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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

This document. prepared by the U.S. Department of the Interior Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM), is the Record of Decision (ROD) for the Soledad Canyon Sand 
and Gravel Mining Project. This ROD is prepared in accordance with the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and Tille 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations Parts 
1505 and 1506. 

It is BLM's decision to approve the Reduced North Fines Storage Area (NFSA) 
alternative with additional environmental modifications as described further in this ROD 
and in the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) published by BlM on June 2, 
2000. 

This decision directs the manner in which the Transit Mixed Concrete Company (TMC) 
is authorized to extract a total of 78 million tons of material and to produce and sell 
approximately 56.1 million tons- of.sand and gravelin the Soledad Canyon area of 
northeastern los Angeles County,'Califomia over a 2Q-year period in conformance with 
Federal contracts issued by BlM to TMC in 1990. TMC will operate a concrete batch 
plant to produce and deliver ready-mixed concrete to satisfy the substantial demand for 
these resources in the greater Los Angeles market area. A map is attached for 
reference (Figure 1). 

As a condition of approval, TMC is required to comply with the mitigation measures 
specified in Appendix A of this ROD; the provisions of the mining reclamation plan as 
described In the FEIS; and the bonding requirements also specified in this ROD. In 
addition, TMC must consult with and obtain approvals from the regulatory agencies 
listed In Table 1 of this ROD, and any other permits or authorizations required by law. 
These agencies may require additional environmental analyses and additional 
mitigation measures before granting any permits. ­

Without permitting of new or expanded aggregate mining operations, the California 
Department of Mines and Geology (CDMG) predicts available sources of aggregate 
reserves in the San Fernando Valley will be depleted by 2001, and los Angeles 
County's aggregate reserves will be depleted by the year 2016. Authorizing the project 
as approved will help meet growing demand for aggregate in the local area and region. 
CDMG estimates aggregate demand will be two and two-thirds times as large as 
permitted reserves by the year 2044. 

The Soledad Canyon area has been an important source of commercial sand and 
gravel since the 1960s. The area was officially classified by the State of California as a 
"A Regionally Significant Construction Aggregate Resource Area-In 1987 pursuantto 
the provisions of the California Surface Mining and Reclamation Act of 1975. The site 
has previously been zoned by the County of los Angeles to permit mining and several 
sand and gravel mining or aggregate processing operations are currently being 
conducted close to the site. BlM's South Coast Resource Management Plan for this 
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area, finalized in 1994, also determined 1hatcontinued aggregate mining was an 
appropriate land use activity in the Soledad Canyon area. 

The FEIS considered eight alternatives described further in this ROD. The Reduced 
NFSA alternative with additional modifications was chosen because it permits the 
economio development of the Federal mineral resource with the least environmental 
impacts. BLM carefully considered all reasonable and practical means to minimize 
adverse environmental impacts to air quality, public health and safety, water resources, 
traffic congestion, noise, visual quality and wildlife, including listed threatened or 
endangered species as described further in this ROD. 

Key provisions of the Reduced NFSA alternative, as modified in this decision. include: 

•	 A oonveyor belt transport system has been added, which will decrease truck 
traffic, resulting in a significant reduction in PM·10 (air emissions). 

•	 The mine cut will be deeper, therefore allOWing for additional storage at the mine 
site instead of the north fines storage area. 

•	 Fines (mine waste) will not be stored on the north side of the mountain until year 
15 of the contract pencd Instead of year one as originally proposed. 

•	 There will be a 50 percent reduction of fines in north lines storage area. 
•	 The rldgeline reduction that will occur as a result of mining will be 80 to 150 feet 

Instead of the 120-230 feet presented in the original proposal, 

Because of the size of the Soledad Canyon Project, the complexity of the regulatory 
network in los Angeles County and Califomia, and the publlc concerns raised about the 
environmental impacts of this project, implementation of the Mitigation and Monitoring 
Program described further in this ROD and in the FEIS will include an Independent 
compliance tracking system and periodic monitoring reports which will be developed by 
BLM in coordination with TMC and the appropriate permitting agencies. 

DUring the environmental review process, which included pUblication of a Draft ErS 
(May 6, 1999) and a Supplement to the Draft EIS (November 17, 1999), the combined 
public comment periods provided for eight months of public review. All public 
comments received on these two documents were carefully analyzed and BLM's 
responses are included in the FEIS, Comments received by the Los Angeles County 
Planning Commission as part of the State's separate California Environmental Quality 
Act (CEQA) process regarding this project are also included in the FEIS with official 
responses to the issues raised, 

Finally, as part of the NEPA review process, BLM coordinated and consulted with the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS). the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, the U.S. 
EnVironmental Protection Agency, the South Coast Air Quality Management District, the 
Southern Califomia Association of Governments. the Governor's Office of Planning and 
Research. the California Department of Conservation DMsion of Mines and Geology, 
the California Department of Transportation. and the State Water Quality Control 
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Board. In addition, BlM and the County of Los Angeles coordinated in the preparation 
of their respective NEPA and CEQA documents. 

This decision may be appealed to the Interior Board of Land Appeals. Office of the 
Secretary, in accordance with the regUlationsat Title 43 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations Part 4. Additional information on the appeals process is prOVided further 
in this ROD. 

Additional information on this decision can be obtained from BlM's Palm SpringS/South 
Coast Field Office, 690 W. Gamet Avenue, P.O. Box 1260. North Palm Springs, 
California, 92258, telephone 760-251-4800. 
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DECiSION 

BLM approves the following: 

1. Reduced North Fines Storage Area alternative as described in section 
2.4.2 and 3.2.14 of the FEIS withconveyor system mitigation measure 
AQ3. 

2.	 Mining reclamation plan as described in section 2.2 of the FEIS. 

3.	 Mitigation and Monitoring Program inpluded in Appendix A of this 
document. All practical means to avoid or minimize environmental harm 
have been adopted. ­

4.	 Incorporation of the terms and conditions presoribed by USFWS in the 
Biological Opinion attached as Appendix C of this document. 

5.	 Incorporation by reference of the requirements identified in the Habitat 
Protection Plan included in the FEIS Technical Appendices F6. 

Conditions of the approval 

As a condition of approval, TMC is required to comply with all of the provisions cited 
above (1-5) as well as the provisions relating to the additional agency approvals and 
reviews, contract compliance, monitoring requirements, and bonding requirements 
discussed further below. 

1.	 Compliance with other agencies' regulatorv requirements 

TMC must consult with and obtain approvals from the regulatory agencies listed in 
Table 1 on the following page, and obtain any other permits or authorizations required 
by law. These agencies may require additional environmental analyses before granting 
any permits. 

,. 
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Table 1: Additiona Aaencv ADorovals and Reviews 

AGENCY APPROVAL or REVIEW 

Countyof LosAngeles - Surface MiningPermit 
- Reclamallon Plan & FlI1an"ial Assurance 
- Building Permits 
- CodeCompUance 
- CEQA Compliance 

Los Angeles County Department of Health. 
Local Enforcement Agency 

- Hazardous Materials HandlerPermit 

California Department of Conservation, Division 
of Minesand Geology 

- Review Surface Mining& Roolamation Plan 
- Review Of FInancial Assurance 

California Regional WaterQualityControl Board 
• Los Angeles Region 

- Gen9I'l!.llndustrial Activities Stormwater Permn 
pursuant to the National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System 
• Section 401 WaterQuality Certification 

California StateWater Resoumes Control Board • Permit to Appropriate Water 

South CoastAir Qualny Management District - Permits for Fueling and Malntenance Facliltles, 
Equipment Operations, DustEmissions Olscl1arge 

U.S. Department of theArmy.Corps of 
Engineers 

- Section 404Clean WaterAct Permit 
I 

California Department of Fish andGame - Section 1603 StreamlLake Alteration Permit 

U.S. FishandWIlc:Me Service - Biological Opinion 

2. Terms of the contracts 

Compliance with the terms and stipulations listed in the two contracts BL.M awarded to 
TMC by competilive bid on March 9. 1990 (Contract No, CA-22901 and Contract No. 
CA-20139) is required. Copies of the two TMC contracts are provided in Appendix B. 
As part of the contracts granting TMC lhe right to produce 56.1 million tons of Federally­
owned sand and gravel. TMC is required to pay the Federal government a minimum of 
$28 million in royalties. Seventy-six (76) percent of the royalties ($21.28 million) will go 
to the Federal Land and Reclamation Fund, 20 percent ($5.6 million) to the Federal 
treasury, and four percent ($1.12 million) to the State of California. of which half 
($560,000) will go to the County of Los Angeles 

3. Monitoring ReqUirements 

Because of the size of the Soledad Canyon Project, the complexity of the regulatory 
network In Los Angeles County and California, and; the public concerns raised about the 
environmental impacts of this project. implementati9n of the Mitigation and Monitoring 
Program described above and in the FE'S will include provision for an independent 
compliance tracking system and periodic monitoring reports to be developed in 
coordination with TMC and the appropriate permitting agencies. 
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3. Bonding Requirements 

In accordance with Federal, Stale and County regulations and policy. TMC is required 
to provide financial assurances that reclamation of mining siles wlll occur. Federal 
regulations require that a performance bond amounting to 20 percent of the contract 
value be deposited with the BLM. In this case. the first Federal contract value (for the 
first phase of the project) Is equal to $7 million. The required bond amount is calculated 
as $7 million x .20 ::: $1.4 million, which is the penal sum of bond 526-09-34. Moreover, 
in accordance with the Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) entered into by the State 
of California and the BlM, the State of Califomia has agreed that'Any federally 
required financial assurance may be used to satisfy local and State surety 
requirements" (California Department of Conservation· Division of Mines and Geology, 
et al, 1992), In accordance wilh the MOU, the Stale of California has already agreed 
that the Performance and Reclamation Bond submitted by TMC to the BlM with regard 
10 this project (Bond Number 526-09-34) may be used 10 satisfy State of California and 
County requirements for the financial assurance of the Reclamation Plan; however, the 
County has the authority to require additional bonding if deemed necessary. This bond 
was submitted to the BlM in March 1990. Subsequently, in April1S92, a co-obligee 
rider was attached to and became a part of Bond 526-09-34. naming the Stale Mining 
and Geology Board and the County as additional o~ligees. In April 1992. this rider was 
acknowledged and accepted by the BLM authorized officer and was submitted by TMC 
to the County with a request that the County submit the bond to the State for review 
and approval. 
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ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED 

Alternatives Analyzed in Detail 

Eight alternatives were considered in detail in the FEIS. These alternatives are 
summarized below. 

1. TMC's Proposed Action 

TMC's proposed mining plan would have extracted. a total of 83 million tons of material. 
and produced approximately 56.1 million tons of ~nd and gravel over a 20-year period. 
The proposed action Included plans to operate a concrete batch plant prOducing ready. 
mixed concrete and to deliver ready-mixed concrefe to the local markets within the 
greater Los Angeles area.' 

2. Reduced North Fines Storage Area Alternative 

Under this alternative, the volume and area of the NFSA will be reduced by using a 
different approach to the mining cut sequence than the proposed action. This approach 
will result in a 50 percent reduction of fines into the NFSA. The ridgeline reduction will 
be 80-150 feet as compared to 120-230 feet in the proposed action. The total product 
shipped will remain at 56.1 million tons. All other aspects of the operation and 
reclamation plans will remain as described for the proposed action. This alternative, 
with the addition of a conveyor belt system mitigation measure which will reduce PM·10 
(air quality) emissions, was identified In the FEIS as the agency's preferred altemative. 

3. Batch Plant Location Alternative 

This alternative examined locating the batch plant near Lang StatIon adjacent to the 
intersection of Soledad Canyon Road and the Antelope Valley Freeway. This would 
have required delivering aggregate to the plant by trucks. 

4. Reclaimed Water Alternative 

This alternative considered use of other water sources such as reclaimed water. The 
nearest existing potential sources of reclaimed water that could serve the project are 
County wastewater treatment plants located in Palmdale, Saugus, and Valencia. 
Presently, no large-scale reclaimed water systernsara known to be available in the 
Santa Clarita Valley. ' 

5. Product Tramjoortation Altemative 

This alternative considered construction ofa conveyor system, loading facility and rail 
spur to an existing rail line south of the project site. The conveyor system would have 
been constructed to go under Soledad Canyon Road to the loading facility for 
transporting aggregate product from the site to the Los Angeles market. 
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6. Alternative North Fines Storage Area Alternative 

This alternative considered an alternate NFSA immediately north of the proposed 
project fines storage site and adjacent to the Antelope Valley Freeway. This alternative 
had the objective of providing the required fines storage area with potentially less 
impact on possible future uses in Bee Canyon. All other mining operations would have 
remained the same as those of the proposed action. 

7. Reduced Quantity Mining Concept Alternative 

Under this alternative, mining actiVity would have progressed in a manner similar to the 
proposed action except that mining aotivity would have been curtailed after completion 
of up to 50 percent of Cut 3, which would have avoided the lowering of the northeast­
southwest ridgeline that occurs through the completion of Cuts 3 and 4 of the proposed 
mining plan. This alternative involved mining 47 million tons of material to produce 
32 million tons of sand and gravel, significantly lower than the contract amount. 

8. No Action Alternative 

With this alternative, no mining and reclamation plan would be approved at this time. 
Since the surface is privately owned, the property may be used for other purposes, but 
not for sand and gravel mining of the Federal resources. In its current state, there is 
an existing quarry as well as stockpiles at the project site. The no action alternative is 
the environmentally preferable alternative. 

Alternatives Considered but Eliminated from Detailed Analysis 

Several other alternatives were considered during scoping which were not analyzed in 
detail in the EIS because they were not feasible. These are summarized below. 

Nine alternative potential mining sites were considered as sources of sand and gravei 
prior to selection of the Soledad Canyon site. Two potential mining sites north of 
Redlands in western San Bernardino County were dropped from consideration due to 
the presence of threatened and endangered species in the mining area and designation 
of the area by BLM as an Area of Critical Environmental Concern. Two sites near 
Corona in northern Riverside County were rejected due to presence of threatened and 
endangered species, and high royalty requirements relative to low material quality. Two 
sites in southern Orange County off Ortega Highway were dropped from consideration 
because of questionable material quality. impacts to sensitive habitats, and excessive 
distance from the primary target market, reSUlting in high hauling costs and excessive 
air quality impacts. A site near the town of Littlerock in Antelope Valley was determined 
infeasible also due to excessive distance from the primary target market. The Moorpark 
site in Ventura County is owned by TMC and was considered as an altemative; 
however, this site contains a high amount of sand (f!8 percent) and could not produce 
enough gravel without excessiVe mining to supply the primary target market. One 
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mining site in the Angeles National Forest was considered and then dropped from 
detailed analysis due to low material quality and lack of access. 

Another mining concept considered production of 170 million tons of sand and gravel 
versus 56 million tons, by mining the entire ridge from the top down. Adverse Impacts 
to most resources would have been incrementally greater than the 56 million ton 
alternative. 

Another alternative proposed disposing of the excess fines at regional landfills rather 
than onsite. However, this would have resulted in significant impacts to public services 
since most landfills are near capacity and do not need fill material. Also, the impact of 
haUling fines to landfills on air quality and traffic would have been substantially greater, 
and was not considered economically feasible. 



07/26100 17:54 ~916 978 4620
07/26/00 15:29 ~760 2S1 4899

BUI EXTERNAL AFF ~H WO LEGISLATION
ts.L!ll rA.... ::.rtc:.lI'U.i.,

I4i 01-1 1024
IW U ..L "2

\ 

Record of Decision for the Soledad Canyon Sand and Gravel Mining Project	 Page 13 

MANAGEMENT CONSIDERATIONS
 

After close examination of the findings of the analysis and the results of pUblic review, 
and after consultation with other agencies and local governments, the Reduced North 
Fines Storage Area (NFSA) alternative, as modified, was selected because it provides 
for the economic development of an important mineral resource while reducing 
identified environmental impacts to an acceptable level. Mitigation measures have 
been adopted to ensure that all reasonable means to avoid or reduce environmental 
harm have been incorporated into the project asapproved by this decision. This 
decision is consistent with the BlM's South Coast Resource Management Plan (1994). 
as well as los Angeles County's zoning for the area. A summary of management 
considerations which includes economic, environmental and administrative factors 

. considered is presented below.	 . 
,. 

Soledad Canyon has been an Important commercial supply of minerals since the 
1960's. The area is designated by the State and zoned by los Angeles County for 
sand and gravel extraction and processing. Since the 1960's the area has supplied 
high quality mineral commodities for the Los Angeles market. Moreover, these mineral 
resources are extremely valuable since the market is located close to the production 
area, significantly reducing haul costs and air emissions. 

The Soledad Canyon mining site Is considered suitable for minerai extraction.
 
The area is considered suitable for mineral extraction activities because it will:
 

•	 Provide a reliable and economically sound source of construction minerals 
primarily for development within the Santa Clarita Valley and the greater 
Los Angeles area. 

•	 Develop a source of ready-mixed concrete for the Santa Clarita Valley. 
•	 Develop construction mineral reserves in an area designated as a 

"Regionally Significant Construction Aggregate Area" by the State of 
California. 

•	 Provide a minimum of $28 million in royalty payments to the Federal 
government, with a portion to be shared with the State of California and 
Los Angeles County. 

•	 Be located within a historic mining area. 

Project helps meet aggregate supply need. The California Division of Mines and
 
Geology (CDMG) in a 1994 Mineral Land Classifi~tion Report and in a 1999 Los
 
Angeles Aggregate Resources S1udy estimates that:
 

•	 Current permitted reserves in the San Fernando Production-Consumption 
Region will be depleted by year 2001. 

•	 Current pemnitted reserves in Los Angeles County will be depleted by year 
2016. 
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•	 Authorizing the project as approved will help meet growing demand for 
aggregate in the local area and region. CDMG estimates aggregate 
demand will be two and two-thirds times as large as permitted reserves by 
the year 2044. 

•	 In 1997,36 millions tons of aggregate were utilized in Los Angeles County 
(approximately 2.5 tons per person) 

•	 50 percent of all aggregate produced·ls for public works projects and is 
paid for using tax dollars. 

•	 The average cost of a ton of aggregate doubles when hauled a distance 
of 35 miles. 

•	 It lakes as much as 200,000 tons of aggregate to build one mila of a 
eight-lane highway. 

Considering these depletion rates and expected demand, if this project were not 
approved, these materials would have to come from more distant sources. This would 
increase the cost to taxpayers by as much as an additional $3 to $4 a ton in 
transportation cost and possibly even more due a decrease in supply. Therefore, 
additional taxpayer cost to use more distant sources would be $75 to $100 million 
dollars over the 20-year life of the project. A similar cost increase would accrue to 
private customers using sand and gravel resources. 

The approximate time to bring a mine on line is six to nine years. The cost and time 
requirements of opening a new mine continue to increase. At a consumption rate of 36 
million tons annually in los Angeles County, the aggregate source at Soledad Canyon 
will help in preventing material shortages In the near future and will hold down 
construction cost for los Angeles County public works projects. 

Project as approved Is in confonnance with BlM land use plan. In accordance 
with Title 43 Code of Federal Regulations Part 1610.5-S, the project as approved is in 
contormance with the BlM's South Coast Resource Management Plan (June 1994). 
On page 16, the plan states: ·Unless specifically prohibited by existing or future 
withdrawal, BlM split estate lands are available for mineral leasing, SUbject to 
application stlpulatlcns." No withdrawals are proposed or in effect In the project area. 

Land use is consistent with State and County plans. The project site is located in a 
"Regionally Significant Construction Aggregate Resource Area," designated by the 
California State Mining and Geology Board per the Surface Mining and Reclamation Act 
of 1975 (SMARA). The project site is zoned M-2 for heavy manufacturing by the 
County. Minerai extraction is a permitted use for sites zoned M-2. 

While the Los Angeles County Planning Commission voted on December 1, 1999 to 
deny TMC's permit request, that decision has beel') appealed to the Los Angeles 
County Board of Supervisors. As of the date of this ROD, no final determination on the 
project has been made by Los Angeles County. 
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Air quality Impaots are in oonformance with Federal and State standards. The 
project as approved conforms with all applicable local. State and Federal laws, 
regulations and statutes pertaining to air quality. Notice of the final conformity 
determination was made to the applicable agencies and to the public on June 21, 2000. 
Both the South Coast Air Quality Management District and the Southem Califomia 
Association of Govemments (SCAG) concurred that the conformity determination was 
appropriate and that the project was consistent with the population and growth 
projections developed by SCAG and used in the 1994 State Implementation Plan and 
1997 Air Quality Management Plan. On July 11. 2000. the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency also reviewed and concurred with BLM's final confonnity 
determination for this project. 

The project as approved includes a series of mitigation measures, based on modeling 
conducted in coordination with the South Coast Air Quality Management District, which 
reduce air quality impacts per National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAOS). 
Emissions below the NMQS are considered safe, providing an adequate margin of 
safety to protect the public health and welfare, including risks associated with dust­
induced respiratory ailments, specifically, Valley Fever, asthma, silicosis. and 
conjunclivitis. 

Furthennore, BLM consulted with the Valley Fever Center for Excellence, located in 
Tucson, Arizona to detennlne relative risk of the Project site as a contributor to Valley 
Fever. It was concluded that this risk is low because the project is located largely in an 
area of previous disturbance and a relatively smalLamount of topsoil will be disturbed. 
Moreover, the project is located on the south side of the ridge, which receives strong, 
direct sunshine that destroys the Viabilityof Valley Fever spores in topsoil. 

Mitigation measures to reduce air quality impacts include minimizing truck idling, using 
a covered conveyor system to transport fines and minimize the use of trucks, watering 
at the site, using chemical dust suppressants, using reformulated, low-emission diesel 
fuel, and several others as specified in this ROD under Appendix A, Mitigation and 
Monitoring Program. 

Public health and safety are protected. Although mining has occurred in Soledad 
Canyon since the 1960's, land use in the area has,been changing over the past 10 
years to accommodate inoreased suburban housing development. Of primary concern 
for BLM was whether or not a reasonable mining ai:ld reclamation plan could be 
developed without significantly affecting the health and safety of the current and future 
residents. Based on coordination and faot-finding with agencies and organizations 
including the South Coast Air Quality Management District, the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, the SCAG, and the Valley Fever center for Excellence, the project 
as approved. provides the best option for avoiding significant effects to the health and 
safety of the local residents, while still developing a valuable mineral resource. 
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In order to further minimize any potential hazards to public health and safety, a number 
of mitigation measures will be implemented, including: 1) Public access will be 
restricted to reduce potential for accidents by a) fencing the active mining area and 
posting signs restricting access to the project site, and b) Installing a gate to the facility 
to control public access; 2) Strict compliance with all regulations and requirements of 
the Office of Safety and Health Administration, the Mine Safety and Health 
Administration, all applicable County 1994 Uniform Fire codes, and other applicable 
safety regulations and emergency plans; and 3) TMC will not remove topsoil on high 
wind days. 

Water resources are protected. TMC has secured legal rights to utilize water from 
the alluvial aqUifer of the Santa Clara River south of the project site to support the 
mining project. TMC has entered into a lease agrElementwith C.A. Rasmussen Co. 
allowing TMC to utilize Rasmussen's riparian rights.to water. There are existing wells 
on the Rasmussen property that have been used to extract water in accordance with 
Rasmussen's riparian rights. TMC has also applied to the State Water Quality Control 
Board for a permit to appropriate additional water from the Santa Clara River. 

A jurisdictional analysis of the project site by the U,S. Army Corps of Engineers 
(USACE) was requested by BLM on July 14, 2000 to ensure compliance with the Clean 
Water Act. The USACE concluded that the project would require a Section 404 permit, 
due to the presence of at least two small, unnamed ephemerallintermlttent streams 
which exhibit physical evidence of seasonal storm flow. Further discussions between 
BlM and the USACE concluded that the potential impacts to waters of the U.S. are not 
likely to be significant; therefore an EIS Is not required for Section 404 review. In total, 
approximately half an acre of U.S. waters would be disturbed. Moreover, the FEIS 
concludes that no wetlands occur in the mining operation area and potential significant 
impacts to water quality will be avoided. '; 

Traffic Impacts are minimized. Overall, the project as approved will generate 347 
trucks making round trips from and to the site each day in the first 10 years, and 
increasing to 582 trucks in the second 10 years. During morning and aftemoon peak 
traffic hours in the second 10 years of mining, 43 and 24 truck roundtrips to the 
Antelope Valley Freeway would be generated, respectively. These volumes are well 
below the 150 peak hour trip criteria per County gUidelines from the' 997 los Angeles 
County Traffic Impact Analysis Guidelines (Department of Public Works) and the Los 
Angeles Congestion Management Program, Indicating that the project would not 
significantly impact the freeway system. Currently, the California Department of 
Transportation estimates there are 76,000 average daily trips on the Antelope Valley 
Freeway during a typical workday. The project (using the highest number of trucks 
estimated and factoring in the impacts of trucks vs e •passenger vehicles) would increase 
this volume by about 1.5 percent. Traffic additions to freeways beyond the Antelope 
Valley Freeway as a result of the project Would be less than in the immediate area, and 
are therefore also well below the Los Angeles eMF' Impact thresholds. 
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Adverse Impacts to threatened and endangered specIes and their habItat 
minimized. Consistent with the Biological Opinion (BO) for this project 
(FWS #1-8-96-41), a BLM-approved Habitat Protection Plan outlines mitigation 
measures and a monitoring program to protect sensitive ecological habltats in the 
project vicinity, including unarmored threespine stfckleback habitat (UTS i Gesterosteue 
acufeatus wifliamsont). Specifically, TMC must cease or curtail water extraction If two of 
four action levels are exceeded. These action levels include water temperature, oxygen 
level, stream depth and stream flow. In addition, TMC will be bound by permit 
conditions of its SWRCS permit to appropriate water, as well as the terms of the Water 
Shortage Contingency Plan submitted to the SWRCB Division of Water Rights. 

In addition, several recent listings and critical habitat proposals or designations have 
been made since the BO was issued, Descriptions of those listings and designations 
and their relationship to the project follow. 

The Santa Ana sucker, which was federally listed as threatened on April 12, 2000. 
occurs in various locations along the Santa Clara River upstream from River's End 
Trailer Park, which is at the west end of the proposed mining site. The Santa Clara 
River population was excluded from the Federal listing because it is considered to be 
an introduced population. Therefore, the provisions of Section 7 of the Endangered 
Species Act are nol applicable to this population. 

The coastal California gnatcateher was listed as an endangered species on March 30, 
1993, and 15 critical habitat units were proposed for this species on February 7, 2000. 
There are no known occurrences of the coastal California gnatcatcher on the project 
site and it is considered to have low potential for supporting this species. The nearest 
proposed critical habitat unit is approximately two miles from the project site. BLM has 
therefore determined that the activities associated with the Soledad Canyon mining 
project will have no effect on the coastal California gnatcatcher or its proposed critical 
habitat. 

'/ 
The arroyo southwestern toad was listed as an end,mgered species on December 16, 
1994, and 21 critical habitat units were proposed flilr this species on February 16, 2000. 
There are no known occurrences of the arroyo southwestern toad on the project site. 
The closest proposed critical habitat unit is the upper Santa Clara River unit, which 
inclUdes a reach of the Santa Olara River from Bee Canyon downstream to the 
confluence with Castaic Creek. The proposed upper Santa Clara River critical habitat 
unit is more than one mile downstream from the project site. Because of the measures 
prescribed in FWS #1-8-96-F41 to maintain water quality and quantity in the immediate 
vicinity of the project site, 8LM has detennined that the activities associated with the 
Soledad Canyon mining project wUI not destroy or adversely modify proposed critical 
habitat for the arroyo southwestern toad. " 

The Southern Califomia Evolutionarily Significant Unit (ESU) of steelhead was listed as 
an endangered species on August 18, 2000, and critical habitat was designated for this 
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ESU on February 16, 2000. Six hydrologic units were designated as critical habitat for 
the Southern Califomia esu, including one (Hydrologic Unit #18070102) for the Santa 
Clara River system. Primary constituent elements for the designated critical habitat 
include: spawning sites, food resources, water quality and quantity, and riparian 
vegetation. 

The nearest known occurrence of steelhead in the Santa Clara River system is more 
than 30 miles downstream from the project site in Ventura County. Because of the 
long distance between the nearest occupied habitat and the project site, the intermittent 
nature of the Santa Clara River downstream from the project site (the riverbed is dry for 
several months of the year from Mint Canyon to Interstate 5), and the measures 
prescribed in FWS #1-S-96-F-41 to maintain water quality and quantity in the Immediate 
vicinity of the project site, BLM has detennined that the activities associated with the 
Soledad Canyon mining project will have no effect on the Southern California steelhead 
ESU or its designated critical habitat. 

Blasting Impacts are minimized. In order to efficiently excavate the tightly 
compacted sand and gravel conglomerate, a program of low-yield blasting will be 
implemented to loosen the material. Commentators raised concerns about blasting 
impacts. 

The effects and characteristics of blasting have been studied by various researchers 
and governmental agencies, and standards have been established to limit the effects 
that blasting may have on surrounding areas. The three main effects that potentially 
result from blasting include ground vibration, airblast and flyrock. The Department of 
the Interior, Office of Surface Mining Recfamationand Enforcement (OSMRE) 
addresses these aspects in regUlations developed to provide adequate protection to 
receptors. Due to the placement of charges underground, and the brief duration of the 
blast, blasting events will not significantly raise the community noise equivalent level. 
Overall, blasting noise impacts will be minimal. 

Analyses presented in the FEIS concluded that blast induced ground vibrations are well 
below the vibration significance criteria, resulting in an impact that would not damage 
resIdential structures. However, TMC will be required to conduct a publlc awareness 
program that notifies local residences and businesses within a half mile of the blast of 
the blasting schedule and other facets related to blasting. 

Compliance with OSMRE standards for blasting operalions will provide adequate 
protection to receptors from alrblast and f1yrock. The intervening ridgeline at the project 
site will also substantially minimize any airblast lrripacts. Compliance with the OSMRE 
standards will reduce potentially significant impacts to less than significant, and is 
required as a condition of approval for this Project by BLM. 
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VIsual Impacts are reduced. The project as approved will reduce significant visual 
impacts by requiring mitigation measures that will result in the ridgeline being lowered 
by 80·150 feet ratherthan 120·230 feet as in tile original proposed action. Mitigation 
measures such as 1) concurrent reclamation/revegetation, and 2) recontouring to mimic 
existing topography, will help to reduce and minimize these impacts. The visual impact 
of lowering the local ridge line is not mltlgable to less than significant; however after 
reclamation over time. these mitigatlon measures will help to reduce the significance of 
these impacts. An additional mitigation measures Includes the use of specially 
designed lighting systems to direct lights to specific areas, thus preventing stray lighting 
from spilling onto surrounding areas or upward. 

Cultural resources and historic properties avolcled. The project site was surveyed 
in compliance wi1h BLM Class 1!lIevei standards CECA, and a report was subsequently 
produced by Roderic McLean in 1990 titled "A Cultural Resource Assessment of a 460­
Acre Parcel in Soledad Canyon, Califomia" published in Santa Ana, Califomia by 
Chambers Group Inc. The report identified and reJilOrded two historic period 
archaeological sites. One site was determined to-be outside the area of potential 
effect, and a determination of eligibility is not reqUired. The other site is located within 
the area of potential effect. Upon review of the information contained in the report. 
BLM concluded that no associative values were identified in tile cultural resources 
study, and the informative values are considered limited and not significant. This site 
was determined to be nol eligible for the National Register o.f Historic Places. 
Therefore, the BlM determines that there will be no historic properties affected by this 
project (See Appendix 0). 
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PUBUC INVOLVEMENT
 

Opportunities for Public Participation 

The BLM made a diligent effort to involve the public throughout the environmental 
review process. The public was formally notified of BLM's intent to prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed Soledad Canyon sand and 
gravel mining Project on October 16, 1995 when npUcewas published in the Federal 
Register. A BlM news release was also issued to local media organizations on 
October 25, 1995. Following identification of iSSU~ during the public scoping process, 
consultation with appropriate agencies, and gathenng of detailed resource data, 
preparation of the Draft EIS was initiated. i 
On May 6, 1999, BlM published the draft EIS on ~e proposed ·mining and reclamation 
plan flied by TMC. That publication Initiated a eO-daypublic comment period through 
July 5. 1999, which was later extended in respons~ to public requests until September 
13,1999 to coincide with the closing of the County1s public comment period. The 
County's comment period was conducted based 0* a separate draft Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR) which was prepared in accordance with the CEQA. 

I. 
I 

During the Federal public comment period, BlM h~1d two pUblic hearings on June 2, 
1999 at Sulphur Springs Elementary School in Ca~yon Country. California. The 
testimony received at these public hearings was recorded and transcribed. Those 
transcriptions, along with 8LM's responses to the iSsues raised through public 
comment, are included in the final ciS. I 

I 

After careful review of these comments, BlM decided to prepare and publish a 
supplemental draft EIS to further analyze issues ra'ised by the public. particularly air 
quality impacts, and to analyze a new mitigation mkasure to transport fines material to 
an onsite storage area via a conveyor belt system rather than open trucks as originally 
proposed. During the preparation of the supplement, BlM extended the public 
comment period on the draft EIS until the supplem~nt was published and underwent full 
public review. That supplement was completed ai)d published November 17,1999. 
and BLM accepted public comments on both the supplement and draft EIS until 
January 10, 2000. All comments received on both!documents were printed in the final 
EIS, along with BlM's responses to each issue raised. 

I 
BlM also included in the final EIS all publlc comment letters received during the public 
comment period of the draft EIR, and the transcripts of public hearings held by the los 
Angeles Planning Commission on April 21, 1999, May 11, 1999. July 14. 1999, and 
September 22, 1999. I 

The final EIS included BlM's official response to ~Ch public land issue raised through 
the County's EIR process. The final EIS was published on June 2, 2000. 
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Subsequent to publication of the final EIS, BlM received a number of additional 
comments from private citizens, local organizations, and other govemment entities. No 
significant new issues or information were Identified that would require preparation of a 
supplemental EIS. These comments addressed BlM's coordination with other Federal, 
State, and local governments and the administrative appeal process. Clarification of 
these matters is provided below. 

Interagency Coordination 

As part of the environmental review process, BLM coordinated with the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), the South Coast 
Air Quality Management District, and the Southern California Association of 
Governments (SCAG). SCAG concluded that the final EIS appropriately considered its 
comments on the draft EIS and had no furtner comments. SCAG also noted that the 
final EIS was regionally signlflcant per Areawide Clearinghouse criteria and published a 
description of the Project in the June 15, 2000 Intergovernmental Review Report. EPA 
concurs with BLM's conformity determination and cited prior letters from SCAG and the 
South Coast Air Quality Management District. BlMconsulted with Army Corps, 
resulting in a determination that the project is SUbject to Army Corps' jurisdiction and 
that a 404 permit would be required. 

Coordination with County of Los Angeles 

BlM and the County of Los Angeles coordinated during preparation of their respective 
environmental review documents. The County's draft EIR and BLM's draft EIS were 
released concurrently for public review. BlM extended the public comment period on 
the draft EIS to coincide with the County's deadline for comments on their EIR of 
September 13, 1999. BlM extended the deadline again until January 10, :2000 upon 
issuance of the supplement. The final EIS included all public comments received on 
the draft EIR and as well as the draft EIS and supplement, This includes all oral 
comments received at the Los Angeles County Regional Planning Commission 
hearings and the BlM public meeting held on June 2, 1999. Los Angeles County has 
not made a final decision on the project, and the matter is currently pending before the 
Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors. 
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ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS PROCESS 

This decision may be appealed to the Interior Board of Land Appeals, Office of the 
Secretary, in accordance with the regulations contained in 43 Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 4. 

Notice of appeal 

A notice of appeal must be filed with the BLM's California Desert District Office, 6221 
Box Springs BOUlevard, Riverside, California, 92507 within 30 days from the date public 
notice of this decision is published in the Federal Register. A copy of the notice must 
also be filed with the Office of the Regional Solicitor, U.S. Department of the Interior, 
2800 Cottage Way, Room E-1712, Sacramento, California 95825. 

Ii 

An appellant has the option of filing the statement of reasons together with the notice of 
appeal or filing a separate statement of reasons for appealing within 30 days as 
described further below. 

.
 
The appellant has the burden of shOWing that the Federal decision is in error. 

Petition for a stay 

If any appellant wishes to file a petition for a stay (suspension) of the effectiveness of 
this decision during the time the appeal is being reviewed by the Board pursuant to Part 
4, Subpart B, § 4.21 of Title 43, Code of Federal Regulations, the petition for a stay 
must accompany the notice of appeal. A petition for a stay is required to show 
sufficient justification based on the standards listed below. Copies of the notice of 
appeal and petition for a stay must be submitted to the Interior Board of Land Appeals, 
Office of the Secretary, 4015 Wilson BOUlevard, Arlington. Virginia 22203 and the Office 
of the Regional Solicitor, U.S. Department of the Interior, 2800 Cottage Way, Room E· 
1712, Sacramento, california 958.25 at the same time the original documents are filed 
with the BLM's California Desert District Office cited above. 

If the appellant requests a stay. he or she has the burden of proof to demonstrate that a 
stay should be granted. Except as otherwise provided by law or other pertinent 
regUlations, a petition for a stay of a decision pending appeal shall show sufficient 
justification based on the following standards: 1). The relative harm to the parties If the 
stay is granted or denied: 2), The likelihood of the appellant's case succeeding on the 
merits; 3). The likelihood of immediate and irreparable harm if the stay is not granted: 
and 4}. Whether the public interest favors granting the stay. 
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Statement 01 reasons 

If an appellant chooses not to provide his or her reasons for appealing at the time the 
notice of appeal is filed as explained above, a statement of reasons must be filed with 
the lnterlor Board of Land Appeals within 30 days after filing the notice of appeal. A 
copy of the statement of reasons mustalsobe filed with the Office of the Regional 
Solicitor, U.S. Department of the Interior, 2800 Collage Way, Room E-1712, 
Sacramento, California 95825. If the appellant fully stated his or her reasons for 
appealing when filing the notice of appeal, no additional statement is necessary. 



UI/~U/UU L{;~I t.~ ~10 ~,~ 4b~~

07/25/00 15:37 tt760 251 4899
HLM ~A ~~a~e VIr ure

BU PAL!! SPRINGS
141002

~025

\ 

Record of Decision for the Soledad canyon Sand and Gravel MIning Project 

APPENDICES
 



07/26/00 15'38 'a'760 251 4899
HLM CA 8LaLe Vir orc

BLlI PAUl SPRINGS
I4J 00 3

.~!l26

\ 

Recordof Decision lor the Soledad Canyon Sandand GravelMiningProject 

Appendix A
 

Mitigation and Monitoring Program
 



~

o
o

.,.~
o
o
§J

'"'"o Z.. ~

oR:
... II>....
'" ~
'" -<.., ...
".., s'" "l
-e
o

s
'"

'"'".....
'"'"

...
" '"'"

..
X>

0
0-

lD

'"
..

"
«J

.....:

'"...
i[ ~
~ "'" ...
~

-<,
0
0

~ "-
~ '"N
'" "-

"
....
0-

~

Appendix A: MITIGATION lindMONITORING PROGRAM 
SOLEDAD CANYON SAND AND GRAVEL MINING PROJECT 
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andperiodl.lootingollha Jill material,willba 
performed to verify.uanglh paramotor. of100 fiV soil 
androlaUve compaction. ThO mlnaoperator will 
maintain allloocf\ls ofoorrespond""co, reports, and 
dealgns provld.dby ihe ragla.erad proloo"onol. 

Doring mining Counly ofloo 
Angalo, Dopartmonl 
d Pu~~c Works 

ThofoUowlng monllorlng 
aOllona shall be 
partClllllld under !he 
direction of• eardomla· 
lagislared clvilonglnoe. 
ar anglna.ring geologl,~ 

I) Periodic I.."ng of fill 
materialOIG vodfy 
oII'llI1g1h paromotor. of 
IlJlsollandroIall.o 
oorrqlac"on. 2) 
Var1llcBtlon 01 
compliance wHh 
MIUgalion Ma..ures GI, 
G2, <33 G4. <35 and<37 

At llljJJlar Int.Nala 
thrsughoul Prolect 
matima 

(37. . PrqJooed miningIl/Idroclam,Roo ep..lfJeoUono,al)d. 
prOOllduret wllllle InIlCOOrdarn:a wI1h thoCouilly 0' 
lOll Angol•• PlamlngandZoning Code, TlU.22, 
Part9, CIUlptet 22.55 oLWIace minlng pennUs. 

PmjocI alariupand 
lkIringmining 

Counlyo!~.q "." 
Angeles OapaHmool 
0' Public WOI1<. 

.SitePlan and 
Reclamation Ran revIew 
by AIlaney and approval 
end periodic losting of 611 
mllleJlaI.10 verlfy 
.tronglh poram01ors 01 
fillooll and,"'..... 
compsotlOfl byThlC and 
reponod 10 A!lDn0Y. 

Sito Plan and 
Reef.million Plan' 
Ill'll." and apprlMll ere 
a COT1dftlon 01 opprovaJ 
ptlorto consllVcltoh 

Periodic ,..Ung ohaU bo 
ear.erI ouloll1ljJUlar 
l_l~:U"OIJI 
Prn.... lllol 
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WR1. I TUC will conducl a mootonOll programlor wal.,.
 Condition 01 Appro"UIProjo<:t atarfup and ISial. Wala, " H8lJIlal ProIo,llon Plan
 
ntsOUfcoa and sensnlve IlcctoQlcal habit.Sls in the
 andlo"",ghoulProject 
Immediato vicinity 01 \~o Projecl. TneHabllat 

during mining ResourcesCentro( ravfewand approvel 
Boord (SWACB) "Iotlme 

ProteC'lIon PlanwIll tnctude uie tollowlr.g 
comOOOOIllS:
 
.) F... old,lIngmoniloring woll.will ... malntalnod
 PBriod~ alia Yislla
 

10 monllor WalJl1leve1s .f the Santa el.,a AMn
 
underflow du,lng Ills ~l. of \haProject.
 

b]	 Sur1aco !IOWII o1lh. Sanla CI.,o AI.., will bo
 
monloflld during "'0 lifo at IhaProject aI a
 
locaUOl1(O) 10bo dolermlned ,n conjuncllon with
 
AaBpoIlBlblo Agencies prior 10Iho slart 01
 
mining. 

c)	 T1Ie riparian and aquallchBbilalln 1110
 
immedJIlll> viclnllV oIlho aill> willba monitored
 
ae d"""'ed inIhohabitat pl'Olaetlan plan
 
p'•••nlad InAppendl. Fe atIhe FElS.
 

d) , The HBbllat P,olootloo PlanconlalMaenon
 
lO\IaIa l~al wllHrigger,Bdjuatmollls III minIng
 ", -: ',..f,·,·­
operaUorls to reduce ProJgel water coqsumptlon 
to avola slgninca", degadBllon 01 th8 
"""logically."".Illvl> habllal. 1Itlrlbulabla10th.
 
Project. Ope,aUonaladjUstmentB wllllncl~de
 

onoor moreof lit. followi'lg: a)SoaaonB' S81ld
 
and gIllval prodllCllan BdlJalments Ihrough
 
lltookpUIng material., b)80llSOltBI
 
managomenl 01 ~o""reto prod~clIon. 0)
 
'toc~plllng fine, tBmp<>r8l11y 10 ellmlnale Water
 
UllBliin 1hB ""mpoclJon prooasa, - d)IncreBBBd
 
UKof dU6I pallla1lvea 101 d~,' conlrol, 0)
 
lempor"'Yreduct!on Dl' c....alInn cI pumping 01
 
rlvar underflows, andQcassaVcn ~Ilnlnlng
 

II , !lD!lrall0!\8. @n<lCB!S0lV· I I I	 I " 
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Fl. ThoProject wm fnclude cDnslrucUon ofSDVM 

desilUng/debrls baslne aocordlngto the 
spa.moatlons ollho Oralnago Conaapl P11lO 10 
control surfacu ",noft and sedrmGntatlon. During 
linal dllSlgn, thoAppllcanlsball .ubmlldetaUod plan. 
for thedebris basins Including a elalic a.d sa;SOlIe 
'lop<> study Ihal analyz811 all proposed debris basin 
slcpas gre.ter Il1an 3:1 grBdienL Plans ehall be 
app,oved bY'''a DPW prtor lalhe commencement of 
oradlng _k onthe.,Cleel. 

Befare pra)e<l wllfl< 
or minIng 
commencealn lhe 
catchment Qrea 
alloWeach 
watercourse 

County aI Las 
Angel•• Department 
01 Public Worlat 

Gounly of los 
Angeles O_partment 
of PWlicW.... 

Go~.n1)I of·Los ',. 
Ang.... Oapsrtmonl 
01 PUblic Works 

IJeslltiflll'debria basin 
design review and 
awr"""l 

Design rll'lfew end 
,,!,provel 

MOII\bly Inspecllon 01 .... 
c.tormwatlr enD Qf'osion 
control loollltl.. for 
.....plla""" with 

CoodlUan 01 Approvel 
prJor 10construction 

1'2. A 45·/nch culvert \0111 be Inslelled under SQledlld 
Canyon Road to aooommallale exl"'lng runal! 
condUlon. aswell a. conrllions '..-tha PrOIoct, 
Gan.lrtlCIfon of deS,"lngldebri. S••in2Eand the 
addUI... ofthe 45-1rdHlameter culwrt ....d.' 
Soledad Canyon ROlIl! araPlojoct design f.aturos 
thatreoull in benellclallfllpac!a by.orrllCllng 
Inodanuale "''''Ino oond~lon•• 

Projeel s1ertup Prior 10 consllUOUon 

F3. Proper mBint_nancs and"'eanlng of erosion conlrol 
faclllfle. ond ""alillngldeblls b.llns wUI be 
conducl8d asportoItna Project ope~ano"", 

Inspection lr8quan.1es andmBlnlenll/lOO prnceduras 

Ourfng mining Monthly, Ihrouflhoul 
P,ajscllllGllme 

Arter every stOfm event 

.' 
..... raquJred bythe Slormwatar Pollution Pleventlon 
Pion (SWPPP) (_AIlp<>ndl>lBIFEIS). Those 
praaadurea ale delalled In lIle S""m Waler 
Managsment Practices .ecUon ofthatplan. The 
loIla\OIng ",ovlslon willbe odded 10 l11a SWPPP: 
s1Drmwoter deslillngidebr,a basIn. wlftbe Inspected 
.Uo, every storm avenl andaVBry 24hou,s dwing 
p",'ongod storm events. Pr.vantlon ofapm. of 
hazardous molllrl.la, sucb aspetroleum IUlIls and 
p'oducle,1o addnsssed Intha Splll Prevo.tlcn 
ConlrOl and Countermeasures Plan (SPOCP) (0ee 
AOllQnrlx R?-i=i='~\. 

SWPPP, bYTMC and 
lapu11ld to Agsncy• 
Inspectlona of 
etormwa\9r 
d..llt'ng/deb~.baslne 
after every atOfm event 
.n~ 8VBflI 24hours 
during protongod alOlm 
lIVanlS forcompliance 
with SWPPP byiMC 
and reported 10 Agency, 

Md wary 24hcvl8 
during pfOlongad slerm 
..anls IhrOllghaut 
PrOIBCllifelime 

-' 
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WOI, The proposed Drainage Concept Planwillbe 

Implomenteo byTMC. Tho drainage c..,,,,,pI 
1ltita~lshss a drainage plan and facility requirements 
for (he proJect andprovides the designparameters 
forl11e locallon, .Izlng, andechoduli~ 011110 erosion 
oonlrol'anillUa8la handlall1a runoll, sedimentation, 
and debris flowll gentmltad by IheProJoct. Tho plan 
address.. drmnago durtng the preminlng rood 
ccn"fUcl1on and gtadlng phas., during Ihemining 
ooe'all"" and after camp'onoo of mining. 

W02. TMCwla Impklmenr provlolons clthe SWPPP. The 
SWPPP (\) Idonllli.. pcten1lal.oorcea of poRutanl. 
lIIa'wlllaovor.ely oIIoc'olormwoler dl.chorgo. from 
th. aliaand (2)dasorlbas indelail opacilic b.... 
management praclloe. 10 ..duc.lha "'val. of 
pollutants InllIormwal8r dIIlO!1B1V"s. Key oI"",anl5 
oIlhe SWPPPInclude a pnwanllva malnlenonoe 
program fer.ahlcles andIh. elarmw_ 
convoya"c.eys19m&. a Il'llUlm 01 good 
houaekeaplng maa.ur.slo oon~ol contamlnalloo or 
Ilioolf, anda syslem 01 doolhlngldabrls !Jasln• 
do.lgnad 'or seUling ouloxce.. o...pondad 
sediment.In \he sn.lUoon. lf1us controlling 
_ .......am .Ildll
 

"'" L' '" '.:~.,'.- :::',,_, -',""i. .-:,.",;': .--;-". • ./' ;'~ ::";:"~-~:\'~~'::':.' '''.,-; !~-.::~~.: 
'.. ' "".' 

Projecllllartup and 
during mining 

Projeclstortup and 
lUIngmining 

~ 

Coodhlon ofApproval 
prior 10 conslrucliofl, 
enillillOlJQhout ProJOGl 
lireUme 

" 

COOdllion of Approval 
prtorto ''"''''ructlon 
andth1tllJQnoui Pre/oct 
,".lIme 

County 0( Los 
Angelos Department 
of Public WClks .. 
Hydr••UcJWa'ar 
Conservation Division 

CDunty al Loo 
Angora. oeportmont 
of Public W01ks 

CAWQCB·los 
Angsla.l\eglon 

Oo.ll1lngldebri. basin 
deelgn revlew and 
approval byAgency, 

Swppp Ill'Ilow and 
canmanl byAgency. 

Monlhly inepac"on of 
sl"""watarI..Jall88 for 
compliance with SWPPP 
byTMC .nd ,,,,,lll1ed 10 
Agency. 
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WOO. TMCwlIllmplemoo, p,ovislOltS ollhaSPCCP. U"" 
<II aeconda.rf1y contaIned aoovegrounrf storage tanks 
(ASTe] 10 holddustpalUatlve. dl""al fuel, waBte 011, 
freshmotor011, aM hydroul1c fluido'SlIe Will 
mlnlmlzo exposura oIth..e prooucls to sUrface 
warsrandgrDlJndwater. Aapreviously staled, tho 
risk 01 undelectBd looks is muchsmaller With ASTs 
lIlan ,.;It!underground stor"lla tanks(USTa). 
Additionally, Iha SPCCP Identifies procaliJ,as aM 
ooolroialholwillbo Implemanled 0VfJ( !ha 1110 oIlho 
Projocl 10prevant andminimize fltIl role..eof 
chomlcalalnl0 theama'c; surface walers. The 
SPCCP'a main foous's .....ag. '" dleael,hydral.4lc 
oll.molor 011, andw...'e 011 In all ASTa I1aIIIng 
capeciUe. 01 greater than55 galon" (no UST..... 
pl8IU1oct lor Ihefaclllty). liow"""r, ""'ae "'Iho alle 
designated I... slOlege 01 emallsr ,",umeB01 
pofenflally 1\Sl.a'llous mal.tlalo (e.g., ao!vonls and 
claanons) 818 .'10 OOV8HKl in thoSPeC? General 
oompllance f9llUlremools ralallng lo, laclmy 
_'alloo.1I1a' alii addmsoed In IhoSPOCP Include 
splllrasp...... leeks andmelluncllon., relr\water 
aceumulaUon, Inepoctlon, charge., Irelnl.1l> and 
record keenl"". 

PrO/eel'tartup and 
during mining 

County of Los 
Angeles Deportment 
otPublic Work. 

CRWQCa . los 
Angole.Region 

SPeCPrelliew end 
comment byAgency. 
Annual In",ectlon 01 
ASTs and.plll 
ocmlaimnent faclUtioo lor 
compliance Mlh SPCCP 
by TMC andreportGd to 
Agaooy. 

Condillon 01 Approval 
pna II)consuucl1on 
endl!Iroughout P,o)ecl 
litelime 

WQ4.. · ThepropllllOd onsiles""ilory septic lankIaach"eld 
will bo bull! loIIOI'ing Gounly review andopprollol 01 
lhe location toanOUta "",lhore will ba nopo..ible 
impaol on walerquality. II en approprlal. enolt. 
Iocanon for theJ8Iloh lIoidIs not found beeause 01 
thepr08tmoe of Imperm&ablo eolle,fractured rook, or 
ollie. geoteclmlcalllmllalJona, TMCwill InslAil a 
.eplle lank onollo lhallo d..ignod for ,oullne 

, oOOlDOUI. 

Prcject startup CouI1ly 01 Loa 
AngelesDepartment 
of Public Works 

Sitevisll, ravlaw aM 
lest/ng lor eullable 
locallon 01 $<]\lIle tarlk 
'a..hfteld 

Prior tc OOllBlruetlon 

WQS. O••illing/deb,ls basins willnel be tMnOVlld unll' 
disturbed are.. havebeon sllOoassruliy ravegolalnd. 

Doring mining and 
following mlna 
cloesuro 

County of Los 
Angeles Departmanl 
01 Public Wcrf<8 

SMo vie" andmwew 
following Bleh 
reolam 8non pI1asei prior 
to ,emoVIII of ..oocl.led 
sediment retenllon bosln 

Pliorto removal 01 
sediment retenflon 
bulllS 

" 
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N', I The Applicant wlllconwcl blastlngoperaUono In 
ganers' cOIIfannance will> th& federal OSMAE 
regulatIons asslatedIn3() CFR. Chapler VII. 
Sections816,61 through 816.88. andother 
applicable regulaUons, Conhxmance shall bs 
demons'raledlhrougll preperatloo of a delalled 
BlastingPlanIdenllf,;ng projllCl comp[lan"" with Ihe 
olaled requirements (IB minimum slandards) and 
It1rough mooilOl!nll ofblas1lng activities, Tha 
BlaslingPlan shallbe,..lowed andapprOVlld by lha 
COUnty p~OI' to cooductlng any blasllngensUe. Tho 
81asllng PlanIhaYpJllIIlda lor lh8lollowing: 
a, SUbml..lonandapprCllaJ by Ihe Counly<lithe 

spoelft.blasldooltln prle' 10bl88Ung, whlru 
ouch blasling will OCC\lr within1,000leotoJ 
habllobl0 bundlngs ,,"Ulldatile permll 9188. 

b.	 Conducting apUblic awaroness program. 
loctuding nOllllcellon of all r..Ideals wllhin mila 
of any port 01 tile permllareaof !hoopportunily 
10 request a pruIilasl8Urvey, Thenolill.llllon Is 
to be don81ll1uasl30 daY" prior10lnitlallon ef 
blasting. ATMClnfcnnellononlcerwhocanbo 
contacted by tolephono for Information will be 
doslgnaled. 

c.	 PlJlUcellon oftheen110paled blasting a<:hedula 
alleasll0 dayo prior10tlle bggl,,"ln~ of \he 
b!allllng program iliaa Jl8Wllp.per 01 gonaral 
circulation inIheProloolOlea andby dlroclmall 
10 ,o.ido.'o within muo, endmpUblicaUon 01 
Is.olevOlY12monl1lS or ""'sneve, aub.lanliVll 
chang.. to lire ochedule are Ie ba Implemanted. 

d,	 Placemenl of warning IIgns and ICCo" conlrols 
tobloat areas. 

e.	 Incorporltlon of thep,ovisioolhat b1alltlng shall 
b. conducted 10prevanllnJury 10PSnloos, 
damaqsto public orprivale proporty outsld81he 
permil area, "elltars. Impact.onany 
tmderground mine, and change incourse, 
cnarnel, oravailobility 01 .urf""" orgroundwaler 
outsideof the "ermllarua. 

ProjecloIartUp end 
during mining 

Comly 01 Los 
An~e1us Cupartmsnt 
ct Pub'" WOIks 

011100 01 Surlacs 
Mining RedlllTlllllon 
andEnforcement 
(OSMRE) 

Mine Safelyand 
Health AIlmJnlaualion 
(MSHA) 

ThaBlaoUng PlenI< Ipri01 II> blasting 
subllWllo re_ end operaUon. 
approval bylh9lADPW. 
OSMRE, andMSft... 

Spedllc blastd,,'gna 
ereIUbject10tAOPW 
approval 
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f.	 Conducting blflBllng sothat lila maximum air
 
OVGIprossuro shallnat excosd133 dB (20Hz
 
minimum) measured directly betweell the
 
nearest ocoupled ,e.ldem:"andIhe blast aile 
(,.t. u.s. Buroou ofMines Report 01 
InveaUg.Ucne 8485 (1980) '$1ruclu'e R',pen•• 
andDamaga Protluced byAi,blasl f,omSU~ace 
MinIng"), 

g.	 Conducting bl9Sllng.othatlhopoal< partlc:le
 
velocity goneraled f,omanyblastshallnot
 
exceed 0.51n1.ec forvlblatlon fTequalld... below
 
40Hz, and2.0 InllHlC for.Ibrutlon frequencies 01
 
40 HzormDfD. mool!iurad d1rsclty balwtlon the 
neal"s! ,esldence and Ute blast site(U.S. 
Bu"",u of Mine. 1118(]b). Olher mothodlJ 01 
defermlning acceptable peI1lcle vlbraUan such as 
lhou.e olacsJadodlslence equallons shallbe 
allowed aubject 10 opproval by lh. County. 

h.	 Condectlng pe,IOllIc moniklring oIIslt. to enlUre
 
compllll1lCe Wflh afrlllaot andvibration atandards
 
andprovide a .eI.mograph ,econ!of each bla.1.
 
MonilOOng shoJI beconducl.d '" a
 
r.presenteliwl ""'ldentlal,eceptor and8t a
 
repr""entetlve l..anOll adjacenllo Ille Santa
 
Cl8/8 RI_ "porionhahllat.
 

"	 I. Ccntroiling ftyrock allhe blast silo in .ccordonc, 
With OSMRE: ragulatlons, Thalls,flyrook 
lre""'lngInltI' el, oralcng thegroond 'hall no! 
ba 085' from theblasllng slt•• 

I.	 Maintain ,scords asspeclOed by IheCounty 01
 
en blaBls lor a minimum 3-year period.
 

k,	 Idantlficallon 01 condRlon. when blastlng willbe
 
curtailed, InclUding atmospherla coodillons thai
 
meconducivslo lnIMmls.1on III1d amplillcelion
 
ofnola. otlelt., and/or conlltiollS conducl""to
 
thet,snsport 01 hIgh le.sl. orfuglUva dust
 
emle.lons alfane. TheaiaBling Plan Wlllidentijy
 
such condllcn. who,s blasting I. 10b. curtailed
 
by theApplicsnl. Thep'O\1am shall aJso specify
 
thecandidate control measures speclflcBlly 
almed at reducing blasting lugltlva ernle.ions, 

I.	 Identm.alltm 01 otherparamelem affecting 
blasting such88 tile r8gulatory requIrement lhal 
blasting be conduCled during dayllghl hOUTS. 
Blasl1ng .hall ba prohiblled onSundays and 
epec'rfiEld hoUdaV8.
 

rn, Implementing speciflc measures 10 prevem
 
nhrere oontamlnetlon of surtace and
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N2, Based on lho plOp6Sed lot configuration. 0I1he 
proposed BeeCanyon MobileHomePark, l,aile" 
located WBSt ollha WU3ternmos\ boundary of Iha 
TMCProject maybe subjectlo slgnliJoant nol.e 
ourlogMiningCulS opereUon.. II Ihe BeeCanyon 
Mobile HomeParki. ecnamnned, the nolae Impact 
will be reduced \0 less thanslgnllican1 by 
conslructillQ bell11S 0' cul81opeslo shield Ictstrom 
direct noise G:Kp03ure as ocmlirmed through acoustw 
....Iu.llon (based onfinal grading conloora ot the 
BeeCanyon proJecl). h is anticipated Ihal these 
measures wouldbe eppllcable only II tho Bee 
Ceny"" ParkwereaJ:Iuaily constructed. II a 
.oun~llsl0 be cor.;lrtJcled, a d!lIaIled .tudy will 
ba conduclad by qualiDed p...aonnelln\haneldsof 
.lrucI"",1 englneeling, ""\'itoomental noise 
al!le..mant, andardhllaotUl'lllecous1lcs. 

Prior10 
Impl.men1a1Jon of 
CUI 311 Bee 
Canyon Mobile 
Home Perkis 
C<ll1strucled. 

Counly of Los 
Angales Oep.rtment 
01 Public Worl<s 

Berm design review and 
app,OIIllI 

Once, prlOf to 
Implementation 01 ems 
II Bee C.nyen Mobile 
Home PerkIs 
COIl.trocled 

N3. At the RIV8~. EndTralla,Psrk andlha Baa 
C8JlY1lIl MobileHorna Park,Wccnsl,ueled, 
aolllllwali. orbennswlll be cOnsbUCled 
adJacenllo afleded lot. to m1tlgal<l oIIsae truck 
transportatIon n..... 

Prior10 Project 
Implementation 

Counly at Los 
Angsreo Cspartmenl 
01 Public Work. 

Belmdallignralllaw and 
aPJlll'Val 

Onca, plio, 10 Pn>jecl 
Implemall1allon 
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PS1. I Are preventiontraining lor ell employees will ba Throughout pro!ect O"""".tlonal Safety TI1& P,ojeill olle shall be AI anygiven time 
conductedbased onCel-QSHA slandards. and tiro andHeallh subject tounseh eduled duringProlool 
prevenllonequipment will be available ""sils. Mmlnlslra60n visits by OSHA and/or constnJctlon and mine 

(OSHA) lACFD Inspectors 10 operellons 
ensure ccmpllenee w'i\h 

los An!jllIBS Coonljl thefir. preventkm 
Are Oepsrtmont rOjJlJlations 
ILACFOI 

PS2. I No ."I"oolv95 \VIII bo .Iored on,lIe. OUfing mIning OSHA TheProJect silo BhBIl be At anygiven lime 
subJGCllo unschedlJled 001&19 mine ""erallons 

LACFD vlolls by OSHAand/or 
LACFD Inspeclorsto 
Msure oompllance wtlh 
the firs pravenllon 
I801JloIlOI1s 

PS3. I The walerotoraga ,..IJilIe. onBIle willbe accesBible During mIning LACFD TheProjectelto shall be Ateny given lime 
10 lire eqIJlpment by anallwaalherroadcapalile 01 sullJocl1o unscheduled durtng mine opere/Ions 
'''W0tllng 60.~OO pounds. The readwidlhBhouJd vlelta by LACFD 
bo a minimum al26 telll wllhio 25 feol 01 ehherside .".' InfJPGCtorl tounsure 
01 tho tfllll< oonTI8Cllon. compllanoo with tho t~e 

cr&Vanllon regulations 
PS4. I Thewaterslorage18nks shOUld have a 4 Inch and Duringmining lACFO The Project alia shsn be Many gl.on lime 

2.5 loch cutletwilhNaUonal StenderdIhreads. sulljoot to unsclleduled during mine Ojl6ralfons 
These DUUBtS should be nomotelhan6 feetrrom vmila by LACFO 
the road. Inapeetors to eMura 

oamplionce wfth tho lire 
oreventlon regulations 

PSS. I Thominlm"m read width shall be~ feetIhroughcul During mining LACFD The Project a1te she. be AIanygiven lime 
lite miningope",Uon endmust l'9IIoh tc wltnln 150 sullJoot 10unsclleduled during mine operations 
leet of all bu~d1ng. andoquipmant. v1sila by LACFO 

inspoclorsto ensure 
compliance wlfhlite Ure 

I PIlI.entlcn reoulallon. 
PS6. I Grades ongravel roads .houldnol eXllGBd 10 During mining LACFD The Project sile BhsU be M anygiven lima 

p.,coJll. If1I1"1' arepeved.jhen a 15p..-cenl grade 9Ubject Ie "nBchetluled during mlna """rsUons 
Is aooepteble. vts~. by LACFO 

Inspectors toensure 
compli...... wfth tho lire 

I pr6VBntion regulalions 
PS7. I Turnarounds shallldbe provfded onanyroad that During mining los Arlgelll$ Counly The Project lila shallbe AIIIJIY given time 

oJ«:oods 300feet oroneellery 0.25 mIle 100.5 mill" Fire Departmenl subjoollc unscheduled during mine ""srlllion. 
The minimum redusls 321ee\. (LACFD) vlsllB by LACFD 

inspectors to onsure 
compliance wilh Ihalire 

r orevenUon tGOulaUoos 
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Record of Decision for the Soledad Canyon Sand andGravel Mining Project 

Appendix B
 

Contracts for the Sale of Units of Malerials
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UNlTED·STATESt. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MAI'lAGEl'dEo'IT 

OFFICE;	 PALM SPRINGS-SOUTH COAST 
RESOURCE AREA 

CONTRAcr f'lO: 

CO!'rrRACT FOR THE SIo-LEOF UNITS OF MATERIAL'>. 

This a=enl is "'ade ullder authority of the ad: of JUly 31, 1947 (61 Sial. 681) as amended (30 U.s.C. 601· 
6(4) and the reguladoNi t","eunder .set forth in 43 <:FR. Group 3600. between ehe UrtiLedSlates of America 
(hetcina£lcr ""lW:Ilhc "GovernmCllI"). acda& th<oash ,I", AUlharimd Oflice< of Ihe Il...-eau of und 
M ...agem=l (hc<eiftafw called <he "Authorized Officer"). and Teans ...", Corporation. (heteinafrer <ailed 'the 
-l'urc:ba5er'). 

Witaesselb~ That che parties hereto murually agr'CG ,8$ rollows: 

Sec. 1.	 Effective dares· The f'urcllasu ..,,11 be """Sared fer aU lerIDS of lhe co!Ur.... upon signing. The 
production period for this COnltaClwUl be a mujmum or leo years wilh all cITcaivc darc of the day 
arlCC expiration of Conltaer Serial No. 2013? bcIw<en <he f'urcllaser and the AUthorized officer. 

" , . Sec. 2.	 eo.,ta<l area • The (loYCtll",en, hereby sells 10 Purchaser aod Putdtaser hereby buY' (ro", . 
r	 

Government, under the temu; aDd ccnd"\io",,'of lbi5 CcOftlrac:l, Ihe mineral materials described in sec. 
3 below, Cor severane::e. cxtr,adjoa. and re.moflal, and ooc:upation (Of mining purposes on the 
followins-<les<:i:ibod lanels .iniatcd ill the CounEy of LOs Angelcs, Slale of Cllifornia. 

Town,hip: 4 North, Range 14 WCSl, SB Meridian, 

Scaion 1: Lol Z, $W1/4 NEl/4, NWl-/4 SEI/4. SW 1/4 SE 1/4 
SCetiell 9: SE 1/4 NE 1/4, NE 1/4 SW 1/4, Sl!2- SW 1/4, SE 1/4 

. Section 12: NW 1{4 NE 1/4 
Section 16: NW 1/4 NE 1/4,.N If2.. NW 11'" 

Cotttaiains:~ 640.16 ~cres mere or jess. . 

Sec, 3.	 Amount and price o( materials - The total purchase price shan be determined by mulliplying [he 
lotaJ. quantity or each kind of mineral materi.a.J. desiSn.;ted by the: respective unit price as set forth 
below, 0< as changed through reappraisal heeeuedee, 

Klad of Materials. OU""ti~ Price Total 
net unit 

Sand and Gravel	 42,160,000 $0.50 $211080,000 

5hol"( tons 
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The contraer measure will be based on a tl'llCl: loaded ton o( finished product (at scale). 

Oe.lennu",tion by tbe Autha<izcd Officer of the quantity of m,"erials '4ken .h.U be by weight and ,holl be 
binding On Purc:h:l~r $1Jbjc;u Co appcd only es pr<J'Yickd in Sec. 8.. . 

Sec, 4_ Payments. passage of [;d~ ri:sk of loss. r=ppt.ais:lts.. 

Tide to macc:riafs sold bereundet shall pOiSS (C Purchaser ooly upon severance or extracalo» 
or and pr-oper payment for such m3Iui::ds. No IUIll of (he maleria,ls sold hereunder sh:loH be 
severed, ecaracaed, or removed by Purchaser until advance paymenl for- such mateelals has 
been made in acccrdacce with the following. 

aJ	 The bid deposit f.,.. this ccraeact Wl11 be applied to the fll'St installmen, payment of 
the lotal contracL Each instaUmc:nL p;aym~ sb..U be [en per cent or the fair 
markel value of (h" total COD\r"el a",,,,,.' based on app..is.... in e(feet On the due 
date o( each installmenl payment. or the bid amoun .. whlch"""r is grea'er. 

Each additional instaDment payment sr..a11 bcccime due 4nd payable 'YrilhQU( prior 
notice. wheeeser the value of tTl3leri:lI:s severed 01' CJUra.dcd bct'cundcr shall equal 
the sum ot the Ciru aDd IiUbsequcnt il1s~llments. already paid by [he Purcll~r. a( 
on the annivct,$:UY ,ule of the previous i.oc(.Qllmeat paymeQ[~ Whichever is sooner.. 

The 10,.1 purchase price .".11 equal lhe sum a( lhe (Olal quanlilies severed and 
removed or dcsignllled rOC' severance Ztond rem~ under the. t~ of thls contract, 
multiplied by the ~ty nlc. in ef(ece .at the time. advanCe p:.\yment Is tnadc.. The 
eeteeee due wbe",'!= lban a full installmen( """"ins to be paid upon the ·tola.! 
peiee,... \11I11 be the 'Y:alue at m2f.erial remainitlg to be se.vered and removed (or which 
advo.nee paymCIII has nce at<cady been "",de. n.e lotlll pu<chase price must be 
P'lid prior 10 shty (60) <t.,. before apiladon dale of the conlrae<. 

I( any additional lastallmeal payment i<Rot made by the rime required under Ihis 
secdon, operations under eonlract shall be suspended Immedi.lely and no maleTlals 
....y be remoYed frOlll eonlract a= drsring tile pcr\od at.uch suspenslcc. 
M.I....i.l. severed, C>Uactcd, or retnO\'Cd during any SlIch period of suspension .hall 
be deemed take.. In Ircspus and be e....rged to and p.id (or bY Purcha.ser " triple 
the unit conlract price (herda<, or .... Iriple the re..ppraised unit price if a 
te.appra~1 has been PUide. Rc.sumptktn of litking willbe authorized in wridng. by 
Inc AUlhorized OfrlCel" only atree such required payrn....ts have been made. Any 
suspension under this secrion sh.:ll1 nne be .added to the per-iod or the c:oltua.d.. 

b)	 Risk of IOS$ • Purchaser sha.1I a..-.sumc .:omplelc: ..isk or lacs for :l.1t m~(e;riats.. r:tde [0 

which has pessed, IC m"terial co\'C<ea bY Ihi< eontract. title '0 which has not passed, 
is damaged or destroyed, Purchaser .hall be liable·Cor 01110-'" surfered if Purchaser, 
his contnl(:tOfs., Ot ,S1.lbcofltnCfots. or cmpklyt:c.S o( aflY or them. are din:.ctIy OJ" 
Indirectly rcs.po~ibte (or (he d;:lm.ge~ If s\lIl;:h macetiaJ: is damaged or destroyed 
....,ith.out C::mlt on their pat, Purchasc.r shaH be: liable Cor 10$$ $.ust;s.i(1cd to the. ~en( 

that il is caused by hi&. failute: to sever, ex:traa. or remove [he damaged Platc,r1::.1 
under the arcum'tanas and termS of this COfttraer CJCcePI that noching herem J;;hall 
be ccnsu-cee to telieve either party from lillbllity COl" brcacfl or ecmract or any 
wrongful or- ncgligenl act. 

c.)	 The price pel" shore ton ,of finished prcduer (or which. p:\ymc.nt is made shall be. 
rCOlppf"aised at iN:ervak or nOl. less lhan every tWO years thcreaf,er in accordance 
with Ihe resulat.ions $d. forth in 11(3 CF'R Sec.lit)n 3610..1...2(b). and \vill be the higher 
of dlh", ,he original royally bid of SO-SO per .hort ton or the marke, 'alue as 
G.S[,lIblishcd by al1praisat. 
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f- d) Refunds or ctedils will be made 10 the Purchaser as pennillcd by the regulat:ons 
l· set f",rth in 43 em SCdion 3610.1-4•. 

Sec. 5.	 Bonds· 

aJ	 Thl!: Purch2St:r shall wi(hin the 30 d:a.>· period aflu recetpr of this comraa. rue wich 
the Authorized Officrw:r and sholl' m:aint.:;UA .at an lrm.Q th'C. bond.... 'required under the 
"cgu(atioRS in "'3 CFR. 3610.1-$ lO be: Curnished as .. ccndldcn [0 the issuance oC thi.s 
contract in the. "(nount of twency per cent or the f::lir matkec value ot the total 
conttiolet .mount. 

b)	 If all lenns of 'he contract are nO( faithfully and fully performed by Purchaser. <he 
perform.""" band requir<>d by 43 CFR 3610.1-5 shall be forfeiled [Q the arnount of 
da.mas~ determined 'by the AulhorizeJ Officer.. It dam~se.s eeeeed (he amount of 
Ihe bond, rurchaser h«<:by aek.nowledses liability Cor sUeb ezeess, Upon 
52tisfaelory petror",.."a: OC this """lrau, lbe bonds sh..l1 be canccfed, or If cash or 
United Stales bonds WIl<e furnished in lieu or a surety bond, such cash or securities 
shall be relurned to rurduoser. 

e]	 Wltenellet any boM furnished under Ihls eontract is found u=ti'f~etory brthe • 
Aurhol"ized Officer. he or 'he may requlse a QCW bond which is. s:J.usraetocy to him 
or her. 

Sec. 6 -". expiratiOn. orconttilet • This l;Ontr.l.et :iih41U Q(liro 1'Yhen the total :knount of' m,aterials. :tOW has been 
severed Alld eeeaeved or 10 years from the efTc:cdve cLue or the pecducdcn period unless: an 
eeeeslce cf bene is granted'. 

See. 7	 l:qual opportunity clause· This penni! is subjea to the provisions OC Executive Order No. U246 of 
Sept 2~. 1965. as "",ended, Wbidl set5 forth the noadiscrinli""don clauses. A copy of this onler "'.y 
be obWac:d from the siSftint; oMeee, 

See. 8	 Appe.a.l. An appeal from a decision by the Authorized Officer may be made pursuant to 43 CFR 
Part .. and 10 <he (nteriOr Board of Land Appeals (lBtA). 

Sec. 9	 Special <-buses and r~ ilCllll ~ The rights ofl'urchascr shall be snbject to the reguladons in 43 
CPR Group 3600. (wlUch are made a 1"11'1 of thi.< contract). and the rollowing 5Iipulalions marked 
Exhibil A, which oro ottached heroto alld made a p.lrt hereof. Tho atta<hed "'putatlons appear Il5 1 
page he:tca(cu. 

'rally wdg/ll licketS will be required 10 be furnished to Ihe Authorized Officer. Weights will 
be made or finished produc:e at ccn:ified scetes. lit the pil site or another point approved by 
thc-J.'.urhorized Officer. AU tickets m~r 5how the marerlal weiCh~. time of weighing and 
wc.ighmaSlu's signafurCw and .shall also include scoss weigl\[. tare we.ighl and c.::lIOJl:ued net 
W<:ight unless another method of ehe weighinS is approved by the Au[borized Officer. All 
weighlS will be attached to a monthly repor1ing (orm (Exhibit B)_ Eacl1. report (OCM and 
anached weight tickets, shall be sent (0 the Authorited anicer no bier than 10 days after 
chc. report monc.h. 

The Authorized Office( may grant an extension or time up [0 one year in accordance with 
the re.eutatiObs in compensation for periods ce mine plan review exeeedinS 6t.x months Of 
ICG3-1 challengc:i luting more than six Months 'Which. inhi.bit. fulOl1mcpl. of the contract by the 
Purcbaser. This docs ROC: limit .tlle Authorized Officer (tom issuing an extension of the 
centrad. for orher rC3SQns authorizod by the rcguiarfoes. 

http:3610.1-5
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Sec. 10	 Force Majeure - The Purch.aser shil.ll nO( be:. deemed LO be in default in the pafQrm~of the 
terms of this ""nlrad if Purcha5u is IJ«"ICIlled from severing. or removing sand and gravel from the 
subjca propcny. or otherwise preveneed from perfonainS' (he teRnS of the. contract. by causes 
beyond its CQn(ro~ including. bUI without beinl: limited 10: aelS of God or the public enemy. 
Isuerfereece, c-ulings or decisiom by rn,,~icip:ll. fudcral. state.. or ocher govcl'nmenta[ agencies, boacds 
or commissig,u: any taws :a.ru1/or regulations or such municipal, state, federal. or other governmental 
bodics; ilI,ad c:::at3.Sncphc rcsukins; (rom Ilcod, lire" explosion. or other eauses beyond (be control of 
the Purchaser. rrany of the.slalc.d eontittgc:noC$ occur, Purcha5u shall immediately give the 
AUlhonz.e.d Officer wriucn nodee oC the. cause of the. deJa)' o( produc:tion or perfcrmancc, The 
Purchaser if deJ~yed by Coree majcut'e ahaU usc ...c:.ason.;ablc: dir.gcnce Co CQlfed. ehe cause: of delay, if 
~rrcaa.blc::. and illh~ condition Ula( caused the. delAy ii: coreecsed, f' ... rd):u;,e,r shan immediately give 
rhe Authorized. ,Officer wfinen notice thereof and shan resume operations; under this contract. U the 
c;.oadiciou that anlscd lhe de.tay canDO( be (Orrcc:rcd within six ntOftlhs despiLe. reasonable diUge.nce 
by the Purchaser to correct the ""ndition, lhell the Purcllasu /DAY .hucar'cr elect '0 tumillllle lhis 
c;ooCraet widlout further obligatio" by si~s 'Written n<'tticc lo the A;ULhoriz.cd Officer cf the election 
to terminate. This shall be in addilion to rather lh:m in limitation of aay right on the part of the 
P'urcba.set to .seek a rescisston of the contract undec the. docrrincs of impossibililY of performance, 
frus(radot'l of putpO!c or other legal priru:iptes as might be; &pptiQble. . 

In Witness whereof. lhe parties hereto have Q:;ccuu:.d (his COntract as the da.y firsc above written. 

Purchaser 

Trans~1x Corpora~~on 

(Individual or \ina IllllUe) 
4760 Val1~y ag~le~4rd 

J 09 Ansel es Ce 1 j Forni p 9003' 

(Dale) 

(Date) 

U this contract is executed by C\ cot'poralion, it must afflx its corporare Soe3I. 
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EXJ{ISIT A. 

Special SlipulatiODS CA;2l901 

1. Tbe Pucc.haset' mUSt compty wilb (be tules ~ reguJatiOllS of the South Coast Air Quality Management

Ois:lricr. '
 

2.. The Purchaser mu~ compIy with. the rules and regulations or the S(3le of California, Regional warer Quality 
Control Board, Los Angetes Region.. 

3. The Purch3&« must: comply with (he Stare ~ California Mining and Reclama4l0tl Aa. 

4. The Pucchasc:J- mUS[ comply with bo<h !he Act of June 21, ll/49 (30 tj.s.C, 54) and S=<10n 9 of the Act 01 
December 29. 1916 (39 SIaL l!64 ; 43 usc, 299). 

S. I" accordance wirh the reguladoI1$ at 43 Cf'R 3602.1-1 &lid36Oll-2, a mining and rcdamatioo plan .hall be 
,ubmim:d [0 the.Authotized Otr'&eer.. O~ will aot COo:llntetlo! until ,admtic.s proposed in the mimng and 
reclamation plan are apprO\'ed bylh" AUthorized 0«""". Submi>siOQ of the aUning and reclamatioQ pl~n must 
be in eeeerdaace with tbe rcSU1ado1lS lilt 43 CPR J602.1-1 and 3<'i02.1·2. ne pl= mUSt Include melUW"CO (0 

preveet huards '0 pUblio bea1th IlJld oafety and mcuur.. Co PC"""'" "WlJIoc=ary lind undue> degradation a:s 
deemed .. 43 CF'R 3600.0-5(1<). 

6. Prior [0 aew wrface disturbance for pic exp'n<iod, m atebaeologiCll ~y must be completed for [be area 
'0 be dlsauebcd "! the Pucc:haser'. expe..... It ....y be cxp<:dient to suney the entire 640 acres at once to avoid 
(uture delays. National Regis'er quaiit>' propertie:<, should &1»'coast Oll the sak parcel, "'11$\ be either avoided 
or mitigated lhtough data rccooery at the Porc:bascr's ""PC"'"'. SliM:.)'. cvaIuallon. and neeessacy miti"..uo. will 
meet BI.M approval md will be J>"I"I'ormed ia accordallCC with lit" provision< 01 Section 106 01 the ",.tional 
Historic Presef\'3fion Act llIld it< implemcntiug regU1alin", (M era Pan 800). 

7. Pnor to new surfac:e disturbaDce Carpir.c::xp1lASioa, a £urttey must be completed ....l the Purchaser-$ expense on 
the. acea below au elevation. 2000 fca, approximacely 2S 4crU, 10 cklennia.e whether the plant epectes 01' habi(.;]( 
of Nevin·s barberry (MaMn;.~)is ptCSOl:lt.. AAy af lhe '$1Jrveyed uea found to be habitat for this species. 
m.... cilbcr (1) not be dislutbcd bylllly ~ l\S$OCialcd with lbe operatic... or (.l) be mitigaled by measures 
included in the miniog and teclam.atiOl1 plan and approved by theAuthorized Ofti=. 

8. No portion of uamlncd materia! of the iCO.a.traet amount or eontracr CA·2D139will be applied to contract 
CA-22901. 
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EXHIBITS 

BUREAU OF LANO MANAGeMENT 
OourQ{J\u, Desert Di>tricl 

Pal... Springs-Sob'h ColISl Resource Area 
.coo So. Farrell Dn.oc, Suire a-:zIlS 

Palm Springs, Califonilil 92262 

PRODUCTION REPORT FOR MONl"H ENDING • 19'-­ _ 

PURCHASER 

CONTRACT NUMBER _ 

QUANITTY REMOVED 

SIGNED:...­ _ 

TOTALS'-­

DATE 

_ 

_ 

Atl8dl ecpies o( all -ishr ticl:ets for tlte reporting period, 

TlwI UIll6Ccd ~~ca Cl1taln.a1 COde (I. U.$..C 10CJ1) .-keC it 1& Cria\iftcl otf'UIc:. to winCwlly",akc I (alSe '1.,cman or ~prescnutlon 10 
any Dcputrncnc cr Apcy -ot'f\<!: UI\IIc4 SUlec ac: to .flY fM(t~ ~(hlC'I icc jurlscs1c'l1oft. A.tt1 pc.r=n 01' pcR4ftl mak.inc l raise; t:(Jl(ctnent 
Of" ~I.,;ga ."_11 k IRltljcct co. (Inc Q(..-p co $10..000 WId _mptisonmcnl rOf'lIp &0 rrlo"C ~f'I" ror e&dI Offc:.ru.e. 
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UNITED STATES
 
DEPARTMENT Of' THE INTERIOR
 
BUREAU OF LAND MANJ\OatENT 

OFFICE:	 PALM SPRINGS·SOtrnl COAST 
RESOURCE AREA 

COl-ITRAcr NO: CA-20139 

CONTRACT FOR THE SALE 0"1' UNITS OF MATERrALS 

This agreemeot is made under authority of tho ad: or July 31, 1947 (61 Star. 681) as amended (30 U.S.CO 601· 
6(4) and the regUlations .hereunder let (orlh in 43 CFTt.,. Group 3600. betweee tbe United States ot America 
(hctcioanet called lhe ·Oovemmentj, aaina d!roush Ihe Authori2cd Officer of 'he Bureau DC 1.411d 
M&USCtnl:fl' (hc.lM.(lC1" c.aJJcd the ·Authoriu.d Otli"'i, .nd Tl'an.mi.. COl"poraucn,. (be-reinalc" called the. 
'Pure.......,.).
 

W1ln""s..&b. That lbe partit:s hereto mutually agree as follows: 

see. L	 ElTec:Ji<rc do~ • The Purchaser will be obfigarcd for all rcrms of 'he ""nl....el opon signing. Tb. 
ptoducdc.o pc:riod tor this conttacl will be:. a. maxim.um. or ten ye.at& with an. effceti'Ye dare begil1rUlJg 
the doy the: ",ining plan, to be sUbllllaed"1ly thc: pun:llascr. is approved by the Aulborizcd om=. 

Sec. 2..	 Contract area· The OOvcm",ent hc:eby sells (0 Purchaser and Purchaser hereby buys from 
Govc.n:ame.nt, un.der the 1erm.J:, 2nd conditions of dais COlIlract.. the rn.i.nerOll materials deserfbed in Sec. 
3 below, for severance. e:;aradion, a~ removal, and oo:up~tion rOf' mining purposes on the 
foRowinll-desaibed lands sku.'ed in lbe County at Los Angeles. State or Canrornia. 

To...... lUp: 4 North, Range 14 West, SB Meridiao, 

Section 1: Lo' 2. SWl/4 NE1/4, NWl/4 SEl/4, SW 114 se 1/4
section 9: sa 1/4 I'IE 1/4, N2 1/4 SW 1/4, 51/2. SW 1/4, Sf: 1/4 
See<lon 12.\ NW 1/4 NE 1/4 
Seaion 16: NW 1/4 N£ 1/4, N 1/2 NW 1/4 

Copuining; 640.16 acres more Of less, 

See. 3..	 Amount and price of matu120ls • The lOCal [lurc:has.e price shall be de.termined by mulliplying the. 
(oral quantiLY or each kind of mUw21 mueriaJ c;le$iE;n8Led by the rcspecnve unit price as set (Oftn 
below, or as ctwllted ,hroug.h rcoppraioal hereunder. 

Price To'al 
De! unil 

Kind of Materials 

Sand and Gravel 14,000,000	 $1,000.000 
.sfIortrot15 
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The" CQDl.rae( measure will be besed aR a IfUde loaded ten 01 linished prcducr (~, sea le), 

Determination by rhe. AUlhorizcd Officer of the: qu:anuly of moau:ri:sls t3.ken shall be by 'QIe.ight and sh311 be 
biDding on Purch= subjoCl to appe.1 only as provided in See, 8. 

See, 4_ PaY"'''''lS, passaGe DC litle.. riok or loss rcAppnli ...... 

Tille 10 m.,eriuls ~old hereunder shIn pass to rurdl.,er only upon severance or en,action 
of 3Rd proper payment Cor cum lIuuc.r;all. No P3tt of lhe milteri31s wid hcreundet iliaIl be 
severed, cdt:tC:lccJ.. or removed by Parchaser until ad\'Dncc pa.yment for soda m31Ctbis bas 
been made ia ~ceordanec wltb the lollowing. 

a)	 The! oid deP<l§i<' for this _et wiU be applled 10 ,h.. first inslallmclU paymer>( or 
the ~aet. Each Uurallrnen( pa,....,M sNon b.. len per eeee DC ,he Cair 
market value or lite total COft(r.1ICI: amount based on appraisal in effect on (be due 
date of eaeb ill5l2llmeJIt paymelll. or lhe bid amcuer, whichever is grC3ter. 

Each .3dditional installmeal payment shall become d'le and payable \\rlchotJt prior 
ocuee whenever (be 'JaluCJ of Jnat~~ial.s severed or eX'U':3acd heTcunder shall equal 
the: sum of [he. f'LrU and sUbsequent instQllmenrs afre3dy paid by lhe Purchaser, or 
on t.he :annivcnary d!llC Or the previous 1ns&i1Umcnc payment. whiche'tU is sooner. 

The ID[:ll purchase ptic:: shall equaJ the: sum of the total quantifies $Covered ::J.nd 
removed Or designarcd rot' .severance 3hd .-emo1r.l1 under the tcrnu or this contza~ 
mulliplUod by the royall:)' rarc in elreol at ll1e lime advance paym_ Is made, The 
b3Janee due \I.fherc le.1!l rbln a fllU in!it2I1Mcn1: te:n13ins [0 be paid upon !he. "'total 
price"- will be. lhe value Dr tnateriai remaining (0 be $C.vcrcd and rc;moved tOI whi~ 

.dvanec paymon. '"" nor oIread)' been lIlade. TIle lOlnl perehese price mU5l be 
paid prior 10 siJ<ly (60) days belote O1lpiralion da,e DC Ihe eontraee, 

If a~y addilional hwaJlmenr payment is "01 made by c:bcLime required under thi5. 
secrlon, ope-radons under c:onlrad sh.i::Ill be suspended immcdiarcJy and no 1T13leria!3 
m:lY be removed rrom conttad. area during the pc.riod of such suspension. 
Male~ial5 severed. cxtC'iletcd. Of removed d\lnng any ~uc;h period. of suspt:mlon shall 
be deemed lakeD in tr...pass and be <horsed to and paid 10' by Pu,dlaser >t triple 
the unit conlJ'aet price rbcrcfof, or :ll lriple the Te:a(1pI'"8ised unit price if 3 
rCOl'pr.lisal has been mad.. Resumption DC taking will be audtori2ed in writing. by 
'he Autbori=d omee , only .1= such roquired paymonu h .... been mId.. Any 
suspensien under tbio I~n shan not be .dded '0 the period of the conm":I. 

b)	 Risk of loss • l"Utc:ha.sCl' shall assum¢ complete. riSk or loss Cor all materials, lide to 
which h3s passed. rf material coYerCd by lhis eenrraer, til1~ ro which has nor passed, 
is damal;ed 0' destr~d. Purd>ase' sh,1I be liable Ior .1110ss surrered ;f Purchaser, 
his contractors" or subcanUilf;lOf$. or cmpl~ of any or thCIQ, are di~c:tly or 
indircc:rly fnpoQ-Siblc ror Ihe d:amaSI:, If such matcr'W i:s da.maged Or d.e£lroyed 
without fault On ll1eir 1"'.... Purdlaser ~hall be liable ror I~ sUSlained to the extent 
that Ir ts c.u.scd by his 'Inure to sever, e.kttaa. or remove, the damaged ma[crial 
unde:r the drOJmslances and terms of lhis Conlr3ct ~cept 1h~t nothing herein sbllU 
k construed (0 relieve eSther party from liabilily ror breach of COntract or any 
Wl'ongtUJ Of' nesl'ipar act. 

e)	 The price per shari lOG or finished p'odua ro, wbich paymen,' is made dUring lbe 
firsl four years rollowins a.pproval n( the mining plan by the AUlhoriu:d O((ic.e!' 
shan be Ibe bid royalty of SO.50 per shon IOD, ond shan n<>t be subjeCl (0 
tcapprnisaJ during that four )"Cat period. Tl:u: market vahle of the mat.erial ror 
which p.ymenr has lot )'Cl beea made shall be rc:aPl'rnised at th .. ""Pi'~lion of fou r 
ycar.s and al inrervals of nOC less than every two yl!.2lrs thetc:lfler in accordance with 
th~ regufnrions. s,e[ Conh in 43 CFR Sec:lion 3610.1·2(b). Afler the first four ye3r$ 
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the n~vaJP.y 'Will be. Ole bigber 0( ehber (he orisifl;JI royahy bid o( $0.50 per Shoft [On 
Or thc· market value iIS csu.blished by ::t.ppt:liul. 

<I) Rr.:filnds or ete4it5 win be made. to the Pun;.has.a 3S pcrmiucd by the resulati9lU 
set Corth in 43 CFR seaioa 3610.1-4. 

Se.t=... 5.	 Bond;­

.) The Purch~ oball withe30 wy period ..rlcr recetpt or thLs. contract filo with in th 
the; AI.ubotiz.cd all mQintain aL all urees the boQds requited Ul\det the 
n:guJatiolJ5. in ~lO.l- 0 be- r~l'nidted :u a condition to the Issuance or this 
contraa in tho~ aLt ""'Y per con' DC thc fair morkol ""Iue of tho '0,01 
conlr.1Cl. amount. 

b)	 If oil terms of the contract ...0 not faiti-fully and fully I""fotnled by Purehaser. the 
pc.fO<Monce bond required by 43 C1'R 3610,1-5 ,hall be forfeited to the: amoUot DC r;
damalF' dCl.....;_ by the ....u'horiz.d Oll\eer. If damage$ oxeecd the "",nun, 01 
the bond, Purchaser hereby ac:l:nO\\llCdses liability for such excess. Upon 
...,isfaetory penon...n.,. of lhia contrAct. the bond' ,hall be ceneeted, 0. it ....b Dr 
United States boad& wens rumisllcd in Ileu 01 a s.urery bond. JUcb cash Or tcCuritics 
shan be. reCUtlled to Purehuer. 

c:)	 Wbene\'Cr any bond fumished unda lhb contract is. foun.d uft$.Qttsfactory by the 
Al.lcIJ.Qrized OCliIl;Cl", he Qr.sbe. may require a new bond which ts s.u:isIllC(ory eo him 
Or her. 

E:lcpit'Olioa of ""nlnet • 11>is contraCt shall expire wh=n I.... 100ai amount or materials sold has been 
severed a.nd remo'lCd or 10 yeaR Clom die:: e.trcaiYC d3.lC or ehe prodUCIion period unieu lUI 

egc:Miol1 of time is.g,r;;.n(cd~ 

see, 7	 Equal oppo«unifY douse - Thil permit'; subjccr to the provisiollS of Exocut;"" Ord= No. 11246 01 
Sept 24. 19l5S. as amended.. which sets ronb. die:: noMt.'Ca'imimr.(ion clauses, A c:opy of this order m~) 

be obtained C'OIl1 the siSning offICer. 

see, 8	 A.ppeal - An appeool f,om a decision by the AUlhoriud OlflCCt may be made por,uant to 43 CFR 
Part 4 And 10 the Inlerio. Boud of land Appeals (ItlLA). 

S~~d reserved items· The righlS oCPurch..er shall be subject to ,be resul";o"" I'l.43 
CFR Chou (which. ate made :a. part of lhis contract). and the £onowing stipula.tionS marked 
Exhibit-. which are all.aehed beeeto ::ll'ld made a part hereof. The attached stipUlations appear as 1 
p~se wear"". 

Tally wcilPtt tid:clS will be rcqWl'ed lO be furnish<:d (0 the AUlhori-z.ed OOiIf;C1'".. Weights wil 
be trti.1de of finished product It certilil:d BClles. at lhe pit ske or ..nother point approved by 
the Authorized Officer. All Uckets must show the Rlalerial weight. time of weighing aad 
_ighmastcrs ';gn'llut'C, ancS sh.al\ also indllde gross weigbI. rare weighl and caleulared net 
weisht Wlless onothe. method oCIhe weiahing is app.o\'ed by tho Authorized Om""r. AU 
welghlS will be a"ached 10 a mond>ly .eponlng (orm (I!xhlblt 8). Each report form and 
a,..ched wei"'l lickets sball be senl to the AUlhoriud Officer nO later thon 10 days af,er 
the t'C:port moneta_ 

The Authorized Officcl'" may grant an o:tension or lime up (0 one year in accordance with 
lbe fCguratioos·ln c;ompcnp,cion rOt" periods of mine plan review exeeedi"s sbe months. or 
legal challeng.. luling more \ban si>: monlhs which inhibil fulfillmenl of the eontraer by the 
Purdmset. This doe.s DOt Umic'thc. Authorized officer from issuing an extension of the 
c:onlri!let fot other rcasoM 3l.UJaori2Cd by the reg,ul_lians. 
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Sec. 10	 i'0l'~ Majeu," • The l'urchascr sh,,11 oQ/.be deemed 10 be i. dcfoull in the performance of \he 
lerDtS of rhls C:QMra,<:t if Puteha6Cl' is ptcYent~ from ~ng. or removing sand and gra-rd (rom tbc:. 
s.ubjcd. pf'opc:ny, Of otherwise pR:Yl:nfed rt'Otn pct('orming tho (t)rtll$ of the mn.tta¢, by QUSCS 
herd ;[[.£Onlrol, u.c:Iuding. bur withoul being Gmiled 10: aa. of Ood 0' the public ""=y, 
mlcrf"""n='<uungs or ~cW_ by muaidpal, (etlual. Slale. Of Dlhe, governmental agencies, boar-d, 
tll co.aaiiSslons; any laws: aod/or leguJalioQS or such munidpa~ S13te., federal. Dr other governmental 
b<x/ies; And allaaroph" <CSllking £to.. Dood, fire, cxp;osion. or othes- c.o= beyond Ibe eonrrol of 
the l'1Ircbaser. If ony of Ibe ..oCod coJ1tingco<i.,. ,,"ur, Purchaser .hall immediately give the 
AwhOli:ed OCCicer wriU~rt eeetee 0.( the Qusc. or tbc deby of production or per(orrn.ao<:e. The 
I'lIfd'l=r i! delayed by terce ..ajeure -"'an ese reasomlblc dilill"nee lC ecrrecr Iho eause of delor, if 
coa"",.bl", and if \he """dllion IIw .,...... Ill<: ""lay i< c:onecled, Purch..er shan IrnmedlucJy give 
lhe AUlhorized Office, wrillell noll... r.!IC(CCr ....d .<h.1I resume op".lioR$ under this COfttraCt- IIlbe 
eonditioD .hOlll Q\I«d the del.y CAnJlOt be eorrccred witftla mlQOatha clc:l.pite reasonablo diligence 
by the Purcluaser to _reet the .....ditlou, men the Purehosu "'.y thcrcafier elect to tctminarc Ws. 
contract Wilhout !'urtbe< obligation by sMng wriden _ 10 "," AUlhOl'iud Om""r of the elect",,, 
to lerminate. This shan be In addition ro rlllher lh.n in Iimiral;o" of any right on the part of the 
PurclJucr to ~ek It, n:~cis.slon of.be conma under the dOdrincs of impcs.sibiHly of perfoemance, 
Crusttation (If perpcse or othCt' lcsal pnndplt.S lIS might be applic;abfe. 

r.., Witn~ whc....eoC. (he. partic:.s hereto have. e.u:cuted this conu-ad as the day first above writtcn. 

PLlrc:lltier	 .",.-t:Il>INid srsees of America 

(Individual or finn nAme)
 
4760 Valley Boulev&~d
 

Los Angeles. Ca11forn1~ 90012
 
(Adclrcss)

D.. e.c,Q a ~ 

MarCh	 8. 1990 
(D...) 

If tbls contract is e~Ied by 4 c:orpocatio", it m~l arruc ib COrpl'Mtle $081. 

(Dote) 
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Pus' 1 of 1 

EXHIBIT A 

Spcoial Slip.lations CA·ZOl3? 

L The Purchaser musa comply with the rules and reg,ul4tioru or the South Coast Air QuaJity Management 
Dislnet# 

::10 The: Purdlascr mus, comply wllh the rules end reSUlation$ or the Stilte of e:.lifor"io. Regional Water Quality 
<:Ontrol Board. Los Angelos Region. 

J The Purchaser must comply willt the Slale of Californil> Mininll and Rulo.maLioo Act. 

4. Th .. Pucchaser must comply wirh bo,h the Aor of June 21, 1949 (30 US.c. 54) and Section 9 of ,be A", of 
D=bcr 29. 1916 (39 S'nL 864 ; -c U.S.CO 299). 

S. In -.lccurd.llnec wilh tbe teg\llations er 43 CFR 3(5Il2.1..1 and 3604.1-2. a mining. and redarnalion pla.n shall be 
$ubmirtecl ItQ the Au1hQl'iz.c:.d Officc.r within 90 cIa)S of rec:dttt of this eomract, Operations will not. c:omQlGnce 
until &QMllC$ pc'(lposcd in the mining and ..cd,qmoation plan arc 1"~~1I'tCd in eeeordaeec with the Narional 
Envirol1t1\c.nt.:1.1 Policy ~ and approved by the Authoriud orn~. Submission Df the mining aDd reclamation 
plan must be in aeeocdanc:e with the r~sublrions B. 43 em 36021·1 A'ld 3602..1-2, The plans must include 
tnc;asLlrcs to prevent hazards to public health ;and s.::arc.lY :and me3SI.uC$ [0 prevent unnecessary and undue 
degradation as d.r",ed a, 43 CJ'R 36OO.o-S(I<). 

(i~ P('or Co new $l.trCace distu'C'ba~ce COC' piC expansion.,.an ...chllcol~gi~alsurvey must be eorapleeed (oC' the erca 
co be d~rbed at the P'lU"cbser"s u:pensc. II maybe c:xpcdicJJl 10 survey (he entire. 640 aQ'"CS al once (0 avoid 
future elelays. Nalional R.esister quality ptopertie.<, .houl4 anyexisl on ure £ole parcel, ",us, be either avoided 
or ",itiga'ed lhroUgh cbla recovery a' the l'Utdlasct's ~nse. Survey. CV3luallon, and necessary milig;ation will 
meet BLM appro...al and will be performed in accorcIance wilh the prov;.ions of SCClion 106 of she National 
Hi£toti.c Pt'eservation Act and il~ implem'Cnttng rcgWouions (36 CF'R P.tt 600). 

7. friar 10 new surface djs(urb.lJ,~ for pit expansion. a survcr mlUt be completed at [he PUtch.:J~er·$ expense OM 
tfu: area below an elewc.ion 2000 feet, approximately 2.S acres, to determine whether lhl; planr species Or habitat 
of Nevin's barberry (Mi'lhMia nevin;i) is ptesenL /VIy n( tbe ~I~.>"=d area found [0 be. habilat ror this species 
must either Q) nil(be <Iinurbed by any aetMty lWOCialcdwilh Ihe ~~riilton, 0' (2) be mitig.ted by meseaces 
incllJded in the mining and reclamation pTaa and approved b)' the AUlhori%Cd Ortic.Gr. 
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EXHIBIT B 

BUREAU OF lAND MANAGEMENT 
CaJifocni& OC$CIt District 

Palm Spriu/l"-S<>ulh coau ~lItCC ATea 
4QO so.. Farrell Dri'Ic, Suit" 8·105 

him SprinSS. caUfornia 9226~ 

PRODUcrrOl'l REPORT FOR MONTH ENDING 

PURCHASER 

, 19~ 

_ 

_ 

COl'lTRAcr NUMBER _ 

QUA.N71TY REMOVED 

SIGNEO'-­ _ 

TOTALS'-­

DATE 

_ 

_ 

Ntach wpies nf all weigbt tickel' for the reporting period. 

'T\c United SlatC5 Crimi,ull Cc4c (18 U.S.CO 1001) md:c:s jc .. crimiru.f O«enu (0 ~lrul1J' mil!;;c • false; .n.'cn'lc::nl or Il:p~tatiOf'l to 
qy Depsn~ or ~ or the Uallcd SlillCS a. 10 ."y tMtUf -tlftil'l iu. j"lri:$dktian. My pcrsoa or persons Ntini: I (;;Ilse "U.lcmCnt 
or rcproescnlation sh.all ~ ~je<l 10 il (inc ol up 10 510.000 .l\d impnfOnou:nt £or II.p to (rYe )IC:lIIK tOr cadt offcl'l"" 
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Record of Decision for the Soledad Canyon Sand and Gravel Mining Project 

AppendixC 

Biological Opinion for Transit Mixed Concrete's Application to Mine Sand and Gravel 
in Soledad Canyon, Los Angeles County, CA 
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Q '"• United States Department of the Interior 
~ 

. '" 
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE D. ". H;'~'" VenbJra Fish and \Vildlil'cOfficc: 

2493 PortO"a Road. Suite B 
venmre, C:Jlifomill 9300) 

January 14, 1998 

Memorandum 

To: State Director, Bureau of Land Management, Sacramento, California 

From: 
l?Ji IL, v1.,dt.­

Field supe~, Ventura Fish and Wildlife Office, Ventura, California 

Subject: Biological Opinion for Transit Mixed Concrete's Application to Mine Sand and 
Gravel in Soledad Canyon, Los Angeles County, California (6840 CA930.6) 
(I -8-96-F-41) 

This biological opinion responds to your request for formal consultation with the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (Service) pursuant to section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as 
amended (Act). Your request for consultation was dated July 30, 1996 and was received by us 
on August I, 1996. At issue are the impacts that the approval of a mining and reclamation plan 
for the proposed operation and reclamation of a sand and gravel mine by Transit Mixed Concrete 
(TMC) in Soledad Canyon, Los Angeles County, California, may have on the unarmored 
threespine stickleback (Gasterosteus aculeatus williamsoniy, a federally endangered species, 

This biological opinion was prepared USing the following information: the biological assessment 
for the subject action (Bureau of Land Management [Bureau] 1996); informal consultation 
among our staffs and TMC; and our files. 

Biological Opinion 

It is the opinion of the Service tnat the proposed action is not likely to jeopardize the continued 
existence of the unarmored threes pine stickleback. 

Consultation History 

The Service provided a draft biological opinion 10 [he Bureau on March 19, 1997. After 
reviewing the draft document with TMC, the Bureau provided comments to the Service by 
memorandum dated September 22,1997. The Bureau's and TMC's comments have been 
addressed in this final biological opinion. 
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2 State Director (1-8-96-F-4!) 

Description of the Proposed Action 

The Bureau may approve a mining and reclamation plan, submitted by TMC for the mining of up 
to 56 million tons of sand and gravel over a 20-year period from lands adjacent to the Santa Clara 
River in the lower Soledad Canyon area ofLos Angeles County. The proposed mining ofa 
conglomerate rock formation on a ridge adjacent to the river would occur on a site that was 
previously mined for about 20 years, which has resulted in the disturbance of approximately 
45 acres of the hillside. The existing mining site has not been reclaimed. TMC's proposed 
project calls for the mining of an additional 115 acres, establishing processing facilities, 
backfilling excess natural fines on the site, and reclaiming the mine site at the termination of 
mining. 

To obtain water for the mining activities, 1MC has leased riparian properties and submitted an 
application to the State Water Resources Control Board, Division of Water Rights to appropriate 
water from the Santa Clara River underflow, The water would be pumped from wells tapping the 
underflow of the Santa Clara River. 

The proposed mining and reclamation plan may change due to varying market demands, actual 
geologic conditions encountered, and changing regulations, The mining and reclamation plan is 
subject to modification by the mine operator to meet these unexpected conditions, provided that 
applicable regulations are met. 

Previous mining operations left a large excavation on the south side of the ridge. TMC plans to 
mine on the south side of the ridge to minimize surface disturbance and visual impacts, Several 
excavations are planned on the south side of the ridge starting at higher elevations and sloping 
downward at angles approaching 45 degrees, Approximately 82,7 million tons of materials 
would be mined to produce 56.1 million tons of aggregate product and up to 26,1 million tons of 
backfilled fines. Any remaining fines would be sold. A till area for excess fines would be 
established on the north side of the ridge and in the mine cuts On its south side. The area on the 
north side will be used for fines storage throughout the life of the site; however, revegetation of 
this area will be sequential as filling proceeds and benches are prepared for reclamation. 

If the maximum mining production occurs, the ridge elevation would be lowered from 
approximately 700 to about 500 feet above Soledad Canyon Road, Several existing ravines on 
the north side of the ridge would be filled. !fmining is discontinued at the end of the contract 
term, TMC will revegetate disturbed ground surfaces, Funds for the reclamation of the site have 
already been guaranteed by TMC through posting a bond with the Bureau, State, and the County 
of Los Angeles (County), 

The mining operation would be entirely outside of the floodplain. Permanent watercourses are 
absent from the mining area. Seven desilting basins would be constructed before subsequent 
project work or mining commences in the catchment area above each watercourse. A Storm 
Water Pollution Prevention Plan has been prepared for the project that describes the stormwater 
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State Director (1-8-96-F·41) 

management practices for all phases of operation (West Coast Environmental 1993a in Chambers 
Group, Inc. 1996). 

Clearing of vegetation will occur only prior to the onset ofmining in any area to reduce the 
potential for erosion. As mining and backfilling or storage of fines proceeds, areas will be 
seeded with a plant mix designed to reduce erosion. 

The following facilities would be located at the mine site: aggregate plant, batch plant, fuel 
island, truck washout, truck scale and scale house, service and maintenance building, stockpile 
areas, water tanks, dust pallative storage tank, office, and parking area. Construction of the 
facilities would proceed after the site is graded and the access road is developed. Facilities 
would be completed in accordance with the standard ccnstruction practices and zoning and 
grading ordinances of the County. 

The fuel island would include two 6,000· to JO,OOO-galion above ground diesel storage tanks, a 
propane storage tank, I ,ODD-gallon waste oil tank, three 250- to I,OOO-gallon fresh motor oil 
tanks, and a I,OOO-gallon hydraulic fluid tank. The plans for construction and installation of 
these tanks have been designed to meet the requirements of the South Coast Air Quality 
Standards and County fire codes. Two 600,OOO-gallon water storage tanks would be built in the 
facilities area. All tanks are addressed in the Spill, Prevention, Control and Counter Measure 
Plan (West Coast Envrronrnental 1993b in Chambers Group, Inc. 1996). All oil wastes collected 
onsite will be disposed of at a certified oil recycling center. 

Approximately 15 employees would be onsite during Phase I; approximately 30 would be onsite 
during Phase 2. The exact number of employees would depend on the market demand for 
material at any given time. 

Water would be used in several aspects of the operations, including aggregate production, dust 
suppression. compaction of fines, ready-mixed production, and truck washing. The water system 
proposed for the aggregate production has been designed to conserve water. All of the water 
used will be recycled onsite. No point source discharge to the river is planned. The solids that 
are collected during recycling of the water, including the flocculating agent, would be blended 
with the waste fines for compaction onsite. 

The proposed mining operations would require approximately 442 acre-feet of water per year 
during Phase 1 and 746 acre-feet per year during Phase 2. The Water would be supplied from 
three wells located adjacent to the Santa Clara River with on-demand pumping and an above 
ground pipeline to the facilities site. 

TMC and the Bureau have proposed the following mitigation measures to reduce the adverse 
effects of the proposed action Onthe unarmored threespine stickleback: 
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I.	 four existing monitoring wells will be maintained to monitor water levels of the Santa 
Clara River underflow during the life of the project; 

2.	 surface flows of the Santa Clara River will be monitored during the life of the project at 
locations to be determined in conjunction with responsible agencies prior to the start of 
mining; and 

3.	 the riparian and aquatic habitat in the immediate vicinity of the site will be monitored as 
detailed in the proposed habitat protection plan. 

Monitoring will begin each season when the reach of the Santa Clara River near PI dries (Figure 
3.2.4-5). TMC would not monitor flows in years with high precipitation and year round flow 
throughout the reach from Bear Creek to the Pole Canyon Fault because unarmored threespine 
stickle backs would not be affected by pumping under these conditions. 

In years when surface flow is absent from this reach, aerial photos of this portion of the river will 
be used to provide the base for mapping. Information on both natural changes to the streambed 
and man-made streambed alterations at River's End Trailer Park will be recorded, and perennial 
riparian vegetation will be mapped. The aerial photo and map will be verified by field inspection 
and perennial riparian vegetation. pool formation, emergent and aquatic vegetation, and the 
streambed alteration at the River's End Trailer Park will be described or documented by 
photographs. A survey for unarmored threespine sticklebacks will also occur along this reach. 

After [he initial description of the monitoring reach, monitoring stations will be established for 
the remainder of the season. If River's End Trailer Park has not altered the streambed, 
monitoring stations will be setup every 100 meters (m) along the monitoring reach from the 
springs near P4 to P6. If'River's End Trailer Park has altered the stream, monitoring stations will 
be established every 50 m from just below the trailer park alteration to P6. Measurements will 
also be take" at the springs upstream of the inlet to the ponding produced by the streambed 
alteration and at the outlet from River's End Trailer Park. Monitoring will also occur at the 
Forest Service campground upstream of the project to serve as a control site. 

During the dry season. monthly sampling at the stations will be conducted using transects across 
the river to measure flow. depth. oxygen levels, and water temperature. TMe would be required 
to reduce Or stop pumping the underflow of the river when certain action levels are reached. 
Water pumping will be reduced or stopped when any combination of two or more ofthe average 
measured parameters for the monitoring reach do not simultaneously occur at the control site 
upstream ofthe project area. The parameters and action levels.are as follows: 

I.	 Flow: three measures will be taken across the stream from the mid-point and half the
 
distance to the banks of the stream on either side. At each point, three measures will be
 
taken and averaged. The flow measurement will be taken with a pigmy flow meter or
 
other equivalent equipment. The action level would occur when the flow decreases
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25 percent or more from the previous measurement and the difference in the change in 
flow is significantly different (using standard statistical methods at the 0.05 level) from 
the changes at the control site. 

2.	 Depth; three measures as outlined for the flow measurements above. The action level 
would occur when the mean water depth of the stream decreases by 25 percent or more 
compared with the previous measurement. 

3.	 Oxygen: five measures will be taken across the stream from the mid-point, half the 
distance to the banks and either at the edge of the emergent vegetation or the edge of the 
streambanks, whichever is found at the monitoring location. The action level would 
occur when the mean oxygen level falls below 3.0 milligrams/liter. 

4.	 Temperature: three measures as outlined for the flow measurements above, The action 
level would occur when the mean temperature of the stream exceeds 27 'C. 

Seven permanent stations have been established on the Santa Clara River in the vicinity of the 
proposed TMC facility to monitor water quality. Baseline water quality data and general stream 
conditions have been collected and evaluated on a regular basis by the Chambers Group since 
July 1990. 

The operational adjustments that will occur if the action level is reached include one or more of 
the following: 

a.	 seasonal adjustments of sand and gravel production through stockpiling of materials; 

b.	 seasonal management of concrete production; 

c.	 stockpiling excess fines temporarily to eliminate water used in the compaction process; 

d.	 increased use of dust pallatives for dust control; 

e.	 temporary reduction or cessation of pumping of river underflows; and 

f.	 cessation of mining operations, if necessary. 

TMC has also proposed to remove giant reed (Arunda donaxj from riparian areas on non-Forest
 
Service land adjacent to and downstream of the mining site. The U.S. Forest Service (USPS)
 
currently removes giant reed on its lands along the Santa Clara River near the mine.
 

The habitat on non-Forest Service land from just above the junction of Agua Dulce Creek and tile 
Santa Clara River to the permanent unarmored threespine stickleback habitat at Station 6 just 
below River's End Trailer Park would be evaluated annually to determine where giant reed 
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occurred. Removal would be contingent on receiving permission from property owners in the 
area and would be coordinated each year with the USFS, 

Plants would be cut and the stumps sprayed immediately with Rodeo. The cut vegetation would 
be removed from the river corridor and shredded and disposed of at a landfill or burned. The 
removal would be conducted in late summer or early fall when the plants will be near the end of 
the growing season and the herbicide will be more likely to be transported to the roots. 

Effects of the Proposed Action On the Listed Species 

Species Account 

The unarmored threespine stickleback was listed as endangered in 1970 (35 Federal Register 
(6047), The following information is summarized from the recovery plan for the unarmored 
threespine stickleback (Service 1985). Currently, the only recognized populations of unarmored 
threespine sticklebacks are located in the Santa Clara River and its tributaries, San Antonio and 
Honda Creeks at Vandenberg Air Force Base, and possibly in San Felipe Creek, San Diego 
County, Competition with non-native fish, inrrogression with other subspecies of sticklebacks, 
and loss of habitat to urbanization were contributing factors that led to the decline of the 
unarmored tbreespine stickleback. 

The area proposed as critical habitat for the unarmored threespine stickleback consists of two 
disjunct stream reaches of the Santa Clara River and a short reach of San Francisquito Canyon in 
Los Angeles County and the lower portion of San Antonio Creek in Santa Barbara County (45 
Federal Register 76012), Along the Santa Clara River, proposed critical habitat occurs near Del 
Valle downstream from Interstate 5_ The other area is in Soledad Canyon; it is separated from 
the Del Valle portion by a seasonally dry section of riverbed from Lang to Interstate 5, The 
proposed critical habitat in Soledad Canyon extends from approximately IA miles upstream from 
Lang upstream [0 Arrastre Canyon; during the dry season, portions of this reach of the river are 
dry. The Soledad Canyon portion of proposed critical habitat is located adjacent to and upstream 
from the mining operation proposed by TMC; consequently, the Bureau did not request 
conference on the proposed critical habi tat. 

An important component of unarmored threespine stickleback habitat is the slowly moving water 
found in pools and riffles. When in water that is moving rapidly, they seek shelter behind 
barriers or in algal mats. Unarmored threespine sticklebacks feed on insects, small crustaceans. 
and snails, and to a lesser degree, on flat worms and nematodes, Unarmored threespine 
sticklebacks make their nests where ample vegetation and a gentle flow of water are present 
(Sasaki et al. 197.7 in Chambers Group, Inc. 1996). Young fish tend to be found at the shallow 
edges of streams in areas of dense vegetation (Chambers Group, Inc. 1996). 



Oi/~~/OO 17:35 rAX U1ij U78 46UU B1M CA SLaLe Dir ore 141 OJ5

7 Slate Director (1-8-96-F-41) 

Analysis of Effects 

The proposed mining operation would not occur within habitat of the unarmored threespine 
stickleback. However, the pumping of water from the underflow of the Santa Clara River has the 
potential to affect the stream's hydrology, particularly during those times of the year when the 
flow of water is at a minimum. Therefore, the Bureau and TMC focused their analysis of the 
potential effects of the proposed action on the stream flow and water withdrawals. The Service 
concurs with this approach. 

The following information on precipitation and river flows is summarized from the biological 
assessment (Chambers Group, Inc. 1996). The average annual precipitation within the 
watersheds above the proposed minIng operation ranges from approximately 8 to 23 inches; 
direct precipitation on the property averages approximately 16 inches annually. More than 
90 percent of the annual rainfall occurs between November and April, with most of the rainfall 
occurring from January to March. The lowest amount of rainfall occurs in June, July, and 
August, 

Surface flow in the Santa Clara River in the vicinity of the proposed mining operation is derived 
from the Acton watershed and from direct precipitation within Soledad Canyon. Both surface 
and subsurface flows in the Santa Clara River valley are sustained by subsurface flows from the 
Acton drainage area, groundwater storage within the valley alluvium, and from the drainages of 
local tributaries. During the winter. surface flow is continuous throughout this reach of the river 
and the underlying alluvium is fully saturated. During the summer, surface flow ceases along 
portions of the river. The only portion of the river downstream and in the vicinity ofTMC's 
project site which retained year-round flows is below the pond in the reach near the River's End 
Trailer Park. During periods of high flow, unarmored threespine sticklebacks may move along 
the entire reach of river between Soledad Campground and the River's End Trailer Park. 

The biological assessment also notes that this reach of the Santa Clara River is highly dynamic, 
with even moderate flood flows scouring and depositing alluvial materials, modifying the 
distribution ofriparian vegetation. and altering the surface and subsurface flow regimes. The 
runoff from the storms of early 1993 scoured the streambed to depths as great as 6 to 8 feet in 
one portion of the river and to a lesser extent along the entire stream reach, The course of the 
stream within the confines of the alluvial floor was dramatically altered in many locations by 
these storms. 

The following summary of the potential effects of the proposed mining operation on the water 
resources of the Santa Clara River is derived from the biological assessment (Chambers Group. 
Inc. 1996). TMC estimates that 442 acre-feet of water per year would be used for the first 
10 years of the mining operation. During the second 10 years, total water use is estimated at 
746 acre-feet per year. In both cases, the amount of water that would be used would be increased 
over time to the maximum level predicted for.that phase. TMC anticipates that some level of 
surface and subsurface flow would be maintained in the river downstream of the constriction 
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point at the site of the Old Lang Gauging Station because of the volume of water in storage in the 
aquifer. 

Approximately 757 acre-feet of water are stored in the Santa Clara River alluvial aquifer in the 
vicinity of the proposed mine. Approximately 123 acre-feet are stored in the portion of the 
aquifer downstream of the constriction point near the Old Lang Gauging Station. TMC notes 
that the aquifer from which it would obtain its water is recharged very rapidly when the rainy 
season commences and it tends to become quickly and fully recharged with only moderate levels 
of rain. In the rainy season, aquifer recharge is primarily dependent on infiltration of surface 
flow into the aquifer although some level ofaquifer recharge is continuous as a result of 
underflow from upstream areas. Monitoring data from test wells indicate that the underflow is at 
its maximum during the wet season, but is continuous throughout the year at some level. 

Measured water levels in the permeable alluvial aquifer at the end of the dry season indicate that 
the aquifer is often not fully saturated at that time. Throughout the wet season, while surface 
flows continue in the river, the aquifer is constantly recharged by infiltration of surface flows and 
the sustained underflow of the river. The surface flow of the river at the proposed mine site often 
continues for an additional two to three months into the dry season. Surface flows then cease and 
the river dries upstream from the Pole Canyon Fault. Underflow continues during the dry season 
although the level of flow decreases to some degree. 

TMC anticipates that water withdrawn from the aquifer during the wet season would be wholly 
replaced by inflow. The downstream flow is expected to continue under normal conditions with 
a reduction in surface flows of 35 to 65 acre-feet per month (in the first and second phases of the 
project, respectively). TMC also predicts that the available water in storage in the alluvial 
aquifer would not be significantly reduced during the wet season. 

Surface water flows at the Old Lang Gauging Station between water years 1949-50 and 1969-70 
ranged from 432 to 21,231 acre-feet per year; the second highest recorded annual surface flow is 
9,232 acre-feet. All months had surface flow recorded (Ground Water Systems, Inc. 1993 in 
Chambers Group, Inc 1996). TMC estimates that surface flow at the Old Lang Gauging Station 
would be reduced by approximately 9 and 16percent during Phase I and Phase 2 operations, 
respectively, and acknowledges that the effects of these reductions on the maintenance of 
instream habitats cannot be absolutely predicted. 

. 
During the dry season, pumping would draw down the aquifer. TMC also assumes that surface 
flows would continue but diminish during June and July, and during the late summer and fall 
months, surface flows upstream from the Old Lang Gauging Station would stop. Surface flow at 
the Old Lang Gauging Station would normally continue at the average amounts shown in the 
following table. 
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Month 

Average 
Measured 

Flow 

TMC Water Use 
Downstream Surface Flow 

After Pumping 

(acre-feet Phase 1 Phase 2 Phase I Phase 2 
ner yen.) 

Dry Season 
(no surface flow 
upstream of Pole 
Canyon Fault) 

August 
September 

October 

74 
66 
81 

-38 
-38 
-38 

-65 
-65 
-<is 

36 
28 
43 

9 
1 

16 

TMC states that surface flow downstream of the Pole Canyon Fault would remain unchanged, if 
its entire use during August. September, and October is taken from the aquifer, In Phases I and 
2, the entire drawdown of the aquifer for these months would be 114 and 195 acre-feet each year, 
respectively. Consequently, if the aquifer upstream of the constriction point at the Old Lang 
Gauging Station is fully saturated at 634 acre-feet of water, and if the inflow and outflow to the 
aquifer occur at average rates in a normal rain year, approximately 444 and 309 acre-feet of water 
would remain in storage in the alluvium at the end of the dry season, TMC notes that recharge of 
the aquifer would normally begin in November at the beginning of the rainy season. The 
following chart depicts the expected drawdown throughout the entire dry season, 

Phase 
Wnter In 

Storage at End 
of Wet Season 

TMC Water Use 
June through 

October (acre-feet) 
+ 

Inflow 
Constant 
(average) 

. Outflow 
Constant 
(average) 

; 

Resultant 
Storage in 
Alluvium 

I 634 190 + normal - normal ; 444 

< 634 325 + normal - normal = 309 

In summary, a bedrock constriction of the alluvial aquifer related to the Pole Canyon Fault forces 
underflow of the Santa Clara River to the surface in the vicinity of the Old Lang Gauging Station 
for some distance downstream of this area, flows are perennial. Upstream of this area, surface 
flows cease during the drier portions of most years. Further upstream in Soledad Canyon, the 
Santa CIMa River again supports, perennial flows. 

Under the current situation, unarmored threespine sticklebacks persist downstream of the Old 
Lang Gauging Station and upstream of the projecr area in Soledad Canyon throughout the year 
During wet periods of the year, unarmored threespine sticklebacks may be found continuously 
from deep in Soledad Canyon to near Lang (see Figure 3.2.4-5 from the Chambers Group, Inc 
1996 [attached]) wherever suitable habitat occurs. As the river from the Old Lang Gauging 
Station upstream into Soledad Canyon dries, unarmored threespine sticklebacks can become 
isolated in pools within this reach which will eventually dry. The effects of the proposed water 
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withdrawals on the rate or timing of the drying of these pools cannot be accurately quantified, 
although one can reasonably assume that the water withdrawals can cause the pools to dry 
somewhat earlier in the dry season. 

Consequently, TMC has focused its monitoring and mitigation efforts to ensure that pumping of 
water from the aquifer does not reduce the quality of unarmored threespine stickleback habitat 
downstream of the Old Lang Gauging Station. As noted in the attached table, TMC has proposed 
action levels that would trigger cessation or reduction ofpumping which are well within habitat 
parameters of water quality and quantity for the unarmored threespine stickleback. TMC notes 
that the cessation or reduction of pumping of water from the alluvium would not result in an 
immediate recharge of the alluvium. However, TMC believes that flows to the downstream 
habitat of the unarmored threespine stickleback will continue due to discharge ofwater from 
storage in the upstream alluvium. The amount of water stored in this alluvium will be regulated 
by reducing or stopping pumping as necessary to maintain flows to the habitat. Additionally, by 
monitoring rainfall during the wet season, TMC should be able to plan its water use well in 
advance of the dry months. When a below average rainfall year occurs, aggregate production 
would be adjusted as much as practicable to increase yield in the wet season which would allow a 
reduction in the dry season. Monitoring and use of action levels of water quality and quantity 
parameters that are above critical requirements of the unarmored threespine stickleback should 
ensure that the lag time between the reduction or cessation of pumping and the recharge of the 
alluvium downstream of the Pole Canyon Fault will not result in conditions that are deleterious 
to the species. 

The biological assessment does not provide information on when water withdrawals would cease 
Or be reduced. Under natural conditions, the level of the river would continually drop at some 
rate throughout the dry season. If TMC' s pumping is repeatedly stopped and started, some 
potential exists that the water level in the river downstream of the Old Lang Gauging Station may 
rise and fall in response to changes in the amount of pumping. These changes in water level 
could cause degradation of the stream by causing aquatic vegetation, which is an important 
component of unarmored threespine stickleback habitat, to dry out. Some potential may also 
exist for unarmored threespine sticklebacks and their nests to be stranded, particularly in drier 
years. 

The removal of giant reed from the non-Forest Service properties along the river would benefit 
the unarmored threespine stickleback because this invasive exotic species can reduce the 
abundance of native vegetation and thereby degrade the overall qualiry of the riparian habitat 
upon which the species depends. Removal of the giant reed may also reduce the use of water by 
streamside vegetation at least temporarily. However, the potential effects of decreased shading 
and the natural replacement of the giant reed with native riparian vegetation, which would then 
require water; may reduce the amount of water conserved by removal of the giant reed. 

The actual removal of the giant reed, which would involve workers moving through riparian
 
habitat, cutting stems, and treating the cut stumps with herbicide, can be conducted without
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adversely affecting the unarmored threespine stickleback if all activities are conducted outside 
the stream and pools of water. If giant reed that is growing in water needs to be removed, harm 
to the unarmored threespine stickleback can be avoided by having a biologist familiar with the 
species inspect the area prior to removal to ensure the fish are not present. 

Rodeo, which is the herbicide that TMC plans to use to control giant reed, has been approved for 
use in and near aquatic habitats. Therefore, its use should reduce the potential that unarmored 
threespine sticklebacks could be killed if herbicide is spilled and enters the stream. 

Cumulative Effects 

Cumulative effects are those impacts of future State and private actions that are reasonably 
certain to occur in the project area. Future Federal actions will be subject to the consultation 
requirements established in section 7 of the Act and, therefore, are not considered cumulative to 
the proposed project. 

Developmeut in the watershed of the Santa Clara River has probably substantially altered the 
natural flow regimes of the Santa Clara River, which, in turn, bas likely changed the nature of 
habitat for the unarmored threespine stickleback. Water diversions and pumping of underflow 
are not controlled by Federal regulations and have likely reduced the annual flow in the Santa 
Clara River. The discharge of treated effluent into the river returns a portion of this flow; 
however, this source of water is much more regular and constant than can be expected from the 
region's natural rain cycles. Unauthorized activities along the river, such as private flood control 
actions and mining, have also likely contributed to alterations in the river's hydrology. Potential 
non-native predators of the unarmored threespine stickleback, such as the African clawed frog 
(Xenopus laviuss, are known to exist in the Santa Clara River in the vicinity of the proposed 
action area; the effects of the African clawed frog, which is a voracious predator. on the 
unarmored threespine stickleback are unknown at this time. 

The Service is unaware of any State or private actions which, when considered cumulatively with 
the proposed action, would be likely to jeopardize the continued existence of the unarmored 
threespine stickleback. 

After reviewing the status of the species, the potential adverse effects of the proposed action, and 
the cumulative effects, it is the biological opinion oftbe Service that the proposed action is not 
likely to jeopardize the continued existence of the unarmored threespine stickleback. We have 
reached these conclusions because: 

1.	 the reach of the Santa Clara River which would be most affected DY the proposed action 
normally dries during years oflow rainfall and this drying has not prevented the 
unarmored threespine stickleback from recolonizing this area during wetter portions of 
the year; and 
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2.	 the monitoring program proposed by the Bureau and mc should be able to detect 
changes in water quality and quantity in a manner that prevents long-term effects to 
unarmored threespine sticklebacks and their habitat downstream of the Old Lang Gauging 
Station. 

Incidental Take 

Section 9 of the Act prohibits the take of listed species without special exemptions. Taking is 
defined as harassing, harming, pursuing, hunting, shooting, wounding, killing, trapping, 
capturing, collecting, or attempting to engage in any such conduct. Harm is further defined to 
include significant habitat modification or degradation that results in death or injury to listed 
species by significantly impairing essential behavior patterns, including breeding, feeding, or 
sheltering. Under the terms of section 7(h)(4) and 7(0)(2) of the Act, taking that is incidental to 
and not intended as pan ofthe agency action is not considered to be prohibited taking under the 
Act provided that such take is in compliance with this incidental take statement. The stipulations 
in this biological opinion described as reasonable and prudent measures and terms and conditions 
are non-discretionary, and must be undertaken by the agency or made a binding condition of any 
grant or permit, as appropriate. 

The Service anticipates that unarmored threespine sticklebacks in the reach of the Santa Clara 
River from station Al downstream to monitoring station P3 (the Old Lang Gauging Station) (as 
shown in Figure 3.2.4-5) may be taken as a result of the withdrawal of water from the alluvium 
by TMC, which would be additive to some degree to the natural seasonal drying of the stream in 
this reach. 

The actual number of unarmored threespine sticklebacks that would be taken cannot be predicted 
because the species' small size makes detection difficult and the number of individuals 
inhabiting the area varies. Additionally, determining if a particular fish was incidentally taken as 
a result of drying of the stream attributed to me's activities or if it dies as a result of natural 
seasonal drying would not be possible. 

Successful implementation of the proposed monitoring program and cessation or reduction of 
TMC's water withdrawals should prevent mortality ofunarmored threespine sticklebacks 
downstream of monitoring station P3 (Old Lang Gauging Station). Therefore, the Service does 
not anticipate that the incidental take of unarmored threespine sticklebacks will occur below the 
Old Lang Gauging Station. • 

Reasonable and Prudent Measures 

The Service believes thai the following reasonable and prudent measures are necessary and 
appropriate to minimize the incidental take anticipated by this biological and conference opinion: 
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1.	 The Bureau shall reduce the take of unarmored threespine sticklebacks by including the 
measures proposed by TMC in the biological assessment and summarized previously in 
this biological and conference opinion as conditions of the mining and reclamation plan 
for the proposed action. . 

2.	 The Bureau shall require that pumping of water from the underflow of the Santa Clara 
River cease if the habitat requirements ofthe unarmored threespine stickleback are not 
being met. 

3.	 The Bureau shall ensure that TMe does not use herbicides which are toxic to unarmored 
threespine sticklebacks in proximity to waters of the Santa Clara River. 

Tenns and Conditions 

To be exempt from the prohibitions of section 9 of the Act, the Bureau is responsible for 
compliance with the following terms and conditions, which implement the reasonable and 
prudent measures described above. 

I.	 The following term and condition implements reasonable and prudent measure I: 

The measures proposed by TMC in the biological assessment and summarized previously 
in this biological and conference opinion are hereby incorporated as terms and conditions 
of this biological opinion and shall be included by the Bureau as conditions of the mining 
and reclamation plan for the proposed action. 

2.	 The following terms and conditions implement reasonable and prudent measure 2: 

a.	 If the water quality and quantity parameters reach the action levels defined in the 
attached table (Comparison of Unarmored Threespine Stickleback Habitat 
Requirements and Monitoring Plan Action Levels), the Bureau shall require TMC 
to notify the appropriate Bureau office and to cease pumping water from the 
alluvium of the Santa Clara River until the action levels defined in the table are 
again achieved. 

b.	 If pumping has been suspended until at least the water quality and quantity 
standards defined by the action levels are once again achieved, the Bureau shall 
limit the amount of water pumped from the alluvium of the Santa Clara River by 
TMC to a rate and amount that will not result in fluctuations of the water level, 
water temperature, or oxygen level. This limitation shall remain in effect until the 
onset ofrains during the next wet season. 

3.	 The following term and condition implements reasonable and prudent measure 3: 
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The Bureau shall ensure that TMe uses only herbicides approved for spraying in and near 
aquatic sites, such as Rodeo, within 100 feet of the Santa Clara River when water flow is 
present in the river. Other herbicides may be used, according to their label restrictions, to 
control giant reed on upper floodplain terraces. 

Reporting Requirements 

The Bureau shall require TMC to prepare an annual report for its review by December I of each 
year the mine is in operation or reclamation phases. After the Bureau's review, the report shall 
be forwarded to the Service by January IS. The report shall document the effectiveness of the 
monitoring plan proposed by TMC and the terms and conditions, a summary of the information 
that was collected regarding water quality and quantity from the previous year, a summary of the 
results obtained from the habitat monitoring, and the results of any work to remove exotic 
species. If appropriate, the report shall also recommend modifications to the monitoring plan and 
terms and conditions to enhance the protection of unarmored threespine sticklebacks while 
making them more workable for TMC and the Bureau. 

Disposition of Dead Unarmored Threespine Sticklebacks 

Upon locating dead unarmored threespine sticklebacks, initial notification must be made in 
writing to the Service's Division of Law Enforcement in Torrance, California (370 Amapola 
Avenue, Suite 114, Torrance, California 90501) and by telephone and writing to the Ventura 

. Field Office in Ventura, California, (2493 Portola Road, Suite B, Ventura, California 93003, 
8051644-1766) within three working days of its finding. The report shall include the date, time, 
location of the carcass, a photograph, cause of death, if known, and any other pertinent 
information. 

Care shall be taken in handling dead specimens to preserve biological material in the best 
possible state for later analysis. The remains of unarmored threespine sticklebacks shall be 
placed with the Los Angeles County Museum ofNatural History. Arrangements regarding 
proper disposition of potential specimens shall be made with museum by the project monitor 
prior to implementation of the action. 

Conservation Recommendations 

Sections 2(c) and 7(a)(I) of the'Act mandate Federal agencies to use their authorities to 
implement programs for the conservation of listed species. Conservation recommendations are 
defined as discretionary agency actions which further reduce the take of listed species, implement 
recovery actions, or provide information thar would assist in the management of the species. The 
Service recommends that the Bureau and TMC remove other exotic species from habitat of the 
unarmored threespine stickleback when possible. In particular, any individuals of the African 
clawed frog that are encountered should be destroyed. 
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State Director (1-8-96-F-41) 

The Service requests notification of the implementation ofany conservation recommendations to 
keep us informed of actions that either minimize or avoid adverse effects or that benefit listed 
species or their habitats. 

Conclusion 

This concludes formal consultation for Transit Mixed Concrete's application to mine sand and 
gravel in Soledad Canyon, Los Angeles County, California. Re-initiation of formal consultation 
is required if: (1) incidental take of unarmored threespine sticklebacks occurs; (2) new 
information reveals effects of the agency action that may adversely affect listed species or critical 
habitat in a manner or to an extent not considered in this biological and conference opinion; (3) 
the agency action is subsequently modified in a manner that causes an effect to a listed species or 
critical habitat that was not considered in this biological and conference opinion; and (4) a new 
species is listed or critical habitat is designated that may be affected by this action (50 CFR 
402.16). Any comments or questions should be directed to Ray Bransfield ofmy staff at 
805/644-1766. 

Attachment 



07/26/00 17:38 FAX 916 978 4699

Literature Cited 

Chambers Group, Inc. 1996. Final Biological Assessment for Soledad Canyon Sand and Gravel 
Mining project. Prepared for Transit Mixed Concrete. Irvine, California 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 1985. unarmored Threespine Stickleback Recovery Plan 
(Revised). U5. Fish and Wildlife Service, Portland, Oregon. 



07'26/00 17:38 FAX 916 978 4699 BLM CA State D1r Ofc @045 

\ 

COMPARISON OF UNARMORED THREESPINE STICKLEBACK HABITAT 
REQUIREMENTS AND MONITORING PLAN ACTION LEVELS 

Habitat Parameter 
Observed Habitat 

Requirement 
Action Level 

Water Temperature Upper Limit 30.5 - 34.6°C' 27.0°C 

Oxygen Level Lower Limit 2.0 mg/L? 3.0 rng/L 

Decrease in Stream Depth 15 -32W 25% 

Stream flow <0.1 m/sec" * 
. , . . .•. c. " '. " . 

'.1 Eeldmeth.and.Baskln ~976;BaSkin1974;Sa.sa~.et;al;1977 
• l Sasakiet.al, 1917 . ~': . . ," ',' 

, Chambers. Group observations' of Santa Clara River B4,uDarmo~ed'threespine 
stickleback population as recordedIn Tables 3.2A-2 through·3.2.4.80fthe biological 
assessment. " .." 

4 Joyce 1989 
• 'Unarmored threespine sticklebacks. nest in vegetation at the edge ofshallow poets that 

have. a gentle Stream flow;. however, no exact correlation exists between habltat.and 
stream flow. Therefore•. the action-level for stream flow is a 25-percen t decrease in flow 
that.is significantly different (O.OSlevel) compared to the flow-at the upstream control 
site. 

All references arc from Chambers Group, Inc, 1996. 
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Racord of Deoision for the Soledad Canyon Sand andGravelMining Project 

Appendix 0
 

Findings and Determinations for Historic Properties
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FINDINGS AND DETERMINATIONS
 
FOR HISTORIC PROPERTIES
 

Transit Mixed Concrete Soledad Canyon Sand and Gravel MineraI PrOJect,
 
Los Angeles County, california
 

Pursuant to Section V of the stale Protocol Agreement (1998) betweer1 the Bureau 
of Land Management· California (alM), and the California State Historic PNservation 
Officer, and in accordance with 36 CFR Part BOO, the I?lM has Identified historic properties 
that may be located within the area of potential effect of this undertaking and assessed the 
effect of ttlis undertaking on historic properties. 

The BLM has found one that (1) historic period· archaeologic<il slte i$ peesent within 
the Area of Potential Effect of this undertakinsl. This site has been temporarily designated 
as RMDM-2 pending assignment of a permanent trinomiallel'eoeJ Ice number by the 
Callfamia Historic Resources Information System. 

The BLM has determined that site RMDM-2 is not eligible for Inclusion on the 
National Regi&er of HIstoric Places. 

The BlM has determined that there will be No Historic Properties Affected by this 
undertaking. 

In accordance with the Protocol, BLM has satisfied i1sr~ponsibllities to take into 
account ttl... effects of this undertakil1ll on historic pl'Op!ilfties that may be included or eligible 
for inclusion. on the National Register of Historic Places. 

. ~ 
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