder of permitted activities during the extension
period. The term of the proposed extension would be from
June 19, 1992 until June 18, 1993. Tenneco calls this
permit the Golden Dome Project.

Mineral prospecting activities allowable under the permit
include a drilling program that consists of a maximum of

52 exploratory holes at 13 sites (4 at each location) on
lands designated Parcel "A" in portions of Sections 22 and
27 of T21N, R15E, MDM. Parcel "A" is situated about a half
mile north of Antelope Mine owned by Tenneco. In 1990,
Tenneco drilled 41 exploratory holes in Parcel "A",
Environmentally sensitive, track mounted drilling equipment
was utilized. Additional road construction and drill site
preparation were not required. Drill holes were properly
abandoned and sites returned to original condition. Drill
cuttings were removed from each site and stored on private
land at the Antelope Mine. Tenneco may drill the remaining
11 exploratory holes on Parcel "A" during the extension
period. Similar drilling equipment would have to be
utilized during the extension under the same stipulations in
the permit. Access to the project area of Parcel "A" will
be from an existing dirt road. Surface disturbance for all
13 drill sites is estimated to be approx1mately two-tenths
(0.2). of an acre. . .

The permit also allows for a geological reconnaissance to be
conducted on lands designated Parcel "B" in portions of
Sections 22, 27, 28, 33, 34 and 35 of T21N, R15E, MDM.
Activities on Parcel "B" include geologic mapping,
geophysical surveys utilizing handheld equipment and surface
sampling by hand. Sampling methods allowed under the permit
consist of gathering 300 five-pound rock chip samples, .
1,500 four-pound soil, and 100 one-pound samples from stream
sediments. These will be gathered by hand, and the holes
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CALENDAR ITEM NO.‘: 5 3 (CONT’D)

will be filled in immediately thereafter. Activities will
be performed by a geologist walking through the permitted
area. During the primary term of the permit, 124 rock chip
samples and 66 soil samples were taken by Tenneco. No
stream sediment samples were taken. Therefore, the
Permittee will be allowed to take 176 rock chip

samples, 1,434 soil samples, and 100 stream sediment samples
during the extension period.

Prospecting must be conducted during the time when there
will be no impact to recreational deer hunting activity or
to the deer resource dependent on the WMA. No prospecting
shall be conducted during archery season (8/15/92 - 9/6/92)
and during rifle season (9/19/92 - 10/4/92). In addition,
no exploration or reclamation activities shall take place
after the first of October until the middle of May 1993.

PRC 7417 was approved by the Commission and became effective
on June 19, 1990. The primary term of the permit was two
years which expired June 18, 1992.

An archaeological survey of the drilled area revealed no
significant cultural resources. A biological survey of the
same area revealed no significant plant or animal
communities occurring within the project area. A biological
report conducted during August 1987 in Antelope Valley notes
that one special status plant species, Ivesia erta, was
found at scattered sites within and adjacent to the project.
However, the report’s status survey of the plant states that
the species does not appear to be threatened with
endangerment or extinction in the area of the project.

ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION: _
Pursuant to the Commission’s delegation of authority and the
State CEQA Guidelines, Negative Declaration EIR ND 420 (SCH
#87052507) was prepared and circulated for the project.
Based upon this document, there was no substantial evidence
that the project will have a significant effect on the
environment. When the Commission approved the Golden Dome
Project, it also certified that EIR ND 420 was prepared
pursuant to CEQA and that the Commission had reviewed and
considered the information contained therein prior to its
adoption.
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caLENDAR ITEM No.(! 6 3 (conT’D)

TERMS OF ORIGINAL PERMIT:

Royalty payable under the permit shall be 20 percent of the
"minerals secured from the permit area and sold or otherwise
disposed of or held for sale or other disposition. Royalty
payable under any preferential lease that may be issued
shall not be less than ten percent of the gross value of all
mineral production from the leased lands, less any charges
approved by the Commission made or incurred with respect to
transporting or processing the State’s royalty share of
production or the equivalent Net Smelter Return (NSR). The
determination of the royalty and charges shall be at the
discretion of the Commission and set forth in the lease.

P.R.C. 6890.5 provides that the Commission when entering
into a lease for the extraction of commercially valuable
minerals from lands owned by another State agency may
provide that the State agency receive land as payment for
royalty due under the lease. Upon lease issuance and
accrual of mineral royalties, DFG could acquire the 720-acre
Overman Ranch currently optioned by Tenneco which is
adjacent to the Antelope Valley WMA and believed by DFG to
possess habitat equal to or greater than that of the
Antelope Valley WMA. Upon acqguisition of the Overman Ranch
or additional lands or in-kind payments and at the end of
each fiscal year, a sum equal to 50 percent of the revenue
received by the State for this lease shall be available for
appropriation by the Legislature for the support of and .
apportionment and transfer by the Controller to the DFG.

STATUTORY AND OTHER REFERENCES:
A. P.R.C.: Div. 6, Section 6890, 6891.

B. cCal. Code Regs.: Title 2, Section 2200.

AB 884:
N/A

OTHER PERTINENT INFORMATION:

1. Pursuant to P.R.C. Section 6895, upon establishing to
the satisfaction of the Commission that commercially
‘valuable deposits of minerals have been discovered
within the 80-acre portion (Parcel "A") of the permit
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area in which drilling occurs, the Applicant would have
a preferential right for a lease to that 80-acre
portion. The remaining 1,680 acres in which only
geologic mapping and sampling would occur is not
subject to a preferential lease. The right to a
preferential lease will be subject to all necessary
environmental approvals. The issuance of the permit
will not affect the discretion of the Commission to
deny such lease because of environmental
considerations.

If an 80-acre preferential lease is issued, Tenneco
would deed to the DFG an 80-acre parcel to be selected
by the Department within the Overman Ranch, as
consideration for the right to its lands. Such
consideration is in addition to subsequent royalty
payments in the form of land.

The permit provides for a Monitoring/Reporting Program.
Periodic site inspections shall be performed to assure
compliance with mitigation measures. Two site
inspections of the project area have been conducted by
staff thus far. Both were in connection with
exploration drilling activity. The first inspec*ion
was on July 10 and 11, 1990. A monitoring report was
prepared and placed in the permit file (PRC 7417), as
required by the Monitoring Program. The inspection
report concluded that Tenneco is performing exploratory
work on State lands in an environmentally responsible
fashion and in full compliance with the terms and
conditions of the permit. Another site inspection was
conducted on September 12, 1991. A monitoring report
was prepared and placed in the permit file (PRC 7417).
The report.concluded that the Permittee carried out
exploration activity on State lands in a responsible
manner and in full compliance with the permit. Further
inspections of the project area will be conducted to
inspect exploration activity during the extension
period and at the end of the extension to release the
performance bond in the amount of $15,000 provided for
by the permit. 1In addition, the permit requires
Tenneco to submit quarterly reports of operations.
These have been submitted and are up to date.
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4. After reviewing Tenneco’s permit extension request,
staff believes there are no circumstances surrounding
the project nor changes in the environment to indicate
that the proposed act1v1ty will have a significant
effect.

APPROVALS OBTAINED'

The DFG, as the administrator of the Antelope Valley
Wildlife Management Area, has approved the work to be
performed under the provisions of the permit and the
specified conditions required to ensure that the work shall
be performed in a manner which is consistent with the
purposes for which the land is owned and which will not
cause a net loss of wildlife habitat value.

EXHIBITS:

A. Land Description

B. Location Map

C. Project Map

D. Negative Declaration

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT.THE COMMISSION:

1.

FIND THAT NEGATIVE DECLARATION EIR ND 420 (SCH #87052507) Yo
WAS ADOPTED FOR THE PROJECT BY THE COMMISSION ON JUNE 19, J
1990 PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF CEQA, THAT A
DETERMINATION WAS MADE THAT THE PROJECT WOULD NOT HAVE A
SIGNIFICANT EFFECT ON THE ENVIRONMENT AND THAT THE
ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT AND DETERMINATION REMAIN VALID FOR
THE PROPOSED ACTIVITY.

PURSUANT TO P.R.C. SECTION 6891, AUTHORIZE EXTENSION OF
MINERAL PROSPECTING PERMIT PRC 7417 THROUGH JUNE 18, 1993 TO
TENNECO MINERALS COMPANY - CALIFORNIA, TO CONTINUE
PROSPECTING FOR VALUABLE MINERALS OTHER THAN OIL, GAS,
GEOTHERMAL RESOURCES, SAND AND GRAVEL. ALL OTHER TERMS AND
CONDITIONS OF THE PERMIT REMAIN UNCHANGED AND IN FULL FORCE
AND EFFECT.
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EXHIBIT "A"
o : PRC 74170
LAND DESCRIPTION

Six Parcels of land in Sierra County, California, described as follows:
PARCEL 1]
SE-1/4 of SW-1/4 and SW-1/4 of SW-1/4 of Section 22, T21N, R15E, MDM.

PARCE! -

NE-1/4 of NW-1/4, E-1/2, E-1/2 of SW-1/4, SW-1/4 of SW-1/4, and NW-1/4 of NW-1/4
of Section 27, T21N, R15E, MDM.

PARCEL 3

NE-1/4 of NW-1/4, SW-1/4 of NE-1/4, NW-1/4 of SE- 1/4 SE 1/4 of SW-1/4, and S-1/2 of
SE-1/4 of Section 28, T21IN, R15E, MDM.

PARCEL 4 _
N-1/2 of NE-1/4 and NE-1/4 of NW-1/4 of Section 33, T2IN, R15E, MDM.

PARCEL 5

SW-1/4, S-1/2 of N-1/2,NE-1/4 of NE-1/4, NW-1/4 of NW-1/4, and W-1/2 of SE-1/4 of
Section 34, T21N, R15E, MDM.

PARCEL 6
W-1/2 of Section 35, T2IN, R15E, MDM.

END OF DESCRIPTION

PREPARED MAY 4, 1989 BY SAS.
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EXHIRIT "B"
PRC 7417.0
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EXHIBIT “C" ' .
PRC 741 7.0 . T T TRIERLEA o
SIERRAVILLE, CALIF.
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STATE LANDS COMMISSION

1807 13THSTREET
SACRAMENTOQO, CALIFORNIA 95814

NOTICE OF DETERMINATION
(P.R.C. 21108)

Date: uno -, 1777 File Ref,: - = 007
EIR No.: "o =0
SCGH No.: .
Project Title: 'ineral Prospecting Permit

Project Location: S Qf Sill;, Section 22 and the N of Wi, Section 17, T.D
.0.M,, approxitiately 3 miles southwasteriv ¢f

Project Description:
Frospacting for precious metals and other valuable minerals bv criiline 52 =:7ar 0 er o

- 17 i3 3 T with gn A ] : ;Y 3
from 12 4ritl sites) with up to two track mounted reverse circulatinr dwi’’ rina M
nowed nelec daily. Aprroximzteiv 10 pounds of raterial wiTl Fe gavar fya cog 0 oo o

. cn s
VE Lr 27t-site &ssav.

-~
T

This is to advise that on June 11 » 19%0 , the STATE LANDS COMMISSION has
approved the above described project. Such approval was based upon the determination that

the project [/ /will Ewill not have a significant effect on the environment; and

that: .

[_7an Environmental Impact Report(EIR) was prepared and certified pursuant to the provisiou.’
of the California Environmental Quality Act(CEQA); and that:
l, mitigation measures [ /were jjcre not wade 2 condition of the approval of
the project; .
2, findings were made pursuant to P.R.C. 21081 and C.C.R. 15091; and
3. a statement of Overriding Considerations U\us Uvas not adopted for the
project.

/_773 Negative Declaration(ND) was prepared for the project pursuant to the provisions of
CEQA.

The EIR/ND and the record of project approval may be examined at the above shown State
Lands Commission office.

DATE RECEIVED FOR FILING AND POSTING
BY OFFICE OF PLANNING & RESEARCH .

fEEEEEL

-

i
. /
o, ’
; K

_.J CHARLES WARREN, Executive Officer .

c.Ce Planning Director . ‘ T — - .
- County/City of RN ‘ CALENDAR FA% ,
MINUTE PAGE : o S 5

DISTRIBUTION: White: Office of Planning & Research; Yellow: Wo
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i STATE LANDS COMMISSION s
1837 13TH STREET ?EEZ;
SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95814 NV

PROPOSED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

EIR ND 427
‘File. Ref.: W 40525
. | scu#': 8705 2507

Project Title} Mineral Prospecting Permit - Antelope Valley Area

! . i
Project Proponeat: Hecla Mining Eompany

Project Location: SWi of SH;..Section 22, Nwy; of NWk, Section 27, T.21 N., R.15 E.,
M.D.M., approximately 3 miles southwesterly of Loyalton, Sierra
County.

L ]
...—Project Description: Prospecting for precious metals and other valuable minerals by
: drilling 13 holes, 4-1/8 inches in diameter to a maximum depth
"\ of 200 feet with a track mounted reverse air circulation rig.
Approximately 35 cubic foot of drill cuttings will be retained

at five foot intervals for off-site assaying. Orill holes will
be properly abandoned. Drill sites will be scarified and seeded.

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

This document is prepared pursuant to the requirements of the California Environmental Qualit:
Act (Section 21000 et seq., Public .Resources Code), the State CEQA Guidelines (Section 15000
et seq., Title 14, California Administrative Code), and the State Lands Commission regulation:
(Section 2901 et seq., Title 2, California Administrative Code). )

Based upon the attached Initial Study, it has been found that:
1:7 the project will not have a siznificant effect on the environment.

/¢, mitization measures included in the projest will avold potentially sirntfican:-effeces,

| CALENDAR PAGE 34
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REVISED PROJECT AND PROPOSED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

In September 1987, a Proposed Negative Declaration (SCH No.
87052507), attached hereto, was proposed and circulated for a
proposal by Hecla Mining Company to conduct mineral exploration
activities in the Antelope Valley Wildlife Area of Sierra County
which is owned and administered by the California Department of
‘Pish and Game. Tennaco Minerals has acquired Hecla's interest in
the project area and has filed a revised mineral prospecting
proposal with the State lLands Commission. The revised project
includes thirteen (13) drill sites in the same relative location
as those proposed in the Hecla application (see Exhibit C of the
Hecla Proposed Negative Declaration). The proposed drill sites may
vary up to 200 feet from the original locations to account for
environmental or locational constraints.

The revised project differs from the former primarily in that
Tennaco proposes to drill four exploratory holes at various angles
within each drill site instead of only one. This modification is
designed to maximize the amount of geologic information obtained
while minimizing the amount and number of surface disturbance, a
total of .02 acre for all sites combined. The anticipated volume
of material excavated for all 52 holes is approximately 50 cubic
yards. Approximately 10 pounds of material for off-site assay will
be saved from each five (5) foot interval.

Tennaco will use up to two track mounted reverse circulation
drill rigs to drill up to two holes daily. Two p;ckup trucks per
drill rig will carry a three man crew and a geologist to and from
the project sites.

As a result of information and comments received relative to
the originally proposed Negative Declaration, the measures listed
-in Exhibit 3, attached, are incorporated within the Tennaco
proposal. , : :

] gt o

Upon completlon of drilling, all holes will be properly
abandoned in accordance with California Department of Water
Resources Water Well Standards by use of impervious bentonite clay
to protect any aquifers.- The top five feet of each hole will be
filled with drill cuttings to blend with existing soils. Unused
drill cuttings will be removed frow the project area. .

Upon completion of drilling, all drill sites and tracks will
be scarified and seeded with U.S. Forest Service prescribed seed
mix or as prescribed by Fish and Game.

| CALENDAR PAGE L@ 5
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Geologic/Gecophysical Activities

Tennaco also proposes to conduct geologic mapping and sampling
on an additional 1,680 acres of the wildlife area. Geologic
mapping would be pertcrned by a geologist on foot walking the
permit area recording rock types and other geclogic features.
Geochemical surveying would consist of rock chip sampling, scil
and stream sediment sampling. Rock chip sampling would involve
removal of approximately 300, five pound rock chip samples taken
with a hand-held geclogist's hammer. Soil sampling would involve
digging an eight-inch hole with a small hand-held trowel, removing
a four-pound sample and immediately backfilling the hole.
Approximately 1,500 socil samples would be taken at 100 to 500 foot
intervals. Stream sediment samples would consist of removing a
one-pound sample from the surface of drainage beds with a small
hand-held trowvel. Approximately 100 stream sediment samples would
be removed at 200 to 1000 foot intervals. All rock chip, soil and
stream sediment samples will be removed for off-site assay.

Geophysical surveying would include very 1low fregquency
(VLF) /total field magnetics, and induced polar:.zat:.on (IP)/
resistivity surveys. VLF and total field magentics are performed
by a geologist walking the permit area, recording measurements with
a hand-held instrument. This information is wuseful in
understanding local rock types and other geologic features. The
IP/Resistivity survey is performed by inducing a small electrical
current into a conduit electrode pushed into the ground and
recording measurements on detection devices placed at various
locations on the ground. Upon completion of the survey, all
electrode and detection devices are removed. An IP/resistivity
survey is useful in determznlng rock type characteristics and
mineralization.

Monitoring/Reporti ogram

In conformance with the requirements of Public Resources Code
Section 21081.6, the State Lands Commission's staff shall perform
periodic 1nspectlons to assure compllance with the proposed
mitigation measures.

There shall be a minimum of two inspections per year. A
monitoring report shall be prepared and placed in the file after
each inspection.:

In addition, the permit requires the Permittee to submit  a
quarterly report of operations detailing the amount and extent of
work performed each three months.

2 - —
caLenparpaGe Lol
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Proposed Pindir : B

In consideration of the above discussion and the information
contained in the attached material which consists of the comments
on the 1987 Proposed Negative Declaration and responses thereto
and the previous Proposed Negative Declaration (SCH. NO. 87052507),
the staff of the Commission believes that there is no substantial
evidence that the project, as revised, will have a significant
effect on the environment. ,

(041890)

3 g e , ,—_, o
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SCHe 87052507

Legal Description of lands applied for in Prospecting Permit
for mapping, sampling, and geophysics.

All in T 21 N, R 15 E, MDM.

Sierra County,

Section

Section

Section

Section

Section

Section

22:
27

28:
33:
34:

35:

California
SE-1/4, SW-1/4

NE-1/4 NW-1/4, w-1/2, E-1/2 Sw-1/4,
Sw-1/4 sw-1/4.

.

NE-1/4 NW-1/4, SW-1/4 NE-1/4,
Nw-1/4 SE-1/4, SE-1/4 Sw-1/4,
S-1/2 SE-1/4.

N-1/2 NE-1/4, NE-1/4 Nw-1/4

SW-1/4, S-1/2 N-1/2, NE-1/4 NE-1/4
NW-1/4 NwW-1/4, wW-1/2 SE-1/4.

W-1/2

Containing 1680 acres more or less.
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File Ref.: W 40526
SCH¢ 87052507

MITIGATION MEASURES ,

Proposed for Incorporation into the Project Description

1. Access to the thirteen drillsites shall be confined to
existing dirt roads and trails to the maximum extent
feasible. Off road travel is to be restrained to the
minimum required. NO new road construction is permitted.

2., To minimize the production of fugitive dust, all vehicle
speed shall not exceed 20 mph.

3., Permittee shall perform all activities so as to minimize
impact on vegetation., No trees may be removed.

4. Upon completion of prospecting activities, all equipment
and refuse will be promptly removed from the site.

S. All drill pads or areas disturbed by drilling activities
shall be scarified and seeded by hand-broadcasting. The
seed mixture type may be either that provided by the U.S.
Forest Service for use in the area or be in accordance
with the "Erosion and Sediment Control Guidelines for
Developlng Areas of the Sierras”

6. ~Dr111holes whlch do not encounter water shall be
backfilled by replacement of drill cuttings into the
hole. Drillholes which encounter water shall be
abandoned in accordance with California Department of
Water Resources Water Well Standards. Impervious sealinrg
material is restricted to the use of bentonite clay only.
Mixing of this bentonite clay is restricted to pcrtable
tanks or troughs only. No mud pits may be excavated.

The top five feet of holes which are abandoned using
bentonite clay shall be filled with drill cuttings so as

to blend with the existing soil. Drill cuttings wnich
are not utilized in bacxf;lling operatisns shall be
promptly removed Irom the State parcel.

CALENDAR PAGE LQ
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Prospecting activities shall be restricted to the
following time period:

A. May 15 through August 10.
B. October 5 until deer migration occurs as determined

by the Department of Fish and Game.

These .dates may véry depending on deer migration'and are -
subject to change by the Department of Fish and Game.

CALENDAR PAGE ]
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RL: Mecld®s Neg. Dec. for prospecting on Stete
lond-.; Reply to October 1 Responee

Ted bukushies b
State Lands Comnisstion
16U7-13th Street
Secramento, Ca 93814

Dear Mr. Vuhuohine,

Thank you for your response to ny Augwat 18th letser.
Hy reply here includes additional conments and clarilftcotion

of w3y originel comnente. I stand fest 4n opposition to the

edequacy of this Negative Declaration,

1've included & receat arttcle regording stotes’ rights
to regulate mining, anéd nev comments segarding the Public
Trust and Nabitat Fragmentation,
BACECKOUND

1t 18 evident that the eavironmental reviev proctice
thot essunes that prospectiag-esploration does aot iavelve
significent environmentel fzpacts needs re-examinetion,
Vhernever possidle, vhy ahoulda’t potential environmentel

tepacts and eny conllict vith land uee goals be considered

' st the onset? Escpecially 4L the uineral(s) being nined are
nol strategic ninerals, o8 18 the case vith gold., Vhen an
g g; ys8s can be nsde ot the onset, doesn’t the distinction
E rnz.; ten prospecting and mining unduely dDifurcate the
wf .
m O rss? For esonmple, t lindings can be
o 2>
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Tom Gregor
P.0, Box 82)
Loyalton, CA 96118

Deat Mr. Gregotyt .

Re: to Your Letter Dated Octuber 8, 1987 - Negative Declaration -
thucla Project

As befoce, the response lhcluded hegewith corgesypond to the numbervd
paragraphs of yout letter.

1.

1 would like to know where you decived st °....the environmental fevies
practice that “assunes® (enmphasis added) that prospect ing-vxploration s
not involve algniticant environmental ispacts,...®

e "assume® nothing. ‘ine determination ot what, if any, documert i
apprupriate for a given project ia cerivea grom the piysical activitie.
involved., Prospecting permits fnvolving merely guologic mapping any/or
tock chip sampling by & geoloalst on foot has been excrnted, Projects
wvhich lnwolve drilling, toad construction, etc. feguites Lhe preparation
of an °Initisl Study® to determino whethee a Negative Declaration ot an
EIR is sppropeciate.

The Hecla project was processed in this manner, Baced upon the Initial
Study, it is our position that a tlegative Declacation is the appropriate
document .

we concur that "1f° flndings can be made that mining would be jn contlact
vith the prescribed land uses the miner could assume the risk of nat
having a viable project. toweves, it 15 our Leliet that such Linding
should be made Ly the govermenui agency which has the primiry
gesponsibility of making such determination; which in this case is the
Sterga Oounty Planning Commission.

We have no °....biind blanket acoeptance of prospecting....®. It is cut

contention that, from past experience, consideration of the minin) acjaet
during the evaludtion ot pruspecting permit procuss is hiyhly speculatave;
thetefore, tequires no futther aiscussion (tal. Adn. Code Section 1514>).

-



rade Lhat mining would be fn conflice with the prescribed
land uses, then the miner could assune the sisk of ot
having & viable progject st the onset of exploration and the
stpuilicance of poteatia) fmpocte and conflicts could be
disclosed froo lhe‘ver; beginning,

1 recognipe iﬁol this split-reviev process hos evolved
ftom a Jav over 100 yeors #)d. But eince the ruling tn the
cose ;l the Califorante Cosstal Consisnton v. Granite Rock
Cospany sore stringent environmentel terms are mandated.
UOne of thoose terus 18 to vid ourselves of this blind-blanket
scceptance of prospecting, especially for vithdrawn avese,
Consesrvation aystem uwnite, split estates, militeory lands and
other special srens.

Mo doubt, before miners can propose & developuent they
sust oltain sone fdea of vhere the guld-mineral fa, and

»(herclorc separating the prospecting from the actusl mintng
is the only feasible vay to go. MNut tf & preliminery
analysis lor & perticuler aseo of lend fndicates that there
erte obviovws mejer conflicte ne metter vhere the actual
operation vould eccur, thea couldn't prespecting and mfinfing
be treoted oes one? The sooner the State Lands Comsissien
snd other responeible agencies begin considering thie
poesidbility snd esercising thia descretion the sooner ve
vill move from the vestiges of » disposal land practice to

‘ologicel and environmental quality land practice,

FiC
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The tact that there “muy® Le land use contlicts ws not NUCES>, v it
that this patticular project should be evdluated differently from oti..
siniler projacts. The fact temding, this project fnvolves the deilling w
13 holes. As mentioned atove, the mining aspect is very speculative,

“IP° the land use regulatory agency of the patticulac area whete the
project Is located, clearly objected to the project as belng incunsistent
vith the avopted plans and land uses, it would clearly indicate to the
applicant that At local permits were tequired, it may be very difticult tc
obtain, In tht'- pactticular case, no such objections were raised.

Wo concur that mining would cause & signiffcant fspsact on the envicoiment
tequiting the preparation of an EIR, '

Based upon comments received from the Sterea County Planning Department,
this proposed project is not inconsistent with the sdopted plans and lan?
uses. .

Comment Noted.

We concur that *sining will fragment the habitat®; thus causing a
significant {mpact on the enviturment requiring the preparation of an LIn.

SPECIPIC OCTUSER @ COMMENTS

1.

We dﬁ not deny that mining would have a signitficant {mpact on the

envitonment.

2.

L B

1€ mineral prospecting is inconsistent with the adopted plans and land
uses of the area, how is it that there is *pernftted® prospecting
activities cutrently taking place on adjacent lands? We fail tu s«e yuut
®fait acguoent® as to the cunflicts with the edopted gencral plan,

The State Lands Comaission does not quote your comments to support an
argument that the Commission sees mining as an Ayticultural use. Yout
corment was quoted to indicate that it ie equally difficult for you to
conclude that mining wvas not an allowable use.

The bulk of your oclginal 14 pages of comment were written on the basis of
asse3sing a *full® mining operation, This patticular project is & minera}
prospecting pemmi€ fnvolving the deilling of 1) holes, As mentioncd
atove, the mining aspect je very speculative therefore, we believe Lhat a
Negative Declaration is the approptiate document fo¢ the case at hand.

Thank you very such for yout comments.

Ted T, Fukushima
Division of Research and Planning
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“ith & toul tor mitigating the impacts of hebitan

lsugmente’ tun,
— Hingng vil) fregeent the habitat. Nebitet
lr.;menl.llo‘ 1s the most sorfoue threat te biological
7 diversity ond feo l@c primary cause of the present extinction
cetols (The Anerlfiu.lut-rulltl. Dgc. 1984). Change in the

divcrafty of species, or numbers of any aspecies of animals

1s a signifscont fmpoct oo defined by CEQA lov. -

SPECIFIC 70 OCTOMER RESPONSES

l. VYes the AVCRP plan recognizes that nining
erploration 1s occurring but lster states thet mining vould
likely Le o significant impect,

The resource managesnent agencies have not fndicated that
the project s inconsistent with the AVCRP but the adjocent

lsndowncrs that sse o port ol the AVCRP have indicated that

it ta. Thete may not be snything thet can be done to
mitigate this conflict but CLYA requires disclosure not
densal,

2. 1his gesponse fgnores the second parsgraph entirely
tegarding the point thet the General Plan hasa't
Incorpourated the SURFACE MINING AND RECLAIATION ACT a»
tequired by lav. The analysis of cunviative impects are
écpendent vpon this informstion,

For the lesd ngency to make o finding thet it S

cult to conclude cospatidbliity or noncompatibtlity does

Page S
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not satiafy their legnl renponsibility especially vhen ve
have made o falr arguencnt and presented (octe ns Lo the
potential of o sigaificent fupact 1a that ft conflicte vith
and alters the planncd uses of the genersl plan, WVhere in
the AVCRP 1» Ehcr- sufffcient criterfis that guides thie
declestion?

Does the Commission quote sy comments {ros pege IV
regarding agricultursl uses, to suport as erguemeant that the
State Lande Cﬁnulnnlo! ;ccu»-lalu' es on Agriculturel vse?

3. The bulk of my originsl )4 pages of comment
submitted to the Commission Includes substantial evidence
that ;ho project may have o significant effect on the
environment due to substantial alteration of the present ond
planned land vaes tp;ell!cd in the County's Cenerasl Plen, i
Furthernore 1've pointed out that the Plan 1s invelid due to
tts (ajlure te comply vith the States Planning and Zoning
Lavs. 1've given evidence that as the General Plan extsts
the project comflictn with ft. I've provided informstion
denonatrating that the County’s Genersl Plen s tnvalid.

The Commission has not addresned my comsents at an equsl

Jevel of specificity ss required by CEQA.

Sigserely,

Ton Cregory

“,'1"5‘ L |“.,\r.t',;;.;“ .‘;", 'p'-¢(¢~.41.4l’l\\
.“’ Ocl. 32 l"t'r‘.!bl;b-n —blnil‘r“5’
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STATES GAIN GREATER RIGHTS TO REGULATE ACTIVITIES ON FEDERAL LANDS

By

handad down an
case of the Califarnia Coastal Coamission v. Granite
Rk Carpany.  The ruling upheld the pawer of the
Califorria Coastal Commission tO Tequire a private
suning wonpany, before it bosan opurations on {ederal
lards, to adtain a permit fron the Qoastal Comnissian.
hecording to the new ruling, the C:amssxcnms the
poOmer to qurant & permit_ Ieasohable
environmental protection tamms, mcluda.ng that
are different or mcre restrictive than those imposed
bythe federal agancy in charge of the lands irvolved
(in this case, the Forest Service). By upholding, the
pawer ¢f the Coastal Comisgsion to reguire the private
manes t©o obtauin a permit, the new ruling gives to
State ard lccal govermments acrcss the country a mch
greater role in the manageament of federal lards.

For erwvironmentalists, the hew ruling represents a
porentialy majar vicwory. Now, envirormentalists
dissatisfiad with ths envirammental protection
arproaches cf the federal land managament agencies ¢an
take their cCase to the state and 10cal govermment
level in the hopes of persuading these goverrmental
units to irmyose On private miners more st.r_xﬂgent
emvirgmment-] terms. Moredver, the new ruling will
lu.e.y apply beyond the context of mining and will
Give states and local govermments a role in  private
cil and gas puing, timber harvesting, and grasing on
feceral lands.

In this case, Granite Rock, a lirmestone mining
carpany, claimed it was jmmune fronw California law
since it was operating on federal lands.
abtaining approval of its mining plan fram the Forest
Service, Granute Rock began mining without seeking 2
permit from the Coastal Comission. The controversy
woud up  in the federal district court in noruhern
California, where the -judge agreed with the Coastal
Coanmussion. On appaal, hosever, the Ninth Circuit
Court of hAppeals in San anisco reversed. The Ninth

Circuit agreed that California-pasd the . right to imxee i
er, bu: Tit

Wlaum an the pIjva

could nos, SRia3 ‘ar""rda.l use T parmit_ process
tc enforoe these regulations. By requring a p:rmf-,
California irplicitly assertad the vower to deny a
requestad permit  and thereby bring the musing
operation to a caplete halt. In the court’s view,
California lacked this power: it oould regulate the
Tiung, but it could not prohibit the rmaning and could
noT Upcse requlatory limits that had the effect of
Fronibiting the mining.  Thus, in the view of the
Ranth Crouit, the state permit regurement went. too
far, and therefore was preempted by federal laaw.

I a nartow, S-4, decisian the U.S. S.'prsre Cot
“eversed whe Nanth Circwt’s ruling. In an opunion by
“Stice Sadra [Day O’Connar, the Court rulwd  that
“alifcrmia could exercise its regulatary power by

TTULTIONN pravate  mraners to o oftaan ferTate In
argurenl, before We Canrt, Culifcrmaa dicclazmd  angy
™ o deny 8 puniut OF CUNIwIse  pruacint e
R tilrag, T Gt acvvited tac dunclaaner and
ast ed,  for. purtascs of  thee aronpedt,  that ot

Eric T.

t federal lands ruling in e the regquested

After |

Freyfolge

California Coastal &:-au.ssxcn wus olliguted to grant
it. The Court also assuncd,
altlough it did not decide, that the Comisson could
mrcse on Granite Reck unly “roasonuble® envxxomanu.l

Several acpects of this new ruling are worthy of
attention. Firstly, the Supreme Coaurt seawd to agree
with several lower courts in concluding that states
ard local govermments can regulatr..iat not  prohibit,
private mining on federal lands. T Court in its
ruling did not eglore tte murky line etween &
regolation and a prohibition, SO tla issue langers on
far other rulings” to dwal with. Secord, the Court
suggested that a state zdght have no power to 2ply
ats “land use regulations” to f(ederal lands, even
though it can apply its ‘emvirawental regulations.®
The Court &id not decide this inssur becausc, in the
Court’s view, the Califorrda =oTules at iscue were
claarly envirommental rules (wiich were lawful) rather
than land use regulations (whach Ray or majy not Le
lawtul). The four disserting Justioss, however,
picked up on this distinction to criticize the
majerity. 1Two of the Justices believed that no
rmcaningful distinction could b drawn betwosn the tTwWo
tyres of regulations = they cancludal that bemh  types
of state rules should be uwilawful. Two Otlazr Justices
concludad that maaningful distinctuion could be  drawn,
but in their wview the California Coastal Conmussion
rules were land use regulations, not envirammental
iprotection rules. land use regulations, these two

¢ Justices concluded, were preampted by federal) law.

. This internal debate suggests that tha Cot may

‘soon reconsider this issue ard decide whetler states

ard lccal goverrments do in  fact have the powor to
imose land use restrictions on federal larads. If
they do not, states will neid %o exurcise care in
fashioning the rules they imend to extend to {edera)l
lands. They will need toc be sure that their rules are
in the farm of environmenial protecrion tow  rather
thar, zoning ordinances or other traditicnal lard use

plannung rules.

A final unresolved itcul thal comes
Cass ic whether the sane rules as to
state and local govermrents will apgly
involving mineral leasing, timber harvesting, grating,
ard even recreationa. aczivitaes on federal lards.
Could a state, fcor irmsiance, re:;.alav.e cff-roud vilacle

uet o Wl
tir: (AMer  Of
te dasputes

use on RIM lands ir the nare of protemting the
envirament? These cther disputes, il and eten Uy
arise, will raise soewmat different i1ssucs and will

reguire Courts to exsrane different statutcry schames,

But 1t seams likely <cmat whe courts will aapt  at
least sumilar pogiticns ane will presenve for  states

anc local govermments sgne role in rugulating  gErivate
Aacuivities ‘in  order tw  protuct U naturel
omniraryent.

Frac T, Precfolne s Asrcciale Proten: 1 of Law at ""M
corverite of 2l ung JJCALENDAR PAGE . e
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P.0. Fox 885,
LCYALTO, Ca,

96118

Auvgust 28, 1997

State Lends Convission,
13th Street,
SACFAYETO, Cu.
55514

1807

Ateni- Ted T, Fukushira,

Certloron-

Rei- File Ref. ¥ L0526
SCH lo, 8705 2507
Hecla *Aning Co,

Trert you forthe Ve ative Diclaration regzriing the atove,

If 1 vnderatarnd the situstion correctly perrission has been given for Kecla to
drill 17 loles to deterrine the minercl content in the soll,

Yy concern 1+ ret with the drilling of the holes, ever though they undoudtedly would

1t shiculd e pointed out that the Sierrs Eiooks Sud Division 1s less than a rmile ard
8 hilf svay from the Jrilling project and this Sub Division containe, 105 hores at present

effect on the wild 11fe in that srea, but with the proapect of Hecla using

cysridte shiphd ehould ghe drilling of the holes be fruitfull regarding minerals found,

with o full capscity of jJust under 40O homes.

iwth of our wells which supply our drinking water are more or less at the bece
of the otler side of the h11l where Hecla intends to mine,

Trere have l,ut".’tccurronc.l wherein pollution has occurred and contamination of
rg weter fres substarces a Jot Jess potent than eyanide, The Falrchild incldent

1. Sulh San Jose 1 one wherein the drinking water becare contaxinated from setals
wlach we.e waghel down with 11quid Seewhich was slloved to wash into the soil with

dicantrous results,

ith thle in rind | believe theState lands Cowmission,The County of Sierra,The

fawjurtre.t of Fureriry all would be acting in BAD FAITII el.ould they sllow iiecla to

with this projecl, as, it -ould be Just a matter of tine before our drinking

vater woulld Le contazinated

~
{
r:
: tave a-
L.
Sricvd
»
procee:
=0 |
=
cm?
I8 |
133 1

\ -

trou:u llg.( 12 sould be tou dungerous to Ltho humarn olencrt,

.4/-/’< il {M Sincomely Yourt,
e ‘od.// /’;01‘/ 'lz(h ’ \ﬁ/ /

S:its were flled and 1 think the settlenents have gone into the tillior

elio weuld T30e to add thet whilc we, el Staris Prooks, are ruted as Ceners) Firoutr,
3o ylng B rotez and 10 1s »y underatarding tlat se w1)1 be rezonud Fl very shortly,

ex shele jucut 13 jurt too cloce Lo a rosldentin? uwtoa, and should bu turned doun

BIATR OF CaLmUANIA
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STATE LANDS COMMISSION EXECUTIVE OF #CE
1007 13 Suroet
LEOT McCARTMY. Lswtensnt Governer Secramente Cobtomee 9881
GRAY DAVIS. Conerotier
JSBE R WUFF, D octer ot Funance \‘\‘s t"'.‘:, CLARE T DEORICH
\ J‘ Erecutres Othcor
:} . _:.J %
wy — 1 -
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October 1, 1987

Lionel and Ruth 8rooks
P.O. Box 085
Loyalton, CA 961]8

Gentlepersons:

SUBJECT: Response to Comments - Negative Declaration -
Minecal Prospecting Permit - Antelope Valley
Area - Hecla Mining Company -~ SCH. #87052%07

The (following responses correspond to the numbered
comments or statements in your letter dated August 28, 1967,

1. Pecrmission has not been given for Hecla Mining
Company to drill |J holes to detecmine the mineral
content in the soil. The envictonmental dJdocurent
that was sent for your review was to elicit your
comment s for the State Lands Commission to
consider. The project is scheduled for Commiss.on
consideration in October, 1987.

2. Should economic minerals be discovered, Hecla must
then apply for a mineral extraction lease, Prior to
the granting of such a lease, an environmental
impact report will be prepared and citculated four
review, Cyanide use will be evaluated.

In closing, the “project® that s currently uncer
consideration is a wmineral oprospecting permit which will
involve the drilling 13 holes; nothing more will be allowed.

Thank you very much for taking the time to review and
comment on the environmental document. Should you have any
further comments or questions, please do not hesitate to wraite
me at tlie above address or call me at (916) 322-781).

— Stncerely,

~

TED T. FUKUSHIMA
bivisfon of Resvatrch
and Planning
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STATE OF CALSOAMA

SITER o EETT D szmmen e . CECR Ol LALLM an Lo

STATE LANDS COMMISSION

EXECUNVE OSFICE
1807 13ih Sirees
. LEO Y McCARTNY. Lieutenant Governor . .
SIERRN NEVADA GROUP  ::::: £

JEESE R HUIE Director of finance ‘\"'“'; “"h] :U""f T OtOMiCn
. N A stubve Uthcar
MOTHER LODE CHAFPTER SIERRA CLUB N Z
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C.B. Tucker August 30, 1987 -

Conservation Chair g Vgt S

12225 Buckeye’ File Ref.: W 40526 : o

Mevada City, CA SCH # 8705 2507 :

95959

205-032) RE: Negative Declearstion--

Minere] Prospecting Permit
In Antelope Valley of Sierra
County For llecls Mining
Company; EIR required

October 1, 1987

Mr. G. B, Tucker
Ted T.Vukushima fome gy
STATE LANDS CO.:HISSION };g;g';gg;;’;ec"“'
1607 "13¢h Street Nevada City, CA 95959
Sacramentou, CA

9?:];22 813 . Dear Mr. Tucker:

This letter contains responses by the statt of tre State
Lands Commission (SLC) to the specific comments that you
submitted in you letter dated August 18, 1987 on the SLC's3
proposed Negative Declaration (ND) ftor a mineral prospecting
— e . permit to the Hecla Mining Company 1in Sierta <County, The
The Californis Environmental Quslity Act requires an responses are numbered and cox:Lspond to relevant numuetea

paragraphs of your lettey.,

Dear Ted Fukushiwms,

Environmenta} Impact Report to be done vhen a significant

. GENERAL
iopact exists. In the CLQA Guidclines, Aypend}: 1, under

It appears that you have major concerns relative to the
adequacy of the Sierra County's General Plan. Since  You
believe the plan to be inadequate, you further conclude that
other governmental agencies have no bLasis tor evaluating
projects within the county. There is, in tact, other

environncntal impacts #4 Land Use, the question is ssked:

"Will the proposal result fn a substantial alteration of the

present or planned land use of an orea?” Avpgndll G of the information that provides sufficient criteria in this regard;
. . i specifically, the Antelope Valley Coordinated Resource Plan.
Cuidelines states thst 8 project will norwelly hsve » Additionally, we have coordinated with the County Planning

Department and they have not indicated that the proposed

significant effect on the environment 4t 4t will: “(s) project is inconsistent with zoning or Jand use desiynations

included in the General Plan.
1 Conflict with sdopted environmental plans end gosls of the
community vhere it 4is located.” SPECIPIC
- The potential signilicant impact pertaina to 1. The staff of the SLC has reviewed the Antelcpe
valley Coordinated Resource Plan (AHNCRP). It 15 our
] prospecting ond mining being in conflict with the gonls and opinion that mineral prospecting 1s not 1n conflict
with the goads and concerns of that plan. In pouint
concerns of the Antelope Valley Coordinutcd Kesousce I'Yan
PO Box 1042 ¢ Nevada City. California 95959
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(nee attaclment).  Findings need to be madc es to the
coupatibility of mining with the conservetion and wildlife
fruals of the Ante[gpe Valley Coordinated Re-ource Plan. The
hegative Ue:lolnli;n does not cowply wvith CEQA lav, sn EIR
is required,

Prospecting & mining are inconsistent vith the existing
Sierra County General Plsa vhich identifies the land use
appropriate for the Antelope Valley as agriculturasl,
intermediate forest sand open space. Prospecting snd mining
are unsuitable uses as indicated in the County's anerll
Plan. 3.

furthermore the Sierrea County General Plan has not
incorporated THE SUKFACE MINING AND RECLAMATION ACT.
fhiere 45 no section fn the GCenersl Plan that desls with
sincrals, Public Resources Code Section 276) requires the
t.eneral I'lan to incorporate policies and measures to protect
sinersl sites from incompatible development, It requires
general plans to incorporate the mineral classification and
desagnataun inforeastion prepured by the Stste Geologist end
approved Ly the State Uoard, in perticuler, the mineral
classification maps and any maps of the boundories of
The text of the pian should slso

designated mincral ercos,

suntarize the State Geologist's reports. ‘It also states

e

thit the General P'lan should include doto and ennalysis,
policy, and implementetion measures to protect mineral
resources,

Poape 2
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of tact, the plan states that “"There {s active
exploration work by a mining company in Antelope

Valley". In addition, the resource
agencies who were part of AVCRP have not
to us that this project is inconsistent
AVCRP.

managemrent
indicated
with the

You state on page 10 of your letter that:

"Unfortunately, the land use element's agricultural
designation provides no standaras for determining

what uses, if any, are allowable in agricultural
areas;”
As such, we ftind it difficult to conclude that th

proposed temporary mineral prospecting activity
either incompatable or compatable with the pre.cnt
designation of land use as indicated in the County's
General Plan.

You state that: "The Lands Commission has no
criteria upon which to evaluate the project's impact
on land Juses within the County because the Sierta
County General Plan is drastically out of compliance
with State law"™, We do not believe it is the
position or responstbility of the SLC to detetmine
whether the General Plan is or is not in compliance
with applicable law.

In the absence of information or a legal
determination to the contrary, we must assume that
the Sletca County General Plan is appropriate to use
as guidance to the environmental processing of this
project, Our coordinatien with the rescurce
manageaent agencies who were a part of the AVCRP,
which included Sierra County, has not indicated to
us that this project is inconsistent with the land
uses within the project vicinity.

The ND i{ndicates that the exploratory activity will
have a very minor impact on the use of roads withir
the county,

The ND makes an independent detecrmination that the

exploratory activity will have a very minor impact
on the use of roads within the county.

R I TR
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These requirements achieve the goals of protecting
sineral londs of ststevide or of regional significence (rom
preclusive and incompatible land uses; and to sssure that
adverse navtrodneqtol effects are prevented,

ihe Laﬁ;s Cosmissfon hes no criteris upon whizh to
cv.lu-te.thc psoject’s impact on land upes vithin the County
because the Sierrs County Cenersal Plan s drasticslly out of
cospliance with State law,

A, TUE CIRCULATION ELEMENT OF THE GEMERAL

PLAN DUES NKOT COHPLY VWITH THE REQUIREMENTS
OF COVERNMENT CODE SECTIOK 65302 (b)
Government code section 65302(b) provides that & genersl
plan must include a circulotion element “consisting of the
general location and extent of existing and proposed major
thoroughfares, transportation routes,..., 8J1 correlated
with the land vee clement of the plan”, The Sierre County

circulation elenent descrides existing and proposed

.transportation corridors but does not anslyze or correlate

those transportation corridors wvith the land use element.
Accordingly, County's circulation elesent §s inadequate in
that 1t fails to comply vith the mandatory requirements of

state lav, Tvain Horte Homeowvners Associetion v, County of
Tuolumne, sypra, 138 Cal. App. 3d 664, 700; Concerned

Citizens of Calaveras Count Board of Supcrvisoss

100 Cal. App. 34 90,

Poge 3

MR. G. B. TUCKER -3- OCTOBLR |, 1va!

6. See first half of response §). I egdition, the LD
indicates that the explotatory activity would Le uf
very short tegrm and will heve winog temporary
impacts on the open space values.

7. See first half of responze (). In addition, the ND
indicates that the exploratory activity would e ot
very short term and will not have a “signiticant®
effect on the noise levels.

8. As statea in the AVCRP, thcre ks curcently active
mineral exploration work in this vicinity.
Purthegmote, the project before the Commission 1S
exploration, not development, Any ptcposal  fur
subsequent development will be subjected to o
sepacate environmental analysiy, specifically an t!%
should the SLC be the CEQA Lcad Agency.

9. We cannot concur with your statement., A5 evidernce!
by the active mineral exgloration wots cutresntly
being done within the ptoject wvicinity, we csnrot
conclude that prospecting for mincrals 12 cCcntrar;
to the intention of the open space eluinent.
Additionally, comments reccived ftrem the Courty
Planning Department on this proposed provject -, ot
indicate guch an inconsistency.

10. See first half of response 1},

This "project® is a prospecting permit "ONLY". Shoulu au
economic mineral resource be discovered, the opjlicant ruct
submit an additional proposal. As  ctated previovusly, the
processing of such a proposal will requite, 1 vut opihion, the
preparation of an environmental {mpact reporct.

Sincerely,

TED T. FUKUSHIMA
Division of Kesvsroh
and Planning

TTF :maa
cc: G. Pclkal
J. Frey
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In lvasn llarte, the court noted that the county
circulntion element did not expressly shov any reletionship
tetuveen the county's transportoion fecilities and the lend
use elcment of the general plan, did not discuss changes in
tand use vhich may result from land use designations of the
general plan, and did not anelyze projected demographic
changes, populetion centers, or user habita., Accordingly,
the court held that the circulation element was finsdequate
s 85 matter of low.

Siwilerly, in Concerned Citizens, supra, the court
held that Covernment Code section 65302(b) “requires that

the circuletion element of o genersl plan, including its-

 major thoroughfares, be closcly, systématically, and

recrprocally related to the land use element of the plan.”

Loncerned Citizens, supra, st page 100, Specificelly, this

requires the county to. "discuss and set forth "stendards’
and 'propoasals’ respecting any change in demands on the.
various rouadways or transportstion facilities of a county as
8 result of changes in uses of land contemplated by the
plan®™. Concerned Citizens, supre, ot page 100.

Respondent's circulstion clement utterly foils to
correlat: that clement at ell vith the land use element,
Accordingly, the circulation element fafls to wmeet the
nandatery requirenents of state law.,

The tnadequacy of County's civrculation element is

dircctly relevant teo this procceding in that the proposed

Page &

: + A i
prospectang vill have an fmpact on the une of roads sithin
the county, Horeovver, the nev traffic mny create potential
traffic control problerns and Increasc significontly the .
noise and congestion along the routes taken by these
vehicles.

From the gencral ploan circulation element, there ts no
criteria lr;- which to deternine vhether this sdditjonal
tratfic s consistent with l‘e lend usc patterns
contemplinted by the genersl plan or to determine vhether the
noise created by this treffic unnecessarily vill fapinge
upon residentisl uscs estodlished pursuant to the land use
elenent., Because the Board has no criteris upon vhich to
evaluate the projcct’s impact on land uses within the
County, 1t vill abuse its discretion by spproving the
project. .

B. THE OPEN SPACE LLEMENT OF THIL GENERAL

PLAR BOLS ROT COMPILY WITH THE PLOQUIRLIENTS
OF GOVERNNENT CODE SECCIOK 65302(e)

Untortunntely, the open-space element provides
insufficlent criteria tu govern the disposition of
open-spoce lund within the county,

Government Code section 6556) requires that 8 county
prepare nnd adopt an "open-space plan for the corprehensive
and long-range preservation and conservation of open-spaca
lond wvithin fts jurisdiction”. The plan must include un

“sction program consisting of specific programs wvhich the

rage $
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lepisintive bedy Intends te persue feplementing its
open-spoce plan” (Gov't Code scction 635504). HNegpondent's
open space plen does sot coaply vith these statutory
requirements. It consists of little more then an expression
of concern that open space is importent and should bdbe
preserved. The open spsce plan, adopted in 1972, edmits s
oun deficientes, Brating:
“lhin open space conservation element i3 s stert end
only a begianing $a the process of study, eveluation
and plasaing. This plan desigsed to be general outline
of lend wuse, Further study is ndeded to make o
Composite plan vith 3 mose speciffc suitebility plan
for compotible co-existence betveen man and his
environsent”™ ( p. 2 of introduction).
Apparently the County has not proceeded beyond fts 1972
bepinnings. No further study has been done and the plen has

not been supplemented.

—

Simidarly, the open space plan’s implementation scction
fecites, lamely, that "fimplementation wil) be ncco-pl;shcd
throuph plensing comaission action, zoning, and continued
study snd evalustion®. Thus, no “"specific programs™
vhatsoever are proposcd by the ogen spece clement. In
short, Kespondent's generslizations and statements of
purpose do not fulfil)l the stete lav requirencnt that the
open space element be o comprehiensive plan including en
sction program., Ap s resuls, Ie-poﬁdenl lacks the criteris
to determine vhat sctions, tf any, 1t mey take with respect

to open space land wvithin fts jurisdlction. This faslure of

Page 6
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the pencenl plon probibhits the Conmlestoen tros'opproving thy

I permits vnder revicev tn this procecding.

C.  THE NOISE ELEMENT DF THE GLNLKAL TLAN
DOES NOT COMPLY MWITH KEQUIKEMIMIS
OF GOVLRNHENT CODYL SECTION 65302(1)

The County has & duty to develop & noise clement to the
genersl plan vhich “shell analyze snd quantify, to the
extent practicedble,...current sand projected nolse levels”
for, “inter slia,” thoroughfares (Gov't Code section
65302(f)). Respondent 1@ to prepsre noise contours which
are to be shown in the nol;e element snd used a5 a guiride lor
determining patterns of Jord use., Goav't Code siction
65302(1).

Respondent’s notse element contains nune of these
features. It specifies only that hiphways arc w wajur
source of noise. It dors not contain Any “enine contours”
83 required by stute law: does not pruvide any criteria fur
establishing & land use pattern tu the land use elrmlél
“thoat minimizes the exposure of community recrdents to
excessive notse”; and provides no Lonis lur determinarg
vhether parsticular projects ure =ited wvith o view to
minimizing nofse impncts on the community. Accurdingly, the
nuise element does not comply with the mandatary

requircoents of section 6530L2(1).

-, Page 7
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The voudequneies of the notse clement of the peneral

plan nrte particulerly disturbing awn. they relote to thig case
tn thut the project f1a bnsed on notee aenerating equipment
nnd potentislly & nofse generating i-clll!y.

[ In light of these constiderations it s inperative that

a project such as this be spproved only in conformity with »

general plun which contains an adequate noise element and

7 which provides . “guide for establishing patterns of land

use 5o os to minimize the notse lip-cz- of any proposed
project on the community as » vhole. Since ne adequate

noisc element exists. this project cannot be spproved in

5

Sierra County at this time.

———

L. THE SAFETY ELENENT OF THNE GCEMEKAL PLAN
DOL'S NOT COMPLY WITI TUE REQUIREMENTS
OF GCOVERNMENT CODE SECTION 6530?([)

The safety element of the Sierrs County General Plan is
compriscd of twvo sections. There s a “Safety Element” and
a “Seismic Snfety Element." These sections sre implicated
in this proceeding becasuse the Sterra Velley has a history
of estthquoke activity (C.P., Seismic Safety Element) and
becaune the project 1s proposed for an arcs of entreme fire
hosard.  Pursunnt to the Covernment Code, County's salcty
elenent must address problems ansociated vith the wildfare
and carthquake haznrds by mepping known hazards, addressing
fequtrenecnts for evacuation routes, penk loed woter

supplicvs, minimum road widths ond clcasrances around

Pape 8
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sttuctures (Gov'y, Cudﬂ section G5302(yp)).  This ;
tntornntion must be contained vithin the 5nf¥i§ «lrn}n( ot
the general plon. Cov't. Code section 65)07(.)7

[ In this case the county's safcty element does not

sotisfly any of these requirenents, Thus, it provides no

base Jine date and no guldance for determining vhether eny
proposed project meets ressonsble fire and scismic vaflety
standnrds. This omisstion fs particularly serious in this

case, The "extreme fire hozard™ rating for the property

<3 involved here is the highest of three ratings. The

Conmission's decision to opprove developsent in this fire
hazard aree, vhich serves to agpravate the fire threat, s

Snconsistent vith the sdmonition in the safety element:

“"reducing the damage caused Ly natural hozerds can
largely be 8 function of Jand use planning through the
implementation of policies and standards (or nev
developments and new construction. Destgnated
dangerous and othervise unsuitable sareas stiould rerain
undeveloped, und public or private investnent in these

oreas should not be supported”

E. THE LAND USE LLEICET OF THE
GENLRAL rtLan puOLS NOT CunPLY
VITH THE REQUIRLNENTS OF
GUVERNIIENT CODE SECTION 65302(a).

Lovernment Code section 65302 provides thet the genersl
plan must contoin a lond use element vhiceh:

Y...dcsignates the proposed pencrol distribution nud
general lJocotion and extent of the uses of lend tfor
housing, business, industry, open-space, including
agriculture, naturs! resourcces, recreatfon, and
cnjoyment of scenic besuty, educattion, public
buildings and grounds, solid and liquid vaste darnposal
foctlities, and other ecategorfes of pullic end private
uses of Jund., The Jand use element shnll anclete o

Pope 9
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resadential building Intensity in unfts per scre but did not
specily residenttnl ﬁoyulnllon Jcnsllles. Respondent arpucd
that since §u hod specified building intensity in
residentias) sreas, it effcctively controlled population
densities in those areas and thet for thet reason the
genernl pl-qfqhould be found to be valid. The court
srejrcted this argument, ressoning that vhen the legiglature
enacted Government Code section 65302(a), it must have
fntended the terms “"population density" and "building
intensity” to mean different things. Accordingly, the court
toncluded that because the Tuolumne County genersl plan did
not .set forth standards (or determining the allovable
populntion density within the specified arean, it failed to
conply with recquirements of GCoverament Code section
65102(a). 1f the TuoluQHQ'Count' general plan vas leogally
tnsulficicnt because 1L (atled to specify residentinl
populotion densitics sepsvately from residentisl building
fntensity, Lhen “a fortiori”, the lond use element of
kespondent®s Ceneral Plan, which specifies neither
population densities nor bulldlﬁg intensity for egricultural
arcas, must be deemed dfflcicn(. Moreover, it is o
drficiency vhich deprives the Conmission of any criterin
fron which to determine vhether the proposcd drilling and
rintngp §s an ncceptable lnnd usc for on agricultursl aren.
To the extent that County's land use clement provides

sny puidelines for the use of agricultural Jond, It sugpests

I'sge 12

r

that pros, .ting snd qlulng arc not l. eptable lond vees
an nred designoted aprfculture by the general plan,
Speciftcnlly ngricultural Junds erc dncluded vathin open
space under the open-space elesent of the general plan
(Génrrll Plan, Open Space Llcment), VWith respect to
sgriculturs) open spoce land, the general plan provides:
"fhe sgriculiurel lends contribute to the vealth of
Sierra County through sgricultural prectices ynd o»
wildlife vintering snd sunmering grounds.
Agricultural potentisl should be developcd to encours
the growth of the industry and to maintein and conser
the vildlife hableat,”
Prospecting and mining on lands classified as sgriculturesl
by the gencrsl plan eppesrs to be contrary to the intents
of this provision of lic open-space elements in that lan.
will potentially be removed from the agricultural pool and
vildliife habjtat will be desctroyed
2. FOREST
The timberland production zone (TPZ) on the property
not consistent wvith the generel plea’s sgricultural
designation, nor with the goeal of the open-space elenent t
maintein ngricultul.] land as open space in order to
encourage that sctivity and to prescrve habitat.
The land usc element’s genersl (orest (Cener;l Plan)
and intc;-udl-tc forest (Gencral I'lan) cateporics do not
fulfill the mandatory requircements of Covernoment Codc

scction 65302 (n), These arees are not mapped st oll.

Horcover, the discusston provides no standnrds for

Puge 1)
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‘Aemorandum‘

(3

Svbyect :

1. Gordon Snow, Project Coordinator Date Septemher 13, .37
Resources Agency

2. Ted T. Fukushima
State Lands Commission
1807 13th Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

From : Depsrtment of Fish and Geme

Proposed Negative Declaration for Hecla Mining Company's
Request for a Mineral Prospecting Permit in Antelope Valley,
Sierra County (SCH 87052507).

The Department of Fish and Game (Department) has reviewec the
subject project. The project is a proposal to drill 13
exploratory holes for precious metals and other valuable
minerals on Department owned lands in Antelope Valley. The
exploratory holes which are drilled from a track mounted rig
are four inches in diameter and drilled to a depth of 200

feet.

The Department concurs with the findinos for a Negative
Declaration provided the proposed mitigation measures are
made a condition of approval. :

If the Department can be of further assistance, please contact

James D. Messersmith, Regional Manager, Region 2, 1701 Nimbus
Road, Suite A, Rancho Cordova, CA 95670, telephone (916) 355-0822.

Petd& Bontgaeifi

Acting Director

MINUTE PAGE -2 2.88
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RESPONSES

July /7, 1987

State of California Yee el ot Tenaures pwter T, gl AL
- tands Commission
745 West Broadway, Suite 425 1 ety Vifntns Cozpans 36 restedated Lo only those s §.450 7 st o0 v 4 o
‘\_- Long Beach, CA 90802 project decevintion «ithin this Fropored Pepontive Iv Vot twy, - .o 1 .
File: Hecla Mining protuction of wolze, olteration of streas lede, wre of ~¢ Yndeedd V..
Attn: Mr. 0. J. Everitts ) (W-40526) emiiprent, on-rite el 6tov e and campline 16 not peef 1t

L]

Assistance Chiel
2 Yae miLlEcatton neasuwre meter b,

hear Mr, Everitts:
3 Not applieanie, .

Ihys will atknowlicdye receipt of your June 19, 1907 request for comments on .

an rnatial study regarding an application of Hecla Mining Company for a min- 4 e mittet b me crmie meder G,
veal prospecting permit on State Fish and Game proprietary lands located in

Antelope Vatley, Sierrs County. Yrior tu fnitinting exploratory activitien, Mecla iMal-; Crcpaes v

oA mantatn untt] relenczed by the Siate, o hond ar aliecate oo g1

Frrst, you should be adviscd that the Sierra County Planning Comnission, on secepbodle 10 the flate tn the gronal of L0, 00,

. July 10, 1916, issued a Special Use Permit to Mecla Mining Company to allow .
gritling of seven (7) angle reverse circulation holes to a depth of 200 fect 6 Vee copents or the CTEtarnbi B beentl o0 Y ot e ant ey
n order to ascertain the ore potential of the eastern slopes of Antelope ceaenre nebe, 7

Vatley. this applied only to a forty (40) acie parcel (APN 16-060-013 of
pivvate property,

We now understand that Mecla Hining Company s proposing a similar program

w State Tish and Game Lands which consists of thirteen (13) e:ploratory holes.
Your request for conments is therefore confined to this exploratory program
sud not further or subsequent development of private, State Fish and Game, or
grsernmental lands.

|
%

2 g
g EE ?3 ; the Board of Supervisors, during its regular meeting of July 7, 1987, consider-
f e m td the content of your June 19, 1987 packet and takes the position that mitiqga-
E# %g H tron and/or conditions of any permit granted by your agency contain the
g 5 tullowing:
b .
3; ) i ', The operstor shall conform to those exploratory mining activities
i ;g ; described within the submitted Special Use Permit Application. This
e includes no new road constructlon, noise and dust to be minimized, no
e trec remaval, no alteration of stream beds, no mechanized duzer equip-

s

ment, no on-site fuel storage, no camping or on-site occupancy. Any
deviation from the proposed drilling operatfon plans shall be subjrct
to Staff review.

P,
m} e &

2. W conpletion of the exploratory program, all equipment and refuse
* will be removed from the property.

1=k

A

3
- canmpe-
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LETTER (Cont.)

Mr. D. J. Cveritts
July 7, 1987
Page Two

Upon compiction of the 1986 operation, the temporary access road that
was a)lowed to be built as a component of the 1985 Special Use Permit

shall have to be bermed at {ts entry polat to avold continual vehicular
use and becoming an entrenched roadway.

AlY dril} pads or areds disturbed by drilliing activities shal) be smooth-
ed, compacted and reseeded. The reseeding shall occur at an appropriate
time of the year (May-August), prior to start of the winter season, to
insure a high success rate. ANl drilling areas disturbed during the 1986
operation, as well as those not reclaimed from the 1985 permit, shall be
reclaimed by May 15, 1987. The seeding type shall be iIn accordance with

the “frosion and Sediment Contro) Guidelines for Developing Areas of the
Sicrras®™.,

Prior to initiating exploratory activities, the applicant shall provide

a performance sccurily in a form acceptable to the (ounty {n the amount
of $100.00. The $500.00 performance security from 1985 will be retained
by the County as well as the additional $100.00 until all) areas disturbed
during the 194S and 1986 drilling operations are reclaimed to the satis-
foction of Sierra County, The County shall retain the posted security

until September 15, 1987 to insure that site stabilization and reSceding
plans are complete.

Al) proposed uses of this property should be precluded during that period

of time that migratory or verident deer movement s occurring or key winter-
suminer deer habitat is being used by deer.

Thank you and we would appreciate your considerstion and approval of this
request .

Sincerely,

STERRA COUNTY
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

ANVl

Lim 1. Reals
Planning Director

THy. )c: 7732
cc: Members, Board of Sugervisors

USFS - Steve Bishop {Sierraville)
Planning
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tegory 1L Petha
ate paals Commisyion

1 Went Headeay, Suite 425

T Heach, CA 90002

tear M. Pelka;

(~ b Depacteent of Fish and Game has reviewod the application of
ey Hindng Company to drill 1) exploratory holaes on land

v Dieted i the Antelope valloy Wildlilfe Managemant Area neac
Laygalton, Sierra County,

declats eaplocatory activities have beon observed in recent years
cvtherr pateated Tand and neacby US Focost Servico lands,
The application properly identifion the aroa as critical door
mintet tange Lor the Loyalton-Truckes deor herd.

the iepattment of Fivih and Game concludes that a mitigated
Hoepatave peclatation is proper for this project. FProm a Elsh and
Sttt virspaint, the plan to abandon the decy drill holes by
ety with Jdeill cuttings s acceptable., 1f water ls
ceomntered, the deill hole should be partly tllled with betonite
P wath o sai) cap. The impervious material should be mixed in
v tabile cantainets Lo minimize surface disturbance. The
Mt repation neasures include all those measuces dusceribed In the
etaile) Project bDesceiption® fncluded in theic appllication.

e

Fhhtionally, the Department will impnse a time constraint on. the
2 {- Prvttong getivitios.

The noiso and attendant activities will
fesalt A unnecessery Jisturbance to wintering deer.
Yooy

Wintecring
4 not Teave the area totally until about mid-nay. early
Pl nterma, wsually in mid-0ctobac, mack the ruturn of deer to
therr winter tanges,  Deere archury season opens in mid-August and
Poeting ceceeational activities ace qommon on the arzea untld early
CR B TR O

Sl degquested activities must take place ducing the time whun
thete vl be no dmpsct to tececational activities or the deer
feeut e depondent on the Antelope Valley WMA.  The Depactment
therefore teguices that the explocatory activity take placo fcom
“ay 1% theough August 10 and from octobar $ until deer migration

creursoas cdetetmined by the pepactment,
domn date,

The stact up and shut
may vaty depending on deaer migration and witl be
Petetmaned by the pepartment,

RESPONSES

1 Sen omtt ) ot fon weasure peler 6
2 Tee mlt et bon rcannie mules 7,

.
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LETTER RESPONSE

P Sierraville P.0. Box 95
S e Ranger Sierraville, €A
_District 96126

wo,n 2810
* JuL 3 wer

TR gy B Pelke

ytate Laneds, Commission
SV RSt freadaay, Sutte 425
1) Beach, (A 90402

ivar Me o Pella,

|n response 1o your agency’s letter dated June 19, 1987, regarding Hecla
teavng Lawpany's proposal and the need for an EIR or ND. It is my recomnendation
that an RO Le used to address this project.

fer the st few years Hlecla has performed similar exploratory drilling on
atronal forest Lands and we have secn minimal fmpact to other resources. Coecent
..l W, they have performed well in mceting our requirements for thelr operations. 1

trrcenely,

R

.Mhru ul.mﬁ /)

etract inge

s gy hl]

sateed




LETTER

e swres b BIIOUMES AGIMMY

DEP
e

RISAENT OF FORESIRY

O Y I

DU nar, C.

P R U SR PR A TORr B ES T seeAEmNS Uy Swwew s e - CCoRIAT. L%

1Y) L T P I TN 1Y
toecent  Sagrgvesite J1 SENE-TOAD
a0 0l ln

bawe 29, 1987

Moo . 5. Fueritts

N butant thiet

Fitra tive Development Prosprom
St fands Comausaion

S Wit roadway, Swite 425
g Neach, CA 90902

eoar Mr. Everdtt:. °

FILE REFURENCE: W 40326
sCie BTIDH2507
v have reviewed the application for a Proupecting Pérmit by llecta
iy Company and beljeve & Negative Declaration would be
cpepriate for thans phate of the praject. He ofter the
Pl bisnng comments tor your conslderation as the project

Al avtivities on the wildlandz and equipment ased for
voploretory purpnaes will need 1o comply wilh the stute's
P provention Ltamndards,

i this arcs is timberland and the progpecting results in a
devision to conduct a3 mining project, a Tisberland

Canversion Permit may be required under the Forest Practire
Aor, !

FOVd FANNIN
3Dvd HYANITIVD

tL.ehit you for the opportunity to comment on thls project. If

s need further information please contact Doug Wickizer at the
tove addresns and phone aunber.

Sinceyely,

4 073&(’./.,,

Kenneth L. Delfjno
Leputly Birector jor
Heionrce Manageme nt

CONMBVATION 1 Wit UL - 8l CAlHONNA COIN ANG COIBIN

RESPONSES

Toe prorpectin: permit requirer licels Mntac Conpon: Lo ol 400 53t
applteadle Jais and gormlations oF the Wolted JVate, Chute o e

and with all applicatile reoifeemnts of ¢t lew ol Fautle - .

My minera) extraction lease fasued o Yeeta Mindn  Coopar s 100 et .
canpl Lay A0 Al ) apI Beat e Yas anel se g et 0 e e .
Shale o Colltomt: atd 880 30t appd el le tegut-o

comt b



LETTER

- e TTEIT. Lt el 1T e g
SOEREIN HEGRIONAL WALEH QUALITY CONTROL BOARD ~—
LA WANELEY R GION

1wy 11l

by Pelly
SUate andy Ceasnnssion
AW Broadeay, Suite 425

Voo Heach, CA 900802
vrUrA MENENG LeWARY - EXPLORATORY DRILLING 1IN ANTELOPE VALLEY, SIERRA COUNTY
=t 1y Brevny daapany proposes to drill 13 boreholes on California Department of
1 St vl e Lad, He believe 3 Negative Declaration will be sutfictent to cover

croengegeaeatal conoerns

Ve g ctigpbes shonld be abanduned, whether yround water s encountered or not ,
v wperne b mater 13 such as coment-bentonite grout.

00 have any questions, please call me at (916) 361-5655.
. r
R | :l/-:'-(’

AN LN S B AV ]

v Fogaer

L I

i

Moo e et ierrs County Planning Uept., Downtevllle
oo Pete e, Tondor Lavironmental Hanagowent, Sonors

FOvd HYAN3TVD

- '3’ E Z(  3DVd 31NNIN

CLOAGE Bfue v pat Go sonae

RESPONSE

1 fee oit] atlon wacure musoer 6,

MY explocatocy holes defiitd Lo date by Mecle Hinin: Copva dae ge

abcavtoned Ly back il §ng caltin:s In Lhe hole whicthes
been enconntered.

et cpgte -



LETTER

PETIT IGN REOUESTING FIR FOR
DRILLING PPROJECT
PROPOSED FOR ANTELOPE VALLEY
July 1. 1907

Tne underalagned are CE3pONAING Lo 3 renuest from the Slate Loni:
Comtanlon fegarding an appllcation by fHecle Hintng Company (or o
P oceecting pecimit on State Fiuh ond Gome lands socated In the
Cavlepe Villey of Tahoe Ihwtional baress In pusthern Sicerece Sounty,
sliternla. A numoer ol concerns lead us 10 tegquest o full
trslronmentii Impect kepirt betore 8a:d pelfinil i iaLurd,

r— Inttial concerhs Center >0ounc 1torietlon ¢ Lhe Eavicomnental

lapact Asuesument Checkliut that ave untrue ana miglesding., Ut w9
quectlons concechlng the lnmpact the ucltilug of 13 wellis wuulo cuule
Uiy 3 have Luen checaed “yey™ . HWith cut tultl jeoioglecal wny
atscenlodical Ttuaies many Of the yuesLtlane o the cheekbiot wust e
st Tmaybet, until nore FrLeortn 1y uone.  Ihe proanoted acllibing
L-.x.:o De agune 0ser an idertttea fault and the colecty ¢f disivpling

vitel Stioele 10 LAED ared cnuld have 3 ALk Greater  apuct than
LR TR |

tnls velley !'s conulGerdnly uadeiy-1a3¢C I the report pteschtes Ly
Sha.  We uare sensitive to 1he iIssuptio. oF ue lte style ang ote
aivesed Lo the asetivitics thal il occut wilh the GicoLEnoed Yella
besapeeting, Alreeuy the ;-.lvo![ shot hou centoer ¢ arouna the
10 ed Heeld prroject hath Couue0 inc ) 1 eS,acnne baconvedicento 3%
they have been forcead Lo putl up with incressed tratfic b éfeas

L_'--o e, untll new, 9w3te, Guiet Risnts 100 Nivaha, tictag ang
tilvlling.

thet

r— 1t

15 implled In the Envicunmmentel ladeil ATt asten? Cheonlint
thst no §nng term etfecta will reunit foom the (.70 0S¢ pracevcting
pecatt In Antelope Vatley., Tnis 1% onvicusly umtiive, Thiz i3 su.:
tte tlrut utep 1n a project vhich, i1 unaertsbern. will o .eCct tn.o
su.tley ana tne unoersianed to aluruptions of cut way uf life Mo cven
o tte putintial tor sevete helltn hazarda,

We und-rsluny thaet the In1tlal procpertineg proridt b COnecs e
only with 19 v hia, but slue tec) the 1nltisl prw e Uhag Cantnt e
ffTQrJlud tecn the prosect <z 3 “haele.  The m.gnitude ot ol Open Pt
F S it cporation ualng a cyanlae CXLEACTIOR Bethod Hatens L9 wuch
tl"""u rothirg znortl of the gredteul Crution ol cveery seep Ot the

Je the undersigned slrrcivly hope tive SLale L Camndcsion i,
AWl endtie on Enviconmental Tmpott Fepott before 1S90wi) & prowpect.an

E£ Ofects eauption must be taten.
I3

Cyvsyrrit tor the dritling ol welts 1o Antelaee Val e,

™=,

Signed by 66 local concorned citizens.

p— The ctfect of InZreasied teztiie, felte, 200 (st O the (ESI0LCY

RESPONSES

On June 25 ond ¥, 1917, an srcheolovical fleld cuiver o the prole-t sies as
contucted by Rocar B, UVerner. Lo rf ulflcont colturyl resour r2 sere ot
sl tn e projezt avea. A copy of his archeolo foal Ifedd cor o 4o oy 0T e
tn tac lon: Leant olftee of the Dtate Fands Comnl-oion

Acaardln ; to Culirornia NDiviasion of tilncs and Ceolo 120, M L ales e Tan
of C 1 1Tornta, Cie Not Dprincs “ralt 1z approcdentedy Jocele 1 a oy 0
northeasl coraer o the project urc..  tince the Jetllaoter 41E e o e
abnadoned frevedistely ofter dridlin: ao reoufrved oy e Cois b Ly
i tlin: shonld rat Atcrupt watey cteata tn the o0

s

Me nfnor 3::ount 07 tncrenrecd Lralfie, nolee, and At Lenreated fn V-0 per oo
arey o3l Se ternoarary.  Hecls Pindn; Compapy ectimitea didddle - Ly o0t v,
excced one day per hole.

Talz “project” tavolves a mineral prospecting permit which <111 ond- o tr 'rite
the drillin: ol 1% explorator: Wnler. fhould the procpectins @ "1vltf§s: ;i ¢
sucrnasiml, the spplicant mist appl: for 3 mineral extractirn les-e [ IR
the ~ronting of such leace, an environmental {npsct seport ' vidl Ve grec el
circulnted, onl consjdeicd.


https://prospect.na

Denan Jennings
Star Roate,
- Loynlton, CA 96110

LETTER

. v ory Jo Falka

bty © earanton

1. sost eeimiy, Sedte 429
Joon leach, OV 102

.. July 6, 1907

Deor ME, Felln:
— This i3 a reapance Lo yur raquest for comrents on the ainerel
proapecting pemit epplication of Hecla Nining Company for drilling explor-
1ty holes m 1nnd ovmed by Califomie State Fish ard Gane.

Laat dedncaday, July lst, a8 noeting was conducted betwoen Heckla
“anar g ropresantatives and those residents of Sierra County which will be

Jiroctly nifected by ticir proposal of an open-pit, cyanide loachin; proceen,
e rane,

The pemit spplication dy Heckla cane up during the ecurse of eonveraation
1) many of un wnlerrd why your lottar of Juno 19th had not been sent to noat

F the 1necad asantente involved, Toia overaipht hie eincoe boen corroctedy my
¢« .4 arTave ) Pridny ond ] thank ym,

he eavaroamentul impact daacsoment checklist sudbmitted by lleckla to
i offaee oy purl of the initin)l atudy of the project 1aeked credidfility in
ceoof e e tion reszponaea. Cuat of thoae preaent [elt that for thin renyen
s, @ b seeald be requared to athait to an Faviconnental Inpaet Renort,
b1t aea to thet effect will soon bo aent to yma.

30V YYANTTLD.

Tt e asating v3n held at the Bildoraton Ranch, shich 1fen due north of
progos b nine ond tho drilling site In quratim. Prod Bilderstmm is
“ieoontly cut of the comntey on busincan, and cannot respond to ywur letter.

vife an. ] have huen, and are prenently min:gers of his ranch m a yeor-
- ornl baata amd the emcama that ho han for this projeot are woll known te
wi. ihe progeacl dritling alte io approxientely 1000 yarde up-gradiont from
;b ieservior, wtifch 1a nt the sath end of the ranch. We have been Yioencod
Sy the Gtate to prow trest on @ comaericin] basiy, which we have dons for Lhe
st Cemie yeara. S drllbing operiticn comld hnvg A definnte Impaot were it
tyctarh theao springe fecoding the 1ake. “he answere glven an the asscaament
e blaat 23 oot ol iean thla ponatbhility,

bl of Mr. febdorston, T requont that an EIR bo rvquired (or
=t pregest, Mank ymse for your constdommtion in thin matter.

S$inceraly,

&UC(\? 28 O\
\ W‘(\

RESPONSE

I hae Vewn o cuperience Lisst properly ahandoned drlilholes da not Fre-t
the water slr ta.
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LETTER

MBI D At Geild 13°0 N. Main St., Suvite |
Attt il O Concar viation Rad Dluff, CA 960010

AL T Ynrvice 916-%27-2667

vaby 19, L7

Siete Lanh; Lommission
_1% West Hooaduay, Suite 425
| vy Beach, CA 30602

Cabgect: Censultation Pursuant to Sec. 21000.3
of the Pubtlic Hesource Code: (Antelope
Vallay Araa}

Attention; Mr. Gregory J. Pelka
fieagr e . Votba:
e LG AL, Gaord Conuarvation Service heliaves 8 complete

[T BN v onaary for proposed minaral enploration in
Antelupe Valloy, Sierra Counly.

W e quent s FIR due to cencarns over soil, water, forage
v el it suoureas in the Valley.

,

[ B >
) : ~"( ‘; 4/5 ‘ ,,K.

fvendyen A MHeoob -
ce T e vdtvnent

1A .

1

RESPONSE

NBiced ,on e asture of the project, the corpents rtecef el Lioy ot
I‘."Vf‘lnm'lulnl srencles (cee courrnts recefzed), and pist ecperten ¢
with 1hls Lyve of project, ¢ do not asree that an N 1= reculiel

r



LETTER

1l KR VALLLY RESOUNKRCE CONS’ZIVATION
PO, fox 175
lovalton, Califninga 96118

~

July 1, 1987

State Londs Cownlssion
243 Moy Rroadvey, Suite 423
Vong Bench, CA 90802

Attn- Mr. Gregory I, Telka

Subject: Consultntion Pursuang

to Section 21080.3 of che
Public Resource Cude:

(Antelope Valley Ares)

1 [: The Sierra Valley Resource Conservation D
VIR far propused esploration In Autelope Valley.

Louis Censsce, President
Sierra Valley Resource
Conser!nllou Districe
PO, Box 178

loyatton, CA 96118

i}
§
)

Em
S =
m 2
==
[p B~}
m 2B
T

R O

Istrict vequests an

blLsymicry

RESPONSE

Comen's yyatenl,



File Ref.: W 40526
SCH# 87052507

June 19, 1987

INITIAL STUDY
INTRODUCTION

Hecla Mining Company has applied to the State Lands Commission
for a mineral prospecting permit on State Fis* -and Game
proprietary land located in the Antelope Valley of the Tahoe
National Forest in northern Sierra County, California. The
proposed project involves drilling 13 exploratory holes, 4 1/8
inch in diameter to a maximum depth of 200 feet to explore for
precious metals, Access will be obtained by an existing airt
logging road and by off-road travel. Upon completion of
drilling, all holes shall be properly abandoned, and drill

sites reclaimed.

The permit when issued, is for a two-year period and may be
extended for a maximum of one year.

This initial study consists of an environmental impact
assessment checklist, detailed project description,
information form response and maps.

STATE LANDS COMMISSION
June 1987

g S DI

ZALEMDAR PAGE

AINUTE PAGE
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o TN T APPLICATION FOR PROSPECTING PE"

HECLA MINING COMPANY

SIERRA COUNTY

’
JUNE 1987
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EXHIBIT °B°

SIERRAVILLE, CALIFORNIA
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W 40526

DETAILED PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Hecla Mining Company proposes to conduct precious metal
exploration in the permit area by drilling 13 holes, 4 1/8
inches in diameter to 2 maximum depth of 200 feet and
retaining samples for off-site assaying. Please refer to
Exhibit A and B for location maps of the project. Refer to
Exhibit C for a detailed parcel map showing individual drill
hole locations and existing access. ;

Drilling will be accomplished using a track mounted reverse
air circulation rig. A down-the-hole hammer will break the
rock to 1/2 inch diameter particles which are blown out of
the hole to a cyclone. Cuttings are retained at five foot
intervals with approximately 1/2 cubic foct saved from each
interval. The remaining cuttings will be stockpiled for
backfilling the hole. No cores will be taken and no drilling
mud will be used. Holes will be drilled at an approximate
inclination of 45 degrees. The drilling crew will consist of
three men who will be transported in one pickup truck.
Lodging will be in a motel in the nearby town of Loyalton.

Access to the drill sites will be obtained by an existing old
logging road and by off road travel. No new road
construction will be permitted. "Surface disturbance is
estimated to be approximately 80 square feet per drill site
or a total of 0.02 acre for alt"13 holes. The maximum
anticipated excavated volume if all the holes are drilled to
a depth of 200 feet will be 9 cubic yards.

Upon abandonment, approximately five feet of surface casing
.required for drilling will be removed. Drill cuttings not
retained as samples will be used to backfill each hole. In
the event water is encountered during drilling, holes will be
abandoned in accordance with California Department of Water
Resources Water Well Standards. Drill sites will be
scarified and seeded by hand-broadcasting. The seed mixture
will be provided by the U.S. Forest Service for use in the.
area. A commercial fertilizer will be utilized to assist in

germination and growth.
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EXMHIBIT °C*
DRILL HOLE LOCATIONS
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ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

1. Describe the project site as it exists before commencemer:
of the project. Include information such as topography,
soil stability, plants and animals, and any cultural,
historical or scenic aspects. Describe any existing

structures on the site, the use of the structures. and
whether they will be retained or removed :

2. Describe the surrounding properties. Include.informatior
such as topography, soil stability, plants and animals,
and any cultural, historical or scenic aspects. Indicate
the type of land use and intensity of land use of the

area.

3. Include a statement of the proposed liquid, solid or
gaseous waste disposal methods necessary for the
protection and preservation of existing land and water

uses.

Applicant Responses:

1. The project site is on a hill which slopes gently to the
southwest. The area is alluvial covered, with some yello.
pine trees and bitter brush. The most noted animals are
mule-deer. There are no existing structures on the site.
Rock outcrops consist of isolated zones approximately 20
feet by 100 feet of silicified volcanic material.

Material surrounding the outcrops consists of talus and
gravel, 5 to 40 feet in thickness. No known cultural or
historical resources occur on the project site. An
archeological survey of the project site and surrounding
area is anticipated to be completed by the middle of July.
Scenic aspects consist of wooded, rolling hills
overlooking Antelope Valley. The State land has the same
features as that surrounding it.

2. The Antelope Valley area is on the eastside of the main
Sierra Nevada range and is characterized by the dry
climate and ecosystem typical of the Great Basin.
Antelope Valley proper is a broad valley floor with a
spring fed stream., The surrounding ridges are dominatead
by stands of Jeffrey pine, with the west slopes onto the
Sierra Valley tending to @ juniner/cedar - sagebrush -
annual grassland. Antelope Valley contains ditterdrusn,
mountain mahogcany, sagebrush as we'!! 35 pzrennial &~z
annual grasses. Zileviations rance “~3m 3033' to 28U
The &rea nas 2 history of f1-2 35 w21l 3s rec2al pzss
years; .29ging.
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The entire area is key deer winter range for the Loyalton
- Truckee deer herd. The abundance of bitterbrush,
mountain mahogany, sagebrush, and adjacent alfalfa and
other croplands as well as the relative scarcity of snow
make this a critical area to wintering deer.

Ranches border the west and north edge of the area.
Typically, these ranches are on the valley floor and
contain private land extending within the exterior forest
boundary. Grazing usually extends onto the forest via
on-off or reqular permits since the forest boundary is

rarely fenced in this area. .

,

Drilling for precious metals has been successfully
completed on nearby property by Hecla Mining Company.
Additional land use includes wildlife habitat and

recreation.

The drilling will be performed witn reverse air
circulation and the cuttings will be retained. All trash
will be removed from the site.
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STATL LANDS COMAISSION

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST - PART Il .

Fiie Re!

Form 1320 12/82)

I. BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A. Appiicant: _UYpsln Mindne Som=anss

LEAN Mimpwmnal T™edwn

Soue> E'Ajﬂhpv T3ah~ QIQTE_IQEI

Checklist Date: _OR /. I0 /) 87
C. Contact Person: _Cwepowr J . Pelka
Telephone: { 272 ) 5005207

D. Purpose: _D. 3 r.- wals,

€ Llocation: _Gik ~# €22 Af Sep 22 M ST I D TS T MO, Sipww= O~cme--
AT w"l o2 Spa 27 M 2T W D TG T, MM, Siaywa Coyps--

"F. Description: WMW to a caximus depin of

4ye fo0t interval for of?

site assaying. Praperly abandon dz2l) holes, . . _ o

G. Persons Contacted:

e 3 - - 3 (1

W L 2 1\l ”

—ZI30T-Jimbus.Road,-Sulte A
_Ranehn Cordova, GA 95670

Il. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS. /Explain all “'yes” and “maybe’’ answers)

A. tarth. Will the proposai result in: Yes Mayoe

1. Unstable earth conditions or changes in geologic substructures? . . . . ... .. .. ... ........... e

The destruction, covering, or modific: uon of any unique geologic or physical features? . .. . .. . . .. oL
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Any increase 1n wind of water erosion of <ous, either on or otf the site? oo B . -

Ch.‘mges n depos:11on Or erosion 2¢ beach sangts ot "f'u’\qﬂ( n el N Uens.t a0 D G T L N D My
e by the ChanNe: OF J Fiver OF $Iredm or The bed o The D020 1y Lo 000

Erpnaare 01 31 D€GHE UF LTODEIT 2 9 e 00 Nalaitl. arn RELUNS CALENDAR PAGE—MH———-“

‘atligre O 1Mual naaras’ ’
- : MINUTE PAGE

(o]




1T SUDST gt i CMIETLGans et e 3 on Ot gmient g g Ty
2 The credtion of ODECLION B:e Jr0rs?

.

3. Atterat:'cn ul it Movement Tostore or temperglure 0 any CNGL e N Cimgte etter ocalty Ot regu(mallvl

Water AWl the proposal resuit n

1 Chanaes in the currents Or the cOLISE D1 ¢ireClion Of water movemsnts .n wither manine or fresh waters?
Chang2s 1n atsorplion ratas dramnage patterns or tne rale ana JMount of surface water runoff? . . .

2

3. Alterations to the course or ‘row of ‘lood waters”™ . . e
4 Change in the amount o* surtface water in any waterbody? . . ... ... . ... ... L
5

. Discharge into surface w~aters. or in any alteration ot surface water guality, including but not himited to
temperaiure, dissolved ¢ xygen or turbidity? o s e RN

. Alteration of the direct on or rate ot {iow of ground waters’ .. L

N

7. Chanye in the quantity of ground waters, erither through direct agditions or withdrawals, or through inter
cepuon of an ayuifer by cuts or excavations? . . ... . ... ..., e e e e e e

8. Substantial requction 1n the amount of water otherwise available for public water supplies? . . .. ... S
9. Exposure of people o1 property to water-relatey hazarQs sucn as {looding or t:Gai waves? . . ... ... .....
10. S«gniticant changes 1n the temperature, flow or rhemical content ¢f surface thermai springs?. . ... . . ..

Plunt Lite. Wil the proposal resyit in:

1. Change in the diversity of species, or numoer of any species of plants (inciuding trees, shrubs, grass, crops.
AN aQUATIC PIBNRS)? . . L . L L e e e e e e s

3. Introduction of new species of plants into an area, or in 3 harrier 10 the normal repienishment of existing
SDBCIBS Y . . . e e .

4. Reduction in acreage of any agnicultural crop? .. ... ... L e

Awmmal Lite  Will the proposal resuit in:

1. Change in the diversity of species, or numbers of any species of animals {birds, 'and animals including
reptiles, fish and shellfish, benthic organisms, or insects)? e e e e e e e e e e e PN

2. Reduction of the numbers of any unique, rare or endangereq species of animals?. . .. . . .. ... ... .....

3. Introduction of new spacies of animals into an area, or resuit 1n a3 barrier to the migration or movement of
aimals? L e e e e e e

4. Detenoration to existing fish or wilghfe nabitat? .. ... .. .. . ... ... e
N, _W-H tr;w proposai resui? -h: .

T. Increase in existing nois2 leveis? . . . . ... ., o e e e
2. Exposure oi peopie 10 severe noise leven? e e e
Light and Glare. Wi\l the orocosai result m

1. The production of new light or ylare? . . | . e
Laml Usee Wi the proposal resuit in.

1 A substantidl atteration of the present or plannst .and use of an srea?

Nutwural Resourees, Wi the proposal result in

1. Increase s the rate of use of any naturdl resources?

2 Substanuai gepietion of any rionrecewabis resaurces’ | . .
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Kesk cot 1 paer Dovs the pnoposal resnlt in

1A vy 0f an expiosion or the reiedse 0! ha2argous substances (including, but Not IiMited 10, Ou. pesticules,
sRemucyals, o rAdiation) in the event of un accigent or upset conditions?

2. Passuible interference with emergency response pian or an emergency evacuation plan? _
P'opulation Wil the proposai result in.

1. The alteration, distribution, density, or growth rate of the human population of the area? . . . ... .. ...
Houung. Wil the pruposal result in:

1. Atfecting existing housing, or create a demand for additional housing? . . .. ... ... ... ... .....

Transporiation/Circulation. Will the proposal result in:

1. Generation 6( substantial additional vehicular movement?, . . . .. . ... .. . e e e e
2. Atfecting existing parking facilities, or create a demand for new parking?. . . . ... .. ... ... ... .. .....
3. Substantial impact upon existing transportation systems? . . .. .. ... ... ... .. . S e
4. Alterations to present patterns of circulation or movement of people and/orgoods? ......... e e
5. Alterations to waterborne, rail, orairtraffic? . ... ...... ... ... ......... e e e e
6. !ncrease in traffic hazards to motor vehicles, bicyclists, or pedestrians? . . . . . . . . ... ... ... .

Putlic Services. Wil the proposal have an effect upcn. of result in a need for new or alterec governments!
services in any of the following areas:

1. Fire protection? . .. ..... e e C e e e e e e e e e e e e e e
2. Police protection? . . .. .. e e et e e e e e e e
3.Schools? . .................. e e e e e e e
4. Parks and other recreational facilities?. . . . . . .. ... ... ... e e e
5. Maintenance of public facilities, ineluding roads?. . . . . . . . . . . ... e
6. Other governmental sesvices? . . . . .. .. .... e e e e e e e

Lnergy. Will the proposal resuit in:
1. Use of substantial amounts of fuelorenergy?. ... . .. ........... R, e
2. Substantial increase in demand upon existing sources of energy, or require the development of new sources? .

Utilities. Will the proposai result in a need tor new systems, or substantial aiterations to the following utilities:

1. Power or natural gas?. . . . ... ... ...ttt e e e e e e e e
2. Communicationsystems? . . ... ... ... ... .. ... e e e e e e e
3. Water?, T I I
4, Sewerorseptictanks? . . .. ... ... ... . ... ..., e e e e e
S. Stormwaterdrainage? . . ... ... .. ... . ... ... e e .
6. Solio waste anddisposal? .. .. ... ... ....... e e e e e
Human Health. Wiil the proposal result in:

1. Creanion of any neaith hazard or potential health hazara (excluding mentai health)? . . . .. ... e
2. Exposure of people to potential health hazards? . . ... ................... e e e

.testheties. Wil the proposal result in:

1. The obstruction of any scenic vista or view open to the public, or will the proposal result in the creation of
an aesthetically otfensive site open to pubbic view? . . . . . ... . . .. e e e e e

Recreation Wil the proposal result o

Yes

—
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Cultiral Kesources.
1. Will the pruposal -esult in the aiteratron of or the destruction ot 3 prenistoric or historic archeological site” .

2. Will the proposal resull in adverse physical or aesthetic effects 1o a prehistoric or historic bundmg,-
structure, OF ODJRCE?. . . . . L .

3. Does the propasal have the potential 10 cause a physical change which would affect unique ethnic cultural
values? . . L, e e e e e e e e .

4 Will the proposat restrict existing religious or sacred uses within the potential impactarea? . . ... .. .. ...

Mandaiory Findings of Significance.

]
1. Does the project have the potential to degrade the Quality of the environment, reduce the habitat of a fish or

wildlife species, cause a tish or wildiife population to drop beiow self-sustaining leveis, threaten to eliminate
a nlam or animal community, reduce the number or rcnrict the range of 8 rare or endlngcred plant or

4. Does the project have environmental effects wfuch will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings,
either directly OF INAirBCIV Y . . . . . .. e e e e e s

11, DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION /See Comments Attached)
See attached discussion of environmental evaluation, environmental setting

and detailed rroject description.

IV. PRELIMINARY DETERMINATION
On the basis of this initial evaluation:

Yes Maybe No -

{1

L] L
L

-y
.

.

{—-l | tind the proposed project COULD NOT have a sigﬁ:fucant eftect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION we!

be nrepared.

[.__} ! find that aithough the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a significant efient
in this case because the mitigation measures describet on an attached sheet have been added to the project. A NEGA

DECLARATION will be prepared

TIVE

,' -; | tind the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, ano an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

is 1equied.
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m i Uﬂ; PAGE

22 u




5) abate stream erosion and raise the water table in Antelope
Valley _
6) the possibility of mineral resource development impacting
. other resources
7) the possibility of uncontrolled wildfire due to excess
fuels !

The entire atea {s zoned general forest. The general plan is
designated intermediate forest for the entire Antelope Valley.

In the SW 1/4 of Section 27, immediately adjacent to the area
under application lies the now abandoned Antelope Mine. This
underground mine produced copper around the turn of the
century from the same geologic formation in which present
exploration 1s desired.. Access to the underground workings of
the Antelope Mine are no longer accessible.

CALENDAR PAGE_:%—\LT
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W 40526

I11. Discussion of Environmental Evaluation

A 2. Disruption, displacement, compaction and
overcovering of the soil will occur in the immediate
vicinity of the drill sites. However, the disruption
will be short term and all disturbed sttes will be
properly reclaimed.

E 3. The drilling activity will ‘temporarily displace
animals from the,immediate vicinity. No long term
effects are anticipated. ‘

F 1. The operating drill rig will temporarily increase
existing noise levels.

S 1. The drilling activity wiil temporarily reduce
recreational opportunities on the project site.

The 80 acre parcel under application is within the 4,480+ acre
Antelope valley Wildlife Area acquired by the Hildlee
Conservation Board for the California Department of Fish and
Game (CDFG) in 1980, The CDFG acquired the parcel primarily
for the prime deer winter range habitat as well as
recreational opportunities including hunting, hiking, camping
and general outdoor enjoyment. The federal government,
through the Land and Water Conservation Fund, participated in
this acquisition on a 50% basis. Due to the federal
government's involvement, the CDFG has requested and received
permission for conversion of land use for mineral prospecting
activities.

In addition to CDFG lands in the Ante]ope Valley area of
- Sierra County, there exist an additional 16,300 acres
belonging to

1) U.S. Department of Agriculture - Forest Service, Tahoe
National Forest.

2) U.S. Department of the Interior - BLM, Susanville
District. -

3) Private Land both within and outside the NFS boundary.

Due to common land and resource management issues the private
landowners and public agencies have united under the Antelope
Valley Coordinated Resource Plan in order t9 Dest manage the
land as an ecosystem. Common management toancerns and goais of
the private landowners and public agencias inciuge:

protection and improvement of the deer winter range
coordination of livestock grazing ~1tn w~ilalife use
control of timber trespass

control of vahicle use 11 unadtherizal 3reads _

43 LD N —
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All phases of a project, such as planning, acquisition, devetoprient and operation. snall beconniaced whenevalua® -

SECTION C: ASSE ENT OF ENVIRONMENI AL IViFAL

Ws impact on the environment. Please answer the foliowing questions by placing a chech v tRe appropriate b-e
Discuss ail items checked “'yes' or “'maybe’” cn additional sheet(s).

Will the project involve:

1.

10.

1.
12.

-3

A change in existing features of any bays, tidelands, beaches, lakes or hills, or

substantiai alteration of ground CONTOUS? . . . . . o . v v vt vt vt i nn e

A change in scenic views from existing residential areas or public lands or roads?. . .

A changs in dust, ash, smoke, fumes or odors in the viginity?, . .. ............

A change in ocean, bay, lake, stream or ground water quality or quanuty, o a0

altering of existing drainage patterns? . . ... et e e e e

Construction on filled land or on 3 stope of 10 percentormore? . ... .........

Use or disposal of potentially hazardous materiais such as toxic or radioactive

A change in demand fo- municipal services {e.g., police, fire, water, sewage.’ . .

increase in fossil fuel consumption (e.g., electricity, oil, naturalgas)? . .... ... ..

A larger project or 3 series of projects? . .......... e e e e .

PART V

CERTIFICATION

YES MAYBE N

1 ) Ix
(! { {x
! [ X

A certify that all information and materials furnished in this application are true and complete to the best of my
knowledge and beliefl. | recognize that this application and the project it addresses are subject to all laws of the
State of California, and the regulations and discretionary policies of the State Lands Commission.

2
Gene K. Eal f J/
Applicant: . =a.y (ol \ 2.1 Cate:

sair

4715787

Vice President - Exploraczion
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