mesting. CALENDAR ITEM

A 35 02/06/89
53 PRC 410
S 18 PRC 145
Willard
Gonzalez

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

LESSEE: Bush 0i1l Company
Attn: R. L. Klarc
5750 West Pacific Coast Highway
Ventura, Califarnia 93001

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

AREA, TYPE LanD

Both proposed
d locations

State o0il and gas lease PRC 145 Was issued in
of 326 acres of
! led tide and submerged lands which
adjoin lease PRC 410 on the Seaward and
southern sides. Bush is the Current operator,




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 fAugust 21, 1986. The
Mitigated Negative Declaration 1is 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 invoclves lands identified as
possessing 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.
B. Mitigated Negative Declaration.

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMISSION:

1. FIND THAT A NEGATIVE DECLARATION WAS PREPARED FOR THIS

oot 333 | .
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CALENDAR ITEM ND. 53 (cont'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 gUSH OIL COMPANY TO DRILL TWO
EXPLORATORY OIL AND GAS WELLS FROM STATE OTL AND GAS LEASE
PRC 410 AND TO PRODUGE THE WELLS IF COMMERCIAL QUANTITIES
OF HYDROCARBONS ARE DISCOVERED.




EXHIBIT A"

STATE LANDS COMMISSION

PROPOSAL TO DRILL TWO WELLS
PRC 410, PRC 145

Ventura County

i-20-198¢

VERTURA COUNTY

P.R.C. 1466
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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 well:s to be drilled over a three year period. 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%

I
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Taaht awd glare by Mirevting daght e Righway sad premarily,
SUTTE BTN T, LR . L. - .

PLBLIC- REVIRM:

3. Legal Motice Hethed: Ofrext wasling to property uwners within 300 feet
of proposed project houndary. )

2. Document Posting Period: April 14, 1986 - Hay "i3, 1986

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

COMMENTS RECEIVED DURING REVIEW AND AGENCY RESPONSE -

1. Letter May 7, 1966 from Coastal Commission {response sttached).

Prepared by: Marcia Vakelee Revieved by: > 2098

The Eavironzental Report Review Committee recomsends that the decision-making
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 Comaittee

15120329




INTTIAL STUDY CHECRLISY

PROJECT INFURIATION

t. Name of applicant: A)orr;s 0,! G-
2 Project Description: ‘U'M Pa’d U)LE—FO‘ML M 3 ,mwwdlu

3. Preject locaticm: | ﬁwl.'lnl
. Checklist Prepacer: WW&LJJJ]H_,

ENVIRONMENTAL INPACTS

Cach category checked requites that @ Jetermsnstion be made if the peoject
would or would not lkave & wgignificant” effect on the environment. Each
enviconmental category contains & different set of ccitecia for vhat
constitutes a sigaificant 3dverse impace. . Professional judgement is needed
to determne significance. The term msigaificant” iz defined in the CEQA
Cuidelines 3s “3 substantial, or poteataally substantial, adverse change in
any of the physical conditions withio the ared sffected by the activaty
including land, aic, wvater, ainerzls, floca, fauna, asbient noise, and
objyects »f nistoric or assthetic sigaificance.” «The CEQA Guidelines also
oatovides 20 explsnation for detemmining significant efferts and establishes
eandatory fiadings of significance ia cereain instances (Refecence Scctions
1506« and 15055).

The peteatial “saybe™ ispscts are difficult to detscuine. This is a matier
of professivaal judgesent which requices analysis of the facts and
jaformation sutajtted with the project. Ia  deterzining potentially
sigoificant izpacts for the “yes” aad “aayhe" aaswers, 20 explanation sheet
sust be aiitsched to the wnitial study. The stzachaent should include the
fallewing information for each "yes™ and “gaybe” ansver:

t. A brief description about the background and setting of tne issue.

2. A drief descriptien of the potrntial significant impacts and disclosure
of uhy they could resuli.

Description of any mitigstion measure(s) vhich -would ceduce the impacts
to an insignificant level.

ts the event that project mitigation i3 indetecminate o that
attigation measures cannot ceduce the spacts to 3o insignificant
tevel, a statement explaiming why further analysis (ETR) 15 necded
should be provided.

Revessad




[ K1Y LR A T
[Pod KRR
Land Uae

will the propssal, indavitually of cumulstavely,
ue inconsistent vith/ag sulstantislly alter
present ot planned land use of an ateel

Pepulation

vl the proposal, individuslly or cuanlatively,
sixnilacantly siter the locataon, distribution,
Jensity, of grovth fate of the huean yopuletiun
of an sges?

ftouzing

i1l the proposal, individuslly of cusulatively,
sigmfacantly aftect exysting heusing, OF creste
a demand for sdditienal heusing?

planming Consystency

v111 the propasil. {ndividuslly ot cumulatively,
be inconsistent with any goal, opyective, policy
or program of the Cenecal Plan, Vater Quality
sanagesent Plan, Guidelinas fof Crderly -
Development oF InY ather Boardeadopted polacy
dacuaenc?

Mineal Resources

she propesal, adivadually er cunulatavely,
12 » sigariscants

tncresse 1 the rate of use of aoy wineral
cesourse?

susstantial depletion of any acn=ceaevabdle
ainecal sesource?

1R FELLUTICN CONTROL LISTRICT

[ [ 4

wil
lt§

the propasal, wndividuslly ot cunulatively,
¢ an sagrificant:

.

.
.

Ve

,.  Detenioration of
asbient-r1r quality?

». Objectiossdle odors?
USLIC VORKS AGENCY
. Rar3h

Cill tae proposal, wadividually or cusulatively,
cesult 1o, ot be 1gpacted by, sigarfacants

3, Unstadle earsb conditicss or 1o cBanges
10 geologac subistructures?

v, Disruptiens, displacenents, compaciion
or mvercovering of the sal?

Change i topogeraphy of geoucd sucface
gestet {eatures?

o

T™""7e ~iunly reviewing &3eAcy nag cetersines this ssue Aot 25 se sigréficant.
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The ‘destgurtinn, vaveriig et Al ication
of ane hnuque xenluaic ot phvgxcat
teatuces’

tactrade D wind 97 vatey erosian of
sorts, eitlier o of off the sute?

changes tn deposition ot ectosion ot
besch sands, or chaoges tn silcatton,
Jdeposition ac¢ erosiul which may modi{y
the channel vl 3 river or stredm OF
the bed of the oczan ot any bay, ianlet
or lake?

Eaposure of property te geologirc
hazacds such as eacthquakes, landslides,
eudsiides, ground taituce, liquefaction,
tsuoemi or sisilac hazards?

8. Yfanspor:::xonICirculalien

Uill tbhe proposal, {pdividually ot cumalatively,
cesult io sagoaficants

3. Generation of substantial addritaonal
vehicular sovesent?

gffects on existiog packing Zacrlities,
ot drmand for qev packing?

lepacts upon existing ceanspacrtatisa
systens?

Altezations to preseat patterns of
cizculation or wsvement of people
and/or goods?

Alterations to eail traffic?

¢. increase in teaffic hazards to motur
vehicles, bLicyclists or p:des:txans!

g. Flood Cantrol

Will the proposal, individually or cusulatively,
cesult in significant:

2. Changes to absorpiica rates, drainage
pattesas, ot the roule and/or amount
of surface vater runoff?

Alteration to the coutse or ilov of
flood vaters?

Exposure of people, propecty or unique
natucal resources to hazards such as
£looding ot taunaai?

¢, ELffecrs oa 2 channel or streas tegulated
by the Flood Control District?

th VYaitec Resaurcesd
Jager SR——

will the prapasal, individually or cumulatively,
cesult \n signaificant:

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

ohanges td cure»nts, wr the CoufLe ot
Jicevtion of vater mavements, 1n any
hade of v ater!

"
TTVTe 3uaty covigwing 1iency) has dst:raines WY
I TR ’
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Dischacge into surface vitets, ot !
soy altaration of sur{ace wvatsr quslity,
1acluding but 1asited O temperature,
distolved oxyges oF turbidaty?

AMteratics of the direction or rate
of {low of ;touadvatcrl7

Change ia the quality 0! groundvaters,
cither through direct sdditiens of
vithdravals, of through intercepticn
of sa aquifer by cuts, excavations .
or szurface coverings?

Reduction in the amount of vater

othervise availadle for pudlic
vater supplies?

Seresr Lightisg

“ill the proposal, sadividually o
cuzulazively, cesult ia e geed for
street lighing services?

INVIACNMENTAL WEALTH DIVISION

12. Sasitation
1¢ *he proposal will utilize
gk systess, €33 the sev2
by the project create a si
adverse health wzpact?

Water Supply

w11 the prodasal, individuaaly OF
cx=ulasively, not be adle ¢ be sravided
vizh a long-ters walel suppiy 9f

adequaze quanzicy an? qualaisy?
Solid Waste

vill the proposil, individuaily of
cuzulatively, gesult ia:

3. A sigaificant acount of 7
. solid waste?

b. A significaat igpact on the existing
solid waste diposal systeal

Risk of Unset
Soes the proposal, individually or
cuaulatively, iuvolve:

a. A risk of an explosisn ¢ the rezease
of hazsrdous substsaces {{acludiog,
but not limited to, oil, pesticides,
chemacals ot cadiazion) o tle event
of an accident of upset conditions?

Possible 1aterfersace vitt an
emergenty Tespoose plan or an
emesgency evacualion plan?

Husan Healeh

Vill the prayote

cuoulstavely, e

2. Creation vi any heslth hazasd ot
potentia’ nealth hazagd  exClalifg

mental hea.ay? hd

D6O7

———
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25T e wewe

PN LI flash

fuapouce ot people LO putential
health hagaeds”

FINE PROTECTION DISTRICT

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

5. Locataon of the project?

c. fubdblic infrastructure and availability

of vater fer ficetighting pucposes?

SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT

18, Will the proposal, individually ot
cunulatively, cesult in impacts on
the ability of the Sher1ff’s Oepactment
vo serve the project due te:

5. The design of the proposal (i.e.
dezensidle space betueen duelling
units, zopagraph? and open space)?

b. 3he desiga of roads and cigeulation?

c. The locatioa or sizé of the project?

PRCFERTY ADHINISTRATION ACENCY

19. Recreation

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

Harhors and Navigzation

will the-proposal, individually or cumulatively,
cesult ia 3 significact impact on barbors oF
aavigatien?

Historical (Culruzral Heritage goard)

Will the proposal, individually et cunulatively,
cesult in adverae physical oz aesthetic effects

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

AIRPORTS_DEPARTIENT

22, Will the propesal, individually or cumulatively.
zesult 1n impacts o the comsunaty due to:

a. Air traffic safety problem?
b. Adwecsc affect on existing gacilities?
¢. Changes 10 fligat patterns?

SUPERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS

3. Education

will the proposal, nntividually we cumulativels,
cesult a2 siantdicant tapact on existang uf
propused wducationsl frcalidyess

' Affecs the 5136 A Campeaition wt
claviva?l

0l

—————cge

TVie -cunts eeuigwira iinncy A3s gezerminng IN1% Shue a9t 13 0% crentdicant,




Keault 1a the need 1or addstienal
classccums, peesonnel or additional
facilities?

AVRICULTURAL REPARTYEY

b, Agricultural Resources

¥ill the propasal, individually or cunulatively,
result 18 sagaificant:

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 BE COMPLETED BY TEE ACEICY RESPONSIBLE FOR ADMINISTERDIC THE PROJECT

35. Visual Effects

%111 the proposal, individually or cumulatively,
result in the odstructien ¢f a scenic resoucce

or viev open to the pudlic, oc vill ths proposal .
tesult in the creaticn of an aesinetically
offensive site open to pudlic viev?

Public Services
HD-17 services

wWill the propesal, individually or cumulazively,
hive an effect uzon, or resull iz & aeed for
nev or altered, governsenisl secvices in any

of the folloviag areas:

3. Severs or szevage trestment plants?

Vazer =a:ns or siorage facilities?

Archecolorazal
will the propasal affect site(s) that:

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

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

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

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

Invelve imporzant queszions that
R.sterical researen has sheen can
only be ansvered vith the use of
srchaenlugical tecnniques?

STUATY reviewing ljeRIv nas Celermires iNts istue ap: o £2 Crsardicane

wed/uy
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Ttiletiey

wiil the proposal, 1odavidually or cunulacively,
1mpacet oc resull 1n & need {or new public secvice
systems, o¢ sudstintiel alterations to the
tolloviag utilizties?

2. Clectricity oz nstural gas?
5. Communication systems?
Enccev

Vill the propessl cesult 1a:

3. Use of substastial amounts of fuel
or energy?

Substantial iacrease {n demand upen
existing sources c{ enecgy, or
tequice the develapmeal of new
soucces of enecygy?

Hoise

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

&. Jacreases in existing aoise levels?

b. Exposure of people to severe uoise
levels?

Light and Gla:s

Wiil the proposai produce significans
:noungz_of light cc glage?

Will ‘the propasal cesult in:

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

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

latzoduction of aaw species of
plants isto aa srez, or {o a
barrier to the normal repleciabmant
of axisting species?

Animal Life
Wili the proposzl result ia:

3. Chaage 1n the diversity of species,
ot numbers of sny 1peciss of anisals
{bicros, land saicals inciudiag
ceptiles, fish 3ad she 'fish, beathac
vrganigms or i1nsects)?

Reduction ot the numbers of any
unique, care oc ¢ndangeced species
at snimais®

latraduction of nev species ot
Aniasls 10t0 an area, or result in
3 barriet tu the muxration wt
anvement nt animals?

200s7
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Detegroration
vildlafe habitat?

131, MANDATORY FINDINGS OF S1GNIFICANCE

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

tc exasting {ish €T

have the potcn:\ll

substantaally teduce

the habitat of & fash of wiidlife

species,

cause a {isb or wvilélife

pepulation to drop belov self-sustarioing
jevels, theeates ¢o elimsnate 3 plaat

or anam:zl comnilYs

reduce LA susder

of testrics: tae caozse of A rave ot

endangeved plast

or agimal oF elasioate

imporract csampies of the w2 jort periods

of Calilorwis pistory e°v

Qoes the project bave

predastory?

the po:entini to

achieve short=ierm, to the ¢isadvantage

of loog-terd,

eavizoosental goals?

(A

shors-ters apact of the eavirocaest 18

one vhich ogcurs
definitive pesiod of tise
ispacts vilil ecdurce vell

in a relatively bvrael.
vhile loag-ter®
into the future).

Does the prozect have impacis vhich sce

individualily Limated, dut
consrdecadble?
celatavely small adivadual
swo of @Ore resources,
those impacts oa the
sxxnilican;).

cusulzively”
{Several projects may bave
{npacts 08
but the total of
envizonment 13

Does the prolect have envegoraental
effects which vill csuse substanzial

sdverse effects ou buman
directly of indirectdy? + °

v wne gounty reviewing t3ency

Notes:

1. See Emu;m'nmud'ql Aesves andl m:f:qaal'/m.s, ’I‘fem M. &

vobitt, and. afse respense

rna% 7 l"i gl Ca.#ocﬂcd)

3. See Q\u:mm;-wfaQ’fs:oc and /nltaaifﬂ'xs ,

W d:'scus:/:rn.

has desermined

beingds eithes

this issue nct o be significant,

P g‘.,\
£ Coagtad Crmmission Jefier of

Tem (b /5 - é:sg_




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 vithin 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
ITMENT OF WATER RESOURCES
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May 7, 1986 L5500V i~ o .

Marcia Waxelce

Ventuca County Planning Division
800 S, Victoria

Ventura, CA 93009

Dear Mg, Wakelee:

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

The document states that there 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 recommend that that additional data bde incocporated
into the repozt to suppoct this finding or iacking the data the
finding de 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 azmount of
truck traffic that will be associated with zhe removal of tRe waste
products? .

Under cisk of upset, the feport states that there naydbe 3 risk of an
upset with this activity. Coastal Commission experience in
reviewing oil and gas develcpaent has shown that there is dlvays a
£isk of upsat in this type of activity. We theretore recornend that
this finding be changed so yes.

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

Sincerely

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

Joe Nicholson

Colifornia Coastal Coomission
631 Hovard Street, 4th Floor
Saa Francisco, CA 94105

Dear Mr. Nicholson:

Thank you for the Coastal Commission's cosments, dated M2y 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 Veaturx County
Eavironnental Report Review Committee reviewed 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 Lcrmittee determined that the "ne” finding
vas sppropriate for the folloving rcasons. The propcsed wells will be drilled
one at a time, with a drilling peciod of &5 to SC days for ecach well, 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 tanks, 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 mcasures proposed by the
Air Polluticn Control District to mitigate the air quality impaczs associated
vith the project. The Planniung Departmeat is not currently processing any other
oil well drilling applications in the Rincen arez, so this project is nct
expected to have significant cuasulative 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 vell. This material would
be hauled to an approved dusp site. The drilling mud is removed as liquid waste.
It is collected in bias to dry out and *he rezains are hauled to an approved dunp
site. In this area, fresh water drilliag fluids are used, and these are
classified as nun-hazardous. The amount of drilling mud requited for the
drilling operation varies, and is difficult to estimate. The applicant feels
that not more than tuwo or three truckz per veek would be needed to remove the
solid wsste. The Ventura County Environtental Health Department has reviewed
these estimates, and has found that there vwill not be a significant impact due to
solid waste.

The Environmental Report Review Cormittee :Jgreed 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
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1tem covered Lhc ‘posatble cisks, snd detecained that cosplimce wilfte ¥ie

.
4

fegulations of the Diviaion of 0il &nd -Ges, the Fire Depsrtmens 10V tie A

Pollution Cestrol Uistrict would reduce Lhese risks to an insigoalicant lewel,
1f you have any questions, please call Harci. Wakelee at (803) 65&-247%.

Sincerely,

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT AGENCY

Connetcxallluizgfizal nd Use Section

RXL:ms/E192

CALENDAR PAGE

I MavuTE PaGE ™





