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APPROVAL OF PROPOSAL TO DRILL anp PRODUYCE
TWO OIL anp GAS WELLS, RINCON AREA,
VENTURA COUNTY OFFSHORE

LESSEE: Bush 0i1 Company
ARttn: R. L. Klarc
5750 West Pacific Coast Highway
Ventura, California 93001

CO-LESSEE: ARCC 0il and Gas Company
Attn: Ppaul Langland
P. 0. Box 147
BakersField, Califoraia 93302

AREA, TYPE Lanp

Both proposed
approved locations

State 0il and gas lease PRC 145 was issued in
and consists of 326 acres of
filled tide and sub




CALENDAR ITEM No. 53 (conT'D)

PROPOSED PROJECT:
Bush proposes to drill two directional
exploratory wells from surface drill sites on
State 0il and Gas Lease PRC 410 to penetrate
the Rincon Fault to evaluate potential
recoverable oil and gas reserves from zones
below the fault. The total depth of the
directional holes will be approximately 12,000
feet measured depth. The bottom-hole location
of each well will be within lease PRC 145.
Should commercial reserves be proven, the wells
would be placed on production and the production
processed through existing production facilities
on the uplands portion of the leases. Processed
0il and gas will be transported from the area
via existing pipelines.

AB 884: 08/10/89.

ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION:
The Ventura County planning Commission has
approved a Conditional Use Permit 16,
Modification No. 1 covering the drilling of the
subject wells. A Mitigated Negative Declaration
was prepared and certified by Ventura County
planning Commission on August 21, 1986. The
Mitigated Negative Declaration is attached as
Exhibit “B". The State Lands Commission’'s staff
has reviewed the document and believes that it
complies with the requirements of the CEQA.

This activity involves lands identified as
pnossessing significant environmental values
pursuant to P.R.C. 6370, et. seq. Based upon
the staff's consultation with the persons
nominating such lands and through the CEQA
review process by the County of Ventura, it is
the staff's opinion that the permit as part of
the program for the project, as proposed, is
consistent with its use classification.

EXHIBITS: f. Location Map.
g. Mitigated Negative Declaration.

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMISSION:

1. FIND THAT A NEGATIVE DECLARATION WAS PREPARED FOR THIS
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CALENDAR ITEM NO. 53 (conr'd)

PROJECT 8Y VENTURA COUNTY AND ADOPTED BY THE COUNTY
PLANNING COMMISSION AND THAT THE COMMISSION HAS REVIEWED
AND CONSIDERED THE INFORMATION THEREIN.

DETERMINE THAT THE MITIGATED PROJECT ANALYZED AND APPROVED,
WILL NOT HAVE A SIGNIFICANT EFFECT ON THE ENUIRONMENT.

FIND THAT THIS ACTIVITY AS PROPOSED IS CONSISTENT WITH THE
USE CLASSIFICATIONS DESIGNATED FOR THE LANDS PURSUANT T0
p.R.C. 6370, ET. SEQ.

APPROVE THE PROPOSAL BY BUSH OIL COMPANY TO DRILL TWO
EXPLORATORY OIL AND GAS WELLS FROM STATE OIL AND GAS LEASE
PRC 410 AND TO PRODUCE THE WELLS IF COMMERCIAL QUANTITIES
OF HYDROCARBONS ARE DISCOVERED.




EXHIBIT *A®
PROPOSAL TO DRILL TWO WELLS
PRC 410, PRC 145

Ventura County
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COUNTY OF VENTINA. ,' i G
HESOURCL: MANACENSNY AGENGY EXHIBIT  “8
800 S. Victuria Avenae

Ventues, CA 93009

HITICATED HEGATIVE LECLARATION

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Entitlement: Conditional Use Permit 16, Modification No. 1

Applicant: Norris Oil Company

Location: (Sce attached asp) Rincon Oilfield, approximstely 800 feuot
northvest of the Seacliff ufframp, between the Pacific Cozat Highway
and U.S. 101, approxamately 9 niles northuvest of the City of Ventura,

Assessor Paccel Nofs).: 6G-10-33

Parcel Size: 2.6 Acres

General Plan Designation: Open Space on the Open Space Elevent

Existing Zening: “C-0-S" (Coastal Open Space)

Proposal: The redrilling of one existing oil well (Hobson State 812},
and the drilling of 3 gew oil wvells on the Hobson State 410 Lease
CUP-16 wvas granted in 1948 fur the producticn of oil and gas on three
parcels of laad .in the Rincon Oilfield. 1In March, 1985, Norris Oil
Company btegan the redrilling of Hobson State Hell J12, with the
understanding that this activity vas covered under CUP-16, bzaed on a
1975 Coastal Commission lettzr to Norris which stated tbat redrilling
did nof. require a Coastal Zone Permit.. la July, 1985, the Califoraia
Cosstal Coamission determined that this interpretation was no longer
valid, because it was the Coastal Zooe Conservation Act which expired
in late 1976 aad was replaced by the Coastal Act of 1976, HMore
recently Ventura County ba: been delegated authority to process Coastal
Developaent permits, and Ventura County's Local Coastal Plan and
Coastal Zone Ordinance require a coastal permit for oil well drilling
or ctedrilling within the Coaztal Zone. Morris has applied for a
modification to CUP~16 to cover the redrilling (now completsd) and-also
for three new wells to be drilled over a three year peziod. The
propesed wells are to be located within 300 feet of Hobson State 812,
in 2n existing oil production area.

9. Responsible Agencies: Division of 0il and Gas

STATEMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS:

An Inftial Study was conducted by the Placning Division to evaluste the
potentisl effect of this project on the eavironment. Based on the findings
contained im the attached Initial Study it has been determined that this
project could have s significant effect on the envircoment. These
rotentially significant impacts can be satisfactorily wmitigated through
adoption of the follsving ideatified measures as conditionz of approval.

HITIGATION MEASURES INCLUDED TO AVOID POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS:

Air Quality: The Air Pollution Control District commsnts that nitrogen
oxide emissionz created by the drilling rig engines during the drilling of
the wells may have a significant impact om air quality in the 0jai Valley
Alrshed, ard pay be incomsistent with the Air Quality Hanagement Plan.

Hitigation: The applicant shall reduce nitrogen nxide emissions as much
as teasible from the drilling operstion by one of the following methoids, per
the appraval of the Air Pollution Contrel District:

3. using utility generated electrical power

h. using propane tuelen engines vith catalytic coverters

< ustog divsel cagines equipped vith combnstion prechambers, or using
cambust ion Liming retardation

do ebtzaming emiaston oflsets

lng-l vl _Glaee: Tiwe slrilling rig will be Lighted at maght during the
drxlllug pcrnod and will be visible from U,S. Highvay 101,

EXHIBIT 5%
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Taght awd glare by Mirevting daght o RIghWRY omd premarily,
SUTTE ST UA TN P . i - s

PLBLIC- REVIRN:

2. Legal Motice Nethed: Dirext wasling to property uwners within 300 feet
of proposed projcct houndary. *

2.  Docvment Posting Peri'od: April 14, 1986 - Hay "i3, 1986

3. Environmental Report Review Committec Hearing: May 14, 1986

COMMENTS RECEIVED DURING REVIEW AND ACENCY RESPONSE -

1.  Letter May 7, 1986 from Coastal Commission (response sttached).

Prepared by: Marcia Vakelee Revieved by: > Fe20-0%

The Eovironszental Report Review Comittec recomsends that the decisionemaking
body of the proposed project find that this documant has been coapleted in
cocpliance vith the California Environseatal Quality Act.

sha/ee

Chaic, Eaviconmental Report Date
Reviev Comittee

15120329




INTTIAL STV CHECRLISY

PROJECT INFURIATION

t. Name of applicant: A)orr;s 0,! G-
2 Project Description: ‘U'M fad wdfowL M 3 mﬂ&fw(l’z"/

3. Preject locaticm: | ﬁwl.'lnl
. Checklist Prepacer: ﬂ’ngwa..LJaﬁJu_,

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Cach categorcy checked requites that 2 Jeterminstion be made if the peoject
would or would not lave & wgignificant” effect on the environment. Each
enviconmental category contains 3 different set of ccitecia for wvhat
constitutes a sigaificant sdverse impact. . Professional judgement is needed
to determne significance. The ters msignificant” iz defined in the CEQA
Cuidelines 3s "3 substantial, or poteataally substantial, adverse change in
any of the physical conditions withia the ared affected by the activaty
including land, 3ic, wvater, ainerzls, flora, fauna, aabient noise, 3ad
objects of nistoric or aesthetic sigaificance.” «The CEQA Guideliaes also
oarovides 2an exglsnation for detemmining significant effetts and establishes
eandatory fiadings of significance ia certain instances (Refecrence Sections
1506« and 15085).

The poteatial “aaybe” ispscts are difficult to detscsine. This is a matter
of professivaal judgemsent which tequires analysis of the facts and
jaformation sutajtted with the project. a  determining potentially
sigoificant ixzpacts for the “yes” aad “sayhe” aasvecs, 20 explanaticn sheet
sust be aitsched to the wnitial study. The stzachaent should include the
following inforaation (ov each "yes” and “gaybe” ansver:

1. A Srief description about the background and setting of tne issue.

2. A drief descripticn of :he potratial sigaificant impacts and disclosure
of vhy they could resull.

Description of any mitigstion seasure(s) which-would ceduce the izmpacts
to an insignificant level.

ta the event that prsject mitigation i3 jnleterminate or that
mrtigation measures caonot ceduce the 1spacts to an insignificant
tevel, a statement explaiming why further analysis (ETR) 13 aeeded
should be provided.

Revtsad  Sanu NS
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Land Lae

will the propesal, indavitually of cumulstavely,
ue snconsistent vith/ae sutstantislly alter
present o¢ planned land use of an ateet

Pepulation

Lill the proposal, individuslly ot cuanlatively,
saxnaticantly siter the location, aistridbution,
Jensity, of grovth fate of the huean populetsun
of an ages?

ftouzing

il the proposal, individuslily o cusulatively,
sigmifacantly aftect exiystang heusing, OF creste
a demand for sdditrenal heusing?

planming Consystency

v1ll the propassl. {ndividuslly or cumulatively,
be inconsistent vith any goal, odjective, policy
or program of the Cenecal Plan, Vater Quality
ssnagesent Plan, Guidelinas forf Crderly -
Development oF InY ather Board-adopted polacy
dacuaent?

ineal Resources

ske propesal, wdivadualiy ec cunulatavely,
12 » sigariscants

{ncresse 1a the cate of use f aoy mineral
cesourse?

Susstantial depletion of any aocn-ceaevadle
ainecal sesource?

2R SELLUTICN CONTROL GISTRICT

[ [ 4

wil
l!!

the propasal, wndivaidually ot cunulatively,
t an sagnificant:

[}

.
.

Ve

».  Detenioration of
asbrent-r1r quality?

b. Objectiosadle odors?
2U512C VORXS AGENCY
. Rardh

Vil tac propesal, 1sdividually or cusulatively.
cesult 1o, ot be 1ppacted by, srgarfrcants

3, Unstadle earib conditicas oc 1o cbanges
10 geologac substructures?

v, Disguptient, displacements, compacsion
or mercovering of the s l?

Change i0 topogeaphy of grousd sucface
festet features?

o

T=""7e ~iunly reviewing &jeACY aag geterines thic ssue Aot o5 se sigrificant.
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The ‘festrurtinn, vaveriig et Al ication
of e hnuque xenluaid ot phvgxcat
teatuces’

tacirade D vind 97 vatey erasian of
sorls, eitlier v of of{ the site?

Changes tn deposition ot ecosion ot
besch sands, or chaages tn silcatton,
Jeposition ac ecostun vhich may wodt{y
the channel vl & raver of stream OF
the bed of the ocean OF any bay, ianlet
or lake?

Eaposute of property te geologrc
hazacds such 33 eacthquakes, landslides,
audsiides, ground taituce, Lliquefaction,
tsuoemi or sisilac hazscds?

Yfanspot:::xonICirculalien

Will tbe proposal, {pdividually ot cumalatively,
cesult io sagoaficants

3. Generation of substantisl addizaonal
vehicular moveseat?

gffects on existiog packing Zacalities,
ot demand for fev packing?

lepacts upon existing cranspacTatisn
systeans?

Alterations to preseat patterns of
cizculation or asvement of people
and/or goods?

Alterations to cail traffic?

¢. Increase in teaffic hazards to moturt
vehicles, bLicyclisks oc pcdestt;ans!

flood Cnatral

Will the proposal, iadividually or cumulatively,
cesult in significanc:

2. Changes to absorpiica rates, drainage
patteasas, ot the roule snd/or 3wmount
of surface vater runoff?

Alteration to the coutse or flov of
flood vaters?

Exposure of people. propecty or unique
natucal resources to hazards such 3$
£looding ot taunaai?

¢, ELffecrts oa 2 channel or streas regulated
by the Flood Control District?

1h VYaitec Rfesaurcesd
Jwager SR—

will the prapasal, individually ot cumulativels,
cesult \n signaificant:

3. Changes in the amount of surface water o
any baly of wvater*

Cnanges ta cureeats, wr the voutue ot
Jig=vtion of vatet movements, 18 any
B of s atee!

J—
TTVTe 23uaty cevigwing iiency has detiraines WY °
TG T3 ’
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Dischacge into surface vitegs, ot !
soy altaration of sur{ace vater quslity,
1acluding but lasited O temperature,
distolved oxyges oF turbidaty?

Alteratics of the direction or rate
of {low of ;rouadvazcrs1

Change {a the quaiity of groundvatess,
cither through direct 3dditioens of
vithdravals, ot through intercepticn
of eo aquifer by cuts, excavations .
or surface coverings?

Reducticn in the smount of vater
othervise availadle for pudlic
vater supplies?

Stresr Lightisg

¥ill the proposal, 1adividually ot
cuzulazively, cesult ia the geed for
street lighing gervices?

IXVICNENTAL WEALTH DIVISION

12. Sisimation

1¢ *he progoesal will uzilize zepiis
tagk systess, €33 the sevage xene:::ed
by the project create a sigaaficase
adverse health wzpace?

Water Supply

¥l the prosasal, individulaly OF
cx=ulazively, not be adie ¢ e sravided
vizh a long-tevs valel suspiy of

adegquate quanzity an? qualizy?
Solid Waste

Vill the proposil, ipdividuaily ot
cuztlatively, gesult ia:

a. A significast acount of 7
. solid waste?

b. A significaat igpact oa the exisuing
solid vaste diposal systeal

Risk of Upset
Soes the proposil, individually ot
cuaulatively, iuvolve:

a. A risk of an explosion ¢T the reiease
of hazsrdous substsaces {{acludiog,
but not limited to, oil, pesticides,
chenacals ot radiazion) o t2e event
of an accident of upset conditio008?

Possible 1aterfersace witd as
emergenty Tespoose plan or an
emezgency evacuation plan?

Huoan Healeh

adivs tually
.

Vill 2he prayor

<
cuoulstively, <€

1
1.
-

.
“

Ceeation vf any heslith hazasd =t
polenl)a' nealah hazapd  excluling
mental hea.n¥?

—————
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slaybr,

fuaponce ot people L0 putential
health hagaeds”

FINE PROTECTION DISTRICT

12, will the proposal, 1adividually or cumulatively,
result 1n impacee on the abillty of the fice
protection District to secve the project due to:
3. Availabalaty of personnel ot equipment”™

5. Locataon of the project?

c. fubdblac infrastructure and availabality

of vater fer ficetighting pucposes?

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT

18, Will the proposal, individually ot
cuaulatively, cesult ia impacts on
the ability of the Sheriff’s OQepactment
vo serve the project due te:

3. The design of the proposal (i.e..
dezensidle space betuesn duelling
units, topagraphy and open 3pace)?

b. The desiga of coads and cicculatioe?

c. The locatioa or size of the project?

PRCFERTY ADMINTSTRATION ACENCY

19. Recreatson

Will the propusal, individually ot
cunulatively..zcsul: in a sagaificant
1mpact on existing cecreacional
opportunities of facilaties?

Hachors and Navization

%ill the-proposal, individually ot cunulatively,
cesult ia 3 significact impact on barbors oF
aavigatien?

Historical (Cultural Heritage Board)

Will the proposal, individually ot curulatively,
cesult in adverae physical or aesthetic effects

vo any historic building or area ot would affect
unique eulzural values?

AIRPORTS_DEPARTIENT

22, Will the propesal, individually or cumulatively,
zesult i1n impacts o the comsunity due to:

a. Air traffic safety problem?
b. Advecsc affect on existing €acilities?
¢. Changes 10 fligat patterns?

SUPSRINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS

3. Education

will the proposal, tantividually e cumulativels,
result w0 2 siantfiant tapact on existing uf
propused wducationsl Drcalityes:

' Affecs the S13C A Campeaition wt
claviva?

LDOT
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M ae LSunl? retewirg anocy a3 deermiand g 'shue ant W2 pa srentficant, i
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Keault 1a the need tor additienal
classccums, peesonnel or additional
facilities?

AVRICULTURAL CEPARTIEY

b Agricultural Resources

¥ill the proposal, individually or cunulatively,
result 1a significant:

3. Conversion of prime agricultural
land to other uses?

b. loss of productive crop land or
soils? _)S_

Adverse affect on adjacent
agricultural land? x_

— ——

AREAS TO SE COMPLETED BY TEE ACEICY RESPONSIBLE FOR ADMDIISTERING THE PROJECT

35. Visual Effects

%111 the proposal, individually or cuaulatively,
result in the obdstructien ¢f a sceric resoucce

or viev open to the pudlic, oc vill ths proposal .
tesulet in the creatica of an aesineticaily
offensive site open 2o pudlic viev?

Publir Services
—HD-1F services

wWill the propesal, individually or cumulatively,
hive an effect uzon, or resull iz s need for
nev or altered, governmenisl secvices in any

of the folloviag areas:

3. Severs or sevage trestment plants?

Vater ma:ns or siorage facilities?

Archocolor;ca{

—————

will the propasal affect site(s) that:

3. Are recoprazad as significan: in
California or American bistory ov
recognized 23 scientificaily
important in prehistory?

Can previde information vhich is
both of demonstrable public
interest and useful 1n addressing
scientifically consequential and
ceasonadle archaeologicel research
questioas?

Kas a special or particular Quality
such as oldest, best example, largest,
or last sucrvaving example of 1t3 kind?

I3 2t least 160 vears o)l and posscsses
substantial siratigraphic iategraty?

Invelve imporzant queszjons that
R.sterical researen has shoen can
only be ansvered vith he use of
srchaenlugical tecnniques?

SSUNLY reviawing ljeriv n2s celermires iNnts 13540 202 % 52 TTzayvizane
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Ttiletiey

wiil the proposal, 1odavidually or cunulatively,
1epace of resull a2 need {or new public segvice
systems, O¢ sudstintiel alterations to the
tolloviag utilizties?

2. Electricity o7 nstural gas?
5. Communication systems?
Enccev

Vill the propessl cesult 1a:

3. Use of substastial amouats of fuel
or energy?

Substantial iacrease {n demaand upen
existing sources c{ enecgy, or
tequice the develspmeal of aew
soucces of enecgy?

Hotse

Vill the proposal, individually ocr cumulatively,
cesull 1n sigaificaat:

&. Jacreases in existing aoise levels?

b. Exposure of people to severe uoise
levels?

Light and Gla:s

Will the proposai produce sigaificans
auoung:_ef light ce glage?

Plae Life
Will ‘the propasal cesult in:

3, Change in the diversity of species,
or nuader of any species of plants
(includiag trees, shrudbs, grass,
and aqustic plaats)?

Reduction of the aumbers of any
unique, care or eadaagered species
of plantas?

latzoduction of aaw species of
plants into aa arez, or {a s
barrier to tae normal repleciabmant
of axisting species?

Animal Llife
Wili the proposzl result ia:

3. Chaage in the diversity of species,
ot numbers of any 1peciss of animals
{bicas, land snicals iaciudiag
ceptiles, fish 3ad she 'fish, beathic
organigms or insects)?

Reduction ol the numbers of any
unique, care oc ¢ndangeced species
ot animais®

latraduction of new species ot
aninasls 10to an area, or result n
3 barriet tu the muxration we
anvemenit nt Jnimals?

200s7
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Detegrocation
vildlafe habitat?

331, MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SICNIFICANCE

{. Does the projyect
to degrade tdE qualaty of the
envizonment,

tc exasting fash ©F

have tbhe petent\ll

sub-tantxol!y cteduce

the habitat of 8 fasd of wiidlife

species,

cause a fisb 3T wvalélife

pepulation to drop belov self-sustarning

levels.

or anamal comunitys

theeates t@ elimigale 3 plaat
reduce th2 ousder

op gestrics tae tange of A rate ot

endangered plast

or asimal of elamioate

imporract csampizs of the a2 jo?t periods

of Calilorwis Bistory

Does the project have

or prenastery?

the potcntiAl to

achieve short=telm, to the ¢cisadvantage

of loog-terd,

eovizonsental goals? (A

shoge=ters 1=pact on the eavirooaent A8

one vhich occurs
definitive pesiod of tise
impacts vilil ecduce well inte

Does the prozect have

ip a pelatavely vrael.
vhile loag=ter®
the future).

ispacis vhich ace

indxvxdually 1imated, dut cusulaively

consrdecable?
celatavely small sadivadual
swo of @Ore resources,

{Several projects may bave
{npacts oo
but the total of

those i1mpacts on the environment 13

sxxnilican;).

Does the proect have envagoraental
effects which vill csuse substan3ial

sdverse effects og buman
directly of indirectly? + °

v wne gounty reviewing t3ency
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ERVIRUNMENTAL ISSUES AND DITICATIONS

Air Quality:  The Air Pollution Control District comments that the nitrogen
oxide caisxions created by the drilling rig engines Juring the dritling of
the oil wvells may have a s1gnificant impact on air quelity in the Ojai
Valley Aushed, inconsistent with the Air Quaiity Managesment
Plan. The applicant shall mitigate emiss10ns a3 auch o& fessible frow the
drilling opecation by one of the tolloving methods, per the approval of the
Air Pollution Control Districe:

using utility generated electrical powver;

using propane fueled engines with catalytic converters;

using diese! engines equipped with combustion prechambers, or using
cocbustion timing retardation;

obtaining emssion offsers.

Rizk of Upset: Activities iavolved in deilling and production of oil and
£33 could involve 3 rizk of upset such as o1} spills, caissions to the ar,
nuisance odors, well blowout, fire or explosien.  Howewer, the Zoniag
Ocrdinance requires the applicant to comply with the regulations of the
California Bivision of Oil and Cas, County Fire Departzent and the Air
Pollution Control District. Cozpliance vith these regulations will ceduce
the risk of upset to aa lasigatflicant level.

Visual Effects: The wells ire to be drilled one at a tize over s period of
three years. During the drilling period, estizated at 45 te SO days for
each wvell, the deilling rig will be visidle to the surrounding arex. The
project location, bowever, is in the sidst of an established oil field wkich
contains numerous oil wells, storage tanks and other production facilities,
with a gas processing plant directly to the cast. There are no residences
in the area. The rig will be visidble from U.S. 101, but the relatively
shert drilling period, plus the character of the surrounting area, should
render the visual effects insigaificant.

Noise: During the drilliag period, there will be some incresse ia the noise
level in the area. There are no residences within 2000 feet, however, and
the freevay, railrosd and existing oil productioa activities all contribute
to the azbient noise level. The relatively short drilling period, plus the
existing uses, render the noise impact insignificant. Noise standards as
set forth in the Veatura Couaty 0il Ordinance shall be udheced to.

Light and Glare: The drilling rig will be lighted at night during the
drilling period that would be visible from U.S. Higbvay 101. Lighting shall
be controlled 20 as not to produce exceasive light and glare, by directing
the light avay from the highway and primarily onto the vork srea.

HW: /€333




STATE OF CALIFORIHA
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May 7, 198¢ L350y - i A

Marcia Wakxelce

Ventuca County Planning Division
800 S, Victoria

Ventura, CA 93009

Dear Mg, Wakelee:

Cosdstal Coamission staff has reviewed the Draft Negative Declaraticn
for the redrilling and new drilling of oi) wells on the Hobson
leases (SCH 86040910). We have identified-a fev points we believe
noed to be addressed and offer the following conments on the
document. '

The document states that thefe are no cumulative impacts tesulting
from continued development of these fiolds., Based on the data
presented in the zepost. we do not believe that this finding can ba
supported. We cecommend that that additional data bde incozporated
into the repozt to suppoct this finding or iacking the data the
finding e changed to “maybe-°.

Under solid waste, the document states that no waste products will
be generated by this activity. What are the amounts of drilling
nuds and cuttings vhat will be generated by this proposal and how
are these materials to be disposed of? Also. what is the amount of
truck traffic that will be associated with zhe removal of the waste
products? .

Under cisk of upset, the feport states that there naybe 3 riskx of an
upset with this activity. Coastal Conmission experience in
reviewing oil and gas developaent has shown that there is dlvays a
£isk of upsat in this type of activity. wWe theretore recornend that
this finding be changed o yes.

Please conltact me if you Rhave any questions on this mattecs.

Sincerely

Joe Nicholson
Supervising Analyst
Enerqy and Ocean Resources
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Hay 20, 1986

Joe Nitholson

Colifornia Coastal Coemission
631 Hovard Street, &ih Floor
Saa Francisco, CA 94105

Dear Mr. Nicholson:

Thank you for the Coastal Commission's cosments, dsted May 7, 1986, on the Draft
Negative Declaration for the redrilling of one oil well and the drilling of three
nev oil wells on the Hobson State 410 Lease (SCH 85040910). The Ventura County
Eavironmental Report Review Committee revieved the draft Negative Declaration on
Hay 14, 1986 and considered the issues raised regarding cumulative impacts, solid
waste and risk of upset.

In regard to cuaslative impacts, the Committee determined that the "ne" finding
vas sppropriate for the followving reazons. The propcsed wells will be drilled
one at a time, vith a drilling peciod of &5 to SC days for each vell, over a
period of three years, and wvill be located in the midst of an established oil
{ield. Nec grading or roadbuilding will be requized, and the storage taoks, vapor
tecovery system and the oil and gas pipelines already exist., Impstts from this
project, therefore, would occur during the drilliag phase, and would be linited
and temporary in nature. The applicint has zgreed to mecasures proposed by the
Air Pollution Control District to mitigate the air quality impacis associated
vith the project. The Planniug Department is not currently processing any other
oil well drilling applications in the Rincon arez, so this project is act
expected to have significant cuaulative impacts with other such projects ia the
ates.

Regarding solid waste, the applicant estimates that approximately 177.8 cubie
yards of earth would be removed as cuttings froa each well. This material would
be hauled to an approved duap site. The drilling mud is zemoved as liquid waste.
It is collected in bias to dry out and *he rezaians are hauled to an approved dunp
site. In this ares, fresh water drilliag fluids are used, and these are
classified a3z noun-hazardous. The amount of drilling mud required for the
drilling operation varies, and is difficult to estimate. The applicant feels
that not more than two or three truckz per veek would be needed to temove the
solid wvsste. The Ventura County Environnental Health Department has reviewed
these estimates, and has found that there will not be a siganificant impact due to
solid waste.

The Environmental Report Review annittcc:agreed with the Coastal Commission that
there is alvays a risk of upset with oil drilling activities, and determined that
the finding of “maybe" was appropriate because the discussion provided with this

800 South Victona Avenue, Ventura, CA 93009
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item  covered Lhc ‘posatble cizsks, snd deterained that complime wilf. Wile
regulativne of the Division of Oil end ‘Gas, the Fice Depsrtmens aou! tia Ay
Pollution Cestrol Uistrict would reduze Lhese riska to an ansigmalicant lewel,
1f you have any questions, please call Macrci. Vakelee at (803) 65&-2473.
Siucerely,

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT AGENCY

Connetcxallluizgfizal nd Use Section
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