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~1I. Discussion nf Enviroraental Evaluation

section II . '

i-2, 3: Soie mporarv disturbance of the soil &nd mihor "ngrg:
in the ground sucface will tesult fron the x‘.\J.,'p'..J.'_.'z-fs con»L:

and. tfenching cnshcre anc through the suxf zone. Theseé .noacts
q?11 be .minor &nd of short duration.. ‘ . J

B-1: SOmn air emnissions will be geddgrated by onsnore
construction machinery, lay banges and' macine vessel aCtLVLtj.
This impact Lo &ir quality will be of Léimporary cu"atlon‘~t

-1, 4: There will be impacts to the dxisting biota and any
existing kelp beds by the construction for the period of
‘construct and Lay the pl“Qllnu. These 1mpac;n will bz of
duration and recolonization of the are:s will occur. :nv
blasting in the water nay requx"e permitting and‘or COOLdlnaul“n
wlth Fish and vame Commiision.

F-1; G-1: Theve will be an increase i.: ambienk noise and light
levels in promeLtv to the tug and la{ barge and welding .
equipment, Ti:is impact should be min:z and of short d":atxon.
M-1, 5; 5-1: Additional water borne traffic witl be temporarily
generated bektwzen the snshore facility and the. woll heads  duging
the censtruction of the nipeline. This activity will dwgact
.usage and navigation on the coastal waters.

The pipelinc layinyg act;v1h1es will bz govegncd’ by rules and
regulations of the U.S. Coast Guard so as to: minimize
intérference with Exshiug, boatxng and hazards &9 naVLGaLIOd«

The installation activiwvies will be cestricted 'o ared Yo
Ymmediately around the leclJVlng boat or oacg@ ARG wxil be qf .
brief duratiou. ‘Recréi’.ional boating in £he pi -glxnc 13Y%19 ateda
will be testrijcted and controlled by Zoast GuaCu w09“13t1°“
the ‘duration «f the prejéct. = :
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ATTACHMENT 1

.. COMMENTS TO INITIAL sTupy

AND RESPONSES
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TOUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA

‘UvS: FISH aND ‘WILDLIFE- "SERVICE-
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Tha Rezources Agancy

Datns . o
Ms. Suzin Livenick November 28, 128%

State Linds Commission [ oy st
245 fiest Broadway, Suite 42 DATE ‘NOV.3.0 1984
Long Beach, Califidbrnia 90?0“ ) ;3? —
Sustn -// / .(’tr.‘:.r/ - 2‘:_3““.*4( A‘ =
.fl .—/y na}L AI:( re //m 3 e -
L - . /x/‘/ )—mmf'://te//// 2 “""- “
‘From' +  Department of fish: ond Gama - ‘MRR-LE 2},,,., > ;

»}Vp e ) ’///

Spbig'cf:
!

Notice of Consultatisn/Preparation for Well, Comple
instzllation of Flowlines ana Production of Gas, €
atifornia Preducticn Inc. P.R.C. 2920.1, Santa Ba

County. ¥W40442, SCH 84101008,

prev*ou;lv =Hpnov9d wells, lnatallat;on o;;i-'wxlng -
productinon of gas. We believe tnat a Negative '
which includes apnropzxate mitigation measures
potential impacts, would be appropriste.

The Initial Study identifies the major proj

poth marine and terrestrial habitats and pro vmdeq s‘
mitigztion measures which will be included in the g?
pzogﬂct. .hhese measures will provide d;t*qac*on for"
proiect impacts. However, with respect to marine and
terrestrial habitats we have addicional concerns.

Although the 1982 winter storm and warm water conditions '
caucsed an e: tens:ve reduction in kelp beds in the Mciinc
area, recovery éf tnos kelp beds lias. been obszzrved. The
pulling of flowlzne'burdles thxouah racovering ov eztablished
kelp beds would 1mpact this resource. UWe therefcre raccmmenq
that the preiect be conditioned toﬂprov1de ftor a pxn-pro1cct
survzy Of the arsa to eatablxsh kelp densities and a zurvey
upon project completion be completed ko determine the
maqnltuda of kelp loss, if any. If thare is no kelp loss, or
it is insigni ificant .as determined by a revisw of angEV
results by ue‘arhment personnel, ‘then nc additional surveys
or measures wilil be requirad. Houwever, i the dosz of k=lp
is judged to be signifacznt then a survev of ‘the area nﬁuld
be conducted two years after PKQ?-uc ‘completion to deuerm-ne
if k2lp has returnea to pre prcject densikties. If the kelp
has .not returnud to pre project densities then 3hell
California Production Inc. should revegetacz the impactod

area.

HWith regards to the onshore pipelips route, the following
conditions would eliminate ovr redudée potential project
impacts to terrestrial and aquatic habitats.

a) Any loss of riparian vegetation within the pipelire
corridor should be avoidad: If riparian veggtatiorn
lost it .snould ‘be replaced with native fpeﬁlaag;

‘,th.. P PR
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b) No conatructzon activities wichin Arroyo Hondo ggéék
should L2 undertaken durlnq the nestlnc 3aa~uq‘

¢) A noti ‘icac*on pursuant tc Fish and Gane' Code Séction
TEOJ must be submitteéd to the Department crior to the
1n1b ion ¢f construction a*tzvztzns within Arvovo
chdo' We beliave that all of. -our concerns can be
addre sed within an aareenen% wzth Lhe Dﬂoartment

-.8heuld you have any questions rlezasa contact Rolf Mall,
Environmental Ssrvices Sugp Servisor. ‘His‘ghqperngmbe; iz ATZS
'B-835-3155 or (213) 550~ Slizm . ‘

Sincetely,

an L. Ea?
HFegiocnal Hanaqer
Marina : Resource Region

Office of Plannxna and Research;
1409 Tgn"n ucreec
Sacramen:o, Ca 95814

. “‘E‘a: v;ADDhD 01/30/85"




. State of CaliforniaZXfhnyl TR, AN,
Grorge Devknigsian, Govatror

Caiiferma Coastal Comnussion
‘SQUTH CENTRAL COASF DIQTMC r
735 Stae Street, (803) 963-6871
Biiboa Bq ichng, Suite 612
Santa Barbara, CA' '93101

December 6, 1984

Office of, Plannxng and Research
Attn: Chris Goggin

1400 10th Straet

Sacramento, CA 25814

Susan Livenick

State Laﬁds Commission

243 West Broadway, Sun:e 425
Long 2aach, Ca 90802

‘BE; -Comments. of Iaktlal 'Study, Snell Mollino Flowlines; Santa Barbava «County
Near Hs. Goggin-
Ms. Livenick:

'The folloling are Coastal Comnission staff comments on the "hell '-!olino E‘lmrlina
Initial '-‘tud/ “He hope thnse comments will at..isi' you in the ravisw of ‘ehz
sastal .and epvironménial issues ised by zhe m:co‘,sed p,co;ec.r.. .la wrdcsskand
that the p"opmed prorect consists of ingtellirg {flowlines: Zzom :qc oL :sho'e gas
wells *h ough the Arroyo ‘{ondo Cxcz.k chanm.l banua h the -raiiroa- traCkS and

’ ‘Highway *L!.; -and theun east to the She’l r'olino Canyc'x gas pre..ce',aing "a"n.lity A
pj.celine Zénstruction staging area w‘ 11 bu esrabl:..;hoc in ap avocadp grove within
Molino Car.ycn on the ‘landward side of ihgmvay 10i. In ‘an '.:-a‘:: to agsist
revicwxug zgencies and t:‘-xe pub" ic, cuo...c.d portions, oZ ref:'e:e'xred docunents ehould;
be included ag a xercygad appendix. The comments ave listed as ,ollows: Lo

OCEANOGRAPHY/WATER QUALITY pige 18,20
what is the basis and justificacion for the conclusion that ths _propasad
activitias will have noxszgnz‘xcant effact en ofeancg:;pqlc par.meters in
the Molino area? Does this statement inclvde the facb\ hat' heil is
proposing ‘to dlscharge s-gnlfxuann quantities of wasteé Wutut Anto %olxwo
Creek which drains into tthe orean? How much vaste waéer w;-l he . dzs:hanugn'
why*wcre impacts on watdr cudlxty decerw'ned to 'be mino:? shou;d an osean
discharge monitcring prognam ‘be required as dpprcorlate m-t*gattan°
MARINE AND TERRESTIAL SIDLOGY page 29,21, ’

Marine Setting
Santa Barkara County Coastal Plan includes a ser of adopted Environmeatallily
Sensitive Habitat Area (bS"A) maps which locate and de:xgnate uch haai.ac
for speciar protection ‘in Coaatal °langoolxcxca, Such identif xcatxow‘-or
kelp beds should- be noted in the document. Has a oxologxcal survey begn
conducted with remote cnntrol‘eq "enxcloo to create accurate maps and;

et aa et A 4 AR Y Mo MBNEIWS mamu b A




photoaranhs along the pipeline alignment? Have ithe kelp bed§ alchg, the
proposed pipuline alignment been surveyed to. determine the length, w-d“h,
and .density of the beds? Will blasting w'!h explosives be faguired to
étea;e the pipeline trench? If so what. ard the effects on marine life

including kelp?
What are the adverse effccts of less than (datastrophic events such as

-y

oipeline or wellhead leaks, or potential Yenks caused by vessel anciiors?
“here and in how many locations will the; au:cmat‘r .and manual shutoff valveés

.be. -installed?- Are they adequate to aitigare adverse imgacdts on nar‘ne andV

terrcst:ial habicats?
#hat are the construction vessel impacts on the océan flcor, xelp beds, an d

marine li‘e° Are vessel route plans, debris removal, and the ’econ.ourinu
of ocean flcox necessary a5 mitigation measures? Consistent with Lcagcal

Act and County Coastal Flan consolidation pblicies, what is the *o:enhlal bo 

T

consolidata offshore gas pipelines as short and leng term ﬂitigat e

measurss to reduce impacts on marine habitat? Pipe’ine consolidatiov w0ulg
be most effective in the nearshore kelp bed' areas. "

- ”uf-\\.
AT TE TR

Terzestsial Setting pageé 24,23
The document notas a concern that che project aeeds to avoid  the so:-ﬁw‘

breeding season for sensitive fauna, What are these snocies a1& their
significance? Are they rare and endangered? Specifirale when is thelr
prime and. general breeding secason? It is dmportant .to balance chis concern

with the need to avnid the high rainfd)i and conmarcial ”Lahing séasons.. In

order to evaluate tho s 1qn£‘icance of :his braadi ng. ‘zeason. additional
in:ormation is necessary.

'Project const'uction will remove the végetation cover in ‘the avocado grove
and along a porcion of the crcek bed and ‘create the ootent;al for
significant erosion and sedinentat‘on lntu the cree& and marine environrent.
‘What are che quantities and adversc impan:s created by the sedxmont load°
The ripdrian corridor along Molino Creck: is :den ’ficd‘as an ESHA area, it
is i=mportant to note that althcuch habitat alonq the creck mav‘nave been
disturbed in the past it can be reshored chigation nunbe: 2 should
exclude mechanized construction ecu;pmcnt and storage f—on the ripazian

hakitat area.

CULTURAL RESOURCES page 23,24, 25
¥hat is the relative cultural si,nifxcance\of SBa-1151? Ter-a rr;u“
‘mitigation measure number 2 ‘notes that cut trees. will be luft in .we ground.
to decompose. WLll the planting of new .trees and the rnmoval of the:

' decomposing roots have the potential to 1mpaut burz@a cux*urdl rnsources?
Should an. archaeolog;cal monitorlng p:oqram dur;ng tree pianting and r»moval

be required as a mitigation measure?

SOCIOECONOMICS page 25,26

what and where aze the ex:stlng océan floor chstructions .in thn projc..
vxcinzty’ can these be mztxgated to enrancc the corme*glal fxsuan
‘Vlablllty ‘for ‘trawlers and ‘trappers? What types:¢f commercial fishing occur
in ‘the area and have the commercial Elsherman been asyed when they fish the
area? Wthen are their lboul seasons and when are they most likely using the
waters in the project vicinity? “hat mitigation measures can mitigave the
adverse iinpacts? The attachied generil policy statément on conflicts batween
the commercial fishing and oil and gas industrics may help indefining chese

-
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page 3

How much and what is ‘the significance of recreational tboating:

impacts.
Coast Guard during pipeline construction?

restrictions to re imposed by: the

LAND Usz AND COASTAL POL'C;E: page 26,27
Coastal Plan pol;c.es .need to listed and analyzed relative %o the project in

the text of this document. Recreationcl uses and revised attendance records
for the State Parks -need to be included. what is the size of the beach arza
at low .and high: tides? The rocky intertidal aveas in the vicinity of the
project site néed. to be identified and mappeé per Coastal Plaan policy 9-1
oage 120C.
The croposed onshecre pipeline and creation of the staging area will also
require a coastal development germit from the County which is..appealable to
the Coastal Commlssxon. Pipeline installat on ané wellhead connections
offshore ragui re a ccastal develcpment permit .from the Coastal Commission,,

-

VISUAL R SGJRC"b pagz 27,..8
gevegetation of the onshore pipeline route alcagy visible PraaUAshcu

a-
required as.a.mitigation measure, Will project conacruccx n cccur at q;
Axe thers any -immpaces on residents and visitors from nig she l;gn;zﬁc an

ceng.ruction noise?

ke
ghs?

16

CONTIWGLVCY PLANNING' AND .AND: ‘EMERGENCY R~SPONSE page 29 . gyt

Thasemexgency response. proceduras.'shoild be included: as;.dn @ppendix tothis

document. what i8 the effectiveness of these response procgdures, indealing
ith.potential émergencies during various:weather .and sea codditions? . .,

EFF CCTS -JUDGED 2CT 'TC BE SIGNIFICANT :pace 30: . ” ‘
What are ‘the. ‘projected petzoleum by products (NGL; LPG,sulpher) aeﬂﬂrated by
the Molino .Plant? What are ‘the respoctive quantities? What are the
cunmulatzva impacts and iambers of such truck transportation .from existing
and prnocsed gas plants along the highway 101 corridor? Vhat iz the
likelihood that a HGL/LPG pipeline will be constructed in thﬂ*a*nject
vicinity to. an .appropriate market destxnatxow’ Are these cummulative
impacts s;gn*:zﬂant and should an NGL/L°G be' reguirec as 2 mztzgatzpn
‘measure? :

Does the project propose .any helicopter activity during construction? If so .

how .can- it be mitigated? .

.
. T

Thank vou for the opportunity to' provide comments on this document. Showld you
~hava any questions please call. ‘ = :

~

”Sihgerely(

/
ames Joﬁgﬂon
v-oastal Energy Apalyst

cc: Mary Ann Scott
John Hallett

ADDED 01/30/85
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{'s 0 'STATE OF CALIFORMIA-STATE LANCS COMMISSION GEORGE BEUKMEJIAN; Goveriror

| 245 VIEST BROADWAY, SUITE 425
:LONG BEACH;CALIFORNIA 30802
TELEPHONE:

STATE LANDS COMMISSION :

B

File Ref.: vwﬁﬁéégé

Décember 31, 1984

James Johnson

Energy Division

California Cnastal Commission
735 State Street

Santa Barbara, CA. 93101

DEdT JamesT ‘ T .

Thank you for your comments on the receat Inizial Study (Scq#
84101008) on the. SCPL Molino field :gas well complettioni-and
flowline installations: uchacheduare.rcqun§ancqupq; .
‘commencs . I\hoéé.chesg'feapdnSQS:a:e~¢£;aome~use to .you +ia.
your own teview of ithe projects. . -

I want to thank you for your cpur:euubyand‘ééqutativé;g;ci@yﬁe
during this review: Please call ne if I .can be of .help:. -

Very truly yours,

4

SUSAN R. LIVENICK

Assocdate Mineral
. . Rescirces Engineer
SRL:vn

Attachment




RESPONSE TO CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMHISSION COMMENTS

Oceanography7Wa:er‘Quality

1. Basis and Justification for the conclusion of no
stgnificant effeat on oceanographic parameterg=

Response: Because the prcjecr Eacilici es offshore will bhe
‘focared subsea, chey are not susceptible ca condicions of
seastate which can affecc some off shore operacions, (placforn .
operations. for instance\ Nor are there any effedrs. or“&hgn"gg
‘ehat che aetivity woild ciuse to paraméEérs such 35'2 ideg, Y
currenty, or waves. A ce ;J:

P :

2. Does statement of nd impadt include consideracion of PR
proposed discharge of significant quantities of waste ‘watet

into Molino :Creek whigh drains: into the ocean? How much, PN
was:ewa:er wf -1 be discharged? Why were impacts determined to.

be ainor?

Response. The . discharge of wastewacar from che Molino o
Plant is to Canada de 1a HuerCa, and is. ﬂoverned bv an exisring
NPDES’permit 1ssaed by the Regional Water Quality Controlw\.“if
Board. The quantity of effluent discharged to the envzronh ne
(which 1is limited to 50,000 gallons per. day) and pollucanc
Iimics escablished Eor cbe discharge will not be exceeded by
the proposed acclvity. The dlscharge perm .t establish ,
effleent limits which wirl protecc vater quality and meec
regionail goals: Thus no significant advérse impacc from the
discharge will occur. A .

o

i

As part'of the recenc NPDES permit re
Qualit; ConCrol Board has requtred SC
effluent to the Canada de la Huerta a
outfall, SCPI 1s presencly in the p
of the abandoned flowlines for usa as
Board i3 reviewing operacing paraﬁecers ar g
characceristics of the proposed oucfalb co ensure that»ocean .
plan water qualicy standards will be met. Effluenc discharge,-
will continue to ‘be limited to 50,000 gallons per day. ’
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3. Should an ocean discharge monitoringﬂprégran‘ﬁe requﬁggq_é
appropriate mitfgation? : .

Response: The permit process for the ourfadl is being handled

as a separatc action, since such action would be required

vhether or not the proposed activitcy is permitced (ie. SCPI

could produce gas from existing well #5). Any requbrnmcntmiﬁmr

rdischarve monitoring will beiescablished by .the Regianalukoa;d ey

‘a8 a risult of their actlon to permit the oucfnll. D e 41D8 L
i - - Aty e --I-‘:—tjt-s—‘--[—--a i
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Marine and Terrestriali Biology

1. Marine Setting: Kelp beds should be noted as:
Environmentally Sensicive Habitat.

Response: The LCP does designate kelp beds as an
environmentally sensitive habitat.

2. MHas a biological survey of the pipeline, alignment been:
conducted? Have the kelp ‘beds bee n .surveyed to detetmine ‘the
length, width, and density of the beds?

Qesponse. Subsea surveys along the: tlowline alignment have: -
been conducted by SCPI. A synopsis of the survev teSulcs ’
concerning kelp is given in a 12-4- 84 Lettnr to SCPI from o

eygréd Se:viccs .wh*ch Ls nttacned for yout information."lhyh
bulk of the kélp gecurs between 600 and 2500 feet Trom shp) g
Thus, the substantial portion of the XKelp. bed (macroecystis) T

will not be affected b/ excavntion of £lowlines through the
shore zone.

H
1

3. Will blasting with exploaives be requited to c;eate the
‘pipeltne trénch? 1If so what ate the effects on marine,lile

tncluding kelp?

Response. hing area and believes
that the pipeline trenching can be completed without the US%aOI
explosives.' \

-

4, What are the adverse effects of 1ess than catas"rophic
events such as pipeline ot wellhead 1eaks7 Whete and how. many
locations will the aucomatice and manual shutoff valves be .
installed’ Are they adequate to mitigate adverse 1mpacts°
Response: SCPIL has a preventivye maintenance program which
makes pipeline or wellhead leaks highly unlikely.. Autgomatic
and manual shutoff valves ate focated throughout the system and
will shut the system in for even the most minor shift in.,. . 43
pressure. The re50urce is a;sweet gas not a crude 011.;
Therefore, the only inpaét fron a leak would be . minor alr
quality impacc ffon: the fugitive release. However,,it should
be emphasi7ed that the szstem wilr shut in for even minor leaks
which’ makes an impact very tempotaty in nature and ’ ws

insignfficant.

ssel impacts on the ocean
2

5. What ar vesse
a7 Is mitigation,tequired’

floor, kelp bads, “and Watine’I

v
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Response: SCPI will minimize any anchor scarriag from
construction vessels by limiting the number of vessel movemenCS_
to threes Construction vdssels will not anchor in the &elp ‘
‘beds and pipelines will be eonsoiidaced when pulled through the
kelp beds to minimize long Cerm impactu. The Staca nds s
Commission will require 'SCPI to lower and raise che anchor
‘@ vertical motion in order to minimize drag. After the
constru=nt ion,’SCPI will survey the area for debris and
scarring" SCcP1 wiil remove al' dehris from the project atéa;-
If the specific areds of anchor scdr remain, which nay creace a
problem for the fishiag induscry, S(‘PT will reconcour the o
particular area.

v

v e , Dok
qw

Terrestrial SéEEinz
Fo What dté the species o breeding 'birds and their L
significance? Are they rare or endangered? Specificall/’ﬁhéh
is their breeding season? ) .
Response: The specific specie es found in the area are
Appéndix G of the Developnen: Plan Application. ‘As no
that Appendix, none of the species are eon&idéred to be
endangered. The breeding season is variable, depending
Wweather conditions, 'in terns of boch the overall season
fpeak of :he ‘seasgrns ‘Generdl patceris vary according ‘to
‘Sdnta Barbara Councy Narural History Muséum. It As esti
VLhat the/season ‘would rtun roughly Erom May to July wich
in the month of Jude fu the project dreds
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2.‘ What are the' quantities and adverse lwpaces creaCen by the
sediment load from inereased erosion” The riparian corridor f
along Molino Creek (Sp.) is idencified 3s an ESH area.
Mitigation 2 should' exclude wmechanized conscrucCLon,equipment
and storage from the riparian area.

Response: There will ‘be no increased erosion or, sedimengat
from the project- The ‘avocado ‘grove I's ‘not ‘pPresently proéé“éd
‘with 4 .ground cover, ‘Stabilyty in the grove ‘Will ‘be ‘mainta ”éd
by ‘leaving :the -root ‘systens ‘in pTace. Ocher than che*remov

«0f One small willow: tree fn- the’ Arroyo Hondo Creek chere wil

be no vegeCacfon removal char would lead 'to increased erosio
Further, “the willow will ‘be cut back ‘to ground‘level to re@@im
the»rock systemw and allow regencration to pravent erosion.ﬂ As,
noted {in: the ‘Deve'loptient ‘Plan, ‘the om‘y acv‘»fty planned i ’“e
(ESH area 4§ ‘the pllacement of rolrer supporh; to, neep the,p11
during its pull off the -craek ‘bottom thereby re

-Hechanized equipmeant and in the uppe“
reaches of‘the*scaging dtrea whbch‘maincains a 75 ‘foot buEfeﬁ‘

from ithe ESH. area. The one tree will ‘be cu't off in such«a
manner that it will re- sprout.
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Cultural Resources

1. What is the relaLive significance of SBa-11517. Will the |
planting of new crees and uhe removal of :he decomposingtroots
havé the pOCential c° impacc buried cultural resourcess? Is an
,archdeological monicoring progranm te quired during tree plancing
and removal? - , . .

Response: SBa=- 1151 s a site of signi {cance to the Chumaah
“Indians. However, ic is not locaeed wichi ;che ptOJeCC arew
and, 2s noted in the Inicial S:udy, has been di<Curbed during
the recént rélocacion of Highway 101. ‘ e

‘There are no trees propused: for removal or planting, The w
avocado trees will be cut just above ground ‘Level and che ‘roo:.
systens left in place. This will .avoid any subsurface, .
d‘scurbance. No moni.oring pro»ram is cheretore necessary.%i

i s 0 L T
Socioeconomics :

[. What and wheie ate the xiscing, ocean £loar . obsc;uc:io§§ in
cherprojecc vtcinicy? ‘ , ( , ﬁ‘\r

Responsae: SCPI ‘hds temoved the wellheads below cthe mud lin
four of the five exiscing wells- This has been done inaace
vith Departmenc of 041 and Gas, Regulacions. 1he)fifch wel
cemporarily shut {n bucsSCPI fntends, to b:ing it back on 1
in the future. The Elow bundles for che four abandoned we
have been left in place.and presently support various types
marine life. The flfth flow bundle is being used to hring

produccion from the, remaining well Lo shere.
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2. Can these be micigacad to enhance the. commercial tishingg
What typés of fishing occur in the area? Whacnare the legal
seasons?
Response' SCPI JOtkS closely. with che £1shing dndustrw:to‘”ik
,avoid confliccs of‘use. The lease area»is primarilyvused for.
‘lobsters, crabbing and halibut” The industny is used*co»che,
sub sea completions;and should noc be»adverseby 1mpacted by qhe
1nstallacion of che _two. new\wells. The»season cliosedi for. .

for crab,‘is July ito;
November, and for lobsten is Harch 15 to October 5. State..
Lands Wil require mhat SCPI nocify commerciai fishermen, d4n ;4.
mannet consistenr wicm che,gcophysical notice*procedur&hﬁorQPCS

activicies on tide and submetged Jlands .. , -

3, How much and what is. the. significaneeuof recreational
boacingsreqtniccioms to. be imposed by. the ‘Coast ‘Guard! during
pipeline conscruct on7 ‘

s-_rI
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Response: SCPI and its contractors will comply with all Coast
Guard. regulations regarding, vessel warning system «(lights) and
notice to matiners procedures. These .have served in :the pac::
to minimzie any potential, conflicts, wivh recrcational boating.
‘Further, the procedure for pulling the pipelines is designed to
recuce .the time on site, for cqqgcrnggonquyipmem;q, Total
construction time is 15, days. per well, a significantly shorter
period than the recently approved Phillips progranm on the
adjoining lease.

Visual Resources. .

52 Revegetation of the anshore pipe;ineargggg~aiqggvvisib1gd
areas should be required as a mitigation measuEa. CWITI pTojeet
construction oggur at. mighe? Are. thers.any impactsi;on .-
residents and visitors from alighe ltgh;ipgrand\cqnsq¢uchquc
noise? ’ ’
Response: SCEI nteénds o hyg;dgqu:&hgvpnahp;g;gggglgngjfl;,
right-of~way afiter construction ig(somﬁleteg;to¢ggnggﬁaﬁqwqﬁ;
revegetation process. . ‘ ,

Night construction will be required during the 15 day .pertod .
needed to pull the pipeline into place., Lighting will .be: ;
required on the beach and at the southern end ito..the .staging; -
area to allow the 900 foot sections to be welded together and
to the skid (a one time beach weld), , oo

The lighting will not be visible from the highway (ef'ther wesit
or east bound lanes). There is only one resident ia the L
project qreag:éhé,jaych @ah§gg§ for the Hollister property.

His house is screened from the staging area by dense  vegetation
in the Arroyo Hondo Creek bed. The structure {is approximately
200 yards away from the locagggq,whggg'chg~g¢c;igp§ will be:-
welded together which will mitigate the minimal noise of the
operation. ;

‘Effects Judged Not to be Signif!cant’ ‘ o e e

[

T AHhah'are’the project petfoigy@ by grodupp§Aggngga;eé;$yrﬁh¢
Molino plant? What are the respective quantities?

Response: The proposed project involves the construction of
flowlines; the processing of the gas has already been: approyed.
The facilicy will generate 500-750 barrels .per day of y
condensate products (i.e. propane, bitane; .and natural K . .
gasoline). These will be removed by four trucks per day:. ‘This
s sweet gas regource; there wiil be no sulfur generateds,. .

[
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SCPI is awaré 6F rthe sensicivity of the Coudty and State
‘regarding the trdasportaction of these products by trudk. AS
such, SCPD’wéﬁIdfpafctdiﬁacé'in the Ch 'S 58'essIng the
feasibilfty of a-pipeline to :radSpof;wthe~prbdﬁct, ‘

2. ‘Does the project propose any héﬂﬁcdncér'aCCfVP:j*JuEfﬁg‘*
‘construdtion” Tf so, ‘how can 1t be mitigated? ‘ T

Response: There will be approximately four crfps“peé déi
during tonstruction. This is not considered to be a 3
significant impact and therefore does not require.@ittygdvton (

1

Coa e

Land ‘Use and -Coascal Policies
l. Coastal ?yq@‘EQEfcﬁeSMhpedEko:ﬁa=T&sfeﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁ analyzed "7 "
féIécﬁVe~co*che’§fo§e¢tu IR I

[

accivtbyWhnvé’béeh”éhaﬁ’zéd'rﬁ Fé%bohseztb'quménfs of “the:
‘County of ‘Santa Barbara’ Analysis of thasa hﬁﬂtifdﬁii‘gqrféﬁqs
shows cthat the activiey does not conflict with ‘These' Folfctes.
A copy of the responses to the County is atcached for your
{nfoThat fon, S S , e

2. Recreational uses an@“réﬁi%@ﬂ*atééh&aﬁée’técqﬁ&é'ibf”ﬁhé

Response: Additional Coastal Plag Policies relative to the

State 'parks need to ba 1ncluded-

Response: Statistics for Gaviota ‘State Patk

. Sizé: 2775 acrés ‘ N ; ”
Uses: 59*éémb§13$§3 4a&‘usé'picnié,‘fi§h;hg pler, ‘boat Yaunch
Attendince: 200,000 persons during peak hbérfﬁbnchS‘of'Juﬂgh
July afid' August.- Exb&hsibh*qf'acil@ciés 1s. plaaned-. .
Scatistics for Refugio Staté Besch

Size: 155 acres ’
Uses: 85 campsites, 48 picnic units, sanitation station snack
shop and parking for 100 cars. oo T g ' L
At'tendance: 203,000»visitqfs aanually 1978-82. A 40 acre
éﬁphﬁsioﬁ‘iSJCGrréhtl?‘ﬁléﬁneﬂ. v

‘

Statiscics for El Capitan State Beach

Sixe: 133 acras ‘ ) ) ; L.
Uses: 147 campsités, 81 picnie unics, 2;7'g§$é§pgf“i??j;sm
laundry, résttoom’ and Shover Faeilities, §\bré}~aﬁ&'ut;};ti§§¢
Swimming, sitfing, dnd fisking are popular uses.

Attendances 3075000 151eots annually 19782198%. A possible
200 acre expansion is_plbqned: '




3. What is the size of the besch area ar low and high tide?

The sice of the beach aH low and high tide has been escimaced
by SCPI to be approxima:ely 0.9 acres at high cide and
approximately 1.3 acres at low cide. The area included in chac
estimate is the useab;e porcion of the beach$from che railroad
trestle sou:h to che tide Line and, thac por:ion locacedgwithin
the eastg and west emban&menCS nf the canyon. The canyon 1s'~
abouc 260 eet wide at thg beach .and .there ds a distance .of.
about 150 féet from the railroad, trestle, to the meaw high cide

line.

-~

4. Rocky intertidal areas 'should be mapped as per Coastal Plan
Policy 9-1.

Response: Rocky intertidal areas exisc\wesc of the Arroyo
iondo. beach area. The State Lands Commigsion will require
mapplag’ ot "hese areas, prior ‘to cons:tuc;@on, 2s a .condition

of project approvals

5. The jiroposedi:onshor¢ pipelines and creation of the ¢Caging
area require a Coastal Development. Permit frdm the County of
Santa Barbara. The ‘pipeline ‘ns:allacion and riellhead
confections offshore require Coasctal Developnenc Permit from
the Cpastal Commission.

Response: Comment acknowledged

Contiagency Planning and Emergency Résponse

1. Emergency response procedures should be included as an
appendix to. the Initial Study.

‘Response: Like much of the dther pertinent information in the
Initial Study, the emergency iresponse protedures are‘lengthy
and have been incorporated by reference. In additiion to the
emergency response procedures*described in the SLC 1984 bIR
the Molino Gas Plant operates under an existing Lederal spill
prevention control and countermeasure plan which ‘was 1ecencby.
revised {n November of 1982. This plan specifies .procedures
for safe operation of the: gas plant and subsea wellheads and'
also identifies response procédures to be foPUoved~xn the evént
of an emergency offshore or onshore. A copy ‘of the plan has
been submitted to the County of Santa Barbara and will be
submitted to the Coastal commission if requested.

2. What is the effectiveness of thesé reponse procedures in

dealing wtih potential emargencies during various weachev and,
sea conditions?

ADDED '01/30/35
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Responaa: Energency responst procedures curreatly in praccice
are considered very effective i dealing with emergencies.
Subsea wcllheads~wb1ﬁ have cwo~con:rol lines ‘Which' can be )
’manuallyzactivaced from 'the Mo '‘iag planc~ OF. lel aucomacically
shu:in the*weﬂk‘should”:here‘be a loss ln ope

resulting from 3 pfpelineHbreak wellhead bﬂeak,‘

accident. SCeps takén to Llnsure adequa e blowout prevencion.
include‘frequenc inspec:ion'and acciviacion of emergency sh@gin
‘systeas, and 24-hour - surVefllance of wgﬁl fiow and press surd
behavior- Furthermore, che resource being produced 1is swéet

gas, not crude ‘ol .

Y
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Santa Barbara County ‘ = ~

{IS[ ESCURCE MANACENIENTT DL&&QWMLM ’

E%{ 07ini ‘l ‘Director

44 Dlanne Guzman, AICP

Energy Divisian.
hotas i TEERINEA £ 1
,6353-\". s :;:3 u

+ January 25, 1985

Dwight. Sanders

State Lands. Commission
1807 13th Street
Sarramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Sanders,

Enclosed, please find & proposeo addenduw*to the Negative Declaration for Shell
California: Production.. inc:' s=Proposed We'il Completion and‘‘Flowiine
Installation Project. Thi addendum includes the State Lands Commission's

. ' responses t0 Santa Barnara County's comments on the ‘Initial Study preparsd for
this project. We: reques that this information be included: as an addendum,
to thevcert1f1ud Nagafive Declaration. With-this addendum ‘We concur with the
:State Lands Corimi ssion. f*nding. that a- NegativeDeclaration is appropriate for

this project,

Sincerely,

A g S e
Mary Ann Scott *
Project Manager

MA:jas
2183
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Adderidum’ to- Negative Declaration
_Shell Ca]iforniaxpngauctionﬁ,Inc.'g o
‘Proposed Well Completion and Flowline Installation Prggect

I. Qlerificatians and Additions: to Project Pescription

.

A.. Design capacity
1. The Shell Molird gas plant, permitted by Santa Barbara

County in 1963, has @ -design capacity of 43 mmc £ -althogii:
it has processed:.as much as 48 macf, s

B. Onshore Flowline- Alignment

diameter ;ulvert’énd«had:descrfped'uhat;pianwtb‘tﬁéﬁs;étéﬁ. 5
Lands Commission. However, SCPI has changed ids, pldns due::
to the recent re-construction of Highway 101. Anew . .
boring under the highway wili be regi+ad because- the
existing culvert is no longer-accessibie,

1. SCPI had initially intended to use. an existing 3-foot: .

. . ‘;5‘,, (§
C. Onshore Flowline Installation

i

1

'. The main. construction corridor-wili be 25 to- 30 feet wide:;

At. two -or three selected sites, it will be hecessary';oy

- - -

expand the.work:.area. to.a widch.of approximelely sixty
f%&@@”WﬁWpW@wdethﬂww% The-width -
of the,main disturabance wil™ Ye -approximately. fifteén
'feét,‘i&e,,pipe,trench and- excavatad backfil]~stonage.
.Persennel énd equinment access to the beach js planned to
be' through an existing 12-foot wideAgu]vértabelow State. -
Highway 101, Access to the beach area‘wili only be
requirad during the .pulling and final pésitiohing’gf
flowline work period whﬁéh.is*estimated~go be -about. six.
days per' flowline buddle. . '
No-blasting Will.occur 2ither onshore or dffshoreaduhings,r“‘
construction of the proposed pipelines. ‘

‘Aﬁprékimately‘157,000 gallons of water will be needed- for
construction and hydrostatic testing of the;ﬁioeiiheg. Vo
testing the completed pipelines will »é!. .4

19'sh ‘ Pl'siwat ‘ i -P1

The-hydvestatic_ test watei-will be treated to-removed

settldble solids awd. oil and grease .at..thié Moline Gas

Plant by puﬁping%itWthrough afjna?ity‘separatdr. In the

uniikely -event that ;ucﬁ~tréatmen; will not bring the

water ‘into compliance with the NPDES discharge permit, jt

HWill be shipped to. fhe Casmalia waste diSposaﬂrféci]dty

V*« tankertruck,

s ﬁersonué]‘trénsportation and material requirements

»

’ &
AR o
2‘?4‘ ’ . "',
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page 2 of 7

1. There- wil} be. approximately: two ‘helicopter trips per day
during the ‘offshore well completion.

2. Employee vehicles :used'during construction will .park, to
the: maximum: extent feasible; in the: park1ng Tot at the
Mo1ino gas .plant. Additional parking will be near the
stag1ng area, adjacent to: the ranch house and other areas

as needed.

The facility will generate 500-750-barrels per day of
condensate products‘(1 es propane, butane and natural
gasoi1ne) Four to six truck tr1ps per day will be re-
-quired: to 'remove these mater1als.

The tires of all veh1c1es w111 be sprayed before they wnter
the construction stag1ng ared’ to’ prevent‘the contamination:
‘of the orchard’by the fungus Phytopﬁthor*c1nnamon1, which
caises ‘root ‘rot in avocados. "ihe treatment planned is to
spray the: tires with e1thnr a copper*sulfate -solution, ter:
fpercent chioriné sotution; <or- ethyT :aT¢akol, Spray1na
will be -dope:in- the pasture arca before veh1c1es enter the
iorchards Use of ‘thé -ethyl alcohdl ‘solus 10n is preferred’
sincé it is.effactive '(acéording £6 'théiCounty Agricultural
Conmissioners office) and-does not present a risk to

K w11d11fe should: it dra1n~1nto the*creek

.

qE.ENaSte~materia]s.and emissions'

1. Approximately /80'.cubic yards of eéxcess-edrth will be
generated ‘by: the :boring :through: Highway 101. No other
earth material will be waste.  Welding and pulling .of pipe
:will:generate. little 4f .any-waste. The Contractor
selected ‘to perform the flowline 1nsta11at1on will be
responsible -for disposal of solid waste generated dur1na
project construction. Thecontractor will hire a
commercial waste ‘hauler todispose of the waste. Thi’s
construction-activity willk: ‘only’ generate C]ass IT
materials, The waste: WiTT be taken £0 a so11d waste
‘transfer: station' in Santa*Barbara For eventual disposal in
a:Class. IIﬁsanltaryeﬂandf111 such as' the Wa31guas
Aandfill,. “The- contractor*w11] be*requ1red to dispose of
's0lid ‘wastes.{n a- mahner that hE:E cons1stent with County

a reaulat1ons.

11, Clarifications. and: Additions to- Environmental séttiag,. Impacts and
Mitigations

A. Geotechnlcal -eavironmental impacts

‘1. The. typical method for: maintaining: separatlon between
topso11 and’Jower 5011 ‘horizons -diring excavat1on is to
-produce two spoil piles. along: side the. tranch The

topsoil: layer is removed: first: .and" placed on one side of
the trenchzcenterllne’ Thén the Tower hofH aTe
FALu. YAR .w*c L
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removed.and placed on. the opposite side of the trench-or
on the same side in. on: adjacent pile. This technique: is
not feasible or necessary in all cases. The topsoil layer
may not be thickenough to feasibly remove it with
standard-equipment.. The technique will not be, of any
advantage during. excavation through the recently
reconstructed highway. embankment, since this is recent
$i11 with virtually no topsoil. The steep slope on the
western end of the flowline presents tecehnical
difficulties in excavation, and trying to separate the
.s0il be difficult if not impossible to accomplish. A
large portion of the pipeline alignment_is under an
-existing dirt road (i.e. from the gas plant generally
south and east %o the steep siope) and thus, in the
roadbed, the fgthhiquéfwi]]‘nqtﬁggtadvgutagéous; The:
vegetated part..of the &lignment south of; the Highway is
the prime candidate for: separating and replacing the
tgﬁééiﬂqukinQ‘gxcaya;iﬁn. This measure-has been included

as part of the preliminary landscape plan as 3 positive

néasure that could be implemented where practical.
However,, the p(egisg.1Qcation5uforAimp]ementation are vest
Teft to the discretion.of the landscape-architect who will

finalize and .approve. the 1andscape plan.

The 5011»apd.§eed,s;abi]qur envisioned is a plastic

1

netting which is anchored onto the slope to hold seed and

soil in place. Such plastic netting-has -recently iproven
slightly more effective than jute mats in aiding
reestablishment of vegetation-on graded ‘glopes. [t may
.also be 1ess costly to-use and.maintain. With jute mats
on ;hg‘p1qstié¢qgtting, and with the sand bags, erosion
potential on the.steeprslopefshould:be adequately
mitigated.

#he,onéhqrg,pipgline route, up-the: ridge line has been:

" .selected because it is.not vulnerable to:land slides. In
the, 2} years that this pipeline routechas:been used, no

§Iiging\ha§uacg urred in. thisicorridor. In the gulley

area imediately. nqm&h,,much>thjcken&quncohsolidatéﬂ scils

4 ahq;waggr_from:pragibigatipn:haveico1décted; lubricating,
these. .s0ils and:causing them;to shideror sTump. On the’

;j13§§5;yhergiﬁéjtﬁgn<thqkxsoiﬂsjnorlmater collects, this
“{'s not.a problem. The geotechnical- concern on the ridge

1ine is erdsion. 'SCP1 has proposed extensive erosion.

control mg4§urghsu;htas di:scussed: above. AR
. _’}’.:‘l N

B. Oceanography/Water Quality

1. The dilscharge of wastewater from the Molino Gas-Plant s
to. Canada.-de 1§;qurﬁa;_andwis‘governgdhby’ah existing
‘NPDES; permit ssued by ‘the: Regicnal Water'Quality Coitrol '
Board. The quantity: of effluent discharged tc the en-
- vir@hmeng,(whichtis ijjtéditO‘50;0003961]bnsvpér'déY) and
‘. .. . pellutant ljmipgqutéblﬁshedffdr:thé*disdhargeuﬂi44+h6g4b W EpTa
E:.‘ :.N;\b:u'.:‘;:_-%l;-} é.24::1_0_7_]_-__9____.
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exceeded :by the proposed-activity. The-discharge permit
establishes .effluent Jimits which: wallaprotect water
.qua11tyfand meet reg1ona1,goa]». Thus. no significant
adverse impact from the d1scharge will occur,

As.part of the: recent. NPDES permit. renewal, the Regional
Water Quality. Contro] BOard has- requxred SCPI to cease
discharging effluent to.the Canada.de 1a Huerta and to
utilize an ocean outfall. SCPI is presently in the process
of permitting two. of the abandoned flowl1nes for use as
outfalls. The Regional Board is. rev1ew1ng operat1ng
parameters .and dispersion ‘characteristics of the proposed
outfall to ensure that ccean p1an water quality standards
will be met. Effluent discharge will contine to.be. limited.
to 50,000 gallons per day..

C..Marine and Terrestrial Biology

1. No. state or federal 1isted.or proposedrrare threatened,
or endangered species. of . w11dh1fe are-known to occur in
the Arroyo Hondo riparian are. This conc]us1on is.based
-on.a. review.of literature, including the: resu]ts of -an
Audubon,.field, visit tos ArroyoHondoconducted in ‘the
Spring. of 1984 [t should be-pointed out that the

listed Spec1es wh1ch wou]d fly by,,but net utilize, the
area.

A tota1 of 13 'species .of plants-considered to be rare
andrendungered or threatened by, the California Native
P]ant Soc1ety were- searched for throughout the activity
area. ‘None of these spec1es were found. It is not likely
that .any .of these species occur- ‘within the study area due
to the disturbed nature of the. area.

2“ The vegetatlon on the beach. s1de .of anhway 101 is severe,y
d1sturbed hav1ng been nmpacted ‘by. highway construct1on,
tidal debrls and hlghway litter. 'herex1st1ng vegetat1on
includes Hottentof1g, Coyote bush and Arroyo willow:,

Under the railroad trestle, there,Is : single yOLng
‘Monterey cypress tree. The stream in Arroyo Hondo is con-
tained within.a concrete culvert: south of ‘the h1gnway to
beyond the po1nt where the ex1st1ng vegetat1on occurs.,
Overall th1s covmun1ty conta1ns 11tt1e that could.be
defined as representat1ve of rxparlan hab1eat and the area
is essenfially void of riparian associated wildlife..

3 D1sturbance of the r1par1an habltat in the extreme;’southern
fport1onaof the staging; area w1l1 1nvolve the removal of -one
w1110w tree which. will e sawed ofif .near.ground level.
D1sturbance w111 a]so 1nc1ude temporary installation of’
mechanical p1pe11ne rollers, construction:noise and human

. presence.
\ B L LU R PAGT 241 20
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.4, South of the highway, the disturbarcewill include brush
‘clearing: between the. highway embankimént.and .the sandy beach
along the alignment in-preparation for -excavation. This is
.a--disturbed:-habitat and due- to its. Tocation, minimal slope,
and species composition it should reestablish itself within
a season with minimal restoratjon effort: Restoration
techniques: for 'this area will irclude:

Replacemant of the top 5011 horizon. \
Disking of the surface layer of thé backfill after
‘compaction, -and N -
Replanting of any willow scrubs with cuttings from other
willows in the area.

In addition, the small Monterey Cypress tree in this area
will be avoided. A portion of the be§¢hsigg,yighwa9 em~
bankment. will also'be trenched: for flowline installation:
After backfilling, this area will be hand seaded with the
'similar-asSortment of grasses ard forbs'used recently by
Caltrans and!'then raked. s

5. ‘Remioval’-0f the .avocado trees: in'thé -grchard should not

© résult in an-eérosion problémvof any greater magnitude
than currently exists since the drchard does not presently
‘have any grdundicover. The avocado trees are not effective
at' reducing ‘erosion:potential:

6. A1l disturbed areas will be revegetated. Revegetation
plans include soil and seed stabilizer which is a plastic
‘netting -anclored ontd. thé slope to hoVd Seed and scil in
iplace. ‘Such plastic iétting has recently proven. s1ightly
‘more -efféctive thai jute mats in aiding reestabiishment of
vegetation on graded slopes. It-may al'sg be Tess costly
to use ‘and maintain. ‘With-either jute-mats or plastic..
netting, and the sand bag technique described, erosion
potential on the steep slope should be adequately )
mitigated. The precise locations for thé techniques will
be:determined by ‘the landscape architect who will finalize
and -approve 'thé 1andscape‘plan, '

Y

DL CuTtural Resourcés
S .

Y. Cilturdl resources field work included a-'thorough walk
over-survey of: 1) the entire SCPI owdership.in Camada de
Ta Huerta, 2) the entire fTowline aligdment from.gas plant
to shore (except 'the boring), and 3) the Arroyo Hondo
staging -aré and' vicinity, Thé scatter of historic and
prehistoric material that had been perviously noted in the
‘southern portion of the orchard has ‘been interpreted. to
have ‘béen deposited as a result of natural and manmade
movenient of soils -during-highway constriction and orchard
‘Teveling. -Bécausé of thé scatter of historic and
prehistoric -debris méntioned above, the existance of

. historic. and prehistoric sites in the immediate area, and

R the fact the Arroyo Hondo Canyon floor ig. i i

-V ADDED 01/.30/85
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for a prehistoric encampment there is;a goodipossibility.
that a- buried depos1t ‘exists under the: stag1ng area. This
site(s) is estimated.to.be 9 .feet deep.

The. significance. of the: prehistoric and-historic resources
" at. the staging aréa.has not been fully assessed. However,
the proposed action will invelve no excavation in the
portion-of the staging. area ;suspected to contain a0
subsurface dePOSIt Since SCPI Will use ex1st1ng ROH S,
wh1ch ‘have been prevmous]y disturbed, it is un11ke]y ohat
artifacts will be found. o

fo -

&

B ) o

<

E.Socioecanomics

S RAAT e

1. A, relatxvely soal] -workforce: is: reguimed. to cows;ruc» the
proposed facilities: 20 to 25. -persons for a 60-day
periad., This, workforce -alone is: Unlikely to: havesgyi ;«0
s1gn1f1canu impact -on, the,soc1oeconom1c factors of
popU]at1on growth, houswng avallablﬂ1ty, empluyment or
dncome in, the local area of SantaiBarbara County. ;.77 %
However, if the construct1on shodld overlap with other
major projects in the County (e.g. the Chevron- project),
th1suproject could contribute to: a: signif1cant§cum"1at1ve
foc1oeconom1c 1mpact. It is recommendedﬂas a mitigation

- measure that. this. project.be- subject, to. socioeconomic
vmon1tor1ng to document. the source .of the:the workforce and
purchase of mater:a]s.

Z .

. L L ST
Lia‘rid‘ Use of Coastal Policies

1. Con51stency and ahderence of -all app11cab1e Santa Barbara
County poticies is requ1red of the proposed project.
Additional Local Coastal Plan (LCP) policies which are
applicable to this project include -policies dea]1ng With-
‘Envitonmentally Sensitive Hab1tats (ef.,-LCP 2511, 79-1,
'9-32, '9-38, 9-40 and 9-41); recreation, part1cu1ar1y
access (e.g. LCP 7-2, 7-3, 7- 18),npnne11nes (e:g LCP%3‘2
6-9, '6=14, 6-15,, 6-16 6-L7 6-]8 and 6-19), and air
vqua11ty (e g. LCP 11-1) These po11c1es are summarized in
the folliwing. . R A
[ATL RN ' e -
Policy 2-11: This policy requires régulation of development.adjacent to
‘ Envi‘onmentally Sensitive Habitat: Areas to protect ghese:
feowoen “areas. e ‘.

Policy 3-2: This p011cy requires designing shoreline construction so
as to preclude adverse impacts on shoreline and supply and”
interference with lateral beach access. This policy
applies to the landfall at Ar royo Hado.

Policy 6-9: This policy requires the preparation of an emérgency.
- response plan, ‘

EIRSINNn
XN T
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Coastal Zone: Surveys, revegetation, and restoration
plans: are required: ‘

- 'Policy-6=14x  This policy rejulates the placement of pipelines in. the

‘Policy h=15¢ This policy prohibits usé“bf*herp3¢jgéé‘du?ing pipeline

‘Eonstruction and restricts the sederasty of soil.

- i i

Policy 6-16:  This policy requires that pipeline ‘be Sited and
‘ constructed. in such a manner-as to inhibit erosion.

‘Poiicy 6-17:  This policy states that pipelineés should. be sited to avoid
important coastal resouices. -
Policy 6-18+ Forhﬁipeiineskpgssqu,tﬁhgqgh.hapiyqt areas, the segment
: shall ibe isq!ated'bywautpmatidéjsﬁuﬁidff valvess
‘Policy 7-2: This pélicy mandates an éésgpéﬁ;”tQJQITﬁw vertical access
to- the @epch‘for&any~deve1opmgﬁgfbgﬁW§gﬁ;the first public
wes - 3. read.and the oceam.” . . . . o
Policy 7-3x ﬂni&‘po]ﬁgy“manadféﬁ‘latergy‘é§SEMéﬁf§*§T6H§?ﬁhé“ﬁasewof”“”“
A the caostal bluffs, ~

‘Policy’ 7-18: ThiSipo1iCy{s%§t¢ythat‘exﬁghdgd"dpﬁb(thities for access
anghrecreatibhxsha11 bg'ﬁfgvideq,aléng,ﬁhe gaviota coast.

,qnqlspec1f1§§aAr§ng“ﬂgnag'as“ap’ar§§}wﬁére vertical
access.'shat¥ e dcquired: ‘

Policy 9-1: This policy required (1) that the. proposed project is i
conformity with the stréam-corridor Environmentally

Sensitive HabiyagiggeaﬁgESHA) prgtgctipnqpojicies,cand (2)
that the development plan show the precise location of the
ESHA. : ;

Policy 9<32: This po]iéy«Fégdihgé’§b§t€gb¢_gigéffﬁ§\§é sited to .avoid

. . ssignificant rocky points and intertidal areas.
‘Policy: 9=40: Tyisypo}iéyy§f@t¢$‘that‘ff\ﬁggéﬁfén&piaﬁﬁ species are
v removéd;,ré?qggtatiqn.witﬁ‘Toqafangiigip]ants is redquired.

o,

Policy 9-41: This policy required(min:ha]‘édﬂsfﬁ@ctfﬁﬁ and grading
impacts in stream corridors.. : =

Policy 1=l This?pbﬁicy:§taté§'fhaf'ihe*pfbViéiﬁh of the Air Qality
Attainment Plan shall apply to. the  Coastal Zone.

{ T
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United States Department of the Interior | — >

“"RGPt, R

FISH.AND, WILDLIFE SERYICE b =
ECOLOGICAL SERVICES S
24000 Avila Road .

Laguna Niguel, Califdrnia 92677’ Efe, .
‘| PILE: p '~12$,l

Rl )

W odgz -~
‘December 17; i93§‘;“
yORISH

‘Ms.. Susan Livenick

California State Lands Commission
245 W.. Broadwav,;Suite 425

:Loung Beach, 'Califotnia 9Q$02

Re: Shell California Production Inc., - %o’iuo Field ‘well and’
Production - State Lease PRC=2920,1

Dear Ms. Livenick:

The Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) provides the following. comments- in response

to a Notice of Consultat;on/?reparation dated November 2, 1984 (NOC/P—Y1/2/84)

and a recent telephone conversation (Vovembor 28, 1984) between Dona’d J‘“Ever‘tts
and this office’s. OCS>Cooroinutor. in comp’iance

with our public trust responsibilities and with provisions of the Fish and
‘Wildlife Coordination Aet’ (16 U.S, .C. et seq. ).

FWS would like to state that this office has neither réceiveéd of commeiitéd &n
the two previous. State Lands Commission certified EIRS referenced in the.
NoC/P-11/2/89 as SCH79101011 and SCH83110901. We\would appreciate receiving,
copies in order to complete our . files. We vould also appreciate having copies
of any additional 0CS documents for the southerd Caldforfia coast sent to the
.above address to the attenzion of the QCS Coordinator, Mr. John Wolfe,

Recommendations

In order to avoid unnecessary impacts to fish aad wildlife resources, we - ofter
the following suggestions. ‘ )

Water from a desulinization unit should be used as.a hydrostatic testing,fluid
rather ‘than grounduater from offshore or\onshore formation waters. we under-
stand that if hydrostatic testing fluid becomes contaminated

properly and discharged ia comp’iance with provicions of NPDES permits and any -
stipulations from the San Luis Obispo Regional Water Quality Control Board.

"The proposed use of" the "pull barge" technique for*pipelaying is*pteierred.

However, it is not clear to u$ what the width of' the construction, atua- wilb
be and what the associated impacts wfll be It blasting occurs, and pipelines

T e e A

D e s ot

C;L'.:N-‘th BAGE, 2 44. 26

e et et v sy ,‘._.

231

MINUTE DAGE




Mm@ww.mviﬁ,., .
T

AR TN o

B T P

i [

I3

B e L ZEE
N
LS

s o ot 10 )

«
USSP, NP

y ..are buried throunh the surf zoae and,.ne surge zone in water depths to
15 fathouws, we necommend\incorpora:ion oE these eonditions' .

[P

P

R

xmo trenching ot blasting shall occur

In laying
AP p bed or oreviously documented

within ;00 ‘feet of paj “existing kel
kelp hakitas.

installation, all assembly barges shall be anchored

Durip7. p(peline
eds with a buifer zone of twice the distance of

outs.:2 of any kelp b
anchivr swing. radi

Pr’or to any detonation of charges, the area will be cleared of
mscive mammalé and birds to the satisfaction of a Cnlitornia
Dapartment ¢f Fish and Game (CDFG) observer. Special enphasis
ﬂha” be given .to the protection of listed Fedccal and State
endangered gpecies, including the California browa seliean,
California ”east tern, and -American peregrine ralcon.

Each offsliore ditondtion will be preceded by a szall charge
designed ‘to frighten away fish from. any’ nearshore and ingertida l

habitats:in the blasting areas.

Al} onshore and oEEsHore congtruction and staging areas will ieg'
clear’v defined and restricted to minian areas to avoid inpacting
kelp beds, riparian. and constal sage scrub habitats. Offshore
pipe’ine construction shall be restrictedtto a matimum of' 50 feétr
in width, onshore pipeline construction to le«v than 30 feet, and
onshore staging area to less than oné acré in either avocado

orchards of grazing lands, ,
Shell California Production, Inc. (SCPI) vill notify ‘WS,,CDFG,
and Vational Mnrine Fisheries Service (NMFS), in writing, prior
to commencement Of any pipeline laying in shallow nearshore and

intertidal uaters. .

SCPI will have pre- and post-construction surveys conducted by
qualified marine biologists duting the pipelaying construction~

phase offshore; 'and by, a qualified wvildlife bilologist and: botanist
‘for the onshore pipeline construction. Reports vill include photos
and assessments of habitat values impacted by short~term, long-term,
and cumulative effects of development, including an analysis of resid-
wal. impacts noted in the VOC/P from the 1963 gofis truction,, SCPI shall
incur the expenses associated with the hiring of qualified'biolo~‘
gists and"he preparation, distribution, dnd’ coordination of’ reports
with FWS CDFG NMFS and other concerned agencies. . T

'

Based on results of the post-construction survey, concerned agencies
may establish that mitigation is required to offvet 1 sség. of dam~
aged terrestrial and aquatic resour"es. Any mitigation measures
shall be developed and mplemented ia éoordination with r-'WS, LDFC
and NMFS staffs and shall be at the expense of SCPI.

ADDED--01/30/85 * —
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‘pipelines shall te designed and installed without any pfbjgégiéﬁs
that will either snare.or potentially damage sport and commercial
fishing gear. )

Loss of raptur roosting and/or pesting trees shall be teplaced

by erecting wt least two nesting platforms and. two roosting poles
with perchifig crogshraces on:an interim basis until replacement
‘trees are of :sultable size for rdptor useés. -Location: of struc-

tures shall ‘bé determined after pre-construction surveys and
ongite meetings with CDFG and FWS biologicts.

We requast that these stipulations be incorporated intoAany'perm£c~;ssqedffgfj
this proposed :project., We request:a copy .of any permits issued. If vou ‘have’

any questions concerning our comments, please corntact John Wolfe or me:.at
(714) 831-4270; AR

Sincerely yours,

— P
//&,""t; / e [ .
o LAY AME R ~

PoOF ¥ oot

Napey” M. ‘Kaufman
Fleld ‘Superviot

12t

i

Shell Cag;farg;;vpquueéibqjxﬁa.,«Anahéia cx

CDFG, Reg. 5, ‘Long Beach, .CA -(Attn? K. ‘131)

CDFG, ‘MRR,. Long Beach, CA (Attn: D. Nitsos)’
CDFG, Goleta, CA (Attii J. Davis) :

NMFS, Terminal Island, CA (Attn: R. Hoffman)
cCC, Santa Barbira, CA ‘(Attn: Js Johnson)

]

County, of Santa Barbara, Energy Divi, CA (Attai $;fﬂgQg§)
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GEORGE DEUKMENAN, Governor

STATE LANDS COMMISSION

245 WEST BROADWAY, SUITE 425
/UONG BEACH, CALIFORNIA 90802
'TELEPHONE:  (213) 590-5201

File Ref.: W 40442

January 25, 1985

Nancy Kau;nan

ish and Wildlife Service
“-cologica_ Services
24000 Avila Road:
Laguna Nigel, CA 92677

Dear Ms. Xaufman:

Thank you for your commenCS. dated December 17, 1984 and'
received December 27; 1984, on eur Inftial Scudy (scH
#84101008) on the compleCLGn ofzand fnstallaction of prelihe
bundles from wells on the ocwean floot of State Oil and Gag
Lease PRC 2920 to the Mollno GaSDPtocessing Plant in Santa
Barbara County. Unfortunately, because the public review
period for the Initial Study cloaed»on December 10, 1984m*we
must consider your comments as respnnitng co :he Negvciwe
Declaration rather than to thd Ini:ial Scudy.

¢

The 1980 and 1984 EIXe wers sent €o FWS in Sacramenco;ac che\
time they were published. We suggest, thac you request a.
transfer of these 6ocunencs to your office. Alterraca’y, we
will be happy to reproduce copies of the document for you at
your expense. The Laguna Niguel office has ‘been aaded to aur
current CEQA maillfag list.

You have suggested that water from a de-salinization aunit ‘be
used for hydrostatic tescing. As of this daca, no adverse
impact associated with SCPm's LSP\Of ground water for the:
testing program ‘has been i&entitied. The Cescing program is a
limited, one-time event. anm extraction of ground water for che
progran is not expected mo ‘have any' significant or long Lern
effect on the water tablles

You have asked about the width of the actual construction zone
in the offshcre. The :lpd» will ciear a path approximateby
seven feet wide, and any dLSCUrbance will occur within that
seven ‘foot wide swath.




-

You have .suggested -a numbefAOf'GﬂﬁuiciOﬂSnwhiCh relate to RN
blascing wirhin. the surf and surge zones SCPI is laying the -t
pipelines 1m9eg;q;g;y'gqjacgg:‘xo‘ekﬁsping,pipellngs, and has' .
recently surveyed the corridor, It oppesrs that blasting will
not he necessary aand, thus, that cofditieds :on blascing will
not be necessarye. + . Coee

» e

You have alsc suggested rescrichQns:on.o:he::conSQFuc;ron R
agcivities. Offgﬁgpe,-:hegcgnstndctign corrvidor will 'be . . .
significantly less wide (seven feet) ‘than the 50- foot width 'yol
have guggested. Oashgre, ce;tﬁihwtéchnbcsh,conaquﬁégiqﬁs',3 ‘
«coitrol the minimum areas required for the project. By and
lg;géq’the-quhqre«Qqqﬁcnqqtﬁbnwzdnemmthlulhe%wichfnwthg;}Q”ﬂ??
£oet you have suggastaed: ‘however thei.rodte crogses complex:
tarrains and ‘the use: . of aoqnwvengiﬁegrtng~aﬁdyéaﬁiiﬁﬁ€ﬁfdwszwl
techniques s 4f primary lmportance. In .at least thrée aréas,
it will be negessary for SCPL -to use a considerably wider ‘
corridor in ofder to turn equipment and to stack pipe.

Finally, the project cannot be staged from a ons acre site:
SOPI proposes to conduct it's activities within the ninimin
practical /area. All staging and consttuction sdctivities will
be gonducégd{qn~p:eyipualx&dﬂﬁcurbed lands. Where 'the pipeligle
niist be pulled through a narrgw area of riparian habitat,
rollers will; .be .used o that there is no physical contact witli

R

the habitac. .

Xou have requested that SCPX contact FWS, NMFS ahdiﬁﬁ?ﬁ:@?ioﬁ-i
to ccmmencement of activity in nearshore waters. The COFG is
the respcasible State agency and: SCPI is being conditioned to.
be requived to work closely with CDFG.on thé projecé. We will
inform .SGPI that you have requested that, FHS and HUFS be

informed.

You have requested pre .and post-construction surveys -of both
onshore dud offshore plpeline routes, followed by extensive
reports on impact to. habitat. In this case,; we have
incorpgratea che measures requested by the CDFG into the
project. These 'measures involve surveying of the kelp beds
and, if necessary as gec%rmiqéaﬂby~CDFG,Ifgplancihg of the kelp
‘heds. Extensive surveying of onshore habitat has already been
conducted ty SCFi and t.'s consultant and the project has been
gesigned so that no sensitive habitat will be impacted: The
County of Santa Barbara and the State Lands Commission, :in
.approving the project, are requiring erosion control aad
cxe-vegetation measures on all disturbed:; areas. The County,
additionally, will require post=construction monitoring under
{cts. LCP, All identified impacts to. ‘habitat will be mitigated
by ‘the réquirements of the SLC, the County of Santa. Barbara and
the :CDFG. )
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You and othér agencles have requested that bubsea pipellnes be
designed: and fnscalled without proJLcLions. The: engineecing
design of the qipelines doés take this into account,rand rhe
gsubseaipiwelines will be ‘witholt obstructions

'
2 s

Finally you have requested measures Lo mitigaté the loss 'of'
raptor roos® ing 'and nesting habttac. In fact, no rapcar

roos:ing»ot'1es~ing habitat will be menCCEd by the project and

these nb:iga?ion measutesvarenunnecessary. Addltionally .
that

before~constMuccion can commence, CDFG. must given approval‘t
avian nes cxng witT-no:'be 4mpac:edw '

r. e e

[
~

Thank you for - yourfﬂarcfcipatingain'the publi ¢ reéview processz‘
\Pleasé;conuaczzﬁusan Livenick: a't (243) 590=520L or*DwﬂgH S
‘sanders: at. @916df322 782? £ 5have*furchet t:.mnmenc"w R
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* Januvary 28, 1985

& *@

. Dm'ght E. Sanders

- ; @ State Lands Commission
o %07 71807 15th Street

. 7 ot . Sacramento, CA. 95814

‘Subject: Well-Completion and Construction of Flowlines to Gas Plant
” d SCH 784101008
Dea"x Mr. Sénders:

m State Clearinghouse submitted the ‘above ‘named’ proposed ‘Negative Declarat:.on
SR .Y select 'state agencies for review. The review pericd i closed and the com-
" .ments of the mm.v:.dual ar-enc'v(les) J.s(aze) at.tachen ££ you would like to
discuss the concerns and rectmmendations in their comments, please contact the

staff from the appropriate .agency(ies) .

"ou may formally respond to:the ctmmenting agency(ies) by wntmg to them, in- .
cluding the State Clearinghouse number on all such correspundence. You.should » .
- a“‘capt to t:esolve any concems of the state agencies before ‘taking further ac " T

~tion ‘on the pro:ect. Once. you have responded: to ‘the . comments, state review of: B
your draft environmental cocument will be ccmplete.

If the project requires discretionary ay toval fram any state agency, the Notice
o OF Detrammatzon mist be /£iled with the oecretary for. Resources as well as wz.th
the Ccunty Clerk. Please contact Mark Bcehme at (916)' 4450613 if you.have aniy
kquestlons about the environmental review 'precess.,

[

3

‘t
-~ Sincerely, )

et o e e & e

‘;w-.:ﬁf::;.:’f; m“-j,“j‘i“ -rs RS .:-u:, i

. CC32 Pesou:ces Agency
Attachman
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1. Projects Coozdlnator Date :January 22, 1935‘?
Resources agency ‘ T

State Lunds Commission
1807 -~ 13th Street
Sacramento, ‘California 95814
Attn: Dwxgh' E.‘Sandersn\Chlef
pivision oﬁxResearch .and planning
: Department of Fish oid Genie

proposed Negative: Declaration for Shell california Production, '’
Inc.'s Proposed Well Completion and, Flowline Instal'amlon
project, State 0il and Gas Lease PRC 2920, Molino Area,, Santa
Barbara Sounty. SCH 84101008 e

The Department has teviewed the document for the completion ‘of
Lwor prevxous‘y =pproved wells, and 1nstallat10n of offshore and"
onshore flowlines:‘to transport produced gas: from: rhe“welrwsrcew
to an upgraded’ onshore ptdcessing ‘plant. Thehdocument.orovzdes
mitigation measures which will be adopted by the Commission to
eithér: m”tigatelorhelim1nate potentfal project’ impactsiito ' maring
andJtercestriallresources. “These measure3¢asxpropoeedhwblr for
the most party’ providerm1tigatlon for potentfal ‘project. ﬁmpactsu
The -discussion gsections on' page ‘three of 'the 'proposed \Negative
Declaratxon«pentaxning}to ‘Marine Biology should*be modxfled to
clarify the intent of the mftxgatlon“measure.( " v, !
Therefore, we recommend that the first sentence‘of the‘rlrst :
paragraph: under -the Di'scussion seckion on page three be modi.fied
as. follows,. [ recommend that SCPI revegetate dxsturbed

kelp v

This would clarify the discussion section--to state that SCPI ano
not.the Department will be responaxble for kelp bed .
revngetatxon. . .

With this modification, we would have no objection to the
adoptionvof»a Negative Declarataon for the proposed project.

Should you have any questlons regarding our comménts and
Lecomnendatlon please contact Rolf Mall, Environmental Services
Suoervrsor, Mar1ne Resources Req1on. 245. West Broadway, Suite
350, LOng ‘Beach, Callfornla 90802 ‘The phone number is ATSS
8=635-5155 or (213) '590-5155. .

Jack C. Parnell
‘Director

3
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.RC. E.uﬂnts or Prasgied Ne_ddly ; i Yy }:Gl?no F‘Qw}‘:;es,. S(‘!ﬂta
Bartarz founty “ N

:‘.": ‘)%‘U" vCWc‘IC‘ :c,r K

"F"!-:- *w\ b ;’. W

Herrequest thit wou incorry edte: the dnferration cintained in yours. resg)r‘:;c-);
to cur conments. i he eppr“vse’te hqu...m\ i obour §ropcses pegative u'ﬂ[
dechdretion such 45 the prijedi vo.urdplisn, Eett ardiysiy, propesed witiger rior
me2sures, and are use and coaetel praicy fe-"wns. e aedivion we owould Wt w
raiterate yur rirEst shat refnrenced "SLE""'-’l' & othg praiivus E1R shewld Lo
Tisted as an &coer"\x 0. thevdocyment anc: ¢ -1stim. Of relevunt Sanfa Karbara
Ccl.r.z'* Coastad Piin pakicier Ailn & Srief apaiysic sheu?d be inciyded in fipe
docunént: e bﬂié'e that with the mcnw e uf *his informatien, ang 3 ,;{u'r
res;&cas& tc the other issues rajssd by che founty of ‘Sants Rarbara, vour priges sed
negative - declaratien 2dn by cart if} .d 3s ap accucate ond complete eavirgaten m}
dccurent. C

ou fsr ‘be CEnoTIl '\:y by provide cLamentioon i3
z st2ff,  Shou'd you Bave 2by quel
£ner ::atze“' or ‘wc- ~3fu“1 o 3 gue Sant2 Rerhzre offi
7
Siacerely,
- "?' . -
T S
(F b
'

.

,/:‘ce 'hctu}\un, AC ting “Manager

‘

Euvargy % Loasta? Re Sources A’1v1s1on

'

Susan Livenlek
Rary Ans Tnb
gchn ifallett
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Y COMMUNITY DEVILOPMFNT otrt A it . d N AR . , '13'”, ;:gAzﬁAws!rRage;
” Redere opmcmo(nmoqmrnu Review 831 O BTEING ¢ ? TEL nods o NTA'SAS
PManning @ 2oning csu.lquo Housiny ., At o ‘. AR Ay ~ ) . SA. A fA M(ug:ﬂ%g:z:;

January 24, 1985

Nwight D. Sanders
S¥ate Lands Commission.
1807 13th Street
Sacramento CA 95814

RE: Proyosed Negative Declaration #378, She!l/ho11no He]l Comp]et1on,
San*a ‘Barbara County o e e

oL PR ¥4 ~"~:)“v;
Dear Mr. :Sanders:

I have reviewed the iproposed Negative Declaration (ND) and. submit the.
* following comments:

1. .45 my understanding that several ub,tantwve c<wments on the
InitiaJ Study were submltted‘by Santa..Barbara County ,‘.nv Coastal
-Comm1ssnon and the Deparément of Fish and Game. It appears. cnot none
of the’comments were incorporated into the<ND even ‘though spec1f§f
environmental issues were addressed. Thesé: should be addressed in'
the Final ND. As Lead Agency, the Copmission is required to-4o "this
'so that Responsible Agencies have .an adequate document for their
‘purposes.

It is unclear why ‘the text of the-ND 1ists "mitigations” .under seveial
subject areas when no potentia] s1gnif1c&nt 1mpaet=-were 1dent1f1ed
‘There also appears to be no ‘connection between the. potential effects
listed in ithe environmenta] checklist and the+discussion of. m1t1gat1on~ '

There is no- discus sion of the environmental effects associated thh

the actual processing of gas at the plant. Since the p]ant s operatior,
s a function of the proposed wellheads and flow Tines then the ND
needs to address any applicable consequences.

Page 15 states. that.all environmental -effects associated with wellhead
¢ompletion and--flow Tine construrt1on werg¢iassessed in.-the SLC 1980 EIR.

L
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, wazght D. Sanders
- January 24 1985 Page 2

JA
Have all m1tigat1ons adopted by the Commi §sion.iand Responsibile. ¥gencies
:been incorporated; into this NDT- If they qave oty then thelie would -
appear: to be scmeroutstanu1ng~environmenta1 15 ;ues that ‘neetl to be
addressed T AT “
- My concern for the: adequacy of this ND*lies in.ithe fact that it will be
the. environmental document, used by both the Counfy and the Ccastal Commission.
There seems' to be sone deficiencies in: the docuiment that need .correction
ibefore. the project can proceed Thank you: for ithe opportunity to-comment.

John“w ‘Helmer
Coasta] Energy Spec1al1st

.cc: Santa Barbara Countv
Coastal: Commission
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(916/445-0613)

January 29, 1985

D.nght £. Sanders
S%ate Lands Commission
1807 13th Street
Sacramento, CA. 195814

Weii -Compietion and Conswuction of Flowlines to-Gas-Plant
SCH ? 84101008

-

.. 'The enclosed comments on your :draft envirommental documents were rec.ewed ty
the state Clearinghwse after the end of the. state review period. ‘We aro ’
.‘.ocwarding these comments f:0 you because they: perride mformatmn of raice.

issues which may assist you in project. review.’ |

m ensure the adiquacy of! the final .document you may wish ‘to incorporate.‘these!
addita.oral comments into:che };xepa::at;on of your final emn.:ormental document.

LA

‘.{Sincerely' ,

Ch1e£ Deputy Dlrecton

‘\-r

&
j) enr;kosux:e

“ﬁc‘éz,« Resources Agency
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RESPONSE TO DEPARTHENT OF ‘FISH AND GAME

ft is. theé intent of the mitigation measure regarding

project’s impacts on kelp to require SCPI ‘to revegetate

impact a&rea. his responsibility is not assignead to
- “California Department of Fish and Game.

RESPONSE TO CAEIFORNIA‘COAST@L COMMISSION

By this attachment your comments are made part of ‘the:
Negative Declaration for 'SCPI Flowline JInstallation (SCH .No.
84101008). +We dJo not believe, ‘however, that the -phySical,
attachment of the cited EIR sections to the Negative '
neclaration is necessary for two reasons: (1) the appropriate
sedtions are incorporated by reference as provided by law and:
the EIR Guidelines; and (2)- the citéd .documents were widély
distripitéd and are readily ivailable to .public -agencies .and
fnterested -parties via -area librariwss ~Einally, please note.
“the materizl from the County of Santa Barbara in Attachment 1
regardiag Coastal Rlan policies. .

RESPONSE..TO CITY ;OF SANTA BARBARA

You are correct jn. that Santa Barbara County, the Coastal
Commission and the Departmetit of Fish and Game submitted
comments on the Initial Study.  The staff of the Statc ‘
Lands Commission responded ‘§peci§;palLyifto each of the
comments by letters dated Dicember 28, 1984, December 31,
1984 and December 31, 1984, respectively. As you have
stated, specific environmental issues (from received
comments) were addressed, All comments, to the Initial
Study and their responses, as well as all comments to thé
ND and their responses, are Attachments 1 and 2 to- the
.proposec ND to be considered by the ‘Commission.

As stated on page 2 of the proposed Negative .Declaritionr

*This proposed negative declaration references: (1) .
in ‘terms of the Initial Study, only those potential
environmental impacts which mg?voccﬂr as a regult -of
or during the conduct of the well completion; or £flow
line installation activities as ptoposed :by the
applicant; and (2) mitigation, measures incorporated
into the proposed project to aveid potentially
sicnificant effects." (emphasis added) :

See also Section 15070(b)(1) of the State EIR -Guidelines
for further clarification. )

The checklist is but one part of the Initial Study; see
also (1) above quoted. \

CALENDAR Fo.0F
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The gas. plant is currently‘uncer permit ‘to ‘the Councy‘oﬁ“
Santa Barbira and, the processing of the gas from this
proposeomproject will be covered within the parameters. o
tha~ existlnc permxt. See pagn 17 of the In1t1a1 scudy‘”°[

Again, please refer toO number (2) above. - If {¥Yl -
potentially sxcnlfxcant effects had Tot beem"nzglcafed-ﬁ¢‘3
by changés :in the prooosed ‘projecty, theuCONﬂxssxon coulc«
not make the ,proposec ‘finding? 'Deternlne that“the
project, as revised and aopraovec, wikl not ‘hdve  »a.
significant effect on the environment."®

4

»zuRESPONSEmTO DEPARTMENT OF CONS&RVATION

Comment gcknqm;qugq;u . i

5
o
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State'Lands Comeitnin

.

+
v

: ‘Cegartment of Fish and Game Date  : December 31, 1984

245 Y. Broadway, Suite o )
oLong‘Beéch, caA’ 40802 FileNo.: W 40442
JQ%ITU{ John L. Baxter -

Télephone; ATSS

4% STATE LANDS COMMISSION, i)

’ 263\Vene Brnidviay, Siite 425 < Long Beach, CA 80302’
Respo 189 -.£0 Ccsments
. Notice of Consultat;on/? eoa*atxon for Well Ccnpletlon,
Ins;al!a:;on&or -4o~11nes and Preduction of Ggs, Snell .
Callhorn’a orcduction, Inc. BLR.C. 2920.1, Sant 8arhar a. County..

W 40442, SCH# €4101008 . )

o

e

10
ﬁ'Thank you for your receat commentg cn the above-referred

project. You have rpeguesfed thaw (thHe project be mitigated ta:

include maasures to p:otac~ macine and terrestr;al hablca s.

Co"n.as'on st2if has incorporated vcu*freconm_ndat1on5' g

»,mztxga ive measuves, into thv pro;acbfand will condition

» approval of the project on meeting your cencerns.
p“lelual-:, vou have requesled pre- and post~-construction
surveys of the kelp areas to dete*nxna e‘o -density and keﬂo

olyss. In additicn, if kelp loss is s*gnzzlcan;, ¥Pu have
‘requested .2 ‘survey twe. years after construction to evaluzte Kelp
‘recovery and, if needed, revegetation following that survay.

., BecaLse SCPI has reC°ncl (summer 184) conoletec a survey of th
% Y
] kel ped, we are not requiring .a additiona pre-constructica
P
A - survay, However, all the uosh—consuruchlon activities you have
” recomaended have been anorcorated into the pro;ect.

Ca

B

e

' additionally, you have requested rnplantlng of dlshurbed
‘riparian haaxbat, seasonal restiiction on acktiviey within the

v, Arroye Hoado Creek bed and nct“flcatlon of the Department
jpursuant to Fish.and Game Code 1603. All these have been
incorporated ! nto;che proposed project.

Thank you for your; interest a\:he project. C}

K™

SUSAN R. LIVENICK
Assodiate Mineral
Resources Engine=sr






