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26. PROPOSED DEMOLITION AND LEASE AGREEMENT - ELLWOOD PIER 
W 9525 

During consideration of Calendar Item 26 attached, Commission-
Alternate Betty Jo Smith questioned whether the Commission was 
bound by the previous stipulated judgment in U.S. v. California. 
Mr. Robert C. Hight, Chief Counsel, stated since this is a mattei 
under litigation, It would have to be discussed during an 
Executive Session, whereupon the Commission adjourned into 
Executive Session for approximately five minutes. When the 
regular meeting reconvened, the Commission approved the item 
as presented in Calendar Item 26 by a vote of 3-0. 
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On January 26, 1978, the State Lands Commission authorized 
the issuance of a demand notice to Aminoil U.S.A., Inc, 
to remove the existing Ellwood Pier constructed under State 
Oil and Gas lease No. 98, extended and renewed as PRC 428.1, 
Santa Barbara County. It was noted, however, at that meeting 
that should an alternative proposal be developed ^in the 
interim the Commission would be willing to reconsider the 
matter. 

Negotiations between the State Lands Commission staff, 
Aminoil USA, Inc. (Aminoil), Atlantic Richfield Company 
(ARCO) and Exxon Corporation (Exxon.) have resulted in a 
proposed agreement whereby Aminoil would remove the seaward 
approximately 790 feet of the Ellwood Pier. The remainder 
of the pier plus a use area would be leased by ARCO and 
Exxon for the purpose of personnel transfer and light cargo 
loading, ARCO and Exxon are currently in negotiations with 
the adjacent landowner to obtain access to and from Ellwood 
Pier and a public road. If ARCO and Exxon are unsuccessful 
in obtaining said access by December 1, 1978, the agreement 
provides that the lease to ARCO and Exxon will not take 
effect and that Aminoil will, upon further approval by 
the Commission, remove the entire pier. Under the terms 
and conditions of lease PRC 428.1, Aminoil is required 
to remove all improvements from the area of said lease. 
In the event the Commission does not release Aminoil of 
its obligations under PRC 428.1 by December 31, 1982, the 
lease to Exxon and ARCO will not take effect. 

In the event the County of Santa Barbara or its successor 
in interest desires at some subsequent date to use the 
pier for recreational or other public use, the new lease 
provides that the State Lands Commission may, by lease 
or permit, authorize said county or its successor, to so 
use the pier so long as the same is consistent with the 
rights of ARCO and Exxon under the new lease. 

The proposed Agreement provides that Aminoil will: 
(1) perform all work in accordance with all applicable 
Federal, State and local laws, codes and regulations; (2) at 
the completion of its work, leave all ocean waters and 
beaches free and clean of all debris except for rubble 
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reef at well locations; (3) obtain all necessary pormits 
and approvals for the proposed work; and (4) provide the 
State with a report of underwater inspection at the completion 
of its work. 

In consideration for the proposed lease, Exxon and 
ARCO have agreed to pay an annual, rental of $24,000 with 
the State reserving the right to fix a different rental 
on each fifth anniversary of the lease. The lease provides 
that Exxon and ARCO shall report to the Commission within 
120 days of the date Its lease becomes effective that all 
existing structures and improvements in the leased land 
are in good sound repair. The lease to Exxon and ARCO will 
become effective simulteueouly with the State's acceptance 
of a quitclaim deed from Aminoil of Aminoil's interest 
under PRC 428.1. 

The staff's opinion is that the removal of the seaward 
approximately 790 feet of the Ellwood Pier would be a prudent 
exercise of the Commission's trust responsibilities. ARCO 
and. EXXON, the prospective new lessees, desire to lease 
only the remaining part of the pier. Their use for loading 
and unloading of personnel and light cargo is consistent 
with the valid trust purposes of commerce and navigation. 
The removal of the aforesaid 790 feet is therefore consistent 
with and may actually assist ARCO and EXXON in their use 
of the remaining pier for those valid and important purposes, 
as well as enhance the piers utility as a harborwork. 

One possible unfavorable result caused by the removal 
of the seaward 790 ,feet of the pier would be the loss of 
a claimed 81-acre eareel of submerged lands. This crescent 
shaped parcel is located 3 miles offshore from the pier. 
California is currently engaged in litigation against the 
United States, where the issue is whether or not the 3-mile 
offshore boundary is measured from the outer end of piers 
(including the Ellwood pier) , or if the piers are to be 
ignored in the determination of the offshore boundary. 
The case is presently before the United States Supreme 
Court, and a Special. Master has been appointed by that 
body to study and make recommendations back to the court 
on this issue. At present, California contends it owns 
a 113-acre parcel created by measuring the 3-mile offshore 
boundary from the end of the Ellwood pier, If the pier 
is shortened as proposed, the area claimed could possibly 
be reduced to approximately 32 acres, a net loss of 81 
acres. The unfortunate aspect of this situation is that 
the State is in a "heads you win - tails we lose" position 
with the federal government. Working through the Corps 
of Engineers' permit process, the United States has In 
the past forced the State to waive territorial gains it 
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might otherwis be entitled to as a result of construction 
extending $06 from the coast. This is what would occur 
if the pier we. y proposed to be lengthened instead of shor-
tened. No reciprocal mechanism exIsts, however, which would 
bring about a federal waiver forpossible lossess of State 
tertitory If existing harbor facilities trr0 removed, 

This project is situated cn Land identified As possesslno, 
.igniCicant environmental values pursum.t to Public Resources 
Code 6370.1 and Ls classified in a Class B us0 category, 
which authorizes limited uses. Staff review indicates that 
there will be no significant effect upon identified environ-
mental values, 

Exhibits: 	A., Land Descripti,on. 	B. Location Map, 
C. Negative DecLaration, 

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMISSION.: 

I. DETERMINE THAT AN EIR HAS NOT BEEN PREPARED FOR THIS 
PROJECT, BUT THAT A NECATTVE DECLARATION HAS BEEN PREPARED 
FAY THE COMMISSION STAFF FOLLOWING EVALUK"ION OF COMMENTS 
AND CONSULTATION WITH PUBLIC AGENCIES WHICH WILL ISSUE 
APPROVALS FOR THE PROJECT. 

CERTIFY THAT THE COMMISSION HAS REVIEWED AND CONSIDERED 
THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE NEGATIVE DECLARATION. 

3. DETERMINE THAT THE PROJECT WILL NOT HAVE A SIGNIFICANT 
EFFECT O? THE ENVIRONMENT. 

FIND THAT THE SUBJECT AGREEMENT AND LEASE WILL HAVE 
NO SIGNIFICANT EFFECT UPON ENVIRONMENTAL CHARACTERISTICS 
IDENTIFIED PURSUANT TO SECTION 6370.1 OF THE PUBLIC 
RESOURCES CODE. 

5. DETERMINE THAT THIS PROJECT IS CONSISTENT WITH THE 
PROVISIONS OF ARTICLE 6.5 OP TITLE 2 OF THE CALIFORNIA 
ADMINISTRATIVE CODE. 

6. AUTHORIZE APPROVAL BY THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER OF A FOUR-PARTY 
AGREEMENT, ON FILE IN THE OFFICE OF THE COMMISSION 
AND HEREBY MADE A PART HEREOF, AMONG AMINOIL USA, INC. , 
EXXON CORPORATION, ATLANTIC RICHFIELD COMPANY AND THE 
STATE LANDS COMMISSION WHICH PROVIDES THAT Amrmom 
USA, INC. WILL REMOVE ALL IMPROVEMENTS LOCATED ON PRC 
428,1 AND NOT LOCA",ED ON THE AREA TO BE LEASED TO ARCO 
AND EXXON, INCLUDING THE SEAWARD APPROXIMATELY 790 
FEET OF THAT STRUCTURE kNOWN AS ELLWOOD PIER, SAND. 
BARBARA, COUNTY, AND ANY APPURTENANCES THERETO, BY 
DECEMBER 31, 1979. 

(Rev. 8 r 78) 
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AUTHORIZE APPROVAL BY THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER OF A LEASE, 
OF THE LANDWARD APPROXIMATELY 1,450 FEET OF TiLWOOD 
PIER AND ADJACENT USE AREA LOCATED ON TIDE AND SaMERGED 
LANDS DESCRIBED TN EXHIBIT "A" ATTACHED HERETO AND 
BY THIS REFERENCE MADE A PART HEREOF, TO ARCO AND EXXON 
FOR THE PURPOSE OF PERSONNEL TRANSFER AND LIGHT CARGO 
LOADING, ALL OPERATIONS ARE TO BE CONDUCTED IN ACCORDANCE 
WITH THE PROVISIONS OF THE LEASE, THE '(?OUR* PARTY AGREEMENT 
AUTHORIZED UNDER ITEM NO. 4 ABOVE ANb THE RULES AND 
REGULATIONS OF THE COMMISSION. 

8, AUTHORIZE THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER OR IRS DESIGNEE TO 
ACCEPT ON BEHALF OF THE STATE LANDS COMMISSION A QUITCLAIM 
DEED FROM AMINOIL UNDER STATE OIL AND GAS LEASE PRC 
428.1 AS PROVIDED IN THE SUBJECT FOUR-PARTY AGREEMENT, 

9. AUTHORIZE THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER. OR HIS DESIGNEE TO, 
ON BEHALF OF THE STATE LANDS COMMISSION, MARY: WRITTEN 
AGREEMENTS WHICH MODIFIY THE TIME RESTRAINTS AND DEADLINES 
SPECIFIED IN THE POUR-PARTY AGREEMENT TO A MAXIMUM 
TOTAL MODIFICATION OF 6 MONTHS OF EACH TIME RESTRAINT 
OR DEADLINE. 

(vPv, 8-4-78) 



EXHIBIT "A" 

LAND DESCRIPTION 

A parcel oC tide and submerged land in the Santn Barbara Channel 
adjacent to Rancho Los Dos Pueblo;;, lit the vicinity of Ellwood, 
Santo Barbara County;  State of California, more particularly 
described as follows: 

BEGINNING at a point which bears N 70° 20' 00" W 366,.06 feet 
from Monument Number 4, said monument being a 6-inch pipe as 
shown on Record of Survey Map Book 3S, page 89, filed in the 
Office of the County Recorder of Santa Barbara County, 
May 17, 19SS, said monument having coordinates of X Si  1,420,819.40 
feet, Y = 54S,145.75 feet; thence continuing from the point of 
beginning the following eleven courses: 

1. S 200  08' W 86.65 feet; 
2. S OS° 21' 21" W 12.21 feet; 
3. S 02° 11' 18" W 197.23 feet; 
4. S 27° 22' if 1184.11 feet; 
S. S 62° 38' E 100 feet; 
6. N 27° 22' t 100 feet; 
7. N 620  38' 00" W 44 feet; 
8. N 270 22' E 1090.36 feet; 
9. N 16° 04' 37" E 348.47 feet; 
10. N 700  1S' SO" W 95.76 feet .; 
11. S 20° 08' W 60.00 feet to the point of beginning. 

EXCEPTING THEREFROM any portion lying landward of the ordinary high 
water mark of the Santa Barbara Channel. 

This description is based on the California Coo,dinate System, Zone S. 

END OF DESCRIPTION 
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NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

AMANOIL USA, INC. 

ELLWOOU PIER * SANTA BARBARA COUNTY 

W 9525 

This Negative Declarntio4 has been prepared by the State 
Lands Commission pursuant to Section 15083 of the State 
plk Guidelines and is based upon a Initial Study to 
Sections 15080 and 15066 thereof. 

The State Lands Commission proposes to remove an unsightly 
and potentially dangerous portion of the existing Ellwood 
Pier located in the Santa Barbara Channel approximately 
14 miles West of the City of Santa Balo)ara and to 
To•abIlitate and lease the remaining portion for the movement 
of men and light equipment involved in oil and gas 
oxpioration and development on Stace and Federal lands. 

The project consists of removal and dismantling of two 
steel oil derricks, removal of decking and support timbers, 
steel: cross bracing, and pilings. Decking and support timbers 
Will be removed by crane; cross bracing by cutting torch; 
and pilings removed to the mud line by pulling and cutting 
with underwa,:e.r cutting torch or, as a last resort, by 
explosives. Concrete oil well and derrick support 
caissons will be demolished by use of explosives with all 
concrete and rubble to be spread to allow minimum 
clearance of 15 feet at mean lower low water. 

Determination 

An initial study has been prepared and it has been determined 
through consultation with all appropriate Responsible 
Agencies that the proposed project will not have a 
significant effect on the environment. 

1, There will be no significant growth inducing impact, 
inefficient energy consumption, air, water, or noise 
pollution, or solid waste problems created as a result of the 
implementation of this project. 

2. There will be minimal impacts upon fish and wildlife. 



1. No punk infid, recroational 8TOO'S v  OT historic and 
archvologleal sites will bo affocteci by the proposal, 

4, No public servicos or utilities will be significantly 
affected by the proposal. 

5, The implementation or this preJoet will not narrow 
the range of beneficial uses of tho environmont or poso 
long-term risks to public health or safoty. 

This Negative Declaration has boon prepared by the staff of 
the State Lands Commission. Additional, copies of this docomont 
may be obtnIned From Tod T. Pukushima, Stato Lands 
Commission, J8O7 . 15th Strec0_, Sacramento, California 958141  
Telephone number: (010) 322-7813, 
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STAT11 OP CALIFORNIA 
STATE LANDS COMMISSION 

INITIAL STUDY 

PROPOSED REMOVAL BY AM1N ►TL USA, INC. 
OP APPROXIMATELY 180 nmr OP ELLWOOD Pin) 

SANTA BAREARA, SANkA EAIWARA COUNTY 
AND THE LEASiNG OP THE SHOREWARD 100 FEET 

TO ATLANTIC RFCHFIULD COMPANY AND EXXON COMPANY USA 

pRoJagy ANI) LOCATION, 

The Ellwood Pier was constructed In 1935 to suppprt oil 
drilling operations on State Oil and Gas has PRC qui in 
the Santa Earbara Channel (see attached Exhibit "A"). The 
lease provided that when the pier was no longer used for 
those purposes the lessee would remove the structUto and 
restore the area. For some time the pier has not been used 
for its original purposes but has served as a etaging and 
supply loadieg area for crews working on nearby offshore oil 
platforms. During that period, the coedition of the structure 
has continued to deteriorate. 

The State Lands Commission in 1972 first indicated :te 
intention to issue the demand notice requiring reMeval of the 
pier. The County of Santa Barbara then indicaced' interest 
in acquiring the, pier and renovating it for recreational 
purposes. Negotiations between the State, Conicity and the 
lessee continued for six years before the Commission determined 
further eegotiations to try to renovate the pier would be 
nonproductive and on January 26, 1978 authorized issuance of the 
demand notice. At that timp, the Commission indicated that 
should an alternate proposal be developed in the interim they 
would be willing to reconsider the matter. 

Subsequent negotiations between the Commission, Aminoil, 
Atlantic Richfield (ARCO) and Exxon resulted in an agreement 
whereby Aminoil would remove the seaward 780 feet of the pier. 
The remainder, after restoration at an estimated cost of 
$75,000, would be leased by ARCO and Exxon 'for the purposes 
of per 	transfer and light cargo loading. 

The lease will provide that should the County resolve 
existing financial and environmental problems related to 
recreational use of the pier, ARCO and Exxon, subject to 
prior approval of the State Lands Commission, would release 
the pier to the County, but would retain their right;:; to use 
the pier for transportation of men and light equipment. 

,146Z 
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The purpose of this project 1 the removal of 
approximately 800 feet of the seaward portion of the pier and 
the leasing of the remainder to Aga) and BXXO11. 

Z. 	 qy TilLpROPOSED P.ROJECT 
The Objective of the proposed operation iS the removal 

of an unsightly and potentially dangerous portion of the pier 
from state waters whilc retaining and making beneficial use 
through lease and rehabilitation• of the remaining portion. 
The beneficial UAW. i5 to make available a facility for Movement 
of mon and light equipment inVolved in oil and gas exploration 
and development on State and Federal 'atlas. 

3. GENERAL DESCRIPTION OP THE PROJE CT 
arm*. 

The project consists of removal and dismantling of two 
steel on dertickS, reMoval of decking and support timbers, 
steel cross bra ding and pilings. Decking and support timbers 
will be removed by crane; •cosrS bracing Vila 00 removed 
by ciattIng torch; pilings Will be remo ►ed' to the mud line by 
pulling and cutting with underwater cutting, torch , Or as a 
last resort, removal with explosives. Concrete oil well 
and der•ick support caissons will be demolished by use of 
explosives. All concrete and rubble will be spread toaIlow 
minimm clearance of 1S feet at maan lower low water (MOM). 
Timbers, piling and steel ;All be restof:ed in a tempora:y 
storage yard located on a 1.9 acre parcel directly north 
and west of the flier cold adjacent to the highway (see 
attached Exhibit B). This Material will l stored for sale or 
disnosal at the Dearest authorized dump site. 

It is proposed to de the work during the months of 
SLIPtchit,tn*i October and November, 1978. 

4, DESCRIPTION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

Present EnVironment 

The present onvironment consists of a long pier of 
approximately 2181) feet. The pier also contains two oil 
derricks. The pier is connected to a road which leads to 
the State Highway. 

S. THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT OP TUE PROPOSED ACTION 

The environmental impacts will be slight and of 't short-
term nature. These include the potential for an increase 
in turbidity caused by pulling of pilings from the ocean 
floor, potential for damage to nearhy acquatic life from 
underwater oxplosive detonations to remove concrete caissons,  
and steel supports, a slight increase in particulate matter an 
the immediate vicinity of the project caused by the movement 
of equipment and material from the project to the temporary 
storage site, 1 slight ineTeaso In air polittents From motor 
vehicle and equipment exhausts, and a slight increase in 
noise levels tiom•vehicular traffic and operation of eoipment. 
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C). APURSE ENVUONMI,NTAL rwrpcTs 
The only adverse impacts from the proposed project have 

already been described and will be minor and of short 
duration. 

tlIT1GATION MEASURES,  PROPOSED TO mimuli TIM IMpACT 

Major mitigation measures are not needed to minimize the 
impact on the environment because the impacts will be minor 
and of short duration and most of the needed mitigation 
Meastires have been implemented in the design of the project, 

The minor and relatively inconsequential adverse effects 
of noise and incremental air pollution from power equipment will 
be minimized to the full-At extent through use of noise Suppres-
sion and emission control heyices. Applicant will be required 
to obtain permits from and abide by the rules and regulations 
of the County of Santa Barbara, the Air Pollution Control 
DiStrict, Department of Fish and Game,, South Central Regional 
Coastal Commission, Regional Water Ottality Control Board, 
U. S. Army Corps of Engineers and U. S. Coast Guard. 

8. ENERGY MITIGATION 

The project 	itself is a mitigation measure for it will 
permit removal of a dangerous and, unused portion of the pier, 
but will also provide for renovation and continued use of the 
remainder by crews involved in the production of oil and gas-. 
Continued Use of this location for those purposes will 
probably also result in a long-term fuel savings by allowing ,  

crew and equipment embarkation from this location rather 
than from some other mote distant site. 

9. ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED ACTION 

The alternative to the proposed action to remove part of 
the pier and restore the remainder is to remove the entire 
strticture. This would preclude the use by oil crews and 
would foreclose any future recreational use by the County, 

The specific alternative of "No Project" is precluded 
not only by the terms of the lease which requires removal when 
the structure is no longer needed, but also by the concepts of 
good planning. Removal of the old, hazardous portion and 
Tenovation of the remainder of the pier will be an 
amprovement to the environment, 

The proposed project could be postponed to some' future 
date. The impacts of this alternative are essentially the 
saw ns those of the proposed project, except that the impacts 
will oe.cur at a later date. The State arras already deferred 
action for as substantial period to provide the County of 
Santa Barl,nra with time to develop its proposal for 
rehabilitation of the pier for recreational purposes. In 
addition to the estimated cost of rehabilitating the pier 
for recreational use ($3 million), there were several,  

74, 
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contingencies which precluded tho Gotinty from developing 
viable plans. Such contingencies ',ncluded the need for 
a new frontage access road, purchase of onshore Supporting 
acreage and wreparation or appropriate environmental documents, 
none of whiChimas funded. 

Howeveri under the proposed project the lease to ARCO and 
Exxon will prOvide for assignment, transfer or release of the 
pier to the County (with ARCO and Exxon retaining rights to use 
the pier) if they resolve their problems. 

10. THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN LOCAL SHORT-TERM USES OF MAN'S 
r:,;TKINITINYMIrrfirTii'MTIMOCANITTNITANCiorsfrairtax-IP.RM 
PrODUC1110W----  

The cumulatixe and long-term effect of the proposed project 
wil benefit the environment, No beneficial use other than 
that describea already 	presently made of the area under 
consideration as no limitations will be impose(L Initiation of 
tyre proposed project is justified because removal of the 
seaward portion of the pier and restoration of the seabed to 
near normal conditions will be an improvement to the environment. 

11. .ANY .IRREVERSIBLE ENVIRONMENTAL CHANGES WHICH WOULD BE 
INTOLVED IN -WE FRIPalirgTioNMITO fr-BI IMPLEMENTED 

There are no irreversible environmental changes which 
would, result from the implementation of the proposed project. 
Use of the restored shoreward portion of the pier for 
transfer of men and light equipment will be a continuation 
of an existing use. 

12. GROWTH INDUCING IMPACT OF THE PROPOSED  ACTION 

There will be a short-term increase in Cho local work 
force during the pier removal and restoration phase, but no 
increase in permanent employees. There will be no new 
demand on existing wastewater treatment plants, sewage 
disposal or further burden on existing community se'.vices. 

13. ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL FACTORS 

In previous paragraphs the full range of potential effects 
haye been discussed. The conclusion has been reached that 
because there are no significant short- term or ion• ,erm 
adverse effects, the proposed pier removal nad restoration 
will have a positive long-term effect on the environment and 
will permit continuation of operations which are an adjunct 
to production of badly needed oil and gas in the area. 
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rl a. Everitts 	. 
Manager, Energy and Mineral 

Re:3ources Bevelopmont 
State :Ganda Division 
100 OceangateSnite 300 
Long teach, C7 90802 

Dear Mr. Ever•tts: 

Thank you for this cIpportunity to comment on the 
proposed projeCtmlatiVe to, removal of 780 feet of 
Ellwood pier and the application to restore and lease 
the reMaining 1400 feet for personnel and light cargo 
transfer. 	• 

It is our belief that if ARCO and EXXON are, leasing 
the Ellwood Pier for personnel and light cargo,  transfer, 
that EXXOU's proposed, contract to use Gaviota Pier for 
a similar purpose should not be granted; that in effect, 
use of Ellwood pier would be substituted for that: o 
•Gaviota pier. 

Gaviota pier intended usage is recreational and we 
do not believe that both of these piers should be used 
by the oil coMpanies. 

In addition to the above wa would like to make the 
following comments: 

.(1) The use of explosives in the removal of pilings 
of the Ellwood pier, would probably reactivate old seeps 
or create new ones in this already seep prone area. 

(2) GOO suggests that all abandoned wells in this 
area be re-entered and tested for leaks. 

0404 ...CM.. 	 Ift..• 	 •. 
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Cly As a condition for approval of the project, 
Bird Island shall be removed at: the same time. 

(4) Tho '$75,000 estimate for restoration is inadequate 
and would leave the pier in an unsafe condition. 
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ES:os 

(1;) XII Secition 3e  under General Doscription of the Project(  
it states 

"Concroto oil well derrick suppoz:t cca.t,:r$enu will ho 
domolishrAl by  Use of (,gplosives. All concro4e and 
),nahhlo will ba tlpread to allow minimum o:Loaranco of 
15 Peet at Mein )'AOWQ1: tow WatotY 

In $eotion 11(  it sayn, 

"Remcwal or the seaward portion will bit 8 restoration 
oC 	natural marin* environmnt" 

Those two statoment;s are in direct_ contradiction, Which 
Is true? 

Againt  thank you for permitting las to make to aso sLatmontz, 

Sincerely( 	, 
./4 
ttakt.e.-e. 	 Ffk 

tllon Sidenberg 
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April 4, 1978 

Mon Sidenhen 
Got 01 Out Ind. 
P. 0 Box' 1513 
Santa 1;UT4hAtl i  CA 9402' 

Dear Mrp. Sidenberg: 

this “, in response to yeur letter dated April ii, 1978, regarding 
the proposal to remove the outer 780 feet of Palwood Pier and 
loaSO the remaining 1400 foot for industrial uses. 

It is understood that if ti=011,' and ARCO pro Successful in obtaining, 
a lease for the use of Iglweed ,Pi or for personnel and light cargo 
transfer, Exxon would withdraw their application for use of Gaviota 
NO. 'However, in any event before the subyect of 'multiple use of 

,Geviota Pier is presented to the 	•nTiao 
public hearing will 'be held in Santa Barbara,  CoUnty, 

The use of eXploSives in the abandonment and removal of the outer 
780 feet •pf the pie will be very limited. Specifically, demoli-
tion of the cement oil well derrick support caissons will require 
explesives• however removal of the pilings will be attempted by 
pulling, cutting at the Mud lino With underwater cutting torch or, 
'aS a last resort, retOval with explosives. 

All wells which 'wore, drilled from Plwood Pier have been abandoned 
in Accordance with the requireMents of the Division of Oil and Gas 
and the rule!; And, regulationS of the Commission. Further, upon 
completion of removal of the outer portion of the pier, an under-
water inspection will be made to assure the effectiveness of the 
abandonmentS. 

the removal of the remnants of 4 pier located on State Oil and Gas 
Lease PRC 44, commonly referred to •15 "Bird Island", is actively 
being discussed with the lessee. As you are aware, such structures 
must be delivered to the State in an acceptable condition or satis-
factorily removed Upon termination of the lease, ,The feasibility 
of using this abandoned structure as pn artificial reef is cur-
rently being investigated. The Department of. Pish and Game has 

,f1  rf 

)00 
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had considotablo success in establishing artificial roofs in certain 
areas along the Sou thorn tlalifornia coaSt. Tho "toppling" or demo-
lition of this st•ticture "in place" may provide beneficial ecologi-
cal etfectS. 

Pollowing removal of the outer 780 feet of the pier, tho remaining 
1400 feet will be restored for use in personnel and light cargo 
transfer. The lessees will be liable for maintaining the pier in 
a safe condition 4nd '101* its removal upon termination of the lease, 
The strOcturaI integrity of the reStored pier will be reviewed by 
a licensed structult1 engineer. 

The last sentence of Section 11 is incorrect and will be deleted 
from The Ini0.41 Study, 

Your critical review of this study is appreciated, and should fur-
ther information be •desired, please feel free to contact my office. 

Sincerely, 

ORIGINAL 56GINIED BY 
D; J. EVERRTS 

D J. EVERITTS, Manager 
Energy and Mineral Resources 
Development 

j,.AD11 :Xing 

bCc 	P. Northrop 

`!' 



• 

Sloto o(' cf► ifo ► lif 

1111 e o 	in U m 

t 	D., J. 'Nveritts, Maunger 
warily and Mineral. Resources 
State Lands Division 

Oeun►otto, Suite 300 
Long Beach, CA 90802 

Develnpmant 

'From t nc,..ptirimqnt yf P'141 onilTyono: -Tilifl - •■44. 	 Olt 

, Subloch RemOval of Approyimateiy 780 Feet of the Itilwood Pier 

We have reviewed the initial study for the subiect project and eould concur 
with a Negative Declaration provided the rolleing recommendations are 
included. 

use Of underwater 
the use of explosivos. 
mirich would result 
remove 47 sets of: 

I. 'rho. reMoval of pilings henceompIished by the 
cutting torches, IT neoessaq, rather than hY 
'is would mance Impacts to Marine organiams 
from the repeated ute af explosive Charges to 
support pilings. 

The use of eXplosives to remove the eKisting concrete oil well and 
dari4ak support cnssions is appropWte. We reeommendthat the 
minimum charge necessary to accomplish the removal he used and that 
n11 'blasting and rubble spreading, if necessary,:be accomplished 
during the .name day. 

A permit to use explosives in State wat► zu vill be required from 
the California Fish' And Gone Comrn1s,sion. 

If you have any gneutiong, pleane contact Mr. Rolf E. Mall, Environmental 
Services Supervisor. Ks phone number is 590-5140. 

.sc 
Roiisart G. Raman 
Regional linnager 

C?py to D. J. Evoritts 
hoyi4X]ymonds, 
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...,......„._ 0,ds Tverttts, Manager 
Plergy,& Mineral Resources Development 
State Lands Division 
100 pcoangate., 	Suite 300 
Long Beach, CA 90802 

Re; negative Declaration for Ellwood Pier 

Dear Mr. ,Everi tts 

Malik you for the additional time 	to comMent on the negative 
TleClaration for ElTwood Pier, We have several concernOyhich were not 
Specifically addressed in l ,e regattle Declaration. In our Permttmiew 
of this, project we will alSO 1,'OgUire2that the applicant address thete 
OW concerns relative to,CetiStal Act'VO' ides. The concerns are as 
follows 

, 
1) More information is neededelt the 1.9 acreeMporary storage yard. 

a) Actual' site,  -location ishot4i4ear.. 
b ilow,long,mill'it be uSed,as a tttitage site? 
c 4s It visible tenighWay 101? 
d Most ,imPortantly the Santa,Barbara County Local Goal tat Program 

(I.CP)' Planning Staff hat identified an area west of Ellwood Pier 
as nnat'ive oraSslan4 1'i their Draft Environmentally Sensitiye 
iat5T5TA,ea1eport Ottioyember 1977 This is not discussed in 
the negative Detlaratidp. 

e) The temporary sterage.site is hot discussed in any detail., 

2 ) A lease arrangement Providing for Santa Barbara County's Use of the 
pier for recreation is mentioned. however, there is no discussion 
of potential of future recreational impacts on Naples Reef, the tide 
pooh or of other environmental concerns, Both Naples Reef and rocky 
intertidal areas have been identified and proposed recommendations 
made in the LCP's Draft Environmentally Sensitive Mabitat Areas Report 
of Novembeu1977.7  

3) We are concerned with the demolition's effects on Naples Reef, an 
iMportant and sensitive marine habitat area. 

4) The immediate use of the pier is proposed for personnel transfer and 
light cargo loading, How is light cargo loading defined? Are there 
limitations placed on type, size, or amount Of cargo to be taken over 
the ,pier? 

We would like to suggest a possible additional use of Ellwood Pier, As ;/ou 
May be aware, Clean Seas, Inc. is looking for potential locations to place 



their oil clean-up booms, Since this 15 an off-shore oil related 
activity and Ellwood Pier presently serves off-shore oil facilities, 
we feel, that this is a very good possible location for tho bOo►  

We further suggest that Clean Seas, Inc. operation be provided for 
in the lease agreement and be considered and evaluated in this envir-
onmental review. 

A final reminder that a Coastal Permit is required for this proposed 
project. Again thank you for extending the deadline 'for comments. 
Enclosed is a copy of the LCP braft. Environmentally Sensitive Habitat 
Report. 

Sfoco.rely 

CCH/PGB/jd 

Copy to D. J. averitts (w/o attachment) 
Roy Mcciymonds (1st/attachment) 
Scott Atkins 
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at= 16, '1978 00, 	South Central Coast Regional CoMmissien 
1744 COASt Village Circle, Suite 36 
San,to Barbara, CA, 03108 

Attention: Mr, Catl C. Hetrick 
Executive Director 

D. 3. EVERITTS 
0»i : STATE 1.AllbS DIVISION 

aottovato t %filo 90tl — LOD itelsti4 CA /0392 

'5ublech 'Negative Declaration for Bilwood Pier 

11Eis 1 in reply to your letter of May 10, 1978, in which you refer 
to several concerns that were not specifically addressed in the 
Initial Study for Bltwood Pier; The conceLns relative to Coastal 
Act Policies and replies to your queries are as follows: 

(1) Re: 1.9-acre temporary storage yard. 

a) 	ACtOal site location is to clear, 

Ans. 	Please see attached map. 

How long will it be used as 	storage site? 

Ans. 	Tram 30 to 60 days. 

c) 	Is it Visible to Highway 101? 

AnS. 	If storage material is stacked to a height not 
exceeding S feet, it will not be visible from Highway 101. 
However, due to economics of storage and the limited time 
use of storage site (30 to 60 days), the visual impact is 
expected to be minimal. In no event will material be 
stacked higher than 10 feet. 

Most importantly, the Santa Barbara County Local Coastal 
Program (LCP) Planning Stan' has, identified an area west 
of Ellwood Pier as native grass/ands in their Draft 
Environmentally SenTaTIVF HaSTUT—T/'*ea Report of November 
197'. This is not discussed in the Negative Declaration. 

Ans. 	"Native grasslands" are not involved in this site 
in any way. The area is an abandoned t:ank 	site. 

The temporary storage site is not discussed in any detail. 

Ans. 	The site, as previously mentioned , is 	abandoned 
tan1:-farm site wall loCal patches of weeds. It covers 



Mr. Carl C. a Hetrick .2_ 	 June 10, ,10711 

approximatoly 1,0 acres and will he tu-,ed from 50 to 60 
days for selectiveIy,stacked portions of the dismantled 
pier. Stacking heights will be arranged' to minimize 
Visibility from nearby U. S. Highway 101, Stacking 
heights Will not exceed 10 feet. 

(2) A lease arrangement providing the Santa Barbara County's use 
of the pier for recreation is mentioned, However, there is no 
discussion of potential of future recreational impacts on 
Naples Reef, the tido pools or of other environmental concerns, 
Both Naples Reef and' rocky intertidal areas have been identi-
fied and proposed redommendations made in the J.CIns Draft 
Environmentally SonSitive Habitat Areas Report of Nevember 11077. 

AllSz 	An additional environmental impact report will be re- 
quired in the event Lhe County e Santa Barbara elects TO 
exercise their option to use the pier for recreational purposes. 
In such instance, both Naples Reef and the rocky intertidal 
are; S to which you refer Would be identified and thoroughly 
discussed. Naples'Repf lies approximately 7.00 feet westerly 
from the'pler, 

(3) We are concerned with-the demolition's effects on Naples Reef, 
an important and sensitive marine ,Habitat area. 

Ans. 	Any demolition or removal program proposed will be per- 
formed only after approval of all pertinent Federal, State and 
local agencies. The operations will be fully observed and 
monitored by such agencies, including the State Department of 
Fish and Game, with complete regard for any and all sensitive 
habitat areas including the Naples Reef. RoweVer, it is not 
anticipated that the proposed demolition operations would have 
any impact en the Reef located approximately 1-1/2 miles away. 

(4) The immediate use of the pier is proposed for personnel trans-
fer and light cargo loading. How is light cargo loading defined? 
Are there limitations place& on type, size, OT amount of cargo 
to 'be taken OVCT the pier? 

Ans. 	Use of the pier will not involve any leads greater than 
SOO lbs. A one-half ton pickup truck will be the only vehicle 
used for work on or in connection with the pier, 

We are aware of the present concern regarding the storage location of 
Clean Seas Incorporated's oil cleanup boom and of your suggestion as 
to use of the remainder of the Ellwood Pier for such purpose. How-
eve•, we realize that considerable time may be required to finalize 
a decision in its regard. 
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Mr, Cori C, Botrick 

The decision to dismontle a port 
	and rehabilitate the remainder 

ol," the pier, we fool, would not preclude modifie,ation at a later 
date of ally lease or agreement to accommodate storage of the booM, 

Thank you for the Droft i'oport, "Bnvironmen“Illy SensitIvo Habitat 
Areas", included with your letter. 

°WWI. f.gkro 
D. 1 EVERtiTS 

D. J. EVMRITTS, Chief 
Division Of Mnerg y 	

MIAOTAi POSOlirCOS 
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OURCI:S AG1:NCY OF CA1001tNIA 

From ; Deportment of Comervolion --Division of Oil and GaS 
Sacromoilt? 

We have reviewed the Comission's proposal to prepare A Negative 
Declaration covering the removal operations and issuance of a 
leuee for continued use :of niwood pier and are in agreement 
with,the conalusion$ regehod in the initial stUdy, 

141 	64,6t-- 
ditxtv 

.1.4 G. Mefferd 
State Oil and Gas Superviso 

I be J• Everitts 
Stott; Lando Division 
LOU Oceangate, Suite 300 
Long Beach, California 90802 

, BAIR.  APR 12 1978 
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S,Ata Harbarb, CAlfornla 93101 

April 11, 1978 

)10WAR1yC414INZIA. 

OmMyMal(uimwtor 
nOrN0011Mo 

Clok us Ow 
Itu.mg 	:itio.(1.1 too. 

TrIvphinic (t+05) 9o,” 411 

I:ht. V1I 

D. 	Evaritts, Manager 
Energy and 'Mineral Resources Development 
State Lands Division 
100 ,Oceanga•e, Suite 300 
Long Beach, CA 90802 

Bear Mr. EVeritts4 

At its regular meeting of April 11, 1978, the Board of Supervisors 
considered your letter of March 31, 1978, regarding preparation 
of a Negative Declaration on the application from Atlantic 
Richfield Company and 'Exxon Company to remove the seaward 
788 feet of Ellwood Pier and to restore and lease the remaining 
shoreward 1,400 feet for personnel and light cargo transfer. 

Our comments regarding the proposed Negative Dedlaration for 
this project axe: 

Include comments from the State Departmcn of Fish• 
and Game on the advisability and desirability of 
massing lubble, inst.ead of spreading it on the ocean 
bottom, to serve as a fish habitat. 

Include comments from the State Department of Fish 
and Game and the scienflific community on methods 
of minimizing and disposing of fish kills resulting 
from explosives used in pier demolition, as well 
as meLhods of minimiv.ing damage t:t1 the marine environ-
ment generally in the vicinity of tha pier. 

3. 	Include assurances that no toxic substances will 
be intxoduced into the ocean either from the pier 
structure or demolition process and that such assurances 
be cleared by the State Regional Watepr Quality control 
Board. 

er 
uonnAT n, gALLMAN, Chairman 
Ward 01! 1;npervisc1:s 

• 4. 	 • aoa. 
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county 	Santa litr; ()IVA 
OW:a or Supc=rv,kr.aro 

105 Ilast Anapartu Streot 
!;rtuta Po..rbora, Craifornia 93101 

ttention; Pobort U. Kallman, Chairman 
Doatd of Suporvisoro 

Gentlert4m; 

This i n wrz reforonce to youy.,  lottex4 'of April 11, 197a, tibia inc lt;dos coMmonts 

	

x.ecov;;:foxiatiolis to the-ilogativo 	 reL;ardirz removal of a portion 
and restoration of: tho rerzir•dor 	the FiLiwood Pica b 

You will find attoqhod copies of the Pokiartmant ofnob-and Gat:lots 'otters of 
April 10 and flay 15, 1978 which dist-010s to (Jobe nxtt,at, that Dool)rtocatio 
position rogardins tho ocean floor mar4ing 	rubble and txno of orplosiyosf, 
iliac.  to 	is a copy cif a latter re p1 'rot tho i;44;ional Liator Quaity 
Oontroi Doartt expreosing their pobitIon. retarding "the Tioc,;ativc Declaration. 

Dc;)artmcf,frt c)i)  n1.111 Ewa 'cmo vr.1.1.1 ipnatc a pormit Authoriv.ing tho propcmd 
lam*, taxi 	arldition to tho. Dtato TAndo Commia?..lioW6 zemitcrirz, 	havo 
own representative obscrvvr 	thr,  dr.,,vicaition and roMoval ope.eation., 

ORiGiNAL, 

	

A D. WILLA"; 	17;f0- 
'f4'61.:-  D. J. yrraar.J.6, 1  

Diviosm of L'nvery and 
Rosources 

101-:01bf 
(Copico F 0 lo';ton, of 4/10/78 and 5/15/78 

CO'∎/ 1:01, 7ottir..‘ 	)V1WV.; , 

1118T , 



Ro':.-.rt G. Ras:teen 
Regional. Manager 

Cppy to D. J. EverittS 
Roy Valymonds, 

A- A- 
N‘\  

fir.. 1). Ji tveattl)) tOnnger 
ROPouroc WielpMeht 

and MuetaL  

M.Ate l'auds Divinion 
00 Opcangatn, Suite 300 
:ong Ileac...It, CA 9080

2  

Deputtniout Of 1111intel Gotta; - lot.ut 
	1,13 

t1.4%.* tn..... 

• 

ROmovalof 
Approximately 7S0 Teet 

We have vevicwed t:he initial study 
,r0T 

tbe subject prOjet and could concur 

with,a 
Regative Declaration provided 

the 
following reeommendatiOns ate 

included. 
The removal of pi14nts be accompjished by tbe Use ot underwater 

et:tan 
torcbcs if necessary, 

rather than by the use of e%plosives
,  

This woAd reduce impacts to marine prgauisms whieb would resat 

trom 'che 
repoited use ©f eniosiva 

Charges to wemove 47 sets of 

support piq.i,tr,S. . 
tibetise of expiosives to -remove the exiStingoonarcte oil ;mil 

derriok support cessions is 
approptite. 

We recommond thet tbe 

vInTmum charge necessary to accomplish the removal be used:and that 
all blasting and rubble sprending, if necessary, be accomplished 

during the same day. 

.  A permit to use explosives in Stete-waters will be required from 

the California Fish and 'Gams~ C=mission. 

If you bave'any questions, please cotta 14r. Rolf ii. 'Mall, Environmental 

Services Sepervisor. His phone number is 590-51
40. 

o,tent., 	
44444 	 Atyr/ 	 ta. AS eYv 4i,v • 
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Mr, R. McClymonds 
Aminoll. PSI% Inc. 
2014)1 Coldenwest 
fluntington Beachv CA 

Doar'Mr. Ecelymonds: 

In rogsrd to .et teepbone conversation with My staff on Mny 3,1918, 
you requested clatilication of Or comments tin the removal pf the 
°utter 780 feet of the Ellwood •pier1. Specifically the retention of . 
the cOncrete rubble within the marine environment. 111 regatds to 
the retention' of this m ► •!erial from the denoliton of the, concrete 
oIl well and derria. 'support clissions, we offer the following 
',Observation va4 comment.' 

2 	
• 	v. 

As'otated In the environmental nssessmeti  the concrete rubble 
iesulting frOM the demolition of these structures woulet ,not be 

._:removed from the' ocean floor butwould be spread, if necess7ryl  
r-to provide an unobstructed water column, of 15 feet bolow mcan 
ZZlower low water, the Department would- not obJett to the retenti6n 

of the concrete -rubble within this area and we could concur 
with a statement that this Action could pmvide some beneficial 
ha,bitat for marina resources. 

trust this' information will satisfactorily vIlarify our position 
regarding the retention of thew coner(te rubble. 

Robert C. Kaneen 
',Regional Manager 

Mpar 

State tanks Division, Long Leaf:11 

Copy to D. J. Everitt5- PA) 


