
MR. GLADISH: These lease stipulations ma. 
Q 	or 

e a 

be the point of subsequent d- oussl on 0; bearing or 

However, I wat,ii'd ate; this time iLike to point out our .:ohCern ,  	

0 

,.1,„-..2.-.3,  
in the sense 'of.broadenin4the,c4teriar fOr the us4ok 

, 

cl 

	

Ir 	

,1 

0 ' 

stipulations and the request 'fOr consideration foxy 

consultatiOn. 	have a number of arguments ithat I could 
L o 	 , 	 " 	 , 

• 

4.  make inthat ega 'd. but ,if that i!Sin'factc-t&be.m eUbject, 
, , 	 (,0 

of another,discussiont  Why,,ICOuld defer that. 
ssrpo 	 G. 

CHAIRPERSON CORN 'I was asking a quetion because 

C)if it is not essential, it is more,a legal lease,OestiOn, 
' 	 0 

that tay be in terms of where we're going to end up. 

OEPA CK: N1r CorY,,.„what I 

whispering' ,to counsel, over there abdut was whether,or- net 
0 ' 

bindi4g at this point. That think 
„ 

'coicern. , ,..e 	e  ,, 
, Mri:. GLADISH:HRight-  .), 

	

EXECUTIVE OFFICER DEpRICR: douAel, 	,, 

MR. TAYLOR: "Yo1,1. are going to have&t4 further -„, 	 0 ,,, 	0. ,,,, 	 , 	. 	„ 1 	)) „ 	 0  
hearing On'tde'fort al the lease in Santa Barbara On the  

4th of October,asnderstand it. You arjoing to be 
- 	 , 

dop'Ung this todo.y1\ Jiowever, you are going' to 	a 

subsequent hearing befo'r'e anydefini-tiv 
„
e to ten 

and Un there LS a chando for, if there is, -any,  

of' what ie adopted by-the Commission as asresult of what 
0 	, 

, 
cOmpFIl, at the OctoberAth hearingoothat Would be an 
qA 

0„ 	 0 
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0 	 0 	 . 	
( arnien4mpn#- -tOlhais done today at the meeting in ,ottob r 

2 or November when the final action is aken. 
G 

5 

6 

7 

. A 	 '  
ExigpvTIVE OVFICER DEDRIOK: Thit would also apply 

Dr. Corwin's*cOnqerns'. 	 „.° 
, 	0 

MR. RIGHT: COrrect: 	'9 

,N, .4I  R.„. TAYLOR: //Yes S. - 	 . 
'-'), 	,,' 

MR. GLADISki 'ivir. Chairman°, °I would 'like `to poirrt,  
,-.5/ 

D 

4 

 
8 but,we,are 41cret propbsin4 elim ination or addition0  Al 

It- 	' 
I i 	, 	 o 

9  a stipulations in thacii  sense. -It's merely within the framework 

0 10 of which the stipulations are constructed. -  
g 

 
A 	CHAIL7ORSON CORY: , Okak, I'm sort Of inclined to 

, 
think tht 1;rying0tO t,ke this So thep i's not a y-'great ,. 

13 114stei so we',4e taxingbsoMe'n&mal stept. If it can be taken :-.... 	cz.)  
D 	0  

,14' rca:laf there, VrticSort of inclined to refer sothe of this 

15 back—to staff to continue` further hearings and' to tidy up 
C 

,O 	 0 	 0,, c 
16  those kind of, lease,technical'd tails where the„ lease is; „ kind 	 , 

. 	 \  ,, 	) 
17 that 'kind of question. 

GA $ 
o 

0 

19 

MP GLADISH: Sure.' 
0 

e.-PCHAIRPERSON CORY: It's that everybody le a1ly is 

20 happy and the dommissionersare sort of inclined —that way, 

m21' then' I don't think we need to go into =that detail.'olle're , 
23Z. „aware,of yozir,concerns aVthis point. -  

23-= 	„MR. „GLADISHi' I mightAuStiSummrize in about two 

;4''' senten6esthe re5tOf our gal concernofor the record:, 
 

•/ 

, 25. '' Theis a second stipulation dealing with pipe4ne 

0 
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0 

0 to U  

no, 

0 
0,feasihilitr: Again, we'r asking tliat some consideration-be 

Mgiven to the lessee and the-W:11.16er and operator of the 

pipeline ih the decision process. As' it's now constructed 

ji appears to ignore the lesSee. 

I would po°int out,for thestaff's consideration 
, 

that there are two stipulationg dealing w4th geo-hazards, 

shallow-gas0hazards that perhaps could'be°dOnsolidated into 

41 8 one s,tipulatio 	They appear to be redundant to us. There 

May be argumen s a d things. 

Lastly, we had a concern relative to the 

hiological°surveys in the sense that they seem to be 
, 	- 

required for almost every activity. We perceive ,,the 

exploration phase.ofjwhateve leases are let to be, relatiVelle 

short term and of minimum duration., In essence, we ask for 
0 

your consideration relative to*thqse permlnenaacilitieg' 
cD  

would  require app` opriate biological surveys and not c) 

That in effect was the essence of our concerns... 

Again, we arenot,01ing •  the concept of any of ,the' 

ir''''' 	
0 	 , 

stipulation0,0 but itts a matter of theirappropriate language. , 0 	 , - 	, 	- 	 0 
CHAIRPERSON' CORY: Questions 

'
from Commissioners?,,,- 

 
COmMISSIONERMORGAN:0  'No. I think their suggestion 

0 
rl 

0 

CHAIRPERSON CORy: Then yob. waft Briice 

R. GLADISH: Be 

1.) 

p. 	c 
0 " 

0 r 
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CHAIRPERSON CORY: 	Beyaert,-and Mr. Paul 

MR. GUTFREUND: platfreund. 

CHAIRPERSON COM.: Gttfr„euna. 

MR. GLADISH: Thank you very much. (ill 
MR. BEYAERT: Mr. Chairman, members 

00  , 
of the 

. Commission, my name is.  Bruce-Beyaert. I'm Chairman of the 
0 

Environmental Consertion Committee of the Western Oil and 
C.1 

Gas Association. With,  me today is Paul Gutfreund, who is 
0 	

" 	 " 9 principal meteorologiS of Systems Applications, 

10 Incorporated. 
0 

Our joint presentation today on behalf of WOGA 

will fou on the air quality aspects of the Finalizing 
0-' 

Addendum t the program EIR: 
fi 

The Addendum accepts "without disagreement most of 

'the factualoinform6=aon that PaUl aid I presented during your 
o 	 0 

May 15t:11 hearing in Santa Barbara HoweVer, the predicted 
 

17 hydrocarbon emissions and ozone, effects were not adjusted _ , 

18 accordingly. The result is that the EIR substantially 

19 overstates,, the emissions and air quality effects tha are 

20 \likely to occur.' 'ThiS,conflicts with. CEQA's requirements')  
0, 	 0 

2,;1_ ,2 4.at °an EIR is to cbntain ''detailed information about the , 

effect which a proposed project is likely to shave an the 
, 

6"Jenvironment." 

On May 5, ipointed oUt?that 95 percent control 

of Surge tank hydrocarbon emislions is achievable andzis, 

0 
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2 0- 
O 

in fact, required by some regulatory a-gencies." th ) 

EIR* still assumes only 90percent control which overstates 
/ I 

It 

the,emissiopSloy a factor of two II also provided a 'Copy 

of the authoritativepRockwell Corpoation report and 

methodology(,for estimating hydrocarbon emissions frail ulVes, 

pumps and flanges. While not disagreeing with either of this 

reCoMmendati 	contractor ”chose not to adjust the 

bYdrocarbon emissions presented ip the EIR. Hence, ae 

rate 	% reactive hydro'arbon emissions iate stated ,011 . pa4et 1-18 
CD' 

and 3-566„of he Addelidum are. abouttwice as high asothey . 	. 	. 

In other words, we can do a lot better than that 

and are prepared to- 
9 

The g'eatest overstatement of air quality impact 

in the Finalizing Addendum is in the ozone modeling 

calcalation for hypothetical TrajeCtory 4. This trajeAory 

assumes moment of polluted air from :Los Angeles offshore, 
C 

northwest up the coast through the lease area andThooking 

around Point A quellb and coming back into the SaLa Ynez 
0 

Valley. 

On May 15 paul Gatfreund told 'about six major 

problems, with,this trajectory and the ozone m6deling 
, 

assumptions that were, used. The Xitalizing,Addendam'does not 
0 , 

.0, 

dispute the Validity of` four very important points, namely: 

T,.€ has not been documented that this assumed trajectory does 
O 

13 	0 
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3436 AMOICAi4 	 SW* A 

$AC11/44411-0, CALIFO9N1A 
TEUPNONE (910 972•%94 

0 



771,7.17"T711w""' 
9 

017-7- 4 

in-faCt'occurl 

2 o  is far too.highi the linkage of this trajector -o post- 
6 	

0 o  

Santa Ana cOnditions is"nenrigorous" and the ' assuMed , 

4 background and inversion,,Iayer concentrations ofozona account 

o
S for 80 percent of the concentrations predicted durpg 

6  so-called model validation run. 	 0 	0 0  _.- 
N ° 	 ,=,.,,, 	 0 	, e 	 ,'71 .  

Despite the serious problems, To changes were made 
'',0-.-  

in the Trajectory, 4 pre:ictien that the hourly average Ozone 

'id  concentration wou Increase by six parts per hundred 
10 

12. 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

d 	18 

0 	. 	, 	n 
milln a die the-base line level of ten pars per0hundred . 	 0, 	A 	 ( -. 0 	_ . 	 ,--, 

million 	l. fact, the Finaiizing Addenduffi actuallYa#ales 

that this very large impaCt is "very Likely" and even that 

it "Will be considered understated." We believe quite 

firmly that these statements are without support and that' 

the anomalous. Trajectory 4 ozone predictions are at least 

ten times too high, 0 
P 

wantto emphasize that we are not objecting to 

consideration :of Trajectory 4 as long as it is made clear 

CI 

19 that # iS a ohypotheAAal example of a worst-case 
(9 	.- 	./;-15  

20 meteoro,logical Situation that might oecut. The majOr' 
I` , 

21  problem lies in the assumptions usedp.to predict the aL.) , 	0    
22 quality effect associated with this worst-case meteorology. 

23 	
0 	

Systems Applications; Incorporated, has prepared 
(!. 

24 a detailed critique of the5lrajectory 4,1assumptions and 

25 statements presented in the Finalizing Addendum We kill 

, 	 o . 	 c) 
the,ca umed initial hydrocarSbn,concentr4ion 

0 
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1 

0 

0 

o 

leave this with gg'u today, ba. 'We don't want to get too 

/L, technical 	our,orz-1 statements,,, 

Paul will 

,—\ fo 	 nec9-z Tu. Firvt, that ..,one im act for Trajectory ,4 i 

completelyWanomal u ; second, Ole calculated ozone impacts 

Can't be considered valid unless a realibtic initial 
0 

cOnce4tration of hydrocarbons is assumed; and, third, it is 

11-icorrect to use a predicted instantaneous ozone 
0 0 

concentration at a given locatibn as a measure Of the hourly 
0 

average concentration becase the wind change, direction 

tore coverAnly three points'''wi 

over the Course of any .,Dour. 
0 	

, 

,=-1 	With hat Vd like 't,0 introduce Paul. Re's the 
0 	: 	 ' 	q."'  

0  principal meteorologAt andmanager)of the Air Duality 

14,6-' Ass7smentS Services Groupiat Systems '.1,)pplications, f)Ll.c. 
ii

\    
T" 	 0 

He's a certified consultD14 meteor logs.kwith Ilyears of 

experience% He has three deg.eeo °from hrel. universities 

CHAIRPERSQN CORY: We will likewise stipulate .he 
0 

an expert. 

MR. ,BEYAERT7i 

ChAIRPEROt4 CORY Out of total morbid curiosity, 

who certifieS co lzulting meteorologists? 

6 

MR. GUTFREUND: Certified consulting meteorologists 

e certifed by the American Meteorological Society. 
, 

CHAIRPERSON CORY: 'Wonderful. ` Go 

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTING CORPORATION 
3455 AMERICAN RIVER DRIVE, SUITE A`' 

SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95825 

tel.SPHONE (916) 972,8894 
U, 
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vrrsr 

t 
0 

0 „  
0 	(P' 

a.  
, MR • 	MU UTP NI) : 1 had planned , use some overheads 

. 
-to 'illustrate ralt.„,talk. in0the abience 'of °that Gcapability, 

(-: ‘,1 	,-  
% c., 

hlv-e prepared some handOuts , that I"' 11 =refer rto . , ° • ,  o 51,`,--- 	, 	 „ 0 	' 

0 	
o 

• let me take this (-pportunity to hand theivouts. ,:e, 	7-  , 

(0.  

have fio*e copies. 
C) ' 	 0 	0 	

0 

0  , 	( I 	0 	.0 	 , 

1°  ll- attempt to 'sti&k to the most 

VPoin that We raise in our an4l',sis of the 

calculationg that were •pres ItPd in the, L'IR.  
s) 	 (P 	,  

0 
fundamental c' 

0 
ozone impact 

9 	,, 	AsBruce noted, 3,e ;made 8,1etailed comments on  ,  
0 	, 	 6  

aspe cts of , the dalculatipnb PrevioUSly .' Th$' EIR ̀ authors rs 
. 	, 	 ' 	0 agreed with most of those,  cdmmeats 7,  . , Yet, Ultimately', 

,   impact estimates wereQ not modified in any
, 
 way. - 

, 	 n 

✓

■ 	' 
, • 0 

.. 

i 0 
To begin with ,  let me 4:yfer. you to iigtr6 1 

the 

t;2 ozone 

,14 I think the third page 'of 'the hand` Ut juat, by way 

`16 

whit h 

explanation,of what ,Trajectory 4' 1S „ f you note the if E`r.) 

you could look up for a moment -- the Trajectory 4 is the 

trajectory which is connected by the solid circles. So it , 

riginates out .' here in the ohanne,14-'easterly flows observed.' 

It passes around Point. Conception and Arguello. Moves north 
• 

and then the see bree2e moves.:-,t' he material inldnd to Santa , 	.  
c — 

	

',‘ ' 	' ° 
Ynez,; The idza , for Simulati" ' this , trajectory was that aged 

9 	,: 	(,1 	 ,' 	 0 	0 

urban airmass'! from Los Ange14.1, Is -  Would, pass -out over Sa.nta 
•: -- 	' 	 ' 	,6-., 	, 

,.   

'Monica Bay, ofineits Way to -tie dhapnel',and then, pass over 

	

--., 	 , 	 .,.. 

, ,„  

	

the project area in tratt intect- 	nitrogen oxides ,emissions, ,, 
,  

	

■1, 	. 	.,,,  . , 

	

,, 	,, 
from 'the project,, Those „emissions then woUld, produce a 

1 • 

cj 

P1ETERS SHORT.1.1ANDREPORTING CPRPORAT1ON' 
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C. 

0 

that we're 
, 

tlking about. 0 

change in oione at Santa Ynez , So that's 'the trajectory 

0 

, 
00  OUr analysis';' of, the 	comments indicates that ,thea0  

technical, bas for ,the °predicted ozone impact of six parts 0   

per-'-'-:hundred- million
\ 
still not pteSent. The "modeling ' 
o 

ti> r thetilt presented in '''the' EIR that,,thel injection Of 200 poUnds 

7 per hour rof,'tOx'''froM the Prooiect can produceoan ,ozone impaet 

it of six parts per $undred mill; on at a „distance, of.  100= 
('   

101I0MpferS is not only inconsistent with SystemsApplA„ations 
O 

______,„, - 0 	, 
reS'ults presented 'in the EIR that we e obtained both by the 

	

,,,, 	,,0    

MA model and9 by the othee:three trajectories.  
-/),,,:''' a 	 ,° 

The first handout prOvides 4, table of the other 

impact estimates presented in the EIR. To note, Trajectory 

4 which is the result presented at the „bottom -- this oI 
o 	 0 

° believe is the first ,page of the' handout. It s a ta8le 

ter-  
0 	-Y'ou Will 'note that the TrajectorY 4 tesultS differ 

0 

a factor of 1`0 to '15 or mrbre from, the other estimates. 

In the >eP ort to provide a0,justificatin for 

better nderstanding f these 	ults, we, re,yiewed a set of , (4 

calculations that weo perforined )41th-  the Systems” Appli cations' , 	0 
,7_ 
Airshed Model. fie difference in the results from 

0 0 
Trajectoties,l, 2 and 3 was explained in the EIR 4)the 

= 	, 	 a (, 	
0.) 

basis -that Trajector):3; ,4 involves the injection of NOx- into 

0 	a 

PETERS SHORTHANDtirrATING CORPORATION 
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a 	 - 

„ 

0 

modeling experience, it's also_ inc mpatible with the other 

0 

entitled,'"MaxiAin Ozone IMpaCts... 

0 

0 



74T,71N-Tc.i7.1—.) 

9 40, 

.(1 

aged urban airmass,latent9withAT'd 
9,, 

We wanted to investigate the e 

eMissions in LosAr+les on c14 
cf) 

simulation of ,anohistorical0,w6kscase ozone episode in' (-,D 
, 	 n .00 

Los AngeleS', a'periOd,durin'g which historically high ozone 
9 	9 c,-.... 	, _ 	, 	 0 

valtles were observed. We, exercised the Airshed Model and 

validatt 	that d4y at 2 st bons basiniiie. The 
, 	._.  

0 j   
reason why I itmAltion that i`S__61at thisprovided convincing  

? 1 
 

eAAdencethat"the Airsheellode; was accurately simUlating 

X the relevant phySicaI and Ch'emical proclesses in the 
 

*forrMation ofozclib.% 

We then perturhede'mopel in the sense th-at we 

chahgedthe Wx emissions by a;0,04,  PCuns per hour and we 
4 

.looked at the ettept'in Los A-igeles of a change of -8,000 
. 	, 

pounds per hour ofdtiOx injepted into reactive Los' Angeles 

air. 'The results :"of 0 that analysis,wasthe laRYi-Aum effect 
)), 0 	- 	 , 

	

over a 36'-hour period at any 3 	ti :ocabn basinWide 

	

1 	„ , 
w4.5 three 

	

0 	 ,:, 	, 	,. 	O 	0 	, 	, 	;:;, 	■ 

,parts per bun ed illilion. wow, 
9 	

vd,  prepared a bar gaph 

- ,hat depictsjhese resultsc:'' 
, 

It isr,Figure 4 on the handout. , ,-Can I refer you 

tocab,,05,14: 

e t of changes in Ndx 

e 

Ozone levels undere 
a-, 

worA-cadc. conditions, We had a)a bie a multi-day 

) 
" • , 

to Figure 4 in thehan&OUt? Tis'ehowstheld-ifferehce bet leen ( 

23 the (Parshed model results-and the resUlts presented for 
a 	'D - .i. 	, 

Trajectory 4 inPthe IR. The Airshed Mode„1 ShOWe08-4013\ 
0), , 	VJ 

„ 	, 	 „...• 
pounds per hour of NOx,Pi-oduced in effect'of three /Parta per 

.,,, 	■ 
5) 

••■•■••.4 
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t 

Cl 

o 
A 

jy  
whereat ag th 

26 

„ 1,1 

reaat4ve air 0  

L. e  

Iros4(An4eIee 
( 	 4  

predicts t.ha ,Z90 pounds per choUr will resv,14t in an 
1., 

of Ax parts pe,,r hilnctr,-ed mill'iOn. This 	a difference in 
,--, 	 .9 ,, 

= 	,, 
) n 	(f 	6 

impact by a' facter of 80. This difference is so great that 

we undertook furthea,-) an 	 T alysis of the RAci:3 CE 'lly:rajectory 4 kt 
c 	 9 	 c) 

6 

, 	 \ , 
2  

s,imulation and :ewe discussed those ,in 	d etail In ' 	our.-cpinmnts. 
ci 

I 	I 
', 	 ,I 	 \.. want t Iientiom that, the Airshed VI Q del , has , 

$.mfiac 

undergonextengive model validation it Many cities both in 

his0 country, and Europe and is recommended and - used by the 6:7 , 
Enviropmenta:rotectiOnncy EPA, "as the mist 	r  

sopSisticated modeling tool available:I say that only,to 
„ 

0 	 a 	 . , 
lehdc edibility 	 rts. c'> 

CUAXAPUSON,CORY; What you4  

0  y",using the model #,.,,as,,')ust orders 0 
- , 

0 

e saying is> that 
0 

• 	 , 

magnitude different 
1) 

thdh what the report 77 
A 	 45'  

7/ 
	

o 

ExtqguyE OFFICER DEDRIC• Assumed. , „ 	0 	,,,,,,,- — , 	, 	 2, 

t4p: GUTFREUND: Then4,what, the report,'  conclUded. 0 	, 

with a diffepent set `of modeling' cq.cuiations, This led, us 
0 

o 	 n - 	 ,sn 	& 	, 
19i  to belie rep that there were somePossibleprobl6ms in the 

,..,

. 

29,1-  WAY that the d'aiulli.dhe Wel* Curried Oft in the EIR 3  
o 

2ci ,-._-_,9 0 14re analyzed that PartioblaOrajectory 4 and':,We identified 
177 a  \ 

seeral areas that we5„thbught problems existed in. 	77 

In the responses,' to ours comments,,,, the EIR authors (4,„ 

e 	0 
ac reed with most Qf them. 

CHAIRfERSON gaRY: 
0 

U,had a question? 
0 
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Q 0  

27 

111111WW,r173'''' 'POT' 

0 	
I. 

0 	II 
, 	 0 0 

.COMMISSIONER MOITgN:c# NO...At; 

Now , 	want' t'O, 	S cbS onlyty.70 

Il'

.   

0.  

" 

8)f thIpse points. I don't Want  to discus?„all six. I want (c0t 	0,, . 	_ 
4 	 o 

to disc4ss briefly,  the,two mO,St:iMportant Ones:,, 

In OffectP, the two points are the initial reactiyej  

, ..,., 
-hydrocarbon concentration tha,;1r)  ,--_-_-ws_assumed in the EIR . _ 

calculation and'the conversion totorie-hour ave/cOge' 
0y0   

concentration. Fixst, the initial reactive hydrocarbon u o J  
spPpOntration for 'Trajectory =4. 

	, . 	„ 0 	
. 

10 	, 	In our pious testimony we calcUiated that the 
'0  ) 	° ,,.,_____, 	 0 	, 	 0  

11 vaaity OCreactie,hydrocarbons-carreesponding to the 

;  assumed initial cOnditions in the EIRcalculation of one 

	

0 	... 
0 . 	& part per;million carbon amounted to eight times the hourlY0 

so 	 0 	 „ 
hvdtoCaronemisSion rate of all souteed-coMbined in the -t 	, , 
, 	, 	0 	 0y 	 , 

I'Llos Angel l  q,ix Basin; That's kind of shOwn inFigur 	.,-.... A . " c   

. " 	
--------,1 

I'm-sorxy, Figure 5.' In Figure 5, is shOwn the axea of the 
, 	 0 

1' 
0
))

,40$ Angeles Air Basin andjthe area of the TRACE cell, 

The assumption of- ;,n f- 	hydrocarbons 
0- 	it 

,14 in Trajectory 14 is tantamount to assuming that eight times,  

20,  the,  8Missions rot this area find their way into this area, 
0 

21 This area is o ly threeTercent the size-8'f this area.. The 

22 importance.oT his assumption is as follows: ,2timate ozone 

23 producpion from NOO injection into a hydrocarbon-rich 
, 

24 atmosphere,ift strongly dependent on the initial hydrocarbon 

25 concenttation. So that 	suggeSt that this assumption of 

.23  
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0 

high initial reactive' 

°estimate of Lozone_impact. 
0 

lydOdatbons led to laVge.oVer,-,  

0 
O 

fI 

the 

o 
I want to briefly surunarize the Comments. Basical) 

0 4 	 a comment to our obseryatlon was that,, indeed, ndYI quote.   
6: 5  

ASAI correctly pOints oUt 	the apparent'di'Scancy' 

'between the assumed teactive hydroo YJo)on load in. a TRACE , 

Pc?,:cel in an hours worth of emik0,onso ftom the Los Angeles 

Basin." The response 1so Otet that the =high reaqtive 

hydrocarbon concentration that was, "inadvertently specified",, 
‘Ts,̀- 10 ,J for thy, uppermost TRACE cell affects the calculation_of 

9 
0 	0 

11 	ground, based ozone to a' limited degree., 

It az otes that although the one part per ,12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

•, 
million carbon fax 4rty,Los-Angeles aft is appropriate for 

studies in the:LOs Angeles Basin, it's recommended ":8hatothis 

value should bereduced' to one-third to one-half of that ' 

Value for/apals' that have been 
- 

over theSanta 	 1. , 

The point of the r&Iwonse is that it is conceded' 

trancSportedland 
c(t,  

collected bara„Chap 

,•0 0 

19 that an erroneous ;y Jhigh value" was 'assuined initially. That 

in the lower part of the 

21 	was used, it was high by 

T E cli which is the Wvodel which 
,r

a factor ot.  two to threeL in the U  
oh, to 22 upper part probabl high by a factor of.20. It goes 

23 I say that in effect thiS won't make any difference in 

24 calculation. We take issue with that view. 

25 J 	 Let, meJpriefiv indiclate why. First of all, in 

O 

c. PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTING CORPORATION 
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, 
imiAat 	that `s wh the,  response says 	is purely 

concentration may only slightly affect the 
yr 

maximum ozone • 

'V" ?' 	777-17TTY'—'77111V 	;7m1M77,7 

(,D 	 6 • 	,s  
.// 	 

., 

Own,atudies ,of hydrocarbon concentrations in rural and urban 

areas,-  we .find that 0e faCtor of two to three which is 

indicated should be greater. in other words„the hydro-. 
Oo 

,Carbongare overestimated by more like a factor of ten in 
I ; 

the lower cell and a factor of 20 in the ,upper cell.-  Okay, 

0 	Second,we ndte:that the view offered that the 

result of this error in assumed reactive hydrocarbon 

0)] 

speculative. No guanctitative basis wasTrovided for that 
0 

positio‘and we don't understand really why the calculation 

was not performed with the correct hydrocarbon concentration 
0 

as we recommended. 	 CJ- 

Moreover, there'S,strong•evidence in the EIR 

itself that in, fact there will be 'a significant difference 

from thAfs error in the assumed reactive hydrocarbon 

conce /ration. One finds this evidence4oy comparing the 

results of Trajectory 3 with those of Trajectory 4, and thatt 0 	 0 

the 'ae6i3nd table in%he handout. I thinkAt La page 2. 
c-, 
t6u'll note that the result, for.TrajeCtory 3, the 

3 

in tial reactive,hydrocrbon conCenttation was shown to be 
0  

.1-and the maximum inantaneous ozone, impact waaahow4 to 
0 

he20.4 and for Trajectory 4.„, the corresponding values are 
rD o , 

.7 `and ad 6. The point of--=''this comparison is the following./ 0 

Note thatoTrajectory 4 has a reactive hydrocarbon 

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTING DORPORATION 
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1( 

2 

3 

4-

5 

I 	!k ` 	 62 	 0,  
IC 0 	 0 	 , 

concentration ass, med 7.8 time that ofePrajectoyy a, ,75 

versus .1. Yet, the impact cal Mated for Trajetory is 

In other woras, the, reactive 15 times this great. 

hydrocarbons' 

c,was 15 times 

are only 7.5 times as high and, yet, the impact 

as high. 	hat Shos that in, fact tat. over=-. 
■. 

= 
sensitive 

9 

--,, 

	

`'estimate, the result 	the alculation must in tact be /) 	-.; 	- 	t; 

to that overestTate. in fact; they're nonlinear 

	

, shows. 	
ril 	 . 

as this , table s It ?yi
) 

 so suggests the importance of 

either qualifying thy' res'tlt or recalculating the result. 

I want to very briefly now summarize the reactive 

11 hydrocarbon points that 've jus made. Number one, the EIR c›. 
I ' response concedes that the one part per million assumed value  

2 
was 6 high by a:factor of two to? three;-two, we believe 

12 

13 

14 robably five to seven. 'that it's too high by a factor,  of 

15 The 
0 	' 

, response speculates but -presents noocalculatrons in 

16 support of the view that these errors "should only slightly 
CD 

17 affect caiculaited ozone." ),) 
18 Fo „i, a comparison of the Trajectory 3 and 

0 
19 trajectory , 4 results 	the EIR indicate this RHC error 

6 

20 will strongly affect the calculated,ozone. The response, 

21 factor of 2011' 
0" 

may have some 

concedes,- that the RHC is overestimated by a 

'22 in the upper part of the cell and that 

23 influence on the calculated ozone. 

24 	 We agree with the final„ part of the response to 

"These considerations 25 our comments in which it is stated: 

Il 
0 

O 0 
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3 

„.*\ 	 s. „ 	- 	,_, 	 . 	,.7) 
indicate-the T1140 resu ,cs may be:cconsid4ed Conservatiely 

''  
high 'ozone values. 1'0  i'ho difficulty that we have with this ' 

■I 	
„ I 	,ii 	ii  

0 	 ‘) 

statement is tWat'ond doeSno'know if01114,  are high by' a. 
0 4 

5 
faCtor of two,/  a factor of ten, or afattor of a,'hundred. 

Unless the effects of the coriC4ded errors in initial,WIC 
3 

are quantified, there ?'can be no vane in presentingQthe 0  
,  

results 	an erroneous Calculation and qualifyinmerely 

8 tw noting that it cons sivative. 

9 0 I have one other point,that I want to 

10 that deals with the conversion of instantaneous 
0  (7,  C-) 

11 concentrations.' I appreciate that many of the things that, 
cZ) 

12 I'm saying are perhaps obtuse, and I'll try t6 present°.. 

L and :f 

to one•hour 

0 

0 

13 th&\ in lay terms. 4 0 0 

0 

were 14 	 The calculations that were done in the.;:',tIR were . 

©.. 15 done with a, model that calj)lated instantaneous concentration 

16 not one-hour concentrations. There was not a conversion from 
0 

17 instantaneous to one hour. The difficulty is that . v)ith '.-  

18 Trajectory-  4 which is he curve traject, 	Lhat passes 

19' around the twp points, there will be a great differenap91(h O 

20 times between material released,'say, at 9:00 A,M., and 

21 material released at 9:30, material released at 8:30. Let 

12 me explain that by referend to the first figure again. 
13 
	 Te line connecting the solid circle is the . 

, - 	0 	
\-._- 
0 Iv  

24 ,trajectory that was assumed. ghat'passed through,  he 
,) 

25 project 'area at .9:00 a.m. In order to'cWtculate a one-hour 
ii 

0 
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0 path is the 9:30 release. 
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ozone impact at ar, 41.ocation ' ̀ likeU Santa Ynez which i8 what 

was done, it's necessary to consider the effects andothe 
00 4 	 , 

3 path of emissions tit ocCurred over a full one 
,
hour wsriod. 

So in order to investigate the displacement, the dispersion Nt  
5 of trajectories that would occur over an hour, weplotte)g 

6 the, using the game-  winds `in the EIR, where material that 

7 passed at 8:30 will go andWhere mterial that passed the 

8 project area at u9:30 will go. That's what's depicted in 

9 this figure. The upper path is the 8:30 release, The 

10 cente2 path is the 9:00 o'clock ;release, and the lower 

12 	 The calculation presented or the assumption that 
I I 

instanneous equals one hour which was done in the EIR 

basically was tantamount to saying- that all the trajectories 

pass over the center location which is not the,case with the 

assumed change of winds. Winds change a hundred and eighty 

degrees in six hours. So they're changing quite rapidly 

over this assumed but not observed trajectory. 

This effect wasn't considered in converting from 

instantaneous to one hour. 

21 	 There are Several ways of taking this effect into 

22 account. One way is to calculate these individual 

23 trajectories with the model that Qas Used and in that way 

24 convert. For example, one coUd have :,four releases in an 
h 

hour or six releases. That wasn't done. Another way was 



coo  

C 

O 

6" 
to 'assume, is „t6 evaluate the displaCement, the hbazottal 

- 

ditpement,as shown in_thiS figure: This  distance is 

roughly 10 to___,4y kilometers,the displapement of, th:hour''s 

worth of emissions:., All the other trajectories preSumably 

would pasS within this bbundary., 
, 

the cell average concentration; which" is a cer1cVerage over o  

In the EIR there 4,713 ,kesented'a. cattion of 

So .2that the use of that calo..: ‘ation would 
fs> „ten kilemeterS. 

9 be a reasonable 'and albeit approximate' way of co&erting, 

10 .'',from instantaneous to one-hour averp.qes, 
0 

11 way of doing it.' 	 . 6 	
o 

That would be one 

fb 

12 	 Anothe' way,we - suggest, would be to calculate 
8 	 "1' 

13 -the individual trajectories. 

We raised several other poin.es'andI d n tWant to 

get into 'them because 17411eyr rep' even more esoteric tharLthep 
0 

ones I've discussed. BuX let me make my recommendations now. 

17 	 COMMISSIONER,  MORGAN :, Let me ask, a question. 

18 don 't get the 	gnificances of the last' point . 

19 

21 , of time at this point over here,a given quantity of material  

22 is released, but because factorS are changing over/here,with 

23 the Wind, thatall of, that doesn't 'come to the middle,point. 0 	0 

24 i It's spread. 

25 

0 

CHAIRPERSON CORY:: I think what ho'S trying to say 
%, 

20 I is that „thereis an assumption that over a one-hbur perod 

( 	f 

MR. GUTiREUND:, That iS cortecti over an hoUr. 
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CHIRPERSoN CORY: „o:yer the hour pariod of time. 

S the concentration Of the reactive hydrocarbons is What 

we're questioning all doeshlt occur 4.1ht'at that pont. 

4 and it's like pdtting ink into water, it It's spread out 
0,, 

dilutes' it 

COMMISSIPNER ACKERMAN),' Xa-.07t, basically say  

CHAIRPERSON CORY: -- is the theory of what you're 

( 

8 

9 

10 

12 

013 

14 

telling us. 
0 

MR. GUTPREUND: Yes. t me illustrate by 

reference. Figucre G which is third to Figure 6 here. Note 

from the la stjigure. Its the box. 

The
0  
 six parts Per hundred m 'Ilion that Was 

presented is 'the°,  vane= in that center very narrow box. 

COMMISSIONER MORGAN: .Okay ., Thanks, 

15 MR. GUTFREUND,t .So it's assumed that that very 

16  harrow box 

17 moving all 

18  account is, 

passes over Samta7ihezwhere in fact this box is 

over the place. So a way of takihq that into 
O 

by taking 'cell 'average or by simulating 

19 

20 

22 

individual traj9ctoried But this wosn't done. 

COMMISSIONER ACKERMAN,: ,'You're ba'sically"saying . 
theEIR "assumed a much higher concentration than it 

0 
actually happens out there. 

;2 
23 	 MR. GUTFikEUND: 

o8 

Than could beexpected for these, 

24 conditions, yeg. 

25 	 "COMMISSIONER ACKERMAN: 

0 

0 t"( 
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MR. GUTPREUNDi,  For this -- PardOn°1116, 

EXECUTIVE OFFICER DEDRICK: Nothing. 0  co,  ahead. 
0 

I was going to say that's ar pable, 
° 

MR. GUTFREUND : It certainly is. It iS., 
1/6 

0 
have EXECUTIVEOFFICER DEDRICK:' various people 

different opinions on how -- 

cammI6IoNEA ACKERMAN: This is,\ not a--=-finite 

science. 	 o 
'''-- 

EXECUTIVE OFFICER. DEDRICK: That is correct, 

Commissioner. 

MR. GUTFREUND: But it's very clear that the 
0 

failure to take this effectinto account leads to 

Substantial overestimate. 

COMMISSIONER ACKERMAN: Ne don't know, by what 

degree. 
0 MR, Gu5bREutip That's correct. But we a. on ' even 

know if this" trajectory,  occurs, let alone what the disperSion 

under teat trajectory might bs. 
0 

CHAIRPERSON CORY: I think seven3 ange1s his all that 

-Cgcan be — 

(Laughtex.) 
✓
r  

COMMISMNER)ACKERMAN': Does the differpnce in 

degree 'have a measurable health impact?. ' 0  

XECUTiVE OPPICER DEDRICR: It has a very strong 

regulatbry impact. 

0- 

11 
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(I 	 „ 0 0 	 o  

'JCOMMISSIONER ACKERMAN : Now T. have two otidestiOns. 

0 CHAIRPERSON CORiz : Te f"ortlx..1r Commi's4orke`4'I 

what were you trying -to tell us? 
,4! 

0 

- EXECUTIVE OFPICER DEDRIcK:0' If you like,, va really 
like'to com;Ment ,on this. , Bruce and I haVe met many time 

co 
on the SUbject., 

I think that straight-line trajectorieS are easy, 
.., 

toof right? So you've get three trajectories thee nobody' 
, 	 kl , 	 0 ,   

is arguing aboUt.' It is known that the winds do, that 
, 

, chang4ng t o that the stuff swings around tnat point and gees 

over Santa 	Nowi,  nobody has ever tested that 

trajectory, put markers in the air and followed them around:  

Sc to that extent, it's 4a  theoretical trajectory. Bruce 

'saya. and he's right. , The  EIR admits it. Nobody -is 

tryihg to pull, any faS,t,2 ones . But the pin s that it is 

an important ,trajectory to .be studied and .all of Bruce's 

Ts:Ants are Sound poinse 	Bp's done some good work. 

CHAIRPERSON CORY:- You'reTaul and ybu're,Bruce. 

EXECUTIVE OFFICER DEDRICK: I'm sorry. I've been 

doing`̀ that,  for a solid "ear. But My pointis 
0 0 

You freql:elltiX come ,as a set? 
0 	,,,s 

0 0  

EXECUTIVE OFFICER DEDRICK: Frecrilently. 
0 

CHAIRPERSON COR=Z:' Okay 
= 

0 o 
C 
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0 	 , 
e-' 

EXEQPTIVE OFFICER DEWCR: -:'I'm sorry, CoMmissibner 
 

, ,---, in x; 	, 	D 
At any'rate, model's arein a dohSpntly changing'', a 	a   

dc7,' 	a 
develeping AnoVingoand- wonderfultWaY to'get argU4Itlitte.'- 

,,, 

So;,mhat•X mould suggest here, and I think is a reasonable, 
0 - 	 a 

recommendation, the EIR is,,kntended to addrss.the worst- 
 0 	 0,  

case situation.' it is not intended tocaSt that'worSt-case 

zfn concr&te. In t is,particular instance, there is no, 

8 queStion that ,1.!rajectory 113,IS very high, veryaconservative 

wOrstocase. 'The Addendum tb the ,VIA state's that,' What-. will 
0 	

0  t, 
‘7' 

" 

happen and what probably should happen is tbatv),Okay, we've 

got thiS neN-t a5ectory. It has' not really beenostudied... 
0 a 

n1  
 

don't' have the'nUMb4rS' in the,tightA  pladf.  ButIas 	leases 
 

g6 on andPs#e-apedifi.o EIR's are 'done, the local air „  o 	' 	, 
• 	 , 

pollution Control district will certainly reqUire retinemeh , 
a 

of "those number.$ and t'think4it hatono bad impact in' he 

C „way ie-s handled E? the EIR. I think it's argood, red'flag 
9 for the :air pollution People t6 look' at in the future and 

it's a worst case. I 

know just a worst ca C 	rt,"1■1 

..t. ,s at'l awful worst caSe. But it'S' yOu 
.---.---%''  

se, Thiciels-aaot more work to be done 
' 

e re you know what it really Meanso. 

COMMISSrONERAdkERMAN:, 'Is this Worst-case example 

R,e 

then determined'by,,the local air pellut4on control distrid't' 
-: , 	0 

what,extentthescrU6bers .have to be --..- 
a 	, 

EXECUTIVE QFFICER DEDRIdj(:' No,,  no 
, a 	 -,>,,,„ 

. 	- 
to this _particularertiCular IR. 

\ 

 
0 

" 
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EXECUT1VE,ADFFICER DEDRICX: That is correct in my 
1/7  

25 

COMMISSIONERACKERMAN: 	 where you get to th 

regulatory aspecewhere =it actually traAslates'into dollars 
, 

and cuts and cost benefits, ICI 

4  EXECUTIVE OFFICER DEDRICk; J,  think the irnpOrtant  
,  

, ' ,qth.ing here, ComMissioner, is that this is a program EIR and 

r.4 all of the comments that we see from oir other to 

	

7 	 , 	- 
witnesses so 	are addrested tO'those broadeffectS- When 

the 'dollars and cents corneal?, When'an actual Site7specific 

EIR is done 4nd an actual air pollUtion control district 
, 

permit is gained, this trajectory will riot of itself impact 

11-  that decision by the localalr district, :Thee are° too many 
9 

12 other factors that will have ;,to be studied,. So "at d9eS4't 

13 have a long-term effect. 
''P 

14.=' 	0 ° COMMISSIONER,ACKERMAN:The EIR in the selection 

	

„ 	''( 	 , 	 •0  
,..,,,,i,  

15 - -,
/
,of thi's pakticular trajectory only raises a flag that it's 

16  something to be' Considered, but it's not Conclusive ps,to the 0 o.° 	 0
0 	

0 - 
17 ) evidence and the data that 

' 	 0 
it presents? c"-  

' 0;i ° 	6  

/ 
19 	j'udgrnelit. 

„ 
COMMISSIONER Acl:ERMAN: That Will be refined when 

21 the ji pollution oontroY district actUally=iSSlies a permit? 

22 	 °EXECUTIVE OFFICER DEDRICK: Uhat's right. 

23' MR. BEAERT: .The r7roblem isthat the words in 'the 

• 	 ' 

0 	 0 

26 

14 AddendUrn are Centradicetory in varOus places, In oneo Place 00 
	, 

0 	 ,  	a , 	 0 it says it's conservative, not how e.onservative. Another 0 0 	,,,.T,  
,-. 	' 	,, 

ri 
0 

0.*,./..M.••■•••■ 
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° A 
place 	says 	very' likely, to ,occur and mi ht even he- 

y, 
understated. 	 q.0.) 

0 
'E;t1ECUTIVE !OFFICER DEDRICK: i thin! 0:4l,of those 

debatable paints are the ones I heard for a solid year' on 

the` Air, Resources Bdrd. I never heard a definitiVe 

conclusion. 

COMMISSIONERACKERMAN: Doesn't there come a time 

to actually draw the bottom line somewhere, though? 

EXECUTIVE OFFICERDEDRICK: When they apply for 

their pertit. 
i"') 	 0 

COMMISSIONER ACKERMAN: How,  much weight is,giv 

to the EIR and the data presenked in it? Does that 

ilPrOudice an argumend 

EXECUTIVE OFFICER DEDRICK: I do not believe that 
J1 	 , 

that's, true. .Not'when it's SO- Clearly stated 'that this 

Tarticular calculation is a,_ model calculatioathat has nbt 

peen,,verified. It'would take verifiCatiOn. 

MR. BEYAERT: The problem here, the potential 

problem is that this trajectory'suggets.that-the activities 

,ensuing from the leabe sale might result in a violation 

the national ambient air quality- stand 4d for 11  ozone, and we 0 

believe'Ws quite-apparent that the, assuMed initial' 	,e 
hydrocailbCh concentration ,is far too high and it does have 

0 
maIlor effect,in reducing the predicted ozone concentration. 

COMMISSIONER ACKERMAN: Doea that mean ifyou 

C 

0.„ 

0,9 
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exceeded that standard, that would result in a,denia of 

EX C.RTIVEI/OFFICik DEDRICK It could. 

Barbara iS1,1.ready in violation of the national stand. 

'That's th0(  reason4for the great concern about air pollution. 
. 

6 
) 	

i The trp that we went on the other day, that offsets will hav 
0 	

- , 

 CD , 

7 to be founc-„for every oil project ',in the channel because of 

8 	 l'-'-',,,--- 	_ \ 
tie facto 	t 4.--TeAay they are in violation. I do .riot think .) 	 ,  
that thislpthing w141,,in any way change that situation. 

0 	, 	 0 
CHAIRPERSON CORn i∎  Is/  here any place in the world 

% 

strongly affects ozone concentrations and also theme  

inapprop late 'assumption that thel  instantaneous maximum 

20 ozone concentration is the same as the hourly average which 

21 is the basis for the national air quality standard,c)yethwe"d 

22 like, too respectfUlly request that you do two things. 

23 	 yO•9F.? u adopt a table that's in the Draft EIR. 

24 It's Table 4.6-37, as 4"=Conservative estimate -- Ws the 

bhatdoesn't excee& the EPA standard? 

EXECUTIVE OFFICER DEDRtCK: I don't kntiw-,;- I eras  

on Mono Pass the other d There's a lot of ozone, but I°  

tkink it was generated by ultraviolet. 

.C. ,w`aqs.ERT : What we'd Mike to suggest, because 

of the/Clearly inappropriate a.Fs,mtption that just doesn't mak 

sens6 on the initial hydroCarbon and the evidence that it 

25° last Page in your handout and t is is from the Draft EIR. 
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' It suggests that yoU adopt -this as a conServativ6 estimate 
0 

of the worst-cosze hourly ozone impact as§ociated with 
0 

3 The bOx- Trajectory 4., 

4 that Paul had 
o  

This represents the c"ll average. 
-4/  q 

and the other thing would approximate the 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24-)  

zs 

movement of the winds over a petion hour from one side 

of 0the cell to another." So one simple and straightforward ,1 
way to clarify this difficulty, this overestimate, would be 

,-• 
to adopt this table as a reasonable. proximaon. It would 

, 	. 
Still be A worst - case because it's stil l basc,,ia,

) 
 on the 	.  

I 	 ''(> 0- 	, 
erroneously lsigh repctive hydrocarbon concentration. 

EXECUTIVE OFFICER DEDRICK: Just a moment, I 
0 

realize we're not dbing this in the order you started, but 

this is a sufficiently esoteric subject that I don't think 
0 

'you want to take it in pieces. Dwight ,I'm surd has a 

:7) 

M12:: SANDERS: " nthink Bruce could conclude. 

EXECUTIVE 'OFFICER DEDRICK:" Oh, I'm sorry. 

comment. 

0 

thoughthe had. 

MR. BEYAERT: Well, there's a second point. CiAt 

the outset "I described that we could do cbetter at controlling 

hydrocarbon emissions. We could control'at half the rate 

'that's assumed. The Finalizing Addendum doesn't recognize, 

that-, So we yould,like to ask secondly that it be clarified 

thatothe hydrocarbon emission rates are very likely to be 

about, half of the value Contained in the Draft EIR. 
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0 

CHAIRPERSON CORT;----Are you suggesting that that 

would be a 'reqUIrement 

the lease? 

you cout1,aive„with for the term of 

MR. BEYAERT: 	cs.° We're already/ oin ,that in 
,o, 

the South Coast Air Basin and we're doing it in Kern County, 

This is the 95percent control on. he0wall'vent: 

CHAIRPERSON CORY: 'But you think, as WOGA, you're 

0 

r. 

0 

3 

4 

5s- 

6 

7 
= 
8"" 

c) 

9 

10' 

11 

13 

14 

15, 

16 

17 

018 

19 

saying you think,yoU'could accept that as a requirement of 

we made that change tor-  you? an you live'YIe  

to it forte the di&ation of the lease? 

MR. BEYAERT: Santa Barbara County Air District,  

will have 	authority to stipulate Chec:''emissions control. 

But if 'we can do it 	we care doing it. We're copfidento 

knowing °Santa Barbra County 	 0 

CHAIRPERSON CORY:// I'm just trying to make sure

that you were prepared'to live with that specifically. 

AMAERT: We're not sug 	it as a 

stipulation, but we can live with it because we have to 

offset the hydrocarbon emissions. 

I8ase if 

20 
	

CHAIRPERSON CORY: You said 'enough We can hang him 

21 with that: 	V 
22 
	

MR. BEYAOT: Soy, there ar4,tWo st5aightforard 
= 	

4 /) 

changes we're  suggesting -- °0  

COMMISSIONERACKERMAN: Always 1 ,a4`e, the door 

\open a ,little bit. 0 

474 

25 

O 

C 
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into 

8 a cheMistry-class in which we` ended up' doing some 

9' calculations on length' of time it took for things to 

13 you are 

10 solution. Now, that's a liquid. But there's certaiF)  

11 similarities in' my mind between liquids and gases. Is the 

12 science that you deal in with all the computers we have where 

able to take those kinds cpf, formulas and "'deal 

0 ' PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTING CORPORATION 
3435 AMERICAN RIVER woe, 8Ult,E A 

r. 

11 	43 

6, 	 § 

MR. BEYAERT: -- and with those wethink the
0  
 - 

Final Erg, Would present a credible estimate of the 

emiss onS, nd air qualityeffeets with still'a,subSJahtial 
0 0  

degree of conservatism. 

background, I think it was -- I can't remember which class --O 

with them or are there just too many variables to cover? 

15 	 MR. GUTFREUND: icZ>. They're certainly °dealt with 

16 explicitly, yes. In „fact, that beaks directly on the 

17 question of the effect of the very high initial reactive 

18 hydrocarbens. The response to our comment notedthato this 
° 

19 could result, thiS would result in a delay in the timing of 

20 the ozone (03) That is in fact correct.. Whriactually 7 
a 

21 	occurs, Wf you recall the trajectory, by the 	time it gets 

22 to Santa Yhez, it'sabOut 4: 	o'clock- in the 
r 	

fternoon)) 
4 	

>. 

23 Its because the initial reactive hydrocarbon concQntration 

0 24 is, if it's way too high, then the reactionswill. 7oceed 

.116" far too rap' 	If the correct value had been used, not 
• a 	 . 

a 
I) 

0 

0 

0 

„0 

O 

, 
CHAIRPERON CORYz,  Before we go on°to the other 

ft 
points, just, in termsofesoteria, I recall, somewhere 'in my° 
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} 
'Only, would the impactbe less, but 1 Would-;\'occur Much='  later. 

 0 	,. 0 	 ., 	 , 	0   
If it occUrredqater, there wotldn't be any sun left to' 

0 	 . . 
provide,,photochemistry. So that's riall an important part 

.4k 	- 4 of the effect of' the initioi reactive hydrocarbons also. 

5 	 CHAIRPERSON CORY: Aren't you assuming that that's 

6 a continuing, tteat if it doesn't cstart at 9:00 it we Ild have 

10, 

all. 

won't,_prodtice 

1; ')  
, 0 

12 	 -CHAIRPERSON CORY : , , o it a combination,  of the 

8 	 MR. qpTPREUND: :NO. EecauSe the sun's ra ii.ation,_ 
,, 	 „ 

0 i8 essential to these reactipns that.prodtcePozon6: It 
, 

Ozone at night Or,in the,late,afternoon oV 

two?,, 

-zy 

MR. GUTERENNO: Uh-huh. 

EXECUTIVE` OFFICER DEDRICK,„:, Three thingS. 

Hydrocarbons, aides of nitrogen and ultraviolet produce 

`ozone,°b t theY,prOduZle them in a very, unusual way% That 

018 is, if you „plot .the 6kides,of nitrogen concentration thiS 

19 way and the hydrocarbon concentration that way ,and'then you 
V 	 0 	0 

0 	0  
20 )Y  plot ozone, you will get something that looks like a codour' 

. 	 -...„.„,„ 

21' '°'map of Mendocino County. That's in the laboratory.. When 6  
0  0 0 	-',, 	 0  

22 you then take that complex reaction and stick it out in 
0  r;.:-  

23 nature where othe winds are doing ̀f̀unny things and the 

024 mountains are here and the hills are there and the radiation 

25 is different a] over the place, youdget something thot is 

0 



0 

a 

6 	„ „ 

0'"'' 
sensible thindt to do is t m„ 

red flag it because I think it is adequately, r flagged 

extremely 	 I think that in regards to difficult to follow% 

this particular trajectory, the 

4, both in the EIR and through the recordoOf this hearing. 

5 'BUt it will neVer be used 'per. se as a de; sion-making point 
- 	_ 

6 by an air pollution control district because it it clearly 

7 fuz,zy and just getting started, 

S 	 CHAIRPERSON CORY 14ae..you concluded the points 
0 

9 you,wished to make? 

IO' 	 MR. BEYAERT:- Yes, I think so.' „If its clear 

11 that itA n4t- be used in decision-making by an air district • 

s il or by this Commission, then that's 

1 	 ExECUTIVE OPMER DEDRICX: I think that the 

14 conclusion of the results from these calctlationscre yot-2 
0 

15 have raised substantive concerns, those substantive 

16 concerns-are acknowledged in the tfit and your whole case is 

17 on record here. The Commission isn't going to give you an 
o  

19 district is extremely sophisticated,;  

20 	 MR. BEYABA: x4s. 
0 

21 I think this concludes our presentation:, unless
o  

22 you have any further questions-,  

23 	 CHAIRPERSON CORY: Hang- around, we ..may have Some, 

24jut we may bee- able to get them resolved from the staff. 

25 	 The next person it Carol Fulton, Friends of the 

(J.') 

• ,e 	 , 
air pollution control permit and the aiim pollution,  control 
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:,Sea Otter, Coalitien'On OCSgtease Sale Number 53 ,  -   

MS'. FULTON: Good morning. VM testifying on 

IAhalf of the Coalition on. OCS Lease Sale (51, a group Of 

organizations with a keen interest .in enSuAng 

development of Calif rn*s'offshore,oil and 

only in areas where the benefits outweigh the 

irks to both, the environment and the eelenomy. 'Among the 

0 

12? 

13 

14 

15 

„, 16 

17 

18 

20 

21 

22' 

23 

9 organizations p51,rtlolpating 

9 Club, Tr44,i4 of the Earth, 
/ 

10 Cou 

	

	the Ocean ,c Society, th 4hale Center, and Friends n' 

of the Sea Otter 	 a of 'which I am he Executive Director.. 

We'are not here today in an adversary position. 

in the Coalitien are the.-Sierta 

the Natural Resources DefenSe 

0 

We have werked° Olosely with the State in the development 
°- 

0of its position on OCS oil and gas development in federal 

.waters. We have commented on OCS Lease Sales 53 68, 73,  

the reoffering sale as well as the Secretary of Interior 

Watt's fiVe-year plan.° We have joined with the State in 

s4ing the Department of "41,nterior when' it gought to leas _  
ithprOpriate areas for offshere oil developMent in the 

Northern Santa Maria Basin,, immediately offshore the 

es/7aJl.ished range of the threatened California sea otter 

which is threatened preoftsely becausec,,bf its vulnerability 
t7 

to oil, 

We are grateful to the 	
ft 

State for the stroiig role. 

t has played in protecting our coastal .resources from 

0 

24 

25 

it 
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0  

112 

13 

14 

25 

	

„ 	 0 

0 	° 	0 	,--- '' 	 , 
	'  

' 0 	0 , 	).- imp dent otfanotel development, and look rward to 	, 

l', 

	

) 
	

8„. 	
. 	 6 	 ‘ g 

• \  
	. 

continuing to work with theAtate,inWatchdogging, and Where': 

nedeSsary,'opposing approptiate-pffshgre oil devoIopment.'„ 
)- 	

o i 	, 

ye underatand that -the,  State Lands Commisaion 

0, 

feels itself compelled to ,offer'' the State tidelands,betweel 
w 	 0 

Point Arguello cand Point,ConceptiOn for oil and ,gas asing,  
,0 	, 	, 0 	, 	0  , 

to avoid draimIge,of shared reservoirs 'by federal lessees 

drilling on'the C) S: justlibyond the State'os three ruffle limi 
, 	0 	, 	, 

	

,I, 	, 	, 	0 

We, agree that 'Ow 5 tate Should not lose revenues ton its own 
0 	 0 

001 resources, resoces, However, we .:disagree ' -about the beat way to ,   

11 	obtain those revenUes. 
• -0 

'We propose that the Stato•PuraUe revenue-shayin 
;,0 

agreements with federal losSeea,dri ling on theOCS, and 6 

investigate the feasibility of pormitting slanit drilling into 

18 those 'where there IS concern about drA,nage fro "fedora 

0 	19 	tracts. 

0 	 a, 

	

1 	to obtain acceptable` revenue-sharing agreements, Until the, 
0 	 . 

	

22 	State and iederal6GOyernments readiran acceptable 	
o  

, 

	

0 23 	underatanding on this 'issue the funds could be'placed,-,  14
0  an ' 

account. The State would-not lOse the revenues. 

We realize the State is currently,in litigation' q 

We also are aware of the State's'current immediate 0 

0, 

,I$ othe Statevaters from rigs,a1r4hdy'locatedjust beyond the 

	

0 	 0 

Id 'three-,,,mile lim,it, No xigs need be'Placed in these waters, 

17 and the only areaa which' need be cansidered fory'leasing are, 

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTING CORPORATION 
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cu 

0 

r,4 

'-s +A IL  fl4 need feri guhds, However,0it is our allmtes,,,4ndinty -tIa , 	, 

1 

0   

way there' 
8 

 will be Considerable delay before the State  , , I 
SI) 'actually ,obtains'any funds fom_the sale. 

6 	 °=We5-do not.agree with the Premi  e that it 

inconSistent,fOr the State 	op6eSe drillinT'within its 

own watersbecausq itessirdady agreed to 'drill just 

	

0 	
0 

, 

beyondi this area' in federal °waters: The EIR adequately 

	

0 	 o 	0 

	

A 	 : . 
10 demonstrates_that'the nearshore wters,are biolo . v    .., 	gically P  0 
It unique,prihe and fragile. ,it is within,the three-mile 

0 	
, 

12 k limit whet- Most Of the maritl mamMalsand the seabir 
1'0 	, 0 	0 

. 	 13 	rooker.i..6S are bound. ,1  . 	
Cr 

„ 	 <, 	,„._.  
.7 	 J4 	 What'is knowp:About_thiS area demostrates that ,,, 

0 

15 (x it is most' inappropriate fog offshore.oi,l development,in  

16 	 'it it might he more approptiatie for a marine sandtdary: 

	

„., 	, 
	' VT What is net known about.„this area is substantial To quote 

9 
from the EIV's description. of of the "characterization of 

o 	 0 

marine biota between PointRArguelle and Point conception: . 

`41-, 	
_ 	- 

-,,:, e survey is designed too 	an identified data gap, the 0 	 9 
lack of information on the marine communities between Point 

, Arguello and Point Conception- The survey places partiOular 
„9 ,  

2$21emphasis on the'0bieta at depths below .100 feet .because, 'With 
9 	, 

emphasis 	, 	 9 9 	 , 
wthe excepti6n of a few grab samples ,;taken by the Allanc' 0 0 0 ' 	 0 

Hancock Foundation 20 years ago, the m-arine life at deeper 

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTING CORPORATION 
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the systom!, y9u 2moifid use, 'TIO r°e\ nienues wobido  le gener, ted , 0 

C  tO the State'eunti.10 after produc-tion is cinder way. 	•,,‘',, goesither 

0 

c 7 

0 0 

, 	0 

19 

2)/  
21 

0 0 



17 

o  ,„ 
odeptlis in lthis areeCis,totally unknowv. 	surveywill 

provide a chatacterizationdof the biota 
"in 

 this'ar6a to 

S 12.  ply additional biolognal f no•rmatien withwhich to ,make 

1 ,„,: 	" ' We ere very pIeaeed that the 	is undertaking' 

	

_ 	 , 	_ 
- 0 

17 

 
the 4tudies

, 
 and we ask that ,the results of the recent 

,f  

pLivi deep, < water work `1 'e° reviewed• to establish the best 

saMPling procedures.- We also ask that4this Commission 

postpone certifying the Final EIR until' the st\pies which D 	, 
believe are designed to take 60 days, have been completed 

and assesSed. 'California has asked that of 'he Federal 
10 , 

Government,' we: can do no less in our own- State waters,. 

13 	8 jae are generally. pleased with4._tie various  
0 	., 14  stipulations Cont ined inthe Final IR  to -improve safety 

	

0 	 0 

15 requirements fcrCCS'operation-1.,. 

16 omisslonS'nust be addreOed. 

Howeyer, two 91aring 
0 

In the Governor ' s December, al9ap, response tethe 

0 18 proposed notice of sate ,for OCS Lease Sale° 5,3, 

,c) 19 hurriber Li required thatpribeto approvalof exploratien 

20 plans, the lessees shalPreach agreement with the U. S. Fish 

D 2 1 and Mildlife Service er that's the Federal Fish and Wildlife of 
22 S8rvice 	to'Eund measures necessary te,ensurethe\r'Survival  • 

23 of the southern sea otter is not jeopardized by OCS 

,24 development. 

25 Stipulation'number,12 was °a Seasonal drillin 

0 
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93 

rdcvirement that required no drilling or workover op 

1 

(' 	2 A  
:would occur in, tracts 

‘
bordering the'Stato Landsproje6t- area 

  , 	, a 
:during the period, from becettber 1's-through April 1,- - to avoid 

0 	 - 

. 
undue risk to sea otter populations and frray whales 'en(L `:

00 , 	 4> 	 , 
,_  

calves why h migrate=noith during the wIfier. 

During the Wilier a spill, inthe project area/this 

project area, could move directly north to the est,algished 

sea 'Otter ran eat the very time when wehavesthe list_  , 	 r A 
9 	 'A 

nuMbtors 

oil development'in hearshoreWaters could be catatrophic. 

We Urge you to immediately include7 the-proposed stipulations? 
!`f 

Again, Californieasked it' of the Federal 

Government. ,,We expect no less of California. 

We are .also 'very sPleased,with stipule6iOn number 
0 „ 

5 which' calls for manCatory biological,turveyS„. Haever, 

we have several Suggesns,whiCh we believe are necessary 

to adequately strengthen'the:stipulation and after hearing 
, 	 0 

the earlier comment's of the gentleman rortillOG.A., l would 

1,1 

" 

of ott\rs in the 'region: 

there is glowing concern 'that the small .:$ea 

f 13 

14 

, 	15 
o 

16 

17 and 12 in the Final EIR. 

, 	. , otterASopulation bayonet have,  grown at agi,,in si606ince 
0'1,', 	..  

f2 , 1973 and as .the past twor yeas have brought draM44e ., 
.., 	., brought  

increases in recorded sea,  otter mortality, the additional ,• 
'i)  
„ , 	, 	

. range risk from opening the southern' border of their range to 0 	 — 	 , 

O 

(,1 

emphasize that the surveys must take pi:Labe prior 

ti 

fi 

".0 
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exploration as proposed by;yOur staff,, Would strongly 

oppose any weakening'of this st4Pulation. 

The specifiC concerns weOlaVeon the ,  stipulations, 
- 

the,way it's written now, is, studies „would be conducted t 
o 

1 

14 

Is 

16 

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTING CORPORATION 

st
5 AMERIOAN RIVER DRIVE, SUITE A 
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TEL HONE (916) 972'B894 
0 	.6 

9'4 .. 

5 determine if the tract or site contained areas of special 

6 biological significance that may be adversely affeCted. 
(3 	 % 	e 	 , 

7 	 . As worded, the stipulation does not reguire,a 

s dete4ination whether areas of biological significance 

outside the tract or site wouldbe-aversely affected by 

operations at the site. For example, it is possible that 

operations, could impact the sea otter erange or pinneped 

haul-ous which might not be contained in a site,or traCC\Z-, 

We therefore recommend reding the paragraph to read: 

"The lessee shall conduct site-specific biological surveys_ 

...to determine if any lease operations on the tract ox %iite 

may adversely a.,!„fe t areas of special biological 

Also, "The biological survey should include a 

9 

19 characterization of the area w,ithin a one kilometer radius 

20 the development site..." according to the EIR. We feel 

Z1 a one -kiloMeter radius does not accurately reflect the area 

22 that is likely to be affected by drilling or construction 

23 activity. 

24 	 dOwncurrent areas will be affefted to 

25 oa greater distance than,upcurtent areas. There's a iV81 

• 



Ii 

if 
	 52 

NA study which 'concluded that drilling rnt c s a0d auttin0 
could.-accumulate three ki1omptersd6wnourrent, suggesting tha 

the area to be Characterized should be redefined, taking 

into account the effect of currents. 	 0 

5 	 The final comment on the stipulation4  "A remote 

camera 'survey , (video and/or film) may suffice in soft 

bottom areas. These observatiOns sh8uld be accompa*ed by 7 

41 -"fc; 8 photo documentaU.on and th taking of samples.'" We 

9  recommend that this section be reworded to require the 

10 taking of samples in addition to camera surveys. The 

11 California Academy of Sciences stated that "Only the 

120 J largeSt and best-known forms can be identified by inspection 

13 of photographs or videotape, tnles**samples are collected 

14 	in addition." 	 0 

We would alSo remind the Commission that in 
9 	 0 , 	 rf 
16 commenting on Oa' Lease Sale.,  5'3, the California ff6a.'rtment 

17'of Fish and Game recommendpd'a 12-mile buffer frog! Point 
, 

18 PurisSima to
, 
 Point Conception, 4P area Which includes the 

19 entire StatTe,„tidelands projecto area. Further, An'reviewing 

:24 the Draft EIR on''"the State tidelands sal& Fish and Garde 

21 J commented there,was no''new information whi.41-Uld make them 

22 change -their oreginal- position. 

We reiterate our belief that this area is 

24 ' inappropriate' for offshore oil development, and that it 0 
25 poses a critical threat°to the California'sea otter 

•k) 

-710) 

0 

0 
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0 

and 
0 

0 0 
0 O 

o. 

'Watt, -gentleman-who's responsible fo 
0 

- 0 We do not ' 1 this sale sho rildpropeed urther  

until cumulative impa tsZfrom,federal "Lasing n' the 
' 	

0   
" 

Santa Barbara area have been assessed Ind titigateh. 	 (i 

At tiid veryll,east, today, . I  again urge you not to U 	, 
,0  

certify the Final En until'Your own, ctu4es have been 	,,," 
Q - 	. c,  

ou.possibly know what , 
,P 	 0  0 

the enironmental impacts are when'y Udon't even know what'o 
q e 

but there? 	' 	 ),-,- 	. / o / 

riiia1,1y, we call upon youb  to ensure that: 

leasing of Statidelands is consistent with tae State's 

federally--approved Coastal Plan., Cal'forniahas demanded 

For hOw cah 

of the Federal Gzernment,presale consistency on -,i'ze, 

timing and location. We expect no less of California 

is .there is much at Stake. 4 	 a o  
0 	 , 	0 

, 

19 	,,-. 	Thank you 

20 	 , C3'MMISSIoNER ACKERMAN: when you testified on 
 

21'" Secretary Watt's, 	
c',  

five-year plan, did you recommend that ln 
0100 

areas where California had parcels leased, against' unleased 

'federal parcels that the Federal Government exercise 

agreement for slant dri ling Off State platforms into the pff  , \_. 
°Federal OCS?_) 

0 

( 
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M411WIRMWTrITR:77!' —7016TrrIr 

0 

-115. FULTON: No, X don't think I did. 

O 

a 	, 

CHAIRPERSON CORY ", Dkay. c  
Birk Neuter. 

\'‘ tr 

0 
He was here earlier. 

MR. TROUT: „Neuter. 

EXECUTIVE OFFICER DEDRICK: 

0 , 
people. 

PE'RSON CORY: Well that*s the last of the 

Would the staff like tc  

tE,I■ Santa Barbara and about 30 cities. This 

primarily with the Lease Sale 53 ?proposal. 

staff Support anebOordination, 4„counties from Del Norte 

has:dealt 

counties and cities? 

MR. CHARTER: Eleven counties and 30 cities, and 0 

O 
0 

3 

5 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

8 

24 

25 

O 

a 

9 

Gl 

C• 

0
21 

22 

lit 0. 54 

MR. CHARTER: I subMi•Eted a request to partibipate. 

CHAIRPERSON CORY: Come forth. Identify yourself 

for the record. 	I'M sorry; somewhere we lost the sheet. 

MR. CHARTER: I understand. 

My name isoRichard Charter. I serve as 

Coordinator for Local GovernMents along the Central and 

Northern California Coast and in that capacity over the last 

three and a half 'ears, I have=provided un4er a program 

I would like to remind you -- 

COMMISSIONER MORGAN: You're retresenting how many 

_I would- 
% 
Process 

in your 

point out that localgovernmentt throughout this 

orythe.Stae tidelands csale.I think you,' wi.,1( 

Final Addendum test"::,,  from a nu er of indiV,,eduals 

cr, 

a 



inc
,.„,

in udg Super 	i visor Bill Wallace -of -ganta Barbara County. 
1 

I am he:e in the hopes
6 
 Of helping you make the 

0 	 0 	 0 

o 

O 

C2  - 
best posSible'deoision about this sale. ,That my be a 

decision5hat involves more information than yqu. have at the 

current moment'. In bringing this point to lights  I would 
0 	

or 
like to cover three major points. The relation of this 

decision\to the decision-makingo  process on the federal lease 

sales, primarily LeaseoSale 53. 

The second point I'°d like to "bring tb°1ight is 

the unique biological situation in the'Podnt Conception, 

Point Arguello'area and iihe third 'thing that nobody seems 

O 

(1 	
6 

'to hale pointed Out 	that the:re are some very severe 
,c) 

o° economicimplieatibns 	making a jrtistake at this poi 

I don't think that it should: be any aurprise,to anyon in 
 w., 	0 

15  th*S room that Point Conception to Point Arguello„ is a very , 	 \\„ 

16 unique biological area There has been an interest among 
1  0 

the community f marine scientists in fact in studying 'the 

transi0an zone. where the warm southern waters meet the, 

cold narthex:A waters and create very unusual conditions which 

create very unusual biological circumstances and that 

ck probably 25 or 30 years. The problem,is 

22 that nobody ha ever really' taken the trouble to study this 
0 

are 

The 'sensitivity of Point .,Conception has 'peen 

recognized all through the decision process on,tease Sale 0 

0 
•3„ 
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i•J 

a balance was achieved and , 
k • 0 

were left out of that sale. 

11 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

1? 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

9 

O 

C  11 

56 

53. There i
,
s a kind,of conensus In the State of Californi 

that while, as the decisiOn wont forward in T.lease Sale 53, 
3 	• 

the places that really counted' 
0 

In .other words, the MendoCino's 

and the SonoWcs ,(d the Santa Cruz 

ultimately deleted inthe 

0 

areas that were 

, 

l) A 
7 	 would likT/to point out that the decision to 0' 

, 
8 forward sloth the Southern Santa Maria Basin of Lease Sage 

, 	 , 	n 	i 
9  55, and I think it relates because its apparently the', 

0  
decision that triggeted'the State tidelands sale, the 

° drainage sale. ACtual/y,'through the >whole process agena 

Of the State of'California had been raising concerns about 

the proximity of,those tracts to Feint, Conception. Carol 

mentioned that Cal Fish and Gamin in 'responding to the 

orig4 al,roposed notice ofsale thee okndrus proposed notice 

of sale on Sale 53? asked ,for a 12-mile buffer zone around 

Point Concept-len. That was originally a 12'-mile buffer 

zone,W ich IDecame'4 the Governs response_ to the Secretary 

Of Interior on,that Sale a request for a seasonal drilling 
( 

stipulation to protect the sea otter rule basically\,the 

range of the Sea otter which will be in this area during 
. 

the life of this sale. 

k,,Neither„of those,,,things were given to the State 
, 	0 

..,,, 	,, 	c., 

24 of California by the feds when they heldoLease Sale 53. 
0 	 , 

25, They leased right up to the-three-mile State tidelands and 

0 

0 
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the threel-miIe State tidelands then became the buffer between 
a ° 2 the, federal leasing and these sensitive intertidalcareas. 

3 	So I don't: thithat I'm ote....,of line:frl,,,Rotntngout that/ 

4  you are leasing the buffer zone tnd thTt in'so doing there , 	 a  

5 is np spill response time You are on top of the kx_hsitive 

6 resource. 0 	 , 

7 	 So I think it's imp9rta:,,At not to use the 
,/, 

8 justification that while leasing has occurred on federal 
0 	 . 	 9 

0 ,,xp, we must lease this, BeCause, in fact, this is the 

	

0 	 6 , 
10 buffer zone 

 
. 	II 	 The thing bout the Point Conception area is that 

12 there is hardly an thing knoWn about the biological 

/
0 

ra 13 communities,the. Weflcnow 'that there's a senWitivity. 
cs 

•4 We know that there's a lot going on. We have found out 
\ 

5 some things about—then  leatifig in Sale 53 as a result of 
(s 	 , 	 r- 	 . 	0 

16 biological site surveys that took plac,e prier to drilling. 

17 We have about six drill ships in the Santa Mai is Basin right 
-------_'  

■-,,,,  
18 now. prior td _that activity there were biological site 

19 surveys which0 discovered topographical tides, islands under 

20 the ocean, one of which contained 11 species that nobody' 

	

21 	had ever seen before. This is on the federal ()CS.° 
0 

	

22 	 Is important not to underestimate the importance 
0 	

0 
23 i-Of these shallow or inshore areas to the total biology of 

the ocean and the fact that this inshRre marine fringe has 

	

. 	c 

	

2$ 	disti-not zon'ation of environmental conditions which provid 

o. 

0 
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o3 e of °the most diverse habitats for lite,t5n earth basically: 
i ■ 	' 	 , 	- 

NoW, your staft in your Final .4ddendum''has apparently ,  
recognized 

 
■ 3 ° 

	

ized that-   there 	a lack. of in m foxation abdUt
{e 
 this -' , 0 	 - 	, 	 0 

4 area and in Your Final Addendum has proposed a 60-day 	0 „ 

	

0 	 , c■ 
, z, 	 ,. 

S biological characterization study,„w0\ hich we and our 0 	 0,  

0 
tify biological hot spots What I mean to say, people 

/A) 
hl ve a habit of looking at the ocean, and because they 

not see below the surface ot er than reAlections, they 

visuallze that there's fishosotif ecually. distributed' Out 

	

'13 	there and the 	are critters on-'the botteill sort of evenly 

14' spread out That is not the way it is: 

	

15 	 There 'are concentrations of collImunitites that ybu 

16  cannot find any ether Way than by the _type Study  youore 

	

17 	talking about. ,Tt looks. Like a" pretty good tudy., Our 

concern is - and x say "our concern," because this is 

19 setting a precedent that other counties are watching in'the 

'20  event that drainage sales follow federal 'sales of the 

	

21 	California coast. 

	

22' 	, There have beenonumerous comm hts to the'Aureau 

230' oftand Management, now Mineral Managemen Service, that , , 
o 

24 the results of '=studies shpuld be' obtained prior to the 
0 	, 

2S  1 decision and used in the decision. We have Said that 
b, 

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTING CORPORATION 
3435 AmemoAN Fool Dpry SUITE A 

SACIFIAM,5NTO,bA121f,011N1.454t6 

0 n 
ii 

6,, consultants have revieWed inosome detail. It looks„„like 

KJ 7, a, pretty good, study. Its ,a high resolution study. It , 
L.,  

8 involves sampling on a grid spaeing which probably would' 

Cl 	• 

pHONq telej.  072.8804 /t)  

1 ° 



° 

0 

Cb°v 13'. 

o 59 

foueor five hundred times <in 'the laAt four years, 
q 

m afraid thaE we have to say it to the State Lands 

js intertidal" ti , flat _e} 

Commission, T'here'' as been a need for this,, study accepted ' 
t, 	• 

:-5by your agency, You've,funded it. Ydu're'gOing forwith 

it Its my understanding that the reSUlts,of the study 

will not be available prior-to the proposed notice, of sale' 
0 0 	 = 

for this Sal. 
11 

t think that you should' knowthat there's,a 
0 	.„  S,  4, 	... 	_ preceder40 for-this in the State 01; A ,1aska2`° There have_been 

	

0 	 11 
, 	

11 

0 

mistacee made with State tidelands 
'

es and they have been 
0 '(-
W. 

 
very, veryexpenave,'to states. I happened to be in Homer, 

.,Alaska ongetPhilliayin the mid-1910's when Shell oil.  

Company got,a jack-iprig' Stuck in the glac4a1 silt in °the 

be IOM Of Ketchimec Bay. This 1/17,48 a Statetidelands,:sale 

and a sensitive area. Everybody recognized that. It's 
- 

Like a,giant version of Tomales Bay, a long, narrow bay fed 

by glacial-fed rivers, The Fox. River has an extremely large 

area with a lot of birdspon it, has an 

19 1 extremely productiye 
, 

trout fishery=and-everybody:saidou 
( 

better watch out ecause youAe going to have trouble with 

glacial silt at "e';bottomofKetchimeclhay. AlaSka'went 

Shell(came in w*th 4, jackup,o got it 

,-- it was very: prominent 	news 4iedia &i?wn 

ahead and le 
Q 

stuck/  spent 
0 

0 

2,4 

25 part of that 

0 
You may even-  recallit 	spent'the better 

summer trying "to 	thatlrig W4th 
•  

0 

hele that summer. 
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-,25 

0 

14  

0 

0 

= 

Ocean:,--gbingtugs,' 	 divers; You n itme 
0 	 " 

got it loose. The problemwas,, that the, rig Waa, 1:tibkright 

in front Of the Only town in-RetchiMe.Bayand it'creato 0 	0, 

a:public backlash that was so strong in the-state of Alaska 

	

, 	. 
that they were forced to=buy*back the state leaseS 

0 

7 	 1 was in a meeting iA Alaska this' aline and 

8 the topic ofthat Sale 'came =up and the people who;, administer 

9 state tidelandsleases n the* State glaska:said to me: 

19,  God, plbase don'e'talk about ,:hat: You would,not believe, 

flhOwexpensive_that was fox the Stat*ofAlaska. 

12 ' 	 ° So what I'm asking you to do, what my recommendatio 

is that you not certifyAis BIRt6day,„ that, yoU'provide 
, 

1,4 a 60-day period for ':he completIon,  0 Your own study that 

1.5, you recognize the neod for, a per:?.0&of timo fornthe 
4;s1Y/'  

0 

17 peer teview in,:tho scientific„ommunity,maybe another 
‹) .  

Iii „30 cdays% Were not- talking about a big hurry on this 

	

, 	, 	 5  
11 lease „sale where 90 days Would make that mdch di Terence:. 

e2 	 0 	,  

ink the goal of such study of the results of your 

0 21 	biologicalCharadterization survey, would provide inforMation 

of sufficient resolution that you cduld,identify biological 
/ , 	I 

23 hOt ospots in 	Poineonception-Point Arguello area and 

0 	, 
information, from that study 	be -digested, subjected cto 

00  

o 

perhaps make some windoWs in your sale, but you.ire not gOing 
s), 	 ' 
to know where those. windows are until ,you 'have the resuitS 

0 
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° 	• 

e. an the (! 

C 

G 

0 

(:).f the study that yoU l,have, 	in motion.' WoW, 

agenda an item determining JU'St how thc.,-,sle is  going to 
. r.c-  
proceed, Wha4reas will be leased'fitst and'I heak.d4umora, 

, to theeffeot that-, well,'4the whole thing 3n ay be leaSed. 

There-maybe:,two circle first and then- twocireleS. Well,  

just suppose that the f4st two circles are the wrong-°two 

circles and that they're on to of hard rock cm CrapS that 

happen to be the biologically sensitive areas. That's not 
, the way) to find out where the biologically sensitive areas 

10 are to lease them. The way to find out is to conduct the 
$\. 	, 

study that you funded and decided to proceed with. get the 

results of it, 130 that information , in a full disclosure 

document. We're sUpposed to be creatingCa model here for 

how to'do this for thec,feds and we're making the same 

15 error. 

16 
	

I'd like to close by sal;ing that .1,con 	that a 

17 State tidelands lease sale should beosubject to the sarre 

13 	. 	
, 	 0 

consistency determinatioh that federal sales are. If ' ., 

19. anything, i-t has more of aii, effect on -Ole land and water, uses 

of the State'S,Coostal"zone and I would like to ask you to 

defer certification Ct the EIR until you have full 
' - 

disclosure of the environmental impacts of this project. 

Thank you very much. 

ONAIRPERSON,CORY:-  QUestiens from Commis.sioners? 

00 

 EXECUTIVE OFFIc,9CER DEDRICK: Mr. Chairman, I see 

23 

24 

25, 

'F, 

O 9- 	0  

0, 
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(o. 

i) 

that Kirk Neuner is here. He just came. 

CHArRPERSON CORY: °Kirk, do yOu wish 

C 

   

   

EXECUTIVE OFFICV 1=1ZCZ: 'Do you Want to testify? 

>MR. NEUNEP No. 

CHAIRPERSON CORY: Staff. 0 

I'd like the Staff to start responding to some O'f 

the ,points that were brought up, Whp S going to'lead thik 
C , 

oft, c3airo, you, Dwight? 	 I i) 

EXEC9TIVE OFFICER DEDRICK: I'm sorry, Mr. 

hairman. pwight has been in charge of the whole process 

and has been meeting with everybody and I think he can 
	s fi 

respond,more completely., 	
;4= 

1331 	 would Jake to pOint„out one thing, partic4larly 

in regard to'Mr. Charter',stestimpny and also Carol's and 

15 our other two witnessps. 

16 	 The biological study is ongoing currently. The 

17 EIR included studies bf allrockY-4areas, and Dwight can 

18 elaborate on (thatif you choose, So that the areas that we 
, 

19 know,would be Uologically sensitive are already investigated 

20 
0' 

2! decided to gp beyond that requirement and to provide 

22 information for\ your leasing decisions, more information 
a 

23 thah was actually required by law, and ordered that 

024 biological study. The study js completed and is being 

25 written and it will be alTailable to the Commission and 

examined in the existing docUMent. the Commission 
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