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INTERAGENCY AGREEMENT FOR FUEL MANAGEMENT, PRC 5753
STATE SCHOOL .LANDS IN SECTION 36,
T17S, R7E, MDM, MONTEREY COUNTY

The United States Bureau of Land Management, Folsom District
bas requested State Lands Commission authorization to manage
an éxcess fuel problem éxisting on a parcel of school land
in Monterey Qounty in conjunction with their 5-year fuel
management pian for federal lands located within Montetréy
and San Benito Counties. 4 total area .of 3,050 acres is
proposed for 4 prescribed burn this fall. An objective

of this prescribed burning program is to minimize disturbance
to the surrounding areéea by making use of existing roads

ard fire breaks on 1,340 acres of BLM land, 820 acres of
private land, 560 acres of State school land and 290 acres
cf Naticnal Park Service land. In order to provide a vehicle
for Commission authorization of theé fuel management progtam,
the staff has developed an Interagency Agreement for fuel
management on State school lands. This agreement form meets
the neéds of the BLM so federal funds may be expended on
non-federal land. The agreement does not convey any interest
in real property, but provides: for what amounts to a coop-
erative agreement whereby the State provides & portion

of its land and the BLM provides for the constriuction and
mairiténance of fuel breaks and for prescribed burning on
certain portions of the land under the Commission's juris-
diction. Tre benefits accrue to all land owners in the

area, inclceding the State, in the reduction of risk and
severity of wildfires.

In this case, the proposed fuel management program on school
lands embraces the W%, NE%X, Wh of SE%, Section 36, T17S,
R7E, MDM, containing 560 acres. The proposed agreement

is for a period of 5 years from October 29, 1979; it may

be terminated on 60 days written notice by either party.

The BLM shall indemnify and save harmless the State to

the extent allowed by law, subject to the availability

of appropriate funds.

OTHER PERTINENT INFCRMATION:
1. An Environmental Assessment Record (EAR)
for a 5-year burn plan for San Benito
County, of which this project is a
segment, was prepared by staff of che
Bureau ¢f Land Management pursuant
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of NEPA and circulated
t the reqdiréments
an EAR for the

burn plan,
the propbsed-burh )
nd circulated D J
QA and imélémeht
advexrse comments W
EARs are ot file in
a of the Stat#e Lands~Commission

le for public review:

t is situated on grate land
OSééésingtsigﬁificanc
ugsudnt o ?.R.C
; d. sifie “iaca use
category, 1ass ° ‘ich authorizes
Limited: '

jndicates ghat rhere will
ht effect the iden-

. This project
is being PropPo>Tt i ort to managé
ﬁué1$\and wildlife in aun ordexly,
well—defined manner.

Those agencies and organizatidns.nominacing
rhe site as containing significant
environmental values were consulted
rhroughout preparation’of the proposal.
They have found this project to be

compatible with their nomination.

The ptgposed Inter

gor fuel management on

1ands has peen revi

by the Commissipn'

the proposed agreemen

che Office of the Commission:

EXHIBITS*® A. Location Man.
B. Environmeﬁtal Assessment Record.

1T IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMISSION:

L. DETERMINE THAL AN EAR (CA—040—9-125),“WHICH HAS BEEN
SREPARED FOR THIS PROJECT Ab IFLED BY BLM ON ACTOBER 3,
1979, LNDICATES THE PROJECT MEETS THE INTENT AND P ~)SES

OF CEQA.
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CERTIFY THAT THE iNFQRMATIONfCONTAlﬂED N THE EAR OF

£ o

THE BLM HAS BEEN REVIEWED AND CONSTDERED BY THE COMMISSION:

© THE PROJECT 4iLL NOT HAVE & ®
£CT - ¢ ENVIRONMENT. THE 1S AN
5y BLM TO: ENHANCE LDLIFE
2y IMPL AN ORDERLY, W
PLAN.

FIND THAI“GRANTING OF THE AGBEEMENT'NILL HAVE NO SIGN
FFCANT'gFFECT yPON ENVIRGNMENTAL CHARA
PURSUANT 10 SECTION 6370.1 OF THE ¥

1-
¢¢CTERISTlQS IDENTIFIED
El L“-R-Co

AN iNmEﬂAbE§CY AGREEMENT
oL LANDS WITH THE
ROVIDE

S
0 ONE-HALF
T ONE-QUARTER oF SECTION 36 1175, R7TE,
MDM, CONTAINING 560 ACRES TN, MONTEREY
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W 22275
EAR No. CA-040-9-125

EXHIBIT "'B"

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT RECORD SUMMARY

Introduction

The following ‘is a summary of an’nnﬁironmentai Assessment Reécord praparad
by the Bureau, of Land Management for the South :1nnacles/uhalone Creek
Prescribed Burn, San Benito County.

?rdjeét Desctip;ion

The Bureau of Land Management, National Pa:k Service, Pinnacles National

Monument, private property owners, and the Stdte of Palliornla, are pro-

posing -a joint Venture preséribed for brushland management burns. The

primary objectives of the butn are to:

A, reintroduce fire int¢ the chaparral ecédsystem as a ‘natual force;

B. teduce fuels ‘that ‘have accumulated over the pdst 30% yeaks;

C. eliminate chalned and windrowed brush wh ch was thé result of unauthor-
izéd chaining by a private party in 1973/74 and

D. potential range improvement for livestock on private land.

The propoged burn will utilize existing jeep trails and old firelines'as
perimeter firebreaks. There will be no blading, dozing, chaining or brush
piling as preparation for the burn. No rehabilitation is anticipated;
however, if planting ‘becomes necessary; no non-native :species will be used.

In the chaparral ecosystem, it is not a matter of if it will burnm, but uhen.
With today's population pressures, partlcularlv in the urban/wildland ~
interface, land managing agencies have a responsxbllity to manage fire to
protect life and property as well as assure that natural ecological processes
can proceeed.

Environmental Setting

The area surrounding the proposed burn is very sparsely populated. Most of
the local residents are in the livestock business. The closest towng are
Soledad, located 8 miles to the west, and’ King City, located 15 miles to
thé South. Theré is not public vehlculac access to the drea, but hikers
from Pinnacles Narional Monumént can reach public lands from the north.

Topography is mouictainous. Vegetatidn consists of scattered pockets of

annual grass in rock outcrops and .cliffs, heavy brush and grass along ridges,
decadent chamise, grassland and grassland scrub. Annual grass species
include wild oats, red brome, and fescue. Some remnant perennial grasses
such as foothill stipa, desert needls grass and California melic are alsq
present. No rare or endangered plants are located in the areato be burmed.




Vi.

V1L.

{s typical of the chaparral/oak woodland
been sighted in. the area. Although the

e inhabited the aiea historically, there

v in the project area of either species in

Wwildlife in the project area
ecosystem. Golden eagles have
Peregrine falcon .and condor hav
have beea no confirmed sighting
recent years.

if the area proposed for -

No cultural resources are known to be located
k the area prior to and

burning, ELMFS,Distriqt_A:chaeolpgisc will chec
following the burn.

Alternative Actions

A. Mechandical or herbicidal brush control.
B. No action.

Environmental Impacts

A, The burn, as..proposed;, will simulate what should. be occurring in -the
chaparral ecosystem. ' i

B. Vegetation will be sat bac
species will be rejuvenateéd. -

C. The potential for soil erosion is present, but the odds ;£ it occurring
are considered. fairly low given 3 normal fall rain pattern:

D. Wildlife will generally benefit with a greater interspersion of cover
and diversity of species. .

E. Burning will benefit the hgditat of the golden eagle and, if present,
the habitat of the condor and Perégrine falcon.

F. A prescribed fire is desirahle from the standpoint of -both cost and

potential resource damage.

k to a seral stage and fire deperddent brush

Adverse Environmental Effects

A. Tempokary visual effects.
B. Potential heavy erosion following heavy rains.

Mitigation Measures

- Burn under weather and fuel sonditions that result in a low intensity.
eater than 50% unburned,

- Leave sparsely vegetated areas on slopes gr
ed to protect

Handlines, wetline, and night firing techniques can be us
these areas within the perimeter df a burn area.

- Leave Buffer Zones along water courses to reduce negative effects on
streams.

son of year to ninimize tetal vegetation removal such as

- Burn at a sea
during spring months or 1ate fall periods.
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-~ Burn on days permitted By California Air Resources Board.
- Burn when winds aloft will carry smoké away from population centers.

- Burn when inversions. are not preseiit or at elévations above the
inversion Layer.

- Sérive‘fopzﬁlghvdead.to live ratios of standing brush.
- No mechanical line construction or other surface disturbance.

- Make use of existing ways, trails, firebreaks and natural terrain
barriers for all line construction.

- Any revegetation needs must utilize fiative plant species. No Water bar
construction is permitted without further wilderress input.

Since * fire is part of the natural procéss in & chaparral community; no
resources- are irreversibly committed. A fairly regular succassioual .

'state in about 20 years. Should heavy féll rains occur, ‘severe erodsion

Irreversible Commitment of Resources

pattern develops following fire and thé comhunity returiis to a climax
is possible on the burn -site. This exosion loss would be irreversible.

Relationship Betwean Shqrt-Term Use:. and Long-Term ?toductivity

-spring or summer burn. The fall burn more closely simulates che natural

productivity of the area will increase substantially for five to ten

Accelerated erosion would be the major impact on both the short<térm and e -
long~term productivity of the site, However, this is a fire type
vegetative community and the chanées 6f such érosién have been and will
continue to be risks associated with fire. 'Bécause of suppression of
natural fire the risks are higher with heavy fuel buildups of having a
more damaging wildfiré in the near future. TIf not burned under -controlled
conditlons, the area will most likely burn in a wildfire.. In weighing one
risk against the other, the best odds are with a prescribed burn. The
lowesc chance is with a winter burn with higher chances taken with a

burn time and will be a. cleaner burn in terms of fuel removal.
Given the better odds of a normal fall and winter, short~term use and

year3. Thereafter brush succession will redice the overall productivity
of the area and the vegetation will proceed toward old age and decadence.
In about 20 years the cycle will have been completed and the area will
again be ready for a reburn. Any approximation of what is the natural
sequence should not affect long-term productivity of the site,

Growth-Inducing Impact

AT ST R AN - RS R AT R oo, s

No impact. The burn area is not within an area open for public access.
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