CELERON/A.~ AMERICAN

SOCIOECONOMICS: Operation

IMPACT: Increase in the 1local tax base of Hudspeth
‘County, TX, will be greater than 10 percent.

FINDING: a) Changes or alterations have been required in,
or incorporated into, the project which avoid
or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the final

EIR.

FACTS SUPPORTING FINDING:

The anticipated first-year .projeéct assessed wvxluations
for each county traversed are compared:with @éxisting countywide
tax bases in the EIR/EIS. Anticipated asséessed valuations Ffor
new transmissiori line sections along the route are shown in
Table 4-12 in the CEIR/EIS. Each county would sbenefit from the
increased tax base. Tax revenues have not be2n estimated
because of wvariability of tax ratss from year to year. The
most significant increase in the total tax base;, attributed to
the Celeron/All American 1line and facilities would occur in
Hudspeth County, Texas, where total 1982 assessed valuation
would increase by 13.5 percent. This is the only area which
experiences a change in the local tax base greater than 10
percent which is considered a significant impact. -

No mitigation is proposed. This is a positive impact.
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CELERON/ALL -AMERICAN

LAND. USE AND RECREATION: Construction

IMPACT: Not consistent with Santa ~ Barbara _County
' Coastal Plan: -- Policy 6-17, crossing of
Gaviota State Park

FINDING: a) Changes or alterations Have been required in,

or incorporated into, the project which avoid
or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the final

EIR.

Such changes or alterations are within the
responsibility and jurisdictdion of another
public agency and ‘not the agency making the
finding. Such- changes have. been adopted by
such other .agency <¢f -can and shou;d be: adopted
by: such. other agency (Santa Barbara Gounty;
California Department of Parks and Recreation).

Specific  -economic,  social, or  other
considerations. make infeasible the. mitigation
measures or project .alternatives identified in
the final EIR. ' ‘

FACTS SUPPORTING FINDING:

Land. Use Requlations and Plans -~ The siting and- design
of the pipelines would be consistent with adopted 1land usse
regulations and plans, with the following exceptions:

Santa Barbara County, Local Coastal Plan - the proposed
pproject is not consistent with the following Coastal Plan
policy. Policy 6-17 - pipeline alignment generally avoids
known important recreation, ‘habitat, and archaeological areas,
The only possible exception would be after the pipeline enters
Gaviota State Park, which is under the jurisdiction of te
California Department of Parks and Recreation. The Celeron
route goes through a low-use area of the park, is screened from
most of the park uses, and may be consistent with this policy.

In many areas both the Celeron and Getty pipelines would
parallel each other to Form a 150-ft wide ROW corridor.
Disturbance to land use in Gaviota Staté Park could be reduced
if both lines were constructed in the same ROW. This would be
consistent with existing county and Forest Service land use

regulations. (See Mitigation 28)
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CELERON/ALL AMERICAN

LAND' USE AND RECREATION: Construction

IMPACT: Crossing a U3SFS Further Planning Arpas  (FPA).

N (for potential wildérness im Los! FRadrais
National Forest (LPNF), and KOFA Natjonal
Wildlife Refuge (NWR).

FINDING: a) Changes or alterations have been required in,
or incorporated into, the project which avoid
or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the final

EIR.

such changes or alterations are witliin the
responsibility and jurisdiction «©of ianother
public agency and not the agency making the
finding. Such changes have been adopted by
such other agency or can and should be :adopnted
by. such other agency (USFS and ‘BLM).

Specific economic, social, or other
considerations make infeasible the mitigation

mezsures or project alternatives identified in
the final EIR.

‘FACTS SUPPORTING FINDING:

Los Padres National Forest: Celeron's ROW would cross
khe Horseshoe. Springs - Further Planning Area (FPA). Pipeline
construction would result in significant adverse ‘effects to
this FPA because of reductions in its integrity, natural
appearance, and opportunities for solitude. The proposed Getty
route or the Santa Maria Canyon Alternative route would avoid
this impact. The USFS has jurisdictioh over .the pipeline route

through the LPNF.

Pipeline construction would affect 25 miles of the Kofa
NWR. This represents less ‘than a 1 percent disturbance to the
.660,000-~acre refuge, The greatest impacts to recreationists
using the commonly travelled road. along the existing pipeline
would last about 16 days (assuming & 1.5-mile per day
construction rate, with additional time needed for ROW
preparation, cleanup, ani restoration). This road has a large
amount of recreation use, - compared to other parts of the
refuge, because of the easy 2-whéel-drive access it provides.
Long:-term impacts to recreation, including aesthetic dimpacts,
are expected to be minimal because the pipeline would be buried
and would parallel an existing gas pipeline and 50-kv
transmission line.
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The existing E1 Paso pipeline ROW forms the nrorthern
border of three BLM wilderness study areas east of the refuge.
As proposed the All American Pipelipe wouyld be to. the north of
the existing ROW and ‘would be 1located outside the WSA's.
Construsztion and operation would not result in adverse effects
on the wildernéss character of the WSAs because the areéa's
naturalness, solitude, or unique features would be basically
unchanged. Howéver, BLM management policy in regard to WSA's
does not permit any new ROW's. Therefore, crossing the KOFA
NWR 1is an unavoidable ‘significant impact. The Brenda

Alternative would awoid this impatct.
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CELERON/ALL AMERICAN

LAND USE AND RECREQTIDN: Construction

Alteration _ of recreation resources within
portions of Gaviota State Park and La Brea

Canyon due .to ROW disturbance.

Changes or alterations have been required un,
or incorporated into, the project which avoid
or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the final

EIR.

Such changes or alterations are within the
respopsibility and jurisdiction of another
public adency and not the agency making the
finding. Such changes haue besn adopted by
such other agency or can and. shou’d be adopted
by such other agency (Santa Barbara County,;
USFS; cCalifornia Deparkment of Parks and

Recreation).

Specific economic, social, or other
considerations make {Anfeasible the mitigation
measures or project a}ternatlues identified in
the final EIR.

FACTS SUPPORTING FTNDING:

Construction of the pipeline involves-clearing a 100 foot
ROW with heavy earth-moving equipment. Above-ground obstacles
such as trees, brush and boulders are removed, and any stumps
or roots in the ditch line are taken out. After clearing, the
ROW 1s graded and leveled necessary for vehicle and

equipment operation.

La Brea Canyon is a moderately used recreation activity
corridor with four Forest Service campgrounds. Three of the
campgrounds would be directly affected by construction, an
unavoidable significant impact. Even after these campgrounds
are restored, the clearing of small oak and sycamore trees
would result in a moderate visual change in the area. This

would somewhat reduce the Canyon's recreational appeal and use
in the long-term. Removal of a portion of the isolated 'stand

of Coulter Pine near Miranda Pine Campground would be a
unavoidable significant impact on the aesthetic quality of the

campground.

Santa Barbara Courty has jurisdiction over private lands
along the pipeline ‘route; California Department of Parks and
Recreation administers Gaviota State Park; and the USFS has
jurisdiction over the route through the Los Padres NF.
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Several mfcigatiod méasures apre suggested which the
appropriate ager.y can require %o reduce ‘the impact of ROW
construction.

Construction should avoid, maximum extent
possible, disturbance to tie stand of Coulter Pine near Miranda

Pine Campgroune, Tonstruction ROW should be reduced to
50-feet wide in this area and no $taging areas should be
located here, 'Large trees should not be removed 'or damaged
without prdor Guthorization by the USFS, This would reduceé the

impacts by 52 percent or more,

Withinn the section from Las Flores to Emidio, the Celeron
and Getty -ipelines should be constructed within the same ROW
as designsted by ¢ Authorized Officer, This could e
accomplishisd by phasing of construction, and 1aying one pipe as
close as practical from the ROW edge arid then later placing the
next pipeliné as closé as practicable from the other side of
. the ROW, resulting in a minimum distance be'tween pipe centers .
(Seé¢  Mitigation 28) This would reduce aiij impacts by 59
. peércént, .




CELERON/ALL AMERICAN

LAND USE AND RECREATION: Construction

IMPACY: Inconsistent with Riverside County General Plan
utility corridors.

FINDING: a) Changes or alterations ‘have been required. in,
T or incorporated into, the :project which avoid
or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as didentified in the final

EIR.

Such changes or alterations are within the
responsibility ¢+ and jurisdiction of another
public agency and not the agency making the
fFinding. Such changes have been adopted by
such other dgency or can and should be adopted
by such other agency (Riverside County).

FACTS SUPPORTING FINDING:

The proposed route is dnconsistent with the utility
corridors identified in the Riverside County Comprehensive
General ilan, Present- utility corridors aré defired 4in an
"aduisory" context and can be administratively modified by thé
Planhing Department without requiring formal amendment. No
action would ‘be taken until BLM modified thé utility corridors
of the California Desert Conservation Plan and A1l American
fFormally requests a modification to .the Riverside Couinty

Comprehensive General Plan.
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CELERON/ALL. AMERICAN

LAND USE AND RECREATION: Construction

IMPACT: ROW would provide access to sensitive areas
previously inaccessible.

IFINDING: a) Changes or alterations have been required inm,
. or incorporated into, the project which avoid
or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the final

EIR.

Such chehges or alterations are within the
responsilility and jurisdiction of another
public agency and not the agency making the
finding. Such changes ‘have been adopted by
such other agency or can- and should bhe. adopted

by such other agency (California counties; sLpm;
USFS) ,

FACTS SUPPORTFNG FINDING:

Recreation demand: generdted by the construction vork

Force is not expected to have significant adverse impacts on

regional recreation resources aloig. the. rcute because the

" 335-man- crew for each spread would. ‘be a yery small percentage
of the recreation users in anyiregion

The ROW would provide acuypss to some areas not noun
accessible by motor vehicle. This new access could, however,
result in the proliferation of Spur roads and impacts to
fragile resources (See Terrestrial Biology) New SpPUr roads

with BLM rec¢reati

to restrict Off-Road Vehicle
aumber of existing roads and trails, This
significant adverse impact, unless access is ‘controlled or

limited.

After construiétion has beeh completed, motoerized vehicle
access to public lands crossed By the ROW would be restricted
ion federal lands (as requested by the appropriate agency) by
gates or other barriers. (See Mitigation 25) This measure
would enhance revegetation éfforts and limit the proliferation
of spur roads in sensitive resourca aredas. Agency regulations

J limit development of new roads iri these areas.
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CELERON/ALL ;AMERICAN

.

£8ND USE AND RECREATION: Construction

o—

Pipeline would c¢ross Palen-McCoy WSA ‘in
Califorfiia,

Changes or alterations have .been required 1in,
off incorporated into, the pfoject which avodid
or substantially lessen.  the significant
environmental effect as identified in the Final

EIR.

Such changos c¢r alteraticns are within the
responsibiliky and jurisdiction of another
Public agency and< not the agency making. the
finding. Such changes have -been adspted by
such other agency or can and sfould be adopted
by such other agency (BLM),

FACTS SUPPORTING FINDING:

The BLM_czlifornia Desert Conscrvation ‘Area Plan list
awproved  uellity  corridors  For  pipelines and electric
transmission lines, Even. though the 411 “Amarican pipeline
route through the desért parallels .existing highway, railroad,
or pipeliné ROW's, a large segment of the proposed route is not

withir a designated BLM utility corridor and. ié inconsistent
with =zhe ?Plan provisions, Project proponents have submitted
ROW ' applications to the BiM and this EIS/ELS will serve to
amend' the ®lafn, The Palen-McCay W34 would be crossed by abolt
8 miles of the proposed route. This Tlocation  will have &
significant adverse impact on the WSA. R

'

In order ‘to Aaitigate this dmpact, the Aal1l Américan:
Pipeline. R0W should be moved From the west side to the east
side «of -the dirt road ‘that forms the Palen ‘to McCoy Wsh
boundary friom milepost 260 to milepost 270. (Se2 Mitigation 27)

This. -measuré would remove the ROW Friom within the.
‘boundary " of the WSp and ensure compliance with WSA: Interim
Mznagement Policy. L Coo




CELERON/ALL AMERICAN

LAND USE _AND RECREATION: Operation

IMPACT: Major spills into Coastal streams ould affect
beaches and water-oriented recreational

opportunities.

FINDING: .a) Changes. or alterations have been required in,
o or incorporated into, the project which avoid
or substantially lessen the significant

environmental effect as identified in the final
EIR.

¥

Such changes or alterations are within the
responsibility and jurisdiction of another
public agency ani not the .agéncy making the
Finding. Such cnafges have .been adopted by
such other agency or can and should be adopted
by -such other agency (USFS; Santa Barbara
County; CUFG). ‘

Specific . -economic, . social, or . other
considerations make infeasible the mitigation

measures or project alternatives identified An
the final EIR.

,EQGTS SUPPORTING FINDING:

The proposed pipéline from Las Flores to Gaviota Pass
parallels a particularly scenic portion of the Santa Barbara
coastline. Tuwo state parks, Refugio and Gaviota, are located:
here. Although the probability of an oil spill (0.0003-0.0023
spills/year/mile of pipeline) indicates a low rick, a major oil
>pill into coastal streams would adversely affect the 'beaches
and: other water-oriented recreational opportunixies. im this
area. Fhis would be an unavoidable significant impact. :

A number of project compbnents are discussed in the
project descriptiory in  the Orafty EIR/ELS -whichh will
substantially decrease the o0il 'spill risk or ‘the amount of -oi¥T
to be released in the event of a spill occurence.. For -example,
the proposed project includes the use of automatic block and
check wvalves at all major stream crossings and sensitive
areas. The use of such wvalves could isolate a section of
pipeline in the event of a rupture and substantially reduce ther
amount of release of oil into the- environment. In addition,
prior to operation, an 0il spill contingency plan for the
entire project will be formulated and approved by the
gnuironmental Protection Agency and authorities of the
ruspective states. The oil spill contingency plan will include
procedures for containment and cleanup.

ADDED}.17/30/85




CELERON/ALL AMERICAN

CULTURAL RESOURCES: Construction.

IMPACT: Potential disturbnpce to at least 8 sdbeg.
eligible for list‘ag on. the National Regdétan
of Historic Places,

FINDING: a) Changes ¢r alterations have been required sin,
or incorporated into, the preject which avoid
or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the final

EIR. 5

fho

B)  Such chinges or alterations are withip the
responsibility and jurisdiction oFf anothér
public agency and not the agency making the
Finding, Such- ¢hanges have been. adopted by,
such othér .agency or can and should be adopted
by, such. other agency. (California cowities;
USFS; BLM)., oo

c) ”Speqific ©@conomic, social, . op -¢ther
considerations make infeasible the mitigation
measurés or -project alternatives ddenfified in

. the fipal EIR,

FAGTS. SUPPORTING FINDING:

) The criteria for evaluating cultural resources .on Federal
lands and lands impacted by federally flinded or licensed
pProjects. are the eligibility criteria of the National Register
O0F Historic Plaves. The criteri§=appiy to Mesources~(historid
and prehistoric sites) significant at the ‘national, regional,
state, and 1logal levels. Aadverse effects; on resources that
produce direct or indirect dmpacts are considered for sites

h

listed on the National Register of Historic Places or which

5

meet the. sriteris of eligibility,

. For: PUrposas of the CaliFonniarEﬁuirqnmengal Quality Act
(CEQA).; the critéria For,gUQIuating cultural’ resvurces on state:
and private lands in falifornia are significanck criteria
listad in Appendix K of the CEQp Guidelines, Effects which:
cause damage to . cultural resources. are considired for sites
which meet thése criteria,

Federal, agencies. cannot authorizeg,Fedenallg dicensed.
projects withHout prior compliance with: Secticn 105 of the
National Historic Preservation Act. This involdves ‘consultation
with the State. Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) and the
Advisory Council Historic Freservation to determine -
existence and significance of cultural reséurces sites .and the
development of procedures to mitigate advarse effects.
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Cultural Resources impacted by the Celeron/All American
proposal include archaeclogical and hictorical sites that are
located in areas which would be dire:tly or indirectly affegted
by project constructioin and facillities -operation. Sites
located within the pipeliine ROW would be exposed to potential
direct and indirect impacts while sites located outside the ROW
would be exposed to potential indirect impacts only. .

Direct impacts would result from actual surfaice
disturbance of a site's spatial configurations or stratigraphy
during a facildty's construction or |use. In this case
¢onstruction and maintenance activitiés would disturb or
déstroy cultural resources, including clearing and grading,
ditching, hauling and stringing, pipe placement, and

_backfilling. Disturbances by project-related vehicular activity
.would also occur within the project ROW ard along. access roads.

Indirect dimpacts refer to -the increased potential for
site disturbances due to -a genszral intensification of land use
@ctivities in the area surrounding cultural sites, The
gonstruction of dmprovement roads foir project implementation
purposes would make previously reécorded sites in the
surrounding project area more accessible. Many cultural
resources have undergone varying anigunts of previous
didturbangse due to non-professional excavation and the search
far collectable items,

No ethnographic $ites along the pipeline ROWs have been

idéntified to date by any Native American grdups; however,
impacts to unknown sites could 'still occur, and potential
impacts will be evaluated as sites are idenhtified. Potentially
significant historic¢ and archaeological sites which have 'been
identified for eath segment of the pipéline routes ‘are
described in the following paragraphs.

Las Flores . to Emidio ~ Thirteen cultural resource
1locations have 'been identified onh the proposed Celeron route
iROW,  These sites dinclude five campsites, ‘th*ee villages (at
least one with a burial area), cne bedrock mortar, two rock
sheilters, and two historic sites. No sites along this ‘segment
are listed .on thé National Register; however, tuo villages, one
'bedrock. mortar sifite, and one historic site are considéred
eligible for irclusion; other sites require additional
evaluation procedures. Thus, a significant impact to culturadl
resources couid occuy from pipéelina construction. .

O

Emidioco to Bliythe -~ Ten known sites identified are located
within the ROW. ' Two sites within the .pipeline route are
considered eldiaible Ffor the National Registér and others
requiré additional evaluation procedures. Thus, an unavoidablie
significant impact to these sites could occur from pipeline
‘consfiruction.
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Blythe to McCamey = Thirty-four known sites identified
for Arizona are located directly within the pipeline  ROW,
Although somer siktes have been evaluated others require
additional -evaluation procedures. One site within the ROW is
considered to be eligible For the National Register. Thus, a
significant dimpact to cultural resources could occur Ffrom

pipeline construction.

Five cultural resource locations identified Ffor the New
Mexico segment of the pipeline are located directly within the
pipeline 'ROW. ‘'None of the five sites have been determined to
be eligible: foi nomination to the National Register at this
time, although further survey and evaluation procedures are

necessary. Significant impacts could occur.

In Texas, 5 known cultural resource sites are located
directly within the pipeline ROW. Only one site along  the
Pipeline ROW (Huero Tanks State Park) is located within a
National Register District. Five sites located directly within
the proposed RCW are Lo be evaluated for eligibility.
Currently, no sites on the route are on the National register.

Summary - Ak least 8 cultural resource sites along the
Celeron/All American ROW are considered to be eligible For
listing on the National Register. In all states, Ffurther
survey and evaluation procedures will be conducted prior to
construction to determine Natioral Register eligibility and the
nature of site specific, applicavle mitigation measures,. ‘

In California, Santa Barbara, San Luis Obispo, Kern, San
Bernardino and Riverside counties have ‘urisdiction over
private lands along the spipeline route; California Department
of Parks and Recreation adminristers Gaviota Stake Park: the
USFS has jurisdicticn over the route through the LPNF: and 8LM
administers public (Federal) lands in the deserts.

Mitigation of adverse dmpacts to cultural resources
should occur in the following manner:

Prior to construction an intensive (100%) cultural
resource survey should be conducted on all affected Fecaral
land surfaces that have not previously been surveyed. Survey
on non-Federal lands should be conducted as spacified by the
Authorized Officer after consultation with the State Historic
Preservation Officer (SHPC) in all states. During the survey,
information should be gathered on all newly discovered and
previously recorded archaeological sites to determine their
potential eligibility to the National Register of Historic
Places. Limited testing of some sites may be necessary in
order to determine their eligibility. Sites 1located on
non-Federal lands in California should be evaluated wusing
criteria defined in CEQA Guidelines Appendix X. Following the
sunvey, an inventory report should be prepared and submitted to
the Authorized Officer for review and comment. The report
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should contain the results of the inventory, and all sites
sliould be evaluated for potential eligibility t6 the National
Register. Justifications should be giuen For the rat1onale. R
The report should include- a proposed mitigation plan for all L
sites that are considered ko'  be potentially elig1b1e for
inclusion on the National Register. The mitigation pTan may
include avoidance of sites, data collection, site-specific
control of access and construction, monitoring recommendations,
and salvage excavation. <(See Mitigation 30)

Based on the above mitigation plan, the Authorized
Officer should submit a treatment plan to Lhe SHPO 1in each
stdte and to the Aduisory Cnuncil on Historic PreseruaLmnh
Following the consultation period, the treatment plan should be

implemented. All field work should be completed before
construction can begin in a given area. Monitoring should 'be
implemented during construction where reduired by thé treatment

plan.

Any sites located during construction or as the result of
monitoring should be evaludted and a treatment plan should be
deVeloped as needed.

Contact should be maintained with appropriate Natiue
American groups to ‘determine the nature and extént of conceérns
regarding specific cultural resources. Native Américans shHould
participate din data recovery ¢ohsistent with féderal agency ‘l’
requirements and where appropriate, with tribal golicies.

ADDED 1/30/85
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' CELERON/ALL .AMERICAN

VISUAL RESOURCES: ‘Construction and Operation

IMPACT: Significant wvisual changes at 6 pump statiup
' sites and along the pipeline: ROW in Los. Padres
National Forest (LPNF).

Changes or alterations have ‘been required in,
or incorporated into, thé project which avoid
or substantially lassen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the Ffinal
EIR.

b) 3Such chandes or alterations are within the
responsibility and jurisdiction of anothep
public agency and not khe agency making the
finding. ‘Such changes have béén adopted by
such other agency 6r can and should be adopted
by such. gther &agency (USFS; BLM),

Specific dconomic, stcial, or other
considerations make infeasible the mitigafion
measures or. projeé¢t alternatives ideAtified in
the final EIR. ‘

FACTS‘SUPPORTING‘FINDINGE

The pipeline ROW would generally hnot be visually evident
to people From nearby highways, roddsdide rest areas, parks, or
recraation areas. Examination of various existing underground
pige. ines, which the Celeron/All American proposall would
parallel, indicated that it would not be visually evident from
nearby ‘travel routes or use dareas.

One -area of exception to the above generalization ie
where the pipeline would cross the LPNF 1in Sénta Barbara
County. Here the ROW clearing would ‘be visually evident €rom
nearby roads and campgrounds. " Clearing of maturé Tive oaks and
sycamores in La 'Bréa Canyon, plus ROW ‘clearing thréugh. uniform
brushfields on the Sierra Madre Mountdins, would, <create
ddgnificant visual impacts. Elsewhere, as the pipelines would
¢ross. the LPNF in existing AFiré"bréaks; ‘there biould nAot be
significant chan to future visual corditions.
Both existi ; iti would generally not
maet Forest Service vuj i

areas on the LPNF.

Except for those areas in ‘the LPNF -and -a short 'segment
‘near Tejon California, the Celeron/All American pipeline would
traverse mainly flat agricultural or desert lands. Where the
pipeline travérses gentle slopes (less than S percent "slope),
observation of the pipeline scar would be ‘limiéed‘ laterally
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From: 0.25 to 0.5 mile. Traversal wf steeper slopes (over 5
percent slope) would expose the pipeline scar to potential
obseérvation Ffrom the surrounding landscape. Portions of
Celeron/all American's proposed project involuing above ground
facilities, such as pump ¢<tations and power line extensions
would hame greater exposure to observation from the surrounding
landscape than the buried pipeline. Based on observations aléng
Celeron/All American's proposed -route, impacts from FOW
clearing are not expected to be significant.

The following mitigations should be implemented By the
gSFg on the LUPNF; BLM has jurisdiction over public (Federal)
ands.

* The Gaviota pump station, Sisquoc pump sta;ion, Essex
pump statien and tank farm, and Tom Mix pump station should be
screened with native shrubs and trees and/or naturalized masses
of evergreen shrubs and trees as is appropriate for location
and climatic conditions. (See Mitigdtion 3)

The placement of trees and #hrubs  bebtween the Facility
and existing sensitive receptors should eliminate the intrusive

character of the facility.,

In the pipeline  segments on the LPNF, the Applicants
should utilize a 50-ft wide covnstiruction corridor, protect

existing large diameter trees, feather the edges of the cleared
ROW, and nreseédd cleared "areas as deteirdined. by the ‘Authorized
. Officer. (See MiVigation 32)

The smaller cdnstruckion corridor would provide selective
protection For lafge trees in forested ureas. Feathering the
edges, of the .clearing would soften and partially disguise -the
visual impact resulting From cutting a path through the trees
and brush. The effectiveness of this measure will depend on
the pre-project visual .ondition of the specific site: areas
previously characterized as "untouched laridscape"” (EUC I) or
"unnoticed alternations" (EVC [I) would be deteriorated to the
‘category. of "minor visual disturbance" (FUC III). 4reas. of
. evisting visual disturbange ranging from wminor tc drastic .can
~all be restored to "major visual disturbance" (FUC U) by,
scalloping edges of vegetative clearings.

The La Paz heating/pumping station should 'be moved 1,500
(Feet ko 'the east behind topographic screening. (See Miitigation
33)

Relocation of the proposed facility will -allow .for
inatural topographic screening thereby improving. the future
wisual condition from the “visual disturbance" (FUC 1IV) to
"poroticed alterations” (FVUC II).

, There will be wunavoidable significant jmpacts remaining
-due to ROW: construcktion. ;
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CELEROM/ALL AMERICAN.

OISE Construction
IMPACT: Construction noise woulld exceed 60 dBa at

e ——

' residences along the pipoline ROW.

'FINDING: Changes or alterations have been required. in,
or incorporated iinto, tie project which avoid

or substantially lessen the significant

environmental effect as identified in the Ffinal

EIR.

Specific economic, ) social, or other
considerations make infeasible the mitigation
measures or project alternatives idenkified in

the final EIR.

FACTS SUPPORTING FINDING:

Noiswe effects from constructien. of the ‘Celeron/all
american pipeline would be a Ffunctiorn. of the noise generated by
construction equipment, ‘the locarion and sensitivity of nearby
land uses, and the timing and duration of the fruvide generating
activities. Construction sstivities wouid o¢cur throughout the
length of the pipeline corridor.

The Las Fleres to Emidio cofridor segment contains
numerous. land uses that would be classified as noise=sensitive
receptors including the Vista del Mar School at Gaviota; state
parks; residential subdivisions, notably at Buellton; and
numerous individual residencas scattered along and sometimes
adjaceat to the proposed ROW corridor., The closest of these to
the construction activity would be seucral residences that are
located within 100 to 500 feet of the proposed pipeline,
notably at Buellton. ‘ :

Applying the construction noise generation profile to tha
proposed corridor indicates that the nearest homes would: be
subjéect to pipeline construction noise levels in excess of 75
dBA. More than 100 homeés between Las Flores and Emidio could
be subject to. construction noise levels of 60 dBA or greater,
depending on detailed site conditions. This would be
considered an unavcidable significant impact.

The Emidio to Blythe corridor segment contains numerous
noise—sensitive land uses. Most are residences clustered in
small communities along the corridor, including the towds uf
North Edwards, Desert Lake, Boron, Kramer Junction, and the
city of Barstow. In addition, the proposed corridor passes
near the California State Women's Prison and several
unincorporated residential subdivisions and scattered -

individual residences.
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Application of the construction noise generation praofile
indicates that numerous residences, mostly in the communikies
listed above, would be exposed to projeck-related construction
noise levels of 60 to 65 dBA but that only & few would be
subject to noise 1levels exceeding 65 dBA., This would be an

Unavoidable significant impact.

The Blythe to McCamey corridor segment  contairs
relatively few noise sensitive receptors For its more than
700-mile 1length, The key considerations are residential
communities both incorporated and unincorporated. There are
very few scattered individual residences near this segment of
the corridor. The Full list of identified sensitive receptors

is included in Table 3-26 of the DEIR/EIS. The most notable

among them are residential developments in  Pinal County,
Arizona; the communities of Lordsburg .and Deming, New Mexico;

and the communities of wink, Monahans, Cranz, and McCamey,
Texas, all of which have residential land uses wvery near the
proposed pipeline corridor.

Application of the construction noise generation profile
indicates ‘that several residences are near enough o the
proposed corridor that project related construction noise chuld
exceed 75 dBA during peak periods. Numerous other residedices.
would Fall inside the 60 dBA construction noise contour. This
. would be a signficant impact. The Mzricopa Indian Reservation

would be the closest reseruation to the proposed pipeline route
(approximately 1 mile) and would not be subjected ‘to

significant noise levels because the 60 dBA" noise contour
extends only about 2,500 feet from the ROW, ‘ ,

Because of the short duration of constructed imgacts in
any one aea (2 weeks or less), limiting construction to daytime
hours (as described in the Project Description), and the Tow
probability of Accomplishing effective mitigatioh of high noise
"levels associated with construction activities, mitigation
beyond the standard requirements For use of equipment muffFlers
and siinilar OSHA requirements’is not considered to be warsranted.
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CELERON/ALL AMERICAN

Operation

Operation noise from the Gaviota pump stalion

would exceed 60 dBA at the Vista del Mar linion
School. 1

Changes or alteratir have been required in,
or incorporated int ‘he projest which avoid
or substartially ern the significant
environmental effact as tdentified in the final

EIR.

Such changee or alterations aré within the

responsibility and jurisdictién of another
public agency and not the agency making the

Finding. Such changes have bagn adopted by

such other agency or can and should be adopted
by such other agency (Santa Barbara County),

FACTS SUPPORTING FINDING:

Noise effects from operation of the proposed pipeline
would be geoyraphically isolated te the vicinity of the pump
and heater stations.. Noise emissions for pump stations were
modeled using worst-case terrain assumptions of Fflat terrain
with no barrier effects and no equipment directivity effects.
The results Ffor the Las Flores to Emidio corridor segment
indicate the only sensitive receptors that could be withinm & 60
dBA or greater pump station noise contour (and thus
significantly impacted) would be the Vista del Mir School near
the Gaviota station. Actual noise impact lsvels would depend
on the placement of the pump station on ‘the site and other site
design features. A° more detailed analysis of the composite
ndise effacts of the proposed’ pipeline and other petroleum
vevelopment facilities at Gaviota is included in the Getly
Gaviota Consolidated Coastal ‘Facility Draft EIR. This anaiysis
indicates that, although the ‘noise levels at the school would
be approximately 73 dBA, the increment added by the petrdleum
development activity would be a barely discernable 3 dBA. Most
of the noise is already existing due to traffic on US 101.
Although the incremental increase in noise caused by the pump
station would be small and barely noticeable, it would be
considered significant because the ambient conditions already

exceed the 60 dBA significance criterion.

The Gaviota pump station(s) should be shielded from Vista
del Mar Union School by a noise barrier, such as a berm or

structural enclosure. (See Mitication 24)
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The barrier should be désighed and: built to recuce
project .operation related noise below the 60 dBA significance

threshold of -the school.

This: measure should apply to any pump station built by
Celéron/all American within 1,500 Ffeet of the Vista del 'Mar
thon School. Santa Barbara has jurisdiction over private
lands along the route. “ :




CELERON/Al1l AMERICAN

TERRESTRIAL .BIOLOGY: Construckion

IMPACT: Loss of sensitive plant communities or
' individuals of sensitive plant species,,

FINDING: a) Changes$ or alteratnons have ‘been required. in,
or incorporated into, Ehe project which avoid
or eubstant:ally lessan Ehe 51991F1cant
environmental effect as identified 1in the fFinal
EIR.

Such changes or alterations are within ~the
responsibility and: jurisdiction of another
public agency and ot the agency making the
Finding. Such changes haye bean. adopted by
such other agency. or can and should be adopLed
by such okther agency (California counties:
USFS; BLM; California, Department of Parks and
Recreatlon, USFWQ' State  fish, and  game
departments) ) .

Spegific economic, sogial, or other
considerations make infeasible the mitigation

measures or project alternatlues identified in
the flnal EIR.

3

Constfuet1on of the pipeline involves clearing .a 100 foot
ROW with heavy earth-moving equipment:. ﬁbouu-ground obstacles
such as trees, ‘brush and boulders are rﬁmoued and any -stumps
or rdots in the ditch line are taken out, ﬁ(ter clearing, the
Row is graded and leueled Qs necessary For vehicle and
equ1pment operation, These constructlon act101t1es would.
~genera11y remove or kill all uegetat1on in the 100 foot ROW.
corrldor. Furthermore, adJacenE begetatlon may. be disturbed by
cut-and-fill exxauatlons, dlsposal of ‘refuse ~vegetation and
rocky soil, and vehicle mouement oFF the ROW,

Where the pipeline rodte ¢rdsses through sensitive and
ecologicaliy valuable communities such a¢ riparian vegetation,
ok woedlands, Joshua tree woodlands, ironwood washes and dune
communities, or removes 1nd101duals oF sen51t1ue plant speciesg
such as 1106 daks, the Barstow wo0lly sunflowef, Comanche
1ay1a Calico monkey Flower or Cruc1F1x1on thorn, or any
<pec1es of commercial cdctus, ROW coneructlon would cause a
szgn1FJcant impact.

frotause of the linear nature of the pipeline, many
gov<enment agencies have land use respon51b111ty and
Jur1>drctnon over the project and, thus, can require m1tlgat10n

Pl B R -._....‘ ————— ——
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measures as part of a ROW or conskruction permit or grant. In
California, Santa Barbara, San Luis Obispo, Kern, San
Bernardino and  Riverside counties have jurisdiction over
Private lands along the pipeline route; California Department
of Parks and Recreation administers Gaviota Stated Park:

USFS has jurisdiction over the route through the Los Padres NF;
and BLM administers public (Federal) lands in the deserts,

USFWS may requifée stipulations to protect certain plant
communitiés, on all Federal lands and the California Department
of Fish and Sdime has permit authority over all stream
crossings. Additionally, kLhe USFWS  administers c¢ertain
protections for Federal threatened and endangered species, and
local state fish and game departments are empowered to enforce
certain protections for state-listed or otherwise state

protected species.

Several mitigation measures are suggested in the EIR
which the appropriate agency can require to réduce the impact
of ROW construction on sensitive plant comnunities or species.

Construction should avoid, te  the 'maximum extent
possible, disturbarce wo sensitiva and”  wvaluable plant
comnunities, including riparian areas, oak wovdlands, Cotlter
pine, 1live oaks, Joshua trec woodlands, desert dunes, and
ironwood washes. Locations to be avoided should be determined
by the applicable 'tand management or reguldtory agency. The
+ ¢onstruction ROW should be reduced to 50-feet ‘wide in sensitive
- communities, and no staging areas should be located in these
"o aredas. Trees over six inches in diameter should pot be remoued
sr damaged without authorization by the appropriate ‘management
ageancy. This would reduce the impacts on sensitive plant
communities by 50 percent 6r moré,

v ite restoration and revegetation plans should )

required by the local land use authority prior to construction
For all affected sensitive plant communities. The plans s$hould
‘be prepared and carried out in consultation with local State
Fig and  Gamé and/or  USFWS personnel,

activities chould resto Lte: eir patuy L tic

as much as feasibleé. The dominant native plant Speciés. should
b2 re-established to original densities by natural succession
yF possible, by seed, seedlings, or cuttings, Planting
. Aoh-nativeé species should be avoidad.

Reuegetation of trees and many shrubs by artificial means

or ‘matural” succession is not likely to be successful in grazed

ands In plant c¢ommunities dominated by large, older trees,

stch as oak woodlands, restoration is not possible by any. means

for 70 years or more. Due to these factors there would be

‘unavoidable signifiicant adverse impacts due to construction in
remaining riparian and ok woodlands.

‘ The pipeline ROW should be required to use existing ROW.'s
df roads, such as the La Brea Canyon Road or the El Paso
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Natural Gas ROW, ko the extent possible, Uehicle operation otf
the ROW by construction workers should be prohibited except
whére specified by the land manager. These measures, would:
reduce impiacts to sensitive plant communities and species by
minimizing total area disturbed.

Using the Santa Maria Canyon Alternative would avoid the
significant impacts on riparian woodlands in La Brea Canyon,
but would increase the amount of oak woodland. Loss of oak
woodlands would remain as an unavoidable significant impact,

At the ‘Muleshoe Ranch Preserve in Arizona, revegetation
should be 1in accordanrcé with plans determined by the Nature
Conservancy, BLM, and Forest Service. The ROW should utilize

the existing E1 Paso ROW to the extent possible,’ and large
sycamores in Bass Canyon should not be removed. These measures

will decrease impacts on the sensitive riparian tcmmunities in
the Preserve.

For California State-listed plant species, site-spoacific
Field inventories should b»e .required prior to construction,
This measure should be consistent with the intent and goneral
provisions of Assembly Bill No. 3309, 'the California Endangered
Species Act which will become effective January 1, 1985." A
qualified biologist should survey the Applicant's ROW 3in arcas
suspected of having threatened and endangered state-listed
species. Potential areas where these species may. occur are
identified in Append:x B of the DEIR/EIS. The California Fish
and Game Department should e consulted concerning appropriate

methods for survey as well as appropriate mitigation measures.
if these species are found on the ROW.

Commercial cactus are found along the ROW in -Arizona,
Cactus ‘should be salvaged where practical, and their 1loss
minimized under the authority and direction of the Arizona
Degartment of Agriculture- and. Horticulture.

Other sensitive species may also occur on the ROW. These
should also be protected by conducting a botanical survey of
the ROW, and then modifying the project, if possible, o
minimize impacts on any sensitive species :present.
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CELERON/ALL AMERICAN

TERRESTRIAL BIOLOGY: Censtruction

IMPACT: Loss of sensitive wildlife habitat and loss or
disturbanca of sen51t1ue wildlife species.

FINDING: a) .Changes. or alterat:ons ‘have been  required 1n.
or incorporated into, the pro;ect which avoid

or substantially lesseq the significant
environmental effect ag identified in the final
EIR.

Such changes or alteratnons ‘are uwithin the
responsibility  and JUrlmdlct’on of dnother
public agency @nd not the .agency making the
finding.. Such changes have ‘been adopted by
such other agency or can and*should be adopted
by such other agency.

Specific economic, socilal, or . other
considerations make infeasible the mitigatiodn

measures or project alternatives idéntified 1n
the final EIR, . :

FACTS SUPPORTING FINDING:

Construction of the pipeline consists of a series of
opera?ions, including proparing the ROW, building and laying
the pipe and cleaning up and vrestoring the site. The
construction activitias will require many machines, vehicles,
and personnel and will +be accompanied by noise, dust, and
deneral human disturbance. Occasional blasting may be
necessary as well.

Preparing the ROW involves clearing a 100 foot corridor
with heavy earth-moving equipment followed by grading and
leveling. These activities would generally rémove all w11d11Fe
habitat, destroy dens and burrows, and could kill most ‘small
mammals, amphibians, -and reptiles with limited mobility, in the

ROW corridor,

Constructlon in general would cause displacement of larae
mammals, birds, and somé reptiles from the area for the
duration of the construction. This would be significant if
there are impacts to sensitive species such as disruption of
raptor nesting or Ca11Forn1a condor foraging, or disturbance of
blghorn sheep lambing or migraticn. . Additionally, the ROW anpd
pipe ditch may temporarily be a barrier to narmal movement
patterns and may separate animals from habitat requirements
such as watering holes. Increased use of wvehiclies and human
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access into previously iremote areas could increase the risk of
wildlife harassment and illegal shooting, a significant impact
if sensitive species are disturbed or killed,

Loss- of wildlife habitat due to ROW construction would be
significiant in the desert, where revegetation could take up to
70 years; in sensitive and wvaluable habitat types such as
riparian: systéms, and in habitats supporting rare, threatenéd,
endangers#d or cther sensitive species, such as the'81Umt—n6§eg
leopard 1izard, San Joaquin Kit fox (both Ffederally<listed
endangered species) and the desert tortoise or desert bighorn
sheep. (USFS and BLM sensitive species). Loss of individual
animals of sensitive species is also considered a significant
impact. (See Appendix B of DEIR/EIS for 1list of spetial
concern species on route,.)

Because of the 1linear nature of the pipeline, dany
agencies have land use responsibility. and jurisdiction: over the
project, and. thusi ¢an require mitigation measures as .part of a
ROW or cons*truction permit or grant. In California, Santad
Barbara, San Luis Obispo, Kern, San Bernardino, and Riverside
counties have Jurisdiction over private 1lands along the
pipeline route; the Califofnia Department of Parks and
Recreation administers Gaviota State Park; and the USFS ‘has
jurisdiction over the route through the Los Padres Nationul
Forest and BLM administers public (Federal) lands in the dasert
insider and outside of California. The USFWS: may require
certain stipulatdon on all Federal lands to protedt wildlife
resources, and the Califorpia Department of Fish and Game has
permit authority over all stream crossings in ‘California.
Additionally, the USFWS administers certain protections for
Federal threatened and endangered species, and local state fish
-and game departments are empowered ‘to enforce certain
protiéctions Ffor state-listed or otherwise state protected

species.

The pipeline route crosses though several areas which
possess many: unique and valuable écological resources: The La
Brea Canyon area, in the 'Los Padres National Forest, managed by
USFS; the KOFA National Wildlife Refuge, managed by USFWS:
Muleshoe ‘Rancti Preserve, imanaged by the Arizdona Natureg’
Conservancy dn. cooperation with USFS; and the Gypsum ‘Dunes
Preserve, managed by Texas Nature ‘Conservancy.

The EIR/EIS describes many Ffeasikle mitigation measures,
including alternative routes, which would serve to avoid or
substantially. lessen the significant .environmental impacts of
project .construction or wildlife resources.

The following discussion presents mitigation measures of
general applicability first, followed by those specific té6 a
particular sensitive species or location. Routé alternatives
are then discussed in the context of mitigating terrestial
wildlife impacts.
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GENERAYL. /AITIGATION MEASURES

Construction should avoid, to the maximum extent
‘possible, disturbarce to all sensitir e wildlife habitats, such
as riparian communities, oak woodlands, and habitats for
particular -sensitive animal spec.es. Locations to be avoided
would be determined by the applicable 1land manager or
requlatory agency: in -vonsultatidn with the appropriate wildlife
management authority. Whei routing around such habitats s not
~ feasible, the constructisin ROW should be reduced to 50-feet

wide in sensitive habitats, and staging areas should noi be
located in these areas. Large trees (over 6 inches in diameter
for oaks and riparian species) should not be removed or damaged
without prior authorization by the appropriate managenant
agency. This would reduce the impacts on sensitive habitats by

S0 percent or more.

Site restoration and revegetation plans should Dbe
required by the local land use authority prior to coénstruction
for sensitive habitat areas. The plans should be prepared and
carried out in consultation with local state fFish and game and
USFWS .personnel. Rehabilitation activities 'should restore the
sites to their natural conditien as much as Feasible, by usdng

methods. such as:

Re~establishing the nativo dominant plant species to
origipal densities, by, natural succession if
possible, or by seed, seedlings or cuttings.

Wwher~ planting non-native species 1is necessary,
using only %those naturalized to the area and which
are beneficial For wildlife and/or erosion control.

Using natural materials and minimal construction
when possible for bank protection and slope

restoration.

Revegetation by artificial means ofv natural succession is
not likely to be successful in grazed lands. or in deserts. In
habitats dominated by large, older trees, restoration is -not
possible by any means for 70 years or more. ‘Due to ‘thése
factors, there would be significant unavoidable adverse: impacts
from Celéron/all American pipeline construction on oak
woodlands, ripariasn areas, and desert tortoise habitat.

o During comstruttion _in creosote scrub. and alkali scrub
arias of the desert, ROW clearing should be limited to trimming
or crushing whenever possible. This would Timit ‘the: amount -OF
shitub. vegetation disturbed and reduce erosion. By not
.Qi§tunbing the rost system, many crushed or clipped shrubs will
resprout and revegetate the ROW more .quickly. In all desert
areas, some of the clesred or clipped vegetation should be
piled in small thickets off the ROW (where acceptable to the
landowner or land manayer) to provide cover Ffor displdced
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animals. This would provide cover for displaced small mammals
and reptiles, especially small desert torto’ ¢, and will
decrease heat stress and minimize e¢xposure ko predators. These
measures  would reduce the ‘less of and speed the
re~establishment of desert wildlife habitat.

Vehiclée operation off the ROW by construction workers
should be prohibited except where specified by the landowner or
land management adency. Limiting vehicle use off the ROW will
Mminimize the risk of impacting wildlife habitat or sensitive
animal species. This would be esgecially important in deésert

bighorn sheep range.

The pipeline ROW ‘should be required- to use or follow
existing ROWs or roads, such as the La Brea Canyon Road,
Highway 166, or the El1 Paso Natural Gas ROW, to the exterit
possible. This would help minimize the amount »f wildlife
habitat lost and the number of individual animals distuibed or
killed. Lo

During construction, the open pipéline trench should be
limited to 0.5 mile in areas where the pipeline could limit
wildlife access to water, s$uch as in La -Brea Canyon in
California, and Hot Springs Creek in Arizona, Skip sections or
temporary bridges acrdss the pipeline ‘trench should also DbBe
used if more than 0.5 mile of trenc¢h must remain open for an
extended period. Backfilling of ‘the trench, especially at skip
sections, -should be a gentle grade to allow escape of animals
from the trench. This would minimize impacts caused by water
stress ang disifuption of movement patterns. Not all animals
are accusizomed to crossing skip ‘sections; however, it will
provide an opportunity for wildlife (like deer and coyotes)
accustomed to human presence to crass the pipeline trench.

Development of additional water <ources should also be
considered as a partial compensation for loss or disturbance of
sensitive wildlife habitat.

For California state-listed animal species, site-specific
fFisld inventories should be required prior to construction.
This should be -consistent with the dintent and general
provisions of Assembly Bill No. 3309, thé California Endafigéred
Species fct which will become effective January 1, 1985. A
qualified biologist should survey the ROWs in areas suspected
of having threatened and endangered state-listed species,
Potential areas where these species may occur are idéntifieq in
Appendix B sof the DEIR/EIS. The California Fish dand Game
pDepartment should be consulted concerning appropriate methods
for survey as well as appropriate mitigation measures if these
species are found on the ROW. This measure would eliminate
most significant dimpacts to stace-listed species. 'Loss of
individuals or their habitat which occurs as & result of
construction would be an unavoidable significant adverse impact.
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federal, state, and county laws and regulations
pertaining to sensitive vegetation and wildlife (e.g., T & E
species, game species) should be posted in consplcuous places
at the Jjob site and dimcluded in pipeline contractor's
contract. The Appllcants should provide basic educatinnal
materials concerning wildlife laws and regula%nons as well as
the required mitigation measures de51gned to minimize impacts,
Posted laws and regulations and educating F1e1d crews on the
1qtont of mitigation measures will at least eliminate the
violator's excuse for ignoranca of the law or ROW grant

provisions,

SPECIFIC MITIGATION MEASURES

Biupt—nosed Leopard Lizard

In order to minimize the effects of construction of the
proposed pipeline on the Blunt-nosed leopard lizard and 'its
habitat, the following measures should be required and enrorced
oy the USFWS, in .conjupction with CDFG:

, Blunt-nosed leopard lizard habitat in the Cuyama and Samn
Joaquln Valleys should be cvaluated prior to construction.
where suitable habitat occurs, _attempts, to relocate the
p1pex1ne (primarily ko agricultural lands) should be
‘cons:dered In habitat that must be affected, the construction
disturbance an the ROW should be limlted to 50 Feet or less.

* The ROW should be revegetated with native species to encourage
reestablishment of habltat and to discourage weed invasion. In
addltlon, for the route in TI1IN, AR24W, Sections 18, 7, 8 and 9

(about 3.2 miles of blunt-nosed leopard lizard habltat) no ORV
use should be allowed off the ROW durlng construction., This
will minimize road kills and destruction of habitat. Dumplng
of trash or waste oils should not occur in sandy washes or in

sther suitable lizard habitats.

Avoiding leopard 1lizard habitat will be the most
effective measure of ensuring that these animals ale not
affected. MWhere construction must occur in: their habitat, some
lizards. will still be impacted by wvehicles and trench;ng
equ1pneut however, the populat1on may -be able to suryiuve the
loss of a few individuals if the habitat is restored and land
use practices on the ROW do not change.

. Minimizing the construction ROW width will minimize loss
of blunt nosed leopard lizard habitat by 50 percent. Loss of
some habitat and some individuals of the blunt=nosed leopard

’ 112ard wiould remain as a unavoidable significant adverse impact.

San Joaquin Kit Fox

In order to minimize the effects of construction of the
proposed pipeline on the San Joaquin Kit fox and its habitat, .
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the Ffollowing measures should be required and enforced by the
USFWS in conjunction with CDFG!

A1l potential San Joaquin kit fox habitat on the proposed
route should be evaluated prior to construction. Where
suitable habitat occurs,attempts to relocate &the pipeline
(primarily to agricultural lands) will be considered, in
habitat that must be affected, the construction disturbance on
the ROW will be limited to 50 fFeet or less. If kit Ffox dens
are Feund in the ROW, the pipeline ROW should be ultered 100
Feat to miss dens. The ROW should ke revegetated with native
species to encounage reestablishment of habitat. In additinon,
For the route in TION, R24W, Sections 9., %, 3, and 34, and
TIIN, R24W, Sections 27, 26, 23, 24, 13, 18, 7, 8, and 9 (about
10 miles oFf San Jomquin kit fox habitat), no ORV use should be
allowed off the ROW during construction, and where the ROW
crosses eéxisting roads, locked gates should be epracted to
discourage ORY use dfter construction.

These measures should eliminate the adverse impacts of
kit Fox individuals and substantially reduce the impacts on
habitat. Loss of some kit fox habitat would remain as an
unavoidable significant “impact.

Califnrnia Condor

In order ‘to minirize the effects of construction of the
proposed pipeline on the ‘California Condor and its habitat, the:
following measures should be required and enforcéd by the USFWS
in conjunction with COFG:

The ROW will be routéd to avoid crossing the Hudson Ranch
to the degree possible in order to ninimize future conflicts
with any special management plans. The ‘ROW will parallel
Highway 166 and other existing roads to the degree possible ipr
order to minimize disturbance 1in condor foraging areajs.
Blasting in the Cummings Mountain area should use small charges
and debris blankets to muffle and minimizé noise levels. N6
guns should be allowed on the construction spread in condor
essential habitat. This measure can be added 0 pipéline
contractor contracts by the applicant. The applicant will
review site specific revegetation plans for the Hudson Ranch
area with USFWS, 1f construction of either pipeline is
delayed, the applicants should consult with USFWS concerning
timing of <construction to avoid potential conflicts with the
condor captive-release program. These méasures would eliminate
or substantially reduce any aduerse impacts dué to c¢onstruction
on the California Condor.

Desert Tortoise

all construction across desert tortoise habitat should
occur between- October and March  when tortoises are
hibernating. A desert tortoise expert should be present during
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construction, Any active: desert tortoise should be removed
from the construction ROW ahead of construction equipment .and
moved Lo habitat within 100 yards of the capture site. Burrows
‘within the ROW should be carefully opened using. hand teels and
hibernating tortoises removed. Injured tortoises should be
kurned over to the Department of Fish and Game. Adequate funds
for costs involved in rehabilitating injured tortoises and
ﬁéturning them to their ihome sites (within 100 yards of capture
site) should be paid by the applicant. Injuries and deaths of
tortoises would be minhimized if construction occurs when
tortoises are inactive (i.e., nnly tortoises hibernating right
on *he ROW would be impacted). Removal of active tortoisas
From the construction area will ansure  survival of Lhese
individuals. Burrows can e successfully constructed with band
tools and plywood. These: measures would eliminate foss of
individual tortoises. Pieviously discussed measures For desert
habitat would substantially reduce impacts on tortoise habitat,
but some loss would result, an unavoidable sianificant adversa

impact.

Ragtobs

A competent wildlife biologist should survey all
potential raptor nesting habitat within 0.5 mile of the
pipeline prior to construckion. Active and dnactive nests
should be identified. No construction should occur within 0.5
mile of active eyries during the nesting season (generally
between March 15 to July. hs,'sitc-specifiq timing constraints

" may vary based on biologist recommendations). Construction
could be permitted near inactive nests; houwtjever, noc nest sites
should be disturbed. Potential perch sites cleaned by
ridge-top. construcktion should also be didentified by the
‘Appliicants. Where deemed necessary by local California Fish
dnd Game biologists, raptor perch or roost trees should be
gvoided and/or artificial roosts should be constructed on

.«wiidgelines to mitigate lossas of such trees resulting from
¢learing the ROW on ridgetops. This measure would prevent nest
abandonment resulting Ffrom pipeline construction and minimize
loss of perch sites, It would also help provide flexibility
for construction scheduling.

Desert Bighorn: Sheep

. During construction *he open pipeline trench. should be
limited to 0.5 mile in desert bighorn sheep areas. Skip
sections or temporary bridges across Ihe pipeline trench should
also be used if more than 0.5 mile of trench must remain open
for an extended period. Backfilling of the trench, especially
at skip sections, should be a gentle grade to allow escape of
animals from. the trench. This should minimize impacts caused

by disruption of movement pattersn,

The Applicants should work with BLM and Arizona ‘Game and.
Fish biologists in evaluating * potential ‘opportunities to
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minimize impacts to bighorr sheep, such as developing water
sources in other parts of tlieir habitat to encourage movement
away from disturbed areas, and ‘ORV .access poinks. “Developing
rew waterr resources away  from development may reduce’ future
man-bighorn conflicts espécidlly in areas wuhére ORY wusée 1is
difficult to control,

No construction should: be allowed in the ‘Copper Bottom
Pass area during January to March (lambing) and May to GCctober
(water stress) periods. Bajiriers to block unauthorized dccess
along the ROW should te erected by the applicant in

consultation with BLM. ) effects on i sheep water
resources should be mitigated ‘through avoidance or constru-tion

of new wells, or colledors. This measure would reduce impacts
on bighorn sheep 1in the Some Rock :Mountains, but will not be
completely effective becsuse pipeline maintenance and access
into this remote area would eventually disturb highorns. The

remaining impact to Righorn sheep would be an unavoidable
significant adverse effect,

In the Kofa NWR no ‘pipeline construction should be

during bighorn use 6f migratory corridors.
pericds and formal restrictions would be determined

This would eliminate impacts related directly to
disturbance of bighorn sheep due to pipeline construction
activity.

Muleshoe Ranch Preéerue

At the Muleshoe Ranch Preserve, construction should occur
between August 30 and April 1. Revegetation should bé in
accordance with plans dektermined by the Nature
BLM, and Forest Service. 7The ROW should utilize the existing
El Paso ROW to the extent possible. Large sycamores 1in Bass
Canyon should not be  removed, Seasonal construction
restrictions. (i.e., no activity during the April to August
nesting season) would prevent nest abandonment bY nesting
raptors resulting from construction activity, Reseeding with
native  vegetation and minimizing  impacts te  riparian
gogm:n%ties ‘would decrease impacts “on wildlife and’ wildlife

abitat.

ROUTE ALTERNATIVES

Santa Maria Canyon

Santa ‘Maria Canyon alternatiue would. avoid impacts on
riparian habitat in- the La Brea Canyon and reduce chance of
disturbing California Condors. flying over the Sierng Madre
Ridge. Santa Maria Canyon "g" could possibly .cause impacts to
sensitive raptors, prairie falcens and golden eagles, Santa,
Maria Canyon ngn would not have this impact on raptors. (See
also following section on ﬁhiS'alternatiue).
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Brenda Alterna&iqe

The Brenda Alternative would reduce substantially the
construction impacts on desert tortolsas and. desert bighorn
sheep over ‘the proposed. route bhrough ‘whe- Dome Rock Mountains
and Kofa -National Wildlife Refuge. Some uga001dable aduerse
impacts would remain on these resources, although smaller than

for the proposed project.
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CELERON/ALL AMERICAN

TERRESTRIAL BIOLOGY: Operation

IMPACT: Loss of sensitive wildlife habitat or
jndividuals of é?nsitiue plant and animal

species due to pipeline operation.

FINDING: &) Changes 'or alterations have been reguired in,
or incorporated into, the project which avoid

or substantially lessen the significant

environmental effect as identified in the final

EIR.

such c¢hanges or slterations are within the
responsibility and: jurdsdictiom of anothen
public agency and not the agency making: the
finding. Siuch changes have - -been: .adopted by
such other agency or can and should be adopted
by such -other agency (California countiest
USFS; BLM=~USFWS; california Departmént of Fish
and Game; Californpia State Lands ‘Commission).

spacific economic, ~ social, o other
considerations wake infeasible ‘the witigation
measures or project alternatives identified in

the final EIR.
FACTS SUPPORTING .FINDING;

0il spills could kill vegetation and result in -erosion
and loss of wildlife habitat. Sspills over 50 acres woudd: .be
unlikely; the worst-case spill on the Celeron/All American
route uould release about 15,006 barrels and - ¢guer about 16

acres.

Terrestrial plant communities couldd: be directly and
indirectly affected by o0il spidls. 0il in the soil can reduce:
the availability of water to plants and cause plant mortality
due to direct oil contact. Direct contact of oil with the
plants. . can cause loss of foliage, »réducediwphotosynbhesis,
reducedt:nutrient levels. reduced flower and: 'seed: production’ and:
toxic efifects on cells. Indirect impacts can result from
qleaneup‘eﬁfqrts such. as burning, clearing: of oiled vegetation,’
or removal -of topsoil. Plant regeneratian is best on well
drained: soils. Impacts o trees and shrubs can be less severe
if root systems are 0oil—free and well aerated. Impacts’of oil

when: deciduous plants are in leaf are genéirally more seéevere:
than when they are dormant..

.. Direct impacts to terrestrial wildlife would generally be
minimal because of the small size of the affected area and the
mobility of these species, Indirect impacts. to habitat could-
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be more serious, although not usually significant on a regional
basis., The timing (season), species of wildlife involved, and
volume of the spill would determine the magnitude of the
impacts to terrestial resourcss; spills in waterways. ‘are
generaily more severe than spills on land. Impacts from a
spill could be significant the 0il contaminated a rare plant or
animal &pecies or its habitat. Spills :would be more serious 1in
wooded areas, on steep slopes, or in wetlands because clecanup
would be difficult, regeneration time would be longer than for
other areas, and high value wildlife habitat could be affected.

At B8lythe, _california the pipeline would cross__the
" Golorado River., Extensive man-made wetlands (primary willows

and salt cedars) occur 1,000 to 1,500 feet downstream of the
proposed crossing. Of great concern is the potential for an
0il spill ak the Colorado River crossing. A -pipeline rupture
at the <crossing could release about 3,506 barrels of oil.
Siven the .oroximity of the downstream wetlands, it is 1ldikely
this area would 'be contaminated in ‘the event of an accidental
spill. The magnitude of ‘the impact would depend on the voluine
of o0il released, the flow in the river, and. season. Ak low
Flow conditions, backwater areas, intluding most of the
wetlands, are separated from ‘the river and would not be oiled.
At higher flows Lhe mouth of ‘these areas could be affected as
well as several miles of riparian vegetation downstream.

If a spill occurred at the Colorado River during, winter,
up ‘to 1,200 waterfowl could' be affected. :iled birds would
1ikely dis from exposure, increased stress, or ingestion of
0il. If the spill wccurred during the breeding. season, nesting
waterfowl and marsh birds would be adversely affected. Oiled
adults. and eggs would likely not survive, resulting in reduced

population levels.

: If a spill was not immediately contained, it is possible
oil could reach Cibola and Imperial NWRs, 20 miles downstream
of the Colorado River crossing. The Yuma clapper rail (&
faderally-listed endangered species) occurs in wetlands within
these refuges, Loss. of dindividual clapper rail or thedir
habitat would be consideped a significant impact. : :
An 0il spill in the Colowrado River in any season: would be
considered a significant impact. However, given .he -1lobl
-probabidity -of any spill along- the routé and the even LOWE T
probability of a spill at any given 1,000 foot water: crossing
(1 spill in 5,000 years), 'the risk of a spill is minimal.

In Cochise <£cunty, Arizona near the Hot Springs -Pump:
Ststion the pipeline would cross the Muleshore Ranch: Nature
Freséerve managed by the Arizona Nature Conservancy. The:
preserve has a unique mixed broadleaf riparian communities ir
Bass Canyon, Double R Canyon, and Hot Springs Canyon, These
riparian communities are now rare in ‘the Southwestern U.S. and
provide nesting habitat for rare. species like ‘the black hawk,"
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zone-tailed hawk', gray hawk, and northern beardless
tyrannulet. In the evént of an oil spill, o0il could reach ‘Hot
Sprlngs Creek via the many arroyos crossed by the pipeline. An
0il spill into the riparian zone along Hot Springs Creek would
likely kill herbaceous vegetation and could aFFect trees if oil
reached: the root zones, An oil spill in Hot Springs Creek

would be a significant impact.

Operation of the pipelire, primarily because of increased
ORV access, would increase the risk of w11d11Fe harassment
illégal hunting, and removal of commercial plant specres
(cactus) 1in remote .areas. Ltoss of individuals of sensqtlup
wildlife species, including San Joaquin kit fox and blunt-nosed
leopard lizard, or loss of commercial cactus would beé a

significant impact.

Pipeline operation requires regular maintenance.
1nspect10ns Travel off the ROW by p1pe11ne gersonnel in
sensitive wildiife habitat or plaht humm'nltlcs could rosulk 1n
damage to these areas or loss of individuals of senasitive plant
or animal spéties, which would be considered a significant
impact. In addition to ground dinspection, there will be anp
aerial reconnaissanc¢e of the entire ROW every two weeks.,
California condoirs could be affected by the d1sturbance From
these aircraft flights afteér construction.

A number of pﬁgject comgonents are discussed in the
project déscription in the Draft EIR/EIS which  will

substantially decrease the o0il spill risk or the amount of o1l
to be released in the event of a spill occurence. For example,
the proposed project includes the use of automatic bloéék and
check wvalves &t all major stream crossings and sensitive
areas. The usé of such valves could isolate a section of
pipeline in the event of a rupture and substantially reduce the
amount of release of o0il into the environment. In addlhlan,
prior to operation, an oil spill contingency plan Ffor the
entire project will be formulated and approved by the
Environmental Protection Hhgency and authorities of ‘the
respective states. The oil spill contingency plan will include
procedures for <ontainment and cleanup. The plan should
‘require notification of the appropriate wildlife authorities in
all sersitive habitats.

Other mitigations for impacts due to operation of the
pipeline can be required by the appropriate land use authority,
including the California counties of Santa Barbara, San Luis
Obispo, Kern, San Bernardino and Riverside, the USFS for the
Los Padres National Forest, and the BLM for other federal land
in Calif'ornia and all federal land outside California. The
USFWS may require certain stipulations to protect wildlife on
all federal lands and the California Department of Fish and
Game has permit authority over all stream c¢rossings in
California. Additionally, the USFWS administers certain
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protections for federal threatened and endansered species, and
local state fish and game departments are empowered to gnquce
certain protections for state-listed or otherwise

state-protected. species.

A special o0il spill contingency plan should be drawn up
for the Colorado River crossing in consultation with the
california State Lands Commission, USFWS, and California and
Arizona Departments of Fish and Game. 0il spill booms and
¢leanup equipment should be stored as near as possible to the
man-made wetlands downstream of the crossing and at all other
important Yuma clapper rail habitat areas downs tream. If a
rupture occurs, crews could quickly move the booms into place,
minimizing the possibility of oil reaching sensitive habitats.
A system should be d=vised to alert upstream dam operators to
reduce flows immediately if a pipeline rupture occurs.
Although unlikely, a major oil spill at the Colorado River
crossing could cause loss of waterfowl, sensitive wetland
habitat, and individuals. of the Yuma clapper rail, a. federal
endangered species. ,

Where Lthe ROW crosses existing roads. in  sensitive
habitats, locked gates should: be erected ‘to discourage ORU use
after construction, Pipeline personnel driving the ROW .for
inspection should not be allowed off the ROW except where
specified by the land managément authority. Limitiing wvehicle
use off the ROW will minimize the risk of losing, sensitive
wildlife ‘habitat, plant communities, or individuals of
sensitive plant or animal speties.

Where the pipeline route crosses through California
condor habitat, aerial flight reconnaissances should approach
on 1line with the ROW and remain on the ROW over condor
essential habitat. The pilot responsible for the aerial
reconnaissance of the ROW should consult with the National
Audubon Society's condor research pilot concerning avoidance
measures and flying techniques. to avoid condor collisions.
These measures will reduce the impacts on the condoy due to
pipeline operation.
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CELERON/A1l AMERICAN

TERRESTRIAL BIOLOGY: Construction

IMPACT:

FINDING: a)

Loss or disturbance of sensitive plant
communities or individuals of sensitive plant

species.

Changes or alterations have been rejuired ip,
or incorporated into, the project which avoid
or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in kthe final

EIR.

Such changes or alterations are within the
responsibility and jurisdiction of another
public agency and not the .agency making the
finding. Such changes have been adopted by
such other agency or can and 'should be &adopted
by such other agency (California counties;
USFS; BLM; California Department of -Parks and
Recreation; USFWS; Stater Fish and  Game’
Departments)..

Specific economic, social, or other
considerations make infeasible ‘the mitigatiaon
measures .or project alternatives didentified in

the final EIR.

FACTS SUPPORTING FINDING:

Construction of the pipeline involves clearing a 100 foot:

ROW. with heavy
such as trees,

i

earth-moving equipment. Above-ground obstacles
brush apd boulders are removed, and any stumps

or roots ih the ditch line are taken out. After clearing, the

ROW dis graded

and’ leveled &3 necessary for véhicle and

equipment .operation. These construction activities would
generally remove or kill all vegetation in the 100 foot ROW
corridor, Furthermore, adjacent vegetation may be disturbed by
cut—-and-fill excavations, disposal wof refuse vegetation and

rocky soil, and

vehicle movement off the -ROW.

Where the pibeline route crosses through 'sensitive and
ecologically valuable communities such as riparian vegetation,

oak woodlands,
communities, or
such as 1live
layia, Calico

Joshua tree woodlands, ironwood washes and dune
removes individuals .of sensitive plant species,
oaks, the -Barstow woolly sunflower, .Comanche
monkey flower or Crucifixion thorn, or any

species of commercial cactus, ROW construction would .cause &’
significant impact.

Because of the 1linear nature of the pipeline, many
government agencies have land use responsibility and
jurisdiction over the project and, thus, can require mitigation
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measures as part of a ROW or construction peqmit or grant. In
.California, Santa Barbara, San Luis Obispo, Kern, San

Bernardino and Riverside counties have jurisdiction over
private lands along the pipeline route; California Department
of Parks an. Recreation administers Gaviota State Park; the
USFS has jurisdiction ower the route through the Los Padres NF;
and BLM administers public (Federal) lands in the deserts. The
USFWS may require stipulations to protect certain plant
communities, on all Federal lands and the California Department
of Fish and Gume has permit authority owver all ‘stream
crossings. additionally, the USFWS administers certain

rotections Ffor Federal threatened and endangered species, and
qocal state fish and game departments are empowerad to enforce
certain protections for state-listed or otherwise state

.protected species.

Several mitigation measures are suggested in the EIR

which the appropriate agency can reguire to‘rgquce the impact
of ROW .construction on sensitive plant communities or specics.

Construction. should avoid, to ' the maximum extent
possible; disturbance to sensitive and wvaluable plant
communities, including riparian areas, oak woodlands, Coulter
pine, live ¢aks, Joshua tree woodlands, desert dunes, and
ironwood washes. Locations to be avoided should be determined
by the applicable land management ar regulatory agency. The
construction ROW should be reduced to 50-feet wide in sensitive

communities, and no stagipg areas should be located in these
areas. Trees over six inches in diameter should not be removed

or damaged without: prior authorization by theé appropriate
management agency. This would reduce the impacts on serisitive
plant communities by 50 percent or .more.

Site restoration and revegetation plans should be
required by the local land use authority prior to constiruction
for all affected sensitive plant communities. The pTan should
be prepared and carried out in consultation with locgl State -
Fish- and Game and/or USFWS personnel. Rehabilitation
activities should restore the sites to their natural condition
as -much as feasible. The dominant native plant speciés should
be re-established to original densities by- natural successior
if possible, by seed, seedlings, or cuttings. Plantiny;
non-native species should be avoided:. '

Revegetation of trees and many shrubs by artificial means
or. natural succession is not likely to be successful in. graid
lands. In plant communities dominated by large, older treés,
such as. oak woodlands, restoration is not possible by ny me#ns
for 70 years or more. 'Due to these Factors ‘there would: be
unavoidable significant adverse impacts due to constructiom in
riparian and oak woodlands remaining.

Thé pipeline ROW should .be required to use ékisting ROW'4
or roads, such as the La Brea Canyon Road or the €1 Paso

1 ——- —
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Natural Gas ROW, to the extent possible. Vehicle operation off
the ROW by vconstruction workers should be prohibited except
where specified by the land manager. These measures, would
reduce impacts to sensitive plant communities .and species by
minimizing total area disturbed.

Using the Santa Maria Canyon ‘Alternative would avoid the
significant impacts on riparian woodlands in La Brea Canyon,
but would increase the amount of oak woodland. Loss of oak
woodliands would remain as an unavoidable significant impact.

At the Muleshoe Ranch Preserve in Arizona, revegetation
should be in accordance with plans determined by the Nature
Conservancy, BLM, and Forest Service. THe ROW should utilize
the existing E1 Paso ROW to the extent possible, and large
sycamores in Bass Canyon should not be removed. These measures
will decrease lmpacts on the sensitive riparian communities in

the Preserve.

For Califorinia State-listed plant species, site-specific
field inventories should be required prior to construction,
This measure should be consistent with the intent and general
provisions of Assembly Bill No. 3309, the .California Endangered
Species Act which will become effective January 1, 1985. A
qualified biologist should survey the Applicant's ROW in areas
suspected of having threatened and ocndangered state-listed
species, Potential areas where these species may occur are
identified in Appendix B of the DEIR/EIS. The California Fish
and Game Départment will be consulted concerning appropriate
methods for survey as weéll as appropriate mitigation measures
if these species are found on the ROW.

Commercial cactus are found along the ROW in Arizona.
Cactus should be salvaged where practical, and their loss
minimized under the authority and direction of the Arizona
Department of Agriculture and Horticulture.

Other sensitive species may also occur on ‘the ROW. These
should also be protected by conducting a botanical survgy of

the ROW, and then modifying the project, if possible, to
minimize impacts on any sensitive species present.
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CELERON/ALL AMERICAN

TERRESTYAL BIOLOGY: Construction

IMPACT: Loss of sensitive wildlife habitat and loss or
disturbance of sensitive wildlife species,

FINDING: a) Changes or alterations: have been dequired in,
or incorporated into, the project which avoid
or substantially léssen the sgnificant
environmental effect as iaentafied- in the Final
EIR.

Such changes or alterations are within Lhe
responsibility and jurdigdiction of anothepr:
public agency and not the agency making the
©inding. Such chanhges have ‘been adopted by
such other agency or can- and ¢hould be adopted
by such other agéncy.

specific economic, social, or ' other
considerations maké infeasible- the mittigation
measures or project alternatives idertified in
the final EIR.

FACTS SUPPORTING FINDING:

Construction of the pipeline consists of a jeries of
operations, 1including preparing the ROW, building and laying
the pipe and cleaning up and restoring the sité, The
construction activities will require many machines, vehicles,
and-. personnel .and will be accompanied by noise, dust, and
genéeral human disturbance. Occasional blasting 'may be

.necessary as well, -

Preparing the ROW involues clearing a 100 foot corridor
with heavy earth-moving equipment followed by grading .and
leveling. These activities would' generally remove &1l wildlife
habitat. destroy dens and burrows, and kill most small mammals,
amphibians, and reptiles with limited mobility, in ‘the ROW
corridor.

Construction in general would cause displacement of large
mammals, birds, &and some reptiles from the area for the
duration of the construction. This would be significant if
there are impacts to sénsitive species such as disruption of
raptor nesting or California condor foraging, .or disturbance of
‘bighorn sheep laimbing or migration. Additionally, the ROW and
pipe ditch may ‘temporarily be a barrier to normal movement
patterns and may separate animals from habitat. requirements
such as watering holes. Increased use of vehicles and human
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access into previously remote areas coulld increa§e'the risk of
wildlife harzssment and iliegal shooting, & significant impact
if sensitive species are disturbed or killed.

Léss of wildiife habitat due to ROW construction would be’
signifiisat in the desert, where revegetation could take up to
70 years; in sensitive and valuable habitat types such as
riparian systems, ani in habitats supporting rare, threaténed,
endangered or other sensitive species, such as the Blunt-nosed
leopard 1lizard, San Joaquin kit Ffox (both Fedenally—}istgd
endangered species) and the desert tortoise or desert bighorn
sheep (USFS and BLM sensitive spncies). Loss of @nd@u@dual
animals of sensitive species is also considered a significant
impact. (See Mppendix B of DELR/EIS for 1lst of special concern

species on route)

gBecause of the 1linear nature of the pipeline, many
agencies have land use responsibility and jurisdiction over the
project, and thus can reguire mitigation measures as part of a
ROW or construction permit or grant. In california, Santa
Barbara, San Luis Obispo, Kern, San Bernardino. and Riverside
counties have jupisdiction over private larrds along the
pipeline route; the california Department of Parks and
Recreation administers Gaviota State Park; and the USFS has
jurisdiction ouer the route through the Los Padres National
Forest and BLM administers public (Federal) lands in the desert
inside -«and outside of California. The USFWS may require
certain stipulation on all Federal lands to protect wildlife
resources, and the California Department of Fish and Game has
permit authority over all stream crossings in "California.
Additionally, the USFWS administers certain protections for
Federal threatened and endangered species, and local state Fish
and game dwe~partments are empowered to enforce certain
protections for state~listed or otherwise state-protected

species,

The pipeline route crosses though several areas which
possess mdny unique and valuable ecological resources: The La
Brea Canyon #irea, in the Los Padres National Forest, managed' by
USFS: the ‘KOFA National Wildlife Refuge, managed’ by USFWS;
Muleshoe Rayich Preserve, managed by the Arizona Nature
Conservancy 1in cooperation with USFS: and the Gypsum Dunes
Preserve, managed by Texas Nature Conservancy.

The EIR/EIS describes many feasible mitigation measures,
including alterrative routes, which would serve to aveid or
substantially 1lessen the sighificant renvironmental impacts. OfF
project construction on wildlife resourices.

The following discussion presents mitigation measures of
general applicability first, followed by thise specific t6 a
particular sensitive species or location. Route alternatives
are then discussed. in the context of mitigating terrestial

wildlife impacts.
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GENERAL MITIGATION MEASURES

Construction should .avoid, to the maximum extent
possible, disturbance to all sensitive wildlife habitats, such
as riparian communities, oak woodlands, and habitats for
particular sensitive animal species. Locations to be avyoided
would be determined by the applicable land manager oOr
requlatory agency in consultation: with the appropriate wildlife
management authority. When routing around such habitats is not
Feasible, the construction ROW should be reduced to 50-feet
wide in sensitive habitats and staging areas should not be
located in these areas. Large trees (over 5 inches in diameter
for oaks and riparian species) should not be removed or damaged
without prior authorization by the appropriate management
agency. This would reduce the impacts or sensitive habitats by
50 percent or more,.

Site restoratiou and revegetation plans should be

required by the local land use authority prior to caaskrucktion.
for 'sensitive habitat areas. Thé plans should be prepared and
¢arried owt in consultakion with local statd fish and game and
USFWS personnel., Rehabilitation activities should restore the
sites to their natural qqndition\as much as feasible, by using

methods such as:

Re-establishing the native domipant plant spocieé ko
original densities, by natural succession if
possible, or by seed, seedlings or cuttings:

Where planting non-native species 1is necessary,
using only those naturalized to the uarea and .which
are beneficial for wildlife and/or ercsion control.

ising natural materials and minimal construction
when possible for bank protection and <slope

restoration.

Revegetation by artificial means or natural succession is
not likely to be successful in grazed lands or in deserts. In
habitats dominated by large, older trees, restoration is not
jpossible by any means for 70 years or more. Due to -these
tactors, there would he significant unavoidable adverse impacts
from Celeron/All American pipeline construction on oak
woodlands, riparian areas, and desert tortoise habitat.

During construction in creosote: scrub- and alkali scrub
areas of the desert, ROW. clearing should be limited to trimming
or crushing whenever possible. This would limit the amount of
shrub vegetation disturbed and reduce erosion. Ry not
disturbing. the root system, many crushed -or clipped shrubs will
resprout and revegetate the ROW more quickly. In all desert
areas, some of the cleared or -clipped uegetation should be
piléq in small thickets off the ROW (where acceptable to- the
landowner or 1land manager) to provide cover for displaced
animals. This would provide cover for displaced small mammals
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and ‘reptiles, especially small desert tortoises, and will
decrease heat stress and minimize exposure to predators. These
measures would reduce the loss of and spéed the-
re—-establishment of desert wildlife habitat.

Uehicle -operatidn off the ROW by consthuction workers
should be prohibited’ except where specified by the landowner or
land management agency. Limiting vehicle use off the ROW will
minimize the risk of impacting wildlife habitat or sensitive’
animal species. This would be éspécially important in deéesert
bighorn sheep. range.

The pipeline ROW should be required to use or follow
existing ROWs o¢r roads, such as the La B8rea Canyen Road,
Highway 166, or the El1 Paso Natural Gas ROW, to the extent
possible. This would help minimize the amount of wildlife
habitat lost and the number of individual animals disturbed or

killed.

During construction, the open pipeline trench would be
limited to 0.5 mile 1in areas where the pipeline could 1limit
wildlife access, to water, such as din La Brea Canyon in
Califoinia, and Hot Springs Creek in Arizona. Skip sections or
temporary bridges atross the pipeline trenéh should also be
used if more than 0.5 milé of trench must remain oped For an
extended period. Backfilling of the trénch, especially at skip
sectibns, should be a gentle grade to allow escape of animals
from ‘the trenth. This would minimize impacts c¢aused by water
stress aid digsruption of movement patters. ‘Not all animals aré
accustomed to crossing skip sections; however, it will provide
an opportunity for wildlife (like deér and coyotes) accus tomed
to human presence to cross the pipeline trench.

Development of additional water sources should also beé
considered as a partial compensation for loss or disturbance of

sensitive wildlife habitat.

For California state-listed animal species, site-specific
field inventories should be required prior to construction,
This should be consistént with the intent and general
provision$ of Assembly Bill No. 3309, the California Endangaréd
Species Att which will ‘hecome effective January 1, 1985. 4
qualified biologist should survey the ROWs in areas suspected'
of having, threatened and endangered state~listed species,
Potential areas where these species may occur are identified in
Appendix B of the DEIR/EIS. The California Fish and Game
Department should be consulted concerning apgropriate methods
for survey as ‘well as appropriate mitigation measures if thesé
species areé found on the ROW. This$ measure would eliminate
most significant dmpacts to state-listed species. Loss of
individuals or their habitat which occurs as a result .of
construction would be an unavoidable significant adverse impact.
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Federal, state, and county laws and regulations
Rertaining to sensitive vegetation and wildlife (e.g., T & E
speiies, game species) should be posted in conspicuous places
at the 3job site and included in pipeline contractor's
cortract. The Applicants should provide basic educational
materials concerning wildlife laws and regulations as well as
the required mitigation measures designed to minimize impacts.
Posted laws and regulations and educating field crews on the

intent of mitigation. measures will at least eliminate the
violator's excuse for dignorance of the law or ROW grant

provisions.

SPECIFIC MITIGATIOM MEASURES

Blunt-nosed Leopard Lizard

In order to minimize the effects of construction of the
proposed pipeline on the 8lunt-nosed 1leopard l1izard and its
habitat, the following measures should be required and enforced
by the USFWS, in conjunction with CDFG:

Blunt-nosed leopard lizard habitat in the Cuyama and San

Joaquin Valleys should be evaluated prior to construction.
Where suitable habitat occurs, attempts to relocate the

pipeline (primarily to agricultural  lands) should be

considered. In habitat that must be affected, the corstruction

disturbance on the ROW should be limited to 50 feet or less.
" Thé ROW should be revegetated with native species to encourage

reestablishment of habitat and 'to discourage weed invasion. In.

addition, for the route in T1IN, AR24W, Sections 18, 7, 8 and 9
(about 3.2 miles of blunt-nosed leopard lizard habitat), no ORV
use should be allowed off the ROW during construction. This
will minimize road kills and destruction of habitat. Dumping
of trash or waste 0ils should not occur in sandy washes or in
other suitable lizard habitats.

) Avoiding leopard. 1lizard habitat will be the most
effective measure of ensuring, that these animals are not

affected. Where construction must occur in their habitat, some.
lizards will still be impacted by wvehicles and: trenching

equipment; -however, the population may be .able to survive the

loss of a *“ew individuals if the habitat 1is restored and land.

use practices. on the ROW do not change.

Minimizing the construction ROW width will mini, ze loss

of blunt-nosed leopard lizard habitat by 50 percent., Loss of
some habitat and some individuals of the blunt-nosed leopard
lizard would remain as a unavoidable significant adverse impact.

San Joaquin. Kit Fox

In order to minimize the offects of constructior of the
proposed pipeline on the San Joaquin kit Fox and its habitat,
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the following mmeasures should be required and enforced by the
USFWS in conjunction with CDFG:

All potential San Joaquin kit fox habitat on the proposed
route should be evaluated prior to construction. Where
suitable habitat occurs, attempts to relocate the pipeline
(primarily to agricultural lands) will be considered. In
habitat that must be affected, the construction disturbance on.
the ROW will be limited ‘to 50 feet or less. If kit Fox dens
are found in the ROW, the pipeline ROW should be altered 100
feet 'to miss dens. The ROW should be revegetated with native
species to encourage reestablishment of habitat. In addition,
for the route in TION, R24W, Sections 9, &4, 3, and 34, and
T1IN, R24W, Sections 27, 26, 23, 24, 13, 18, 7, 8, and % (about
10 miles off San Joaquin kit Fox habitat), no ORV use should be
allowed off the ROW during construction. and where the ROW
crosses existing roads, locked (gates shguld be erected Lo
discourage ORV use after construction.

These measures should eliminate the aduerse impacts of
kit fox individuals and substantially reduce the dimpacts on
habitat. Loss of some kit ‘Fox nabitat would remain as an

unavoidable significant impact.

Ccalifornia Condor

In order to minimize the effects of construction of the
proposed pipeline on the California Condor and its habitat, the
following measures should be required and enforced by the USFWS

in conjunction w;th COFG:

The ROW will be routed to avoid crossing the Hudson Ranch
to the degree possible in order to minimize Ffuture conflicts
with any special management plans. The ROW will parallel
Highway 166 and other existing roads to the degree possible in
ordéer to minimize disturbance in condor foraging areas.
glasting in the Cummings Mountain area should use small charges
and debris blankets to muffle and minimize noise levels. No
duns should be allowed on the construction spread in condor
essential habiktat. This measure can be added to pipeline
contractor contracts by the applicant. The applicant will
review: site specific revegetation plans for the Hudson Ranch
area tith USFWS. 1f construction of either pipeline is
delaved, the applicants should consult with USFWS concerning
timing of construction to avoid potential conflicts with. the
condor captive-release program. These measures would eliminate
or substantially reduce any aduerse impacts due to construction

6n the California Condor.

Desert Tortoise

A1l construction across desert tortoise habitat should
occur between October and March  when tortoises are
hibernating. A desert tortoise expert should be present during
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construction. Any active desert tortoise should be romoved
from the construction ROW ahead of construction equipment and
moved to habitat within 100 yards of the capture site. Burrows
within the ROW should be carefully opened using hand tools and
hibernating tortoises removed. Injuréd tortoises should be
turned over to the Department of Fish and Game. Adequate Ffunds
for costs involved in rehabilitating injured tortoises and
returning them to their home sites (within 100 vards of capture
site) should be paid by the applicant. Injuries and deaths of
tortoises would be minimized if construction occurs when
tortoises: are inactive (i.e., ocnly tortoises hibernating right
on the ROW would be impacted). Removal of active tortoises
from the construction area will ensure survival of these
individuals. Burrows can be successfully constructed with hand
tools and plywood, These measures would eliminate loss aof
individual tortoises. Previously discussed measures for desert
habitat would substantially reduce impacts on tortoise habitat,
but some loss would result, an unavoidable significant adverse

impact

Raptors

A competent wildlife biologist should survey all

potential raptor nesting habitat within 0.5 mile of the
pipeline prior to construction, Active and inactive nests
should be identified. No construction should occur within 0.6
mile of active ayries during the nesting season (generally
between March 15 to July 15, site-specific timing constraints
may wvary based on brologist recommendations), Construction
could be permitted near inactive nests; however, no nest sites
should be disturbed. Potential perch sites cleaned by
ridge-top construction should also be identified by the
Applicants, Where deemed necessary by local Fish and Game
biologists, raptor perch o¢r roost trees should be avoided
and/or artificial roosts should be constructed on ridgelines to
mitigate losses of such treiks resulting from clearing the ROW.
on ridgetops. This measure woulXd prevent nest abandonment
resulting From pipeldine construction and minimize loss of perch
sites. It would also help provide flexibility for construction

scheduling,

Desert Bighorn Sheep

During construction the open pipeline trench should be
limited to 0.5 mile in desert bighorn sheep areas. Skip
sections or temporary bridges across the pipeline trench should
also be used if more than 0.% mile of trench must remain open
for an extended period. Backfilling of the trench, especially
at skip sections, should be a gentle grade to allow escape: of
animals from the trench. This would minimize impacts caused by
disruption of movement pattersn.

THe Applicants should work with BLM and Arizona Game and
Fish biologists in evaluating potential opportunities to
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minimize impackts ‘to bighorn sheep, such as developing water
sources in other sparts of their habitat to encourage movement
away From disturbed arfeas, and ORU. access points. Developing
new iwater resources away from development may reduce Ffuture
man-bighorn conflicts especially in areas where ORV use is

difficult to control.

No construction should be allowed in the Copper Bottom
Pass area during January to March (lambing) and May to '‘October
(water stress) periods. Barrizrs to block unauthorized access
along the ROW should be ereécted by the applicant in
consultation with BLM. Any effects on bighorn sheep water
resources should be mitigated through avoidance or construction
of new wells, or collectors. This measure would reduce impacts
on bighorn sheep in the Dome Rock Mountains, but will not be
completely effective because pipeline maintenance and access
into this remote area would eventually disturb bighorns. The
remaining impact to Bighorn sheep would be an unavoidable

significant adverse effect.

In the Kofa NWR no pipéeline construction should be
allowed during bighorn use of the migratory corridors,
avoidance periods and formal restrictions would be determined
by FWS. This would eliminate dimpacts related directly to
disturbance of bighorn sheep due to pipeline construction
ackivity.

Muleshoe Ranch Preserve

At the Muleshoe Ranch Preserve, construction should occur
between Augusk 30 and April 1. Revegetation should be in
accordance with plans determined by the Nature Conservancy,
BLM, and Forest Service. The ROW should utilize the existing
E1 Paso ROW to the extent possible. Large sycamores in Bass
Canyon should ~ not be removed, Seasonal construction
restrictions (i.e., .no activity during the April to August
nesting season) would prevent nest abandonment by nesting
raptors resulting from construction activity. Reseeding with
native vegetation and minimizing impacts to riparian
gogmgnities would decrease impacts on wildlife and wildlife

abitat.

ROUTE_ALTERNATIVES

Santa Maria Canyon

. _7The Santa Maria Canyon alternative would avdid impacts on
riparian habitat in the La Brea Canyon and reduce chance of

disturbing California Condors flying over the Sierra Madre
Ridge. Santa Maria Canyon "A" could possible cause impacts to
sensitive raptors, prairie falcons and golden eagles. Santa
Maria Canyon "B" would not have thig impact on raptors. (See
also following section on this alternative) .
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Brenda Alteﬁnatiue

The Brenda Alternative would Feduce substantially the
onstructlon impacts on desert toprtoiy ses and desert - bighorn
sheep over the proposed route throughsthe Domse Roc«‘Mountﬂlns
and Kofa National Wildlife Refuge. Some unawoidable advesse
impacts would remain on thaese resources., although smaller %han

for the proposed project. \
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CELERON/ALL AMERICAN'

TERRESTRIAL BIOLOGY: Operation

IMPACT: Loss of sensitive wildlife habitat or
individuals of sensitive plant and animal
species due to. pipeline operation.

FINDING: a) Changes or alterations have been required in,
or incorporated info, the project which avoid
or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the final

EIR.

Such changes or alterations are within the
résponsibility and jurisdiction of anothyr
public agency any ot the agency makina. the
finding. ‘Such ¢éHRafiges Have beeén adopted by
such other agency wf can and should be adopted
by such other agdency (California counties;
USFS; BLM; USFWS; California Department of Fish
and Game; California ‘State Lands Commissien).

¢) Specific  ecénomic,  _ social, or  other
considerations make infeasible the mitigation
measures or projéct alternatives identified in

f

the final EIR.

FACTS SUPPORTING FINDING:

0i1 spills could kill vegetation and result in erosion
and loss of wildlife habitat. Spill's over 50 acres would beé
~qn¥ike1y; the worst-case ¢pill on ithe Celeron/Al1l American
royte would release about 15,000 barrels and cover about 16

acries.

- Terrestrial plant communities could ‘be directly arnd
indirectly: affected by o0il spil®s. 0#1 in the: soil can reduce
thé availability of water to plants and cause plant mortality
due to direct oil contact. Direct tontact of o0il with the
plants can -tause 1loss of foliage, reduced photosynthesis,
reduced' nutrient levels reduced flower and seed production, and
toxit effects on cells. Indirect dinpacts can result From
clean-up efforts such as burning, cleariing of oiled vegetation,
or removal of topsoil. Plant regeneration is best on well
drained soils. Impacts to trees and shrubs can be less severe
if wroot systems are o0il-free and' well @erated Impacts of oil
wheh deciduous plants are in 1leaf are genérally more severé
than when they are dormant.

. . Direct impacts *o terrestrial wildlife wolild generally be’
minimal because of the small size of the affecteéd area and theé
mobility of these species, Indirect impacts to habitat tould
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be more serious, although not usually significant on a regional
basis. The timing (season), species of "wildlife involved, and
volume of the spill would dektermine the magnitude of the
impacts to terrestial resources; spills  un waterways are
generally more severe than spills on 1land. Impacts From a
spill could be significant the oil contaminated a rdre plant or
animal species or its habitat, Spills .would be more serious in
wooded areas, on steep slopes, or in wetlands because cleanup
would be difficult, regeneration time would be longer than for
other areas, and high value wildlife habitat could be affected,

At Blythe, california the pipeline would crass_ the
Colorado River. Extensive man-made wetlands (primary willows

and salt cedars) occur 1,000 to 1,500 feet downsitream of the
Proposed crossing., Of great concern is the poter.tial Ffor an
0il spill at the Colorado River crossing, A pipeline rupture
at the crossing could release barrels of o1},
Given the imi klai it is likely

i ' i 1 ‘ vent an. acecidental
spill. The magnitude of the impact would depend on the wolume
of 0il released, the Flow in the river, and season, At low
Flow conditions, backwater areas, including most of the
wetlands, are separated from the river and would not be oiled,
At higher flows the mouth .of these areas could be affected as
well as several miles of riparian vegetation downs tream.

IF a spill océurred at the Colorado River during winter,
up to 1,200 waterfowl could be affected. Oiled birds would
likely die Ffrom exposure, increased stress, or ingestion of
0il. If the spill occurred during the breeding season, nesting
waterfowl and marsh birds would be adversely affected, Oiled
adults and eggs would likely not survive, resulting in reduced

population levels.

If a spill was not immediately contained, it is possible
0il could reach Cibola and Imperial NWRs, 20 miles dowris tream
of the Colorado River crossing. The Yuma clapper rail .
* federally-listed endangered species) occurs in wetlands within

refuges, Loss of irdividual clapper rail
habitat would be considered a significant impact.

An 01l spill in the Colorado River in any season would be
considered a significant impact. However, given the low .
probability of any spil} along the route and the even lower
probability of a spill at any given 1,000 foot water crossing
{1 spill in 5,000 years), the risk of a spill is minimal,

In Cochise County, Arizona near the Hot Springs Pump
Station, the Pipeline would cross the Muleshore Ranch Nature
Preserve managed by the Arizona Nature Conservancy. The
preserve has a unique mixed broadleaf riparian communities
Bass Canyon, Double R Canyon, and Hot Springs Canyon.
riparian ¢ommunities are now rare in the ‘Southwestern U.s. and
pProvide nesting habitat Ffor rare species like the ‘black hawk,
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zone~tailed hawk, gray hauik, and northern bgardlosé
tyrannulet. In the event of an o0il spill, oil could reach Hot
Springs Creek via the many arroyos crossed by the pipeline. An
0il spill into the riparian zone along Hot Springs Creek would
likely kiil herbaceous vegetation and could affect krees if oil
reached the root =zones. an o0il spill in Hot Springs Creek

would be a significant impact.

Operation of the pipeline, primarily because of increased
ORV access, would increase the risk of wildlife harassment,
illegal hunting, and removal of commercial plant species
(cactus) in remote areas. Loss of individuals of sensitive
wildlife species, ingluding San Joaquin kit fox and blunt-nosed
leopard 1lizard, or loss of commercial cactus would be a

significant impact.

Pipeline operation requires regular maintenance
inspections. Travel off the ROW by pipeline personnel in
sensitive wildlife habitat dr :plant communities could resul% in
damage to these areas or less of individuals of sensitive plant
o~ aniimal species, which would be c¢onsidered a sigpificant
impact. In addition to ground inspection, there will be an
aerial reconnaissance of the entire ROW euery tiwo weeks.
California condors could be affected by the disturbance from.
these aircraft flights after construction

A number of .project components are discussed in tha
project description in the Draft EIR/EIS which  will
subrtantially decrease the o0il spill risk or the amoun: of oil
to be released in the event of a spill occurence. For example,
the proposed project includes the use of automatic block and
check valves at all major stream crossings and sensitive
areas. The use of such walves could disolate a section of
pipeline in the event of a rupture and substantially reduce the
amount of release of o0il into the environment. In @addition,
prior to operation, an o0il spill -contingency plan for the
entiré project will be formulated and approved by the
Envirenmental Protection Agency and authorities of the
respective states. The oil spill contingency plan will include
procedures for containment 3and cleanup. The plan should
require notification of the appropriate wildlife authorities in

all sensitive habitats.

Other mitigations for dmpacts duc to operation of the
pipeline can be requirasd by the appropriate land use authority,
including the California counties of Santa B8arbara, San Luis
Obispo, Kern, San Bernardino and Riverside, the USFS for the
Los Padres National Forest, and the 8LM for olher federal land
in California and all federal land outside California. The
USFWS may require certain stipulations to protect wildlife on
all federal lands and the California Department of Fish and
Game has permit authority over all stream c¢rossings in
Califérnia. Additionally, the USFWS administers certain
protecditions for federal threatened and endangered species, and

]
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local state Ffish and game departMénts ire empowered to enforce
certain protections for state~listed or otherwise

state-protected species.,

A special o0il spii] contingency plan should be -draiyp up

for the Colorado River tressing  in  consultation wikh the
California State ‘Lands Commission, USFWS and California and
Arizona Departments of i spill ‘booms
cleanup equipment shor. ssible to the
man-made ‘wetlands down sing and' a¢ all other
impoortant Yuma clapper rail habitat areas downstream. If a
rupture occurs, crews could quickly move thie booms into place,
minimizing the ‘possibility of oil reaching sencitive habitats,
A system should be dewvised to alert upstream d
reduce fléws immediately if a pipeline :
Although unlikely, a major o0il spill at the Colorado River
crossing could cause loss of wati rfowl, Switsitive wetland
habitat, and individuals of e vYuma ¢lapper rail, 3 federal
endangered species.

Where the ROW. crosses existing roads i sensitive
habitaks, locked. gates should be erected to ' dis, "&gé ORV ise
after construction. Pipeline personnel driving the ROW Ffor
inspectien should allowed ofFf the ROY  except where
anagement authority, Limiting vehicle
ninimize the risk of 1losing sensitive

wildlife habitet, plant communities, or individuals of
sensitivi plant or animal species. .

Where the pipeline route crosses through ‘California
condor habitat, aerial flight reconnaissadzes Should approach
on line with remain on t ROW odver condor
‘essential habitat. pilot responsible for the aerial
retonndissancé of the ROW should consult with the National
tudubon Society's c¢ondor resaar:n pilot concerning avoidance
measures and flying techhiques to avoid condor collisions.
These ae: sures will reduce the impacts on the condor due to
pipel..ie operation.
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GETTY TRADING AND TRANSPORTATION COMPANY (GETTY)

GEOLOGY: Operation

Potential hazards and risks pipeline
possible surface rupture of the So
Ynez and San Andreas faults.

IMPACT:

have been required in,
or incorporated into, the project which aveid
or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect ag identified. in the final
EIR. =

Changes or alterations

FINDING: a)

alterations are within the
jurisdiction of another
public agency and not the agency making the
fFinding. Such changes have been adopted by
such other agency or can and should be adopted
by such other agency (CaXifornia counties;
United States Forest Service (USFS): Burzau of
Land Management (8LM),

Such <¢hanges or
responsibility and

FACTS SUPPORTING FINDING:

-Although it is difficult to quantify the Probability of
surface Ffault rupture, it is generally accepted. that the ‘more
recently a fgult has moved,
in any  given period of
Cali ornia Divisi Mi i tified
certain faults Judged sufficiently capable of surface
rupture in rm (tens of years) that they deserve
special study and design before human—occupancy structures can
be built in their vicinity. Among other criteria, evidence of
Holocene offset is sufficient tu cause a fault to be zZcned.

Of the geologically young cQuaternary-age) Faulgs, only
the San Andreas is zoned by the COMG at the‘crossings of fhe
applicants' proposed routes, Although not zoned, there 1is
sufficient evidence to' regard the South nez fault
as having & probability of offset during,the‘pipeline life .on
the order of, or greater than, 1 in 10,000 per year. The
probability of surface rupture on- the otheﬁ«Quaternary faults
;rém Las Flores to Emidio is uncertain, but judged to be quilte

ow. ,

‘ Surface offset nf the San Andreas fault during a large
earthquake is judged sufficiently ‘probable to require specific
mitigation. Movement would likely be horizontal with the
ground -on the southwest side of &he fault moving northwest
relative the opposite side of the fault (i.e., right-lateral
ofFset). The amount of movement is. difficult io ‘Predict, but
could be as much as 10 to 30" based on past behavier. Without
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special design provision this amount of offset would alinost
certainly result in rupture of the pipeline with o1l spillago
and the resultant impacts, Much smaller offset would be
expected on the South Branch Santa Ynez fault due to its
significantly shorter length and structural character as a

splay of a larger fault.

Because of the 1linear nature of the pipeline, many
government agencies have land use responsibility and
jurisdiction over the project and, thus, can require wmitigation
measures as part of a ROW or construction permit or grant. In
California, Santa Barbara, San Luis Obispo and Kern counties
have jurisdiction over private lands along the pipeline route:
California Department of Parks and Recreation administers
Gaviota State .Park: the USFS has jurisdi;tion,OUer the route
through the Los Padres NF: aii BLM administers public (Federal)

lands in the deserts.

Several mitigation measures follow which the appropriate
agency can require to reduce the impact of ROW construction.

Appropriately detailed geologic, seismologic and
geotechnical studies should ‘be condicted to identify and
characterize geologic hazards and to provide information for
design of earthwork and Foundation along the pipeline route and
at  pump and heater stations, tank farms, and delivery

- stations. (See Mitigation 1) Special geologic/seismologic

" studies should be conducted to characterize potential surface
effects at the South Branch Santa Ynez and San Andreas and
appropriate créssings will be designed. (See Mitigation 3)

Geologic hazards identified and characterized as a result
of the above should be dealt with by specific mitigation which
may involve avoidance by re-routing, remedial earthwork, or
special structural or foundation design. (See Mitigation 1-a)

Appropriate ground motion parameters should be derveloped
for use in seismic design of critical structure and équipment,
including pumps, valves, piping, communications systems, and
instrumentation. (See Mitigation 2)

Implementation of above-listed mitigation measyres. (1,
1-A, 2 and 3) will minimize potential for serious damage
leading to o0il 3$piils by defining site-specific seismic and
fault hazards in areas of high risk and by implementing
appropriate offset or design techniques.
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Operation

potential hazards and risks due to ‘slope
failures in existing slide areas. v

Changes -or alterations have been required 1in,
or incorporated into, the project which avoid-
or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the Ffinal

EIR.

Such changes or alterations are within the
responsibility and jurisdiction of anotfier
public agency. and not the agency making the
finding. Such changes have ‘been adopted by
such other agency or can and should be adogpted
by such other agency (California counties:
USFS; BLM).

FACTS SUPPORTING FINDING:

Slope instability could: result in rupture of the
pipelines, a potential significant dimpact. Landslides of
various types and sizes exist on or near the routes, Continued
movement of active slides or reactivation of doirmant slides due
to inténse rainfall, seismic shaking, construction grading, or
other natural or manmade causes could result in failures

leading to oil spills.

In addition to reactivating existing slides, new natural
landsliding may occur in vsimilar geologic units of slopes
subjected ‘to destabilizing conditions. This would include
enlargement of existing slides, as well as separate new
clides. The main factors which could lead to new natural
instability would be undercutting slopes by erosion, excessive
rainfall, and seismic shaking, acting either separately or
tagether. The risk .of thése types of failures 1is judged
moderate for enlargement of existing slides, and moderate ‘L
low for completely new natural slides along the applicant's

proposed route.

in california, Santa Barbara, San Luis Obispo and’ Kern
counties -have Jjurisdiction over private 1lands along the
pipeline route; California Department of Parks and Recreation
administers Gaviota State Park; the USFS has jurisdiction over
the route thrugh the Los Padres NF; and BLM administers public

(Federal) lands in the deserts.

Several mitigation measures follow which the appropriate
agenty can require to reduce 'the impact of pipeline operation.
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Appropriately detailed  geologic, seismologic and
geotechnical studies should be conducted to identify and
characterize geolngit hazards and to provide information For
design of earthwork and foundations along the pipeline route
and at pump and heater stations, tank farms, and delivery
stations. (See Mitigation 1) Special geologic/seismologic
studies will be conducted to characterize potential surface
affect at the South Branch Santa Ynez, San Andreas and Garlock
faults and appropriate c¢rossing -will be designed. (Seg
Mitigatien 3)

Geologic hazards identified and. characterized as a result
of the abouve will be dealt with by specific mitigation which
‘may involve avoidance by re-routing, remedial earthwork, or
ispecial structural or foundation designp. {See Mitigation 1-a)

fppropriate ground motion parameters will be developed
ifor use in seismic design of critical structure and equipment,
ncluding pumps, . valves, Piping, communications systems, and
instrumentatioh, (See Mitigation 2) .

Implementation of above-lisited mitigation measures (1,
I-A, 2 and 3) will minimizZe potential Ffop serious  damage
leading to o0il spills by defining site-specific seismic and
Fault hazards in aréas of high' risk and by implémenting

agpropriate offset or .design techniques,
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Operation

0il spill impacts on sensitive soils  in
agricultural lands of southwestern Kern County,
and Cuyama Valley.

Changes or alterations have been required in,
or incorporated inteo, the project which avoid
or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the final

EIR. ;

Such changes or alterations are within the
responsibility and jurisdiction of another
public agency and not the agency 'making the
finding. Such changes have been adopted by
such other agency or can and should be adopted
by such other agency (Santa Barbara, San Luis
Obicpo, and Kern counties),

Specific economic, social, or other
considerations make infeasible the mitigakion

measures or project alternatives identified in
the final EIR.

FACTS SUPPORTING FINDING:

Significant adverse impacts to soils would result from
0il pipeline leaks and ruptures. Contamination of soils would
result in dncreased microbial activity and dec¢reased water
uptake and infiltration rates. Soil productivity would be
reduced,within a spill area and result in a temporary decrease
in vegetation production levels. The size and duration of snpil
impacts due to 0il spills would be dictated by the extent of
the spill, infiltration depth of thé o0il, soil characteristics¢

h

local topograghy and type of vegetative cover.

Agricultural areas would be the most sensitive to oil
spill dimpacts. The impacts would be soil contamination and
subsequent loss of production.. Depending on the depth of o0il
penetration and climate conditions, reclamation of oil-daiaged.
soils can take fron one -to many years following tontamination.
Since reclamation practices can be feasibly implemented in
agricultural areas, reclamation of agricultural lands would
most likelv occur more quickly than in native plan communities.

In California, Santa Barbara, San Luis Obispo, and Kern
counties have jurisdiction over private lands along the
pipeline route.
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SOILS: Operation

IMPACT: 0il spill impacts on sensitive soifls in
‘ agricultural lands of southwestern Kern County,

and Cuyama Valley,

FINDING: a) Changes or alterations have been required in,
or incorporated into, ‘the project which avoid
or substankially lessen ‘the significant
environmental effect as identified in the final
EIR. :

Such changes or alterations are within the
responsibility and Jjurisdiction of another
public: agepncy and not the agency making the
finding. Buch changes have been adopted by
such other agédnsy or can and saclli ba Rdamte
by such other agency (Santa Barbara, San Luis
Obispc, arnd Kern counties).

Specific economic, social, or other
consideérations make infeasible  the mitigation
measures o project alternatives identified 1in
the final EIR.

FACTS SUPPORTING FINDING:

Significant adverse impacts to soils would result from
0oil pipeline leaks and ruptures. Contamination of soils would
result in increased microbial activity and decreased -water
uptake and infiltration rates. So0il productivikty would be
reduced within a spill area and result in a temporary decrease
in vegetation production levels. The size and duration of soil
impacts due to o0il spills would be dictated by the extent of
the spill, infiitration depth of the oil, soil characteristics,
local topography and type of vegitative cover.

‘Agricultural areas would bhe the most sensitdive to oil
spill impacts. The dimpacts would be so6il contamination and
subsequent 1loss of production.. Depending on the depth of o0il
penetration and climate conditions, .reclamaticn of oil-damaged
soils can take from oné to many years following. contamination.
Since reclamation practices can be feasibly impléitented in
agricultural areas, reclamation of agricultural 1lands would
most likely occur more quickly than in native plan communities.

In California, Santa Barbaras, San Luis Obispo, aud Kerp:
counties have jurisdiction over private lands along the
pipeline route.

—— =S e m e o
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number of project compaofients ara discussed in thi

description

the Draflt EIR/EIS which  will

11y decrease the o1} sPill risk or the amount of oil

substantia C
released in the event

of & spill .occurence., For example,

ct includes the use of automatic block and
-all majop sfiream crossings. and sensitive.

roposed proje

Pipeiline in the event
amourit of releas

values could isolate a section of
rupiure and substantially réduce the
into the environment In addition,
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an oil spill contingency plan for the
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onmental
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Formulated and approved by the
Agency and authorities of the

spidll contingency plan will include
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SURFACE ER: Construction

IMPACT: ‘Alteration of channel geometry .would cause
degradation in ‘La B8rea Creek during and after

constructicn.

FINDING: a) Changes or alterations have been required in,
or incorporated into, the project which avoid
or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the final
EIR.

such changes or alterations are withia the
responsibility and jurisdiction of @&nother
public .ager-~y. and not the agency making the
Finding. sdich -changes ‘have been adopted® by
such .other agency or -can and. .should be adopted
by such other agency (USFS).

Specific economic, social, ‘o other
ron51derations make infeasible ‘the mitigation
measures or project alternatives ddentified dimw

the final EIR.

FACTS SUPPORTING FINDING:

Potential significant dimpacts of pipeline construction
would be increased sediment yield from areas disturbed during
construction and localized channel aggradation/degradation.
YSFS Best Managemant Practices will be implemented on National
Forest ldnds to reduce sediment yield.

Construction earthwork near the stream channel would
creaté the potential for soil erosion and the subsequent
increase of sediment loads in the stream. Construction
activities in the stream channel would create the potentlal for
.additional sediment in the stream and changes 1in channhel
geometry. Geometry changes (reduction in the cross sectional
area of the channel) would be significant because the result
can be reduction in the ability .of the channel to .convey
commonly occurring discharges. figgradation or degradation of
.the channel may also ocgcur.

A 'decrease in water quality would be expected due to a
major dncrease in sediment loads during pipeline construction.
The «nhcrease 1in sediment loads would be temporary ar4d decrease
to preconstruction levels within a short time (up to two weeks)
after construction is completed. No significant dimpacts %o
stream water quality or irrigation water control structure are

expected,
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Significant impacts bto La Brea Creek would result From

copstruction of the pipeline in La Brea Canyon. The canyon is
narrow and winding, and the pipeline would have to cross Lhe

creek several times The amuunt of disturbance to the stream

chann2l could be 1large enough to change channel -wv)ometry and
activate the channel. Sediment loadings would remain elevated
until. the .channel reached a néw average gradient. Both the
change in channel geometry arnd elevated-  long-term sediment

delivery would be signifFicant impacts.

The USFS has_jurisdiction over the rouve through LPNF .and
could require the following mitigation:

During pipeline construction .at stream crossings,
construction contractors should minlinlze time of disturbance
and area disturbed, stabilize disturbed areas ' promptly, and

divert runoff waters into. settlement areas prior to discharge

into a watercourse. Where construction ackivities are
necessary In the c¢hannel, particularly ‘La Br2a Créck, the
channel should be disturbed as livtle as possible and for as
short a time as possible. (Sse Mitigation 4)

An dincrease in. sedimemt loadings duriiig: .consknuction of
stream crossings ds an wnavoidable =~ dignaficant impact.
Application of this measure will minimize the impact of

construction at stream crossings.

]
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SURFACE WATER: Operation

IMPACT: Channel dJegradation could result in exposure of
i the pipéline and ihcrease the possibility of an
0il spill,

FINDING: a) Changes or alterations have been required in,
or incorporated into, the Project which avoid |
or substantially lessan the significant
environmental effect as identified in the Ffina]
EIR.

‘Such changés or alterations are within the

responsibility and jurisdiction of another
public agency and -not  the agency making the’
fFinding. Such changes .havé been adopted by -
such other agency or can and should be ddoptied

by  such other agency (California counties;

USFS; 8LM).

Specific economic, social, or other
considerations make infaasibte the: mitigation
measures or project alternatives identified in
the final £IR.

FQCTS.SUH#ORFING FINDING:

Thé pipeline could be affected by scour
channel geometry changes over its operational
large flow events, the moving watér could move large  quan
of” bed material (scour) or uncover the pipeline.
undesirable not only because the possibility exists
PipeXine break may occur (only on. the largest stream) but also
because the pipe may act as a -dam, catching trash and flooding:
surrounding -areas. - The following is a suimnmary expected impacts
to the major streams.

Crossed 'by the pipeline in California:

Santa Ynez River and La_Brea Creek - If the pipelirne
were buried four feet beitw the 100 - Year scour depth it
¥s unlikely that any single runoff ewvent would disturb
the pipeline. Degradation of the channel 1is evident din
the reach where the pipeline’ would be buried and it is
possible that the pipeline cpuld be discurbed during its
ofterational lafe, disjturbance -he line \ould
increase the likelihood o - change in channei
conveyance, both signific
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Sisquec River - Impackts on the Sisquoc River would be
éssentially the same as Santa Ynez River with the
following excention. Gravel mining in the Sisquoc Riwuer
channel downstream of the proposed pipeiine crossing Has
resulted in continuing channel degradation., This
degradation would increase the difficulty of burying the
pipeline: deep enough so ‘that it would not be disturbed
during its operational lifetime.

Cuyama River - Impacts mwould be similar to those

described for the Santa Ynez River, with the exception
that the channel is agrading instead of degyrading,

The burial depth of four feet below ithé scour of the
100=year, <4-hour storm runoff event 1is required by DOT
#egulations:., This requirement mirimizes the chanegs of
‘possible pipeline -breaks during large runoff wuenks.

_ Maintaining, deep orough .pipeline burial %% importént to
* mindimizing the :risk of an oil spill,

Because of the lipcar nature of the pipeline, wmany

government  agencieés have land use respopnsibility and

< jurisdiction over the project and, thus, can require mitigation

mregsures as part of a BOW or construction permit or grant. In

California, Santa Barbara, San Luis Obisp¢, and Kern -counties

have jurisdicticn over private lands along the pipeline route;

- the USFS hay jurisdiction over the route ‘through the LPNF; and

" BLM adnministers public (Federal) lands in the deserts. The

‘California ‘Departinent of Fish and Game has permit authority
over all stream c¢*ossings in California.

The following mitigation moeasure is suggested which the
appropriate agency -(one of those previously listed) cun require
to reduce the impact of pipeline operation.

Mitigation 5 would require that pipeline operators check

the pipeline burial dzpth yearly at major crossings identified

30 the EIR/EIS. At crossings wheré channel degradation ‘has

féduied the depith of fill to less than the 100-year scour

‘depth, reburial of the pipeline to the proper depth will be
required.
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SURFACE _WATER: Operation

IMPACT: Major oil spills or leaks would degrade water
quality bélow Federal and State standards.
Impacts would occur at and downstreaam from any

stream crossing.

Changes or alterations have been required in,
or incorporated into, the projec¢t which avoid
or substantially lessen the significant
énvironmental effect as identified in the final
EIR.

Such chengeé or alterations are within the.
responsibility. and jurisdiction of another
puhlic agency and not the agency makinbg the
Findiag. such changes have been adopted by
such >ther agency ovr can and should be adopted
by, such other agency (BLM;  USFS; EPR;
California Counties, CODFG). .

Specific economic, social, or other
considerations make infeasible the mitigation
measures or project alternatives identifdled in
the final EIR.

FACTS SUPPORTING. FINDING:

The most significant imopact on surface water would
result from crude oil spilled ‘into a watercourse from &
pipeline leak or rupture. A spill resulting from a small leak
may involve as much as 500 barrels of o1l before being
detected. The amount of o0il involved in a Iarge $pill would be
the volume in the pipeline between the’ break .and the néarest
block and ¢heck wvalves on either side. The amount of oil
which would Fflow through the line until the safety equipment
shut the pipeline down must also be: included. -0il 3pill volume
estimates for sensitive streams 'range from 1,750 to 4,800
barrels. Small stieams would be temporarily overwhelmed by
this quantity of ol apd larger streams would carry the oil
miany miles downstream.

Water quality would .be degraded by .more volatilé.
fractions of the o0il going into solution. Depending on thé
flow regime at the time of the spill, o0il could be incorporated
into ‘the sediment or the stream bottom so that some 0il would
be. released after the spill was originally cleaned up.
Duration of the water quality impacts would probably be only a
few weeks after the o0il was cleaned up, particularly on larger
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streams with a large enough flow to dilute oil remaining after
cleanup. Water polluted with crude 0il would be unsuitable for
domestic or irrdgation use.

A number of projéct components are discussed in the
project description in  the Dr ift EIR/EIS which .will
substantially decréase the oil spils risk or the amount of o0il
to ‘be released in the event of a spill occurrence. . For
example, the proposed project includes the use of automatic
block and check wvalves at all major stream crossings and
sensitive areas. The use of such wvalves could isolate a
section of pipeline in the event of a rupture and substantially
reduce the amoupt of release of o0il into the environment. 1In
addition, srior to operation, an o0il spill contingency plaf For
the entiré# project will be formulated and approved by the
Envirohmental Protection Agency and authorities of the
respective states. The oil spill contingency plan will include
procedurés for containment and cléanup. '
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GROUND WATER: Operation

IMPACT: Potential degradation of ghdunduater quality
: resulting Ffrom an oil ‘$pill in. a seansitive

groundwater basin.

FINDING: a) Changes or alterationt hove beeri required in, | .
or incorporated into, @he proje¢t which avoid
or substantially  lessen thé¢  -significant
environmental effect as identified irn the final
EIR.

b) Suck changes or alterations are within &Heé
responsibility and  jurisdictiun of anotilen
public agency and not the aggncy making ihe
Finding. = Such -changes have bhen adopted ' by
such other agenty 'or can and ghould be adopted
by such ' other agency (California counties;
USFS; BLM). o

c) Specific économic, social, . on other
considerations make infeasible thé mitigation -
measures op project alternatives identified in
the final EIR. ,

FAZTS SUPPORTING FINDING:

Significant groundwater impacts could occur primarily

during operation of the pipeline. Impacts would include

groundwater contaminaticn by introduction of crude o1l which

would occur only in the event of pipeline leaks, =uptures., or

T spills. Although the probability of these events 1is low, their

‘ "‘Q occurrence may be significant in terms of groundwater impacts,

L The greatest potential for groundwater problems is associated

| ' with small undetécted  leaks in Lthé pipeline. This 'is due to

oy the larger probability of occurrence and’ the relatively small
. ° amount of o0il needed to contaminate @ water supply, the long ‘

o lastiing effects of such a leck, and the difficulty of aquifer N

decontamination. Major spills, ruptures, and detectable leaks {

could probably be cleaned up before signicant groundwater

7 contamination results and thave lower probabilities  of

occurrence than smaller leaks.

wo In ‘California, Santa Barbara, San Luis Obispo, and Kern
h counties have jurisdiction -over private lands along the
o - pipeline route; the USFS has jurisdiction over the route

through the LPNF; and BLM administers public (Federal) lands in
the deserts.

Several mitigation measures follow which the appropriate
agency can require to reduce :the impact of pipeline operation.
e e e o i
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Detailed hydrogeologic investigations should be conducted
for each sensitive area along the pipeline alignment as shown
in Table 3-14 of the DEIR/ELS. These investigations should
include definition of groundwater depth, retharge sgurces,
properties of overlying, soils, hydraulic gradient, backaround,
water quality and existing WJater uses. Existing wells should
be inventoried in an area. extending ydrogeologically dewn
gradiegnt from the pipeline 2 miles o accordance with the
formulp as notéd in mitigation 6 of the FEIR/EIS. This
information will be used to formulate the 0il Spill Contingency
plan that will include plans for monitoring and early detection
¢f groundwater contamination, notification  of affected
groundwater users and approgriate governmental agencies,
site-specific cleanup and response, and identification of
emergency alternate water supplies,

In addition, low permeability backfill should 'be used in
the bottom and sides of 20-Feet sections of pipeline trench
where the ROW approaches sensitive aquifers that are at risk
From 61l spills and leaks, as jdentified by Mitigation 6. (See
Mitigation 7) '

The application of mitigation medsures and standard
operating prpcgdureé is assumed to reduce the probability of
significant impact to & sensitive groundwater basin by 50
pércent; ‘houwaver, if a $pill occurs which contaminates the

- groundwater, khis would be an unavoidable significant impackt.
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AQUATIC BIOLOGY: Construction

IMPACT: Potential reduction in diversity and abundance
of important fish species in Gaviota Creek, due

to fuel or lubricant spills.

FINDING: a) Changes or alterations have been required in,
or incorporated into, the project which avoid
or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the final

EIR.

Such changes or alterations are within “he
responsibility and jurisdiction of ahother
public agency and not the agericy making the
finding. Such changes have been adopted by
such other agency or can and should be. adopted
by such other agency (Santa Barbara County;
California Department of Parks and Recreation).

FACTS SUPPORTING FINDING:

A possible concern during construction would bié a fuel
or lubricant spill in the wvicinity of a stream. However, the
volume of fuel spiiled should be relatively small (les's than 490
gallons) which reduces the risk to aquatic organisms. IfF a
spill does reach a stream containing important fish species
significant dimpacts could occur due to direct toxicity or
damage to important habitat. The extent of damage and duration
‘would depend upon the volume of fuel or lubricant reaching the
stream, physical characteristics of the stream, sensitivity of
organisms present, and time of year.

Spills in small streams would likely be more persistent
in their negatjve effects., After the oil has dzaraded, aquatic
communitieés should be able ‘to return to prespill conditions by
recolonization From unaffected areas.

‘Santa Barbara County has jurisdiction over private lands
along the pipeline rcute; Calijornia Department of Parks and |,
Recreation administers Gaviota State Park.

The following mitigation measure is suggested which the
appropriate agency can require to reduce the impact of pipeline
operation,

In order to minimize impacts, fuelihg and lubrication of
construction equipment should occur within O0.25 miles of
streams. No more than 2 barrels of fuel (84 gallons) should be
kept at construction sites within 0. miles of sensitive
streams. Equipment will be periodically checked for 1leakdge
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(See Mitiga€ion .8) This measure will

to avoid spills.
and frequency of fuel or

substantially reduce the probability

lubricant spills greater than 40 gallens reaching streams.

.
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AQUATIC BIOLOGY: OQperation

IMPACT: Potential reductions in diversity and abundarce

of important fish species in Gabiota. Creek, due
to-a major o0il spill.

FINDING: a) Changes or alterations have been required in,
or incorporated into, the ‘project which avoid
or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as jdentified in the final
EIR.

b) Such changes or alterations are within the
responsibility and jurisdiction of another
public agerncy and not the agency. .making the
finding. Such changes have L4é&n adopted by
such other agency or can and should be adopted

by such other .agency (Sanka Barbara County,
USFS). :

c) Specific economic, social, or other y
considerations make infeasible Lhe mitigation
measures or project alternatives identified in
the final EIR.

FACTS SUPPORTING F/NNING: ‘

The major coiicern during the operation of the pipeline
would be an o1l spill near or at stream crossings. Although
the probability of occurrence (0.04-0.2 spills/year), use of
automatic block valves and check valves, and required o1l .
contingency plans indicate a low oil spill risk; if a spill
- occurred, impacts could be significant. The level of impact ko

o aquatic resources in terms of duiation and length of stream
@ . reach affected would depend upon the size of the spill, time of
S S year, physical characteristics of the stream (e.g., bottom
@& substrate, ‘flow, channel tonfiguration), cleanup and control
‘techniques, and susceptibility of the dominant or important

oo e aquatic organisms to oil.

Spills in small streams would likely
. be more persistent in their negative effects. After the o0il
o has degraded, aquatic communities would be able to resturn to

o prespill conditions by recolonization from unaffected areas.,
Gl The recovery period is usually several months Ffor benthic
a wacroinvertebrates and several months to two years. for fish,
_ oo éxcept for sentitive species. Semsitive streams are those thit
<“‘”Qy contain fish considered to be important game fish, threatened
. ' rare or ‘endangered, or native species in coastal streams. A

o Q major spill in any of &khese streams would be an unavoidable
T significant impact.
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A number of aroject components are discusseéd in the
project description din the Draft EIR/EIS which will
substantially decrase the oil spill risk or the amount of oil
to be released in the event of a spill -occuience. For example,
the proposed project includes the use of automatic block and
check wvalves. at all major stream -crossings and sensitive
areas. The use .of g¢uch wvalves c¢ould” isolate a section of
pipeline in the event of & rupturd and substantially reduce the
amount of release of o0ill inte the environment. In addition,
prior to operation, an o0il %pﬁlﬂb contingency plan for the
entire  project will be Fforiulated and approved by the
Enuironméntal Protection .Agency ‘and authorities of the
respective states. The 0il spill contingency plan will inc¢lude
procedures for containment and cleanup:
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> R AQUATIC BIOLOGY: Opération
””\w”" IMPACT: ‘Potential reductions in abundance of intertidal
.- invertebrates, surface-feeding fish, and
- v shore-birds in nearshore marine areas due to a
e major o0il spill into Gaviota Creek.
- ‘
e FINDING: a) Changes or alteratioms have been required 3n,
' or incorporated into, the projéct which avoid
or substantially lessen the significant
o environmental effect as identified it the Final
EIR.
RGN by Such changes or alterations are within the
v o responsibility and jurisdiction of arpother
o public agency and not the agency. making the
(3 finding. Such changes have been adopted by
o such: other agency or can and should be adopted
R . by such other agency (Santa Barbara County,
o USFS) .
. @7\
d é c) Specific gconomic, social, or other

considerations make infeasible the mitigation
measuces of project alternatives ddentified in
the £inal EIR

‘FACTS S&JPPORTING FINDING:

A major o0il spill into any ¢f the coastal streams along

the route could measurably affect nearshore marine communities

L douwnstream. ‘Banthic macroinvertevrates, surface-feeding fish,
*  and shorebirds would be the most sensitive species in nearshore f

marine areas. If a large spill occurred in the winter, the

? éentire .population of tidewater dgoBly (a Federal candidate

§pecies) would be lost. A major spill in coastal 'streams

reaching nearshore and estuaring habitats would cause

unavoidable significant impacts.

- R 4 number of project componerits are discussed in the
Ly project description iA  the Draft EIR/EIS which will
" substantially decrase the 0il spill risk or the amount of oil
\ to be released in the event of a spill occuréhce. For example,
) ‘the proposed project includes the use of automatic block and
chéck wvalves at- all major stream crossings and sensitive

o areas. The use of such valves could isolate & section of
o pipeline in the event of a rupture and substantially reduce the
amount of release of oil into the environment. In addition,
prior to cperation, ar oil spill contingericy plan for the
antire project will be Fformulaked and approved by the e
Environmental Protection
) ADPED  1/30/85 gT e 31,9 142:-4
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Agency and authorities of the respective states. The oil spill
contingency plas will include procedures for containment and

cleanup, .
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LAND USE AND RECREATION: Construction

IMPACT: Not corisistent with Santa Barbara County
' Coastal Plans .- Policy 6-17, crossing of

Gaviota State Park.

Changes or alterations have been requ1red in,
or 4incorporated into, the project which avoid
or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the final

EIR.

Such <hanges or alterations are within the
respon51b111ty and Jurlsd1ct10m of another
public agency -and not the- agéncy making the
finding. Such changes have 'begn adopted by
such other agency or can and shguld be adopted
by such other agency (Santa farbara County;
California Department of Parks and Recreation).

Specific economic, social, or other
considerations make .irifeasible the m1t1gat10n

measures or project alternatives identified in
. the final EIR.

FACTS SUPPORTING FINDING:

Land Use Requlatlons and Plans - The siting and deszgn of
the pipelines would be consistent with adopted land ' use
regulations and plans, wi th the following exceptions:

9anta Barbara County, Local Coastal Plan -~ the proposed
project is not consistent with the following ‘Coastal Plan

policy: :

Policy 6-17 - p1pe11ne alignment generally avyoids knowh
1mportant recreatlon, habitat, and archaedlogical areas.
The only possible -exceptions wouild ‘be aFter the p1pe11he
enters  Gaviota State Park, which ‘is under ' Ehe
JUPlSdlCtIOﬂ of the Ca11Forn1a Department of Parks and
‘Recireation. The Getty ROW would ' impact the us 101
Roadside Rest Area and for -this reason it may not be
consistent with this'policy

In many areas both the Celeron and Getty ‘pipélines would
parailel each .other to form a 150-feet wide 'ROW- corvidor,
Disturbance to 1land uSe especialdly in Gaviota State Park,
environmentally sensitive habitat areas, and Lla Brea Canyon
could ‘be reduced if both lines are tonstructed in- the samé 'ROW.’
This would 'be consistent wIEn existing 'Santa Barbara County and
Forest Service land use regulations. (See MltlgatlonLZS)
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